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enough money in the bank to pay for 
this new equipment to hire a new per-
son. On the other side, then, the regu-
lations have to match also. 

A friend of mine in Artesia, New 
Mexico, Bill Sweatt, recently said to a 
group that was asking what does it 
take to create a job; there is all this 
speculation in Washington what does it 
take to create a job if we want to in-
crease the 2.2. Mr. Sweatt says, I will 
tell you what it takes to create a job. 
He has a company that runs bulldozers. 
He said it takes $340,000 for me to cre-
ate a job. That’s what new bulldozers 
cost. He said, by the way, I have to 
have a pickup truck because they just 
frown on me driving the bulldozer down 
through the main streets of Artesia to 
get to the location, so I actually have 
to leave it out there on a truck and 
drive a pickup through town. So he 
said, basically $400,000, I can put a new 
employee on. 

As we tax away money from busi-
nesses, it takes longer to accumulate 
the $340,000. It takes longer for jobs to 
be created when we tax that money 
away. So our tax policy will cause Mr. 
Sweatt not to hire a new worker as 
soon as he would otherwise. That 
causes our economy to be stagnant. 
That’s happening to businesses across 
the country. 

But then the bigger thing is if the 
government passes, say, a new regu-
latory framework that is similar to 
this, the regulatory framework again 
alarms him, and he says, I can’t make 
my way through that government reg-
ulation. I believe I am just not going to 
do it. Those two aspects are creating 
the great imbalance here between jobs 
and between our economy. Those can 
be balanced and should be for the sake 
of our future. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title. 

H.R. 4. An act to repeal the expansion of 
information reporting requirements for pay-
ments of $600 or more to corporations, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

STOP INTRUDING IN D.C. LOCAL 
AFFAIRS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is 
recognized for 30 minutes. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have 
come to the floor because in a very real 
sense I feel surrounded. Mr. Speaker, I 
was sent to Congress, like every other 
Member, to attend to the business of 
the Nation. But in fact, I have been 
surrounded. I have been surrounded by 
the new House majority that has de-
cided to spend huge amounts of time, 

in the most autocratic fashion, trying 
to deprive the District of Columbia of 
its self-governing rights. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress delegated 
home rule to the District of Columbia 
in 1973. Before that time, the District 
of Columbia had no mayor, city coun-
cil, was ruled by the federal govern-
ment without any democracy. That 
was mostly the work of Southern 
Democrats, whose reasons were, among 
others, but most definitely, racial. 
What is happening today is not the 
work of Southern Democrats. It is the 
work of the new Republican majority. 

I am pulled off the Nation’s business 
day after day after day because of yet 
another zinger from Republicans to in-
trude into the local affairs and local 
spending of the District of Columbia. I 
had to call the administration and Ma-
jority Leader REID today, cautioning 
them that the District must not be 
used as a bargaining chip in the 
present battle over Federal spending 
underway here. 

The latest intrusion is hard to bear. 
The District has decided to spend its 
local funds, among other things, on 
abortions for poor women. Dozens upon 
dozens of jurisdictions do that. No Fed-
eral funds. Funds raised by the tax-
payers of the District of Columbia. 
What does that have to do with the 
Federal budget? What does that have 
to do with overspending or a deficit 
here? That has to do with somebody’s, 
some majority’s, ideological obsession 
with placing their autocratic desires on 
a jurisdiction that did not elect them, 
cannot put them out. It’s the very defi-
nition of an autocracy. 

So they pick on the jurisdiction that 
has no Senators and throw us into the 
pot because the far right social con-
servatives here want something in this 
CR. So give them the District of Co-
lumbia. You can’t have us. Who do you 
think you are? The residents of the 
District of Columbia are free and equal 
citizens. We will not be traded off like 
we were slaves or a colony that can be 
thrown in by those who don’t care. We 
care. 

So whether it is the other body, or 
this body, or for that matter the Presi-
dent of the United States, get your 
hands off the local funds of the District 
of Columbia. You didn’t raise a penny 
of it. We will spend it the way we 
please. And especially in this battle, 
which has to do with your deficit 
spending. 

D.C. has a budget that is balanced. 
Why should that budget be over here in 
the first place? Our budget was ap-
proved last year. It came here and was 
approved by the House and the Senate 
before the lame duck. Yet last year’s 
D.C. budget is still here, and we are 
now sitting on the possibility that 
when the Federal Government, which 
now looks like it’s stupid enough to 
close down because the Republicans 
won’t take the best deal anybody has 
had in the history of this body for what 
they wanted, that may shut down. And 
the American people will be shocked to 

know that would mean that the local 
government of the District of Colum-
bia, which is not in this fight, will be 
shut down too. 

This has gone much too far. It’s one 
thing to start the session with your 
first act being to strip the District of 
Columbia of its vote in the Committee 
of the Whole, although two courts have 
said that that vote is constitutional. 

b 1540 

Then to move on to intrusion after 
intrusion, reinsert riders that we just 
got out, riders that have nothing to do 
with any Member of this body except 
me, who represents the citizens of the 
District of Columbia, a rider that 
would increase HIV/AIDS in D.C., the 
District of Columbia, by keeping the 
city from using its own funds to fund 
needle exchange. 

Again, dozens upon dozens of juris-
dictions have driven down their AIDS 
rate this way. We have the highest 
AIDS rate in the United States only 
because the Congress of the United 
States has killed—I use these words ad-
visedly—killed men, women and chil-
dren in the District of Columbia by 
keeping the District for 10 years from 
using needle exchange, so that AIDS 
spread throughout the city. 

So we have a higher AIDS rate than 
Baltimore—poorer city—than New 
York, than Detroit, than Los Angeles 
because of the wishes of the Congress 
of the United States which is respon-
sive to nobody in the District of Co-
lumbia. 

They move to abortion. And if it 
wasn’t enough to keep us from using 
our own local funds in this budget, as 
they still hope to do, they have put us 
in H.R. 3. H.R. 3 is a bill, and instead of 
a rider which lasts 1 year, they would 
permanently keep the District from 
spending its own funds on abortions for 
women. This is the majority that does 
not even want the Federal Government 
in Federal matters. What in the world 
are they doing in the matters of the 
local jurisdiction? 

What kind of tea party Republicans 
are these who have just added to the 
deficit by voting $300 million for pri-
vate schools in the District of Colum-
bia, adding to the deficit and not pay-
ing for it? How do you explain that 
back home? We didn’t ask for these 
vouchers. Nobody even consulted with 
public officials in the District of Co-
lumbia before they put that voucher 
bill on the floor last week. That’s the 
kind of contempt this majority has for 
the residents of the District of Colum-
bia. 

We are going to fight back each and 
every time, and we are going to say to 
this administration and to the Senate: 
Don’t give in. Don’t give us away be-
cause they want a chit and they have 
decided that chit is the District of Co-
lumbia. 

I went to the Rules Committee from 
the very beginning when a shutdown 
looked like it was going to occur. I 
said, look, this is our money. We are 
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not in this fight. We all agree on that. 
This is about Federal spending, the 
Federal deficit, not a deficit from the 
District of Columbia. Let us have a 
provision here that says the District 
can spend its own local money for the 
rest of the year. I don’t think that 
there is a single American citizen that 
would have said that we shouldn’t be 
able to spend our own local money for 
the rest of this year. The Rules Com-
mittee turned a deaf ear. 

And so we have had a threat of shut-
down after shutdown. And the only rea-
son the District of Columbia is open is 
because the Federal Government hasn’t 
shut down. Now it looks like these peo-
ple are going to shut it down anyway 
because the tea party Republicans have 
tied the hands of the Speaker behind 
his very back and taken him prisoner. 

Well, look, don’t take us prisoner 
with him. We don’t have anything to 
do with that fight. Imagine what it 
would mean to shut down a big city in 
America, and especially since that big 
city is the Nation’s capital. Imagine 
what we look like to the world that we 
even shut down the Nation’s capital 
when the Federal Government was shut 
down. Don’t do it. Don’t shut the Fed-
eral Government down. Speaker 
BOEHNER, himself, said that it would 
cost the government more to shut it 
down than to keep it open. 

But if you do shut it down, for good-
ness sake, keep the District of Colum-
bia open. That’s what Speaker Ging-
rich did when the Federal Government 
shut down. He kept the District of Co-
lumbia open after the first time—be-
cause it shut down several times—be-
cause he recognized you can’t do that 
to a big city, a very complex mecha-
nism. You simply can’t shut it down 
and expect that it can keep on moving. 

It’s a terrible thing to have H.R. 3 on 
the floor in the first place. That would 
strip women of a vital portion of their 
reproductive rights, but it would also 
go after the insurers to make it almost 
impossible for a woman to get com-
prehensive insurance, because the in-
surer would almost surely have to ex-
clude abortion. 

What kind of a place is this? I 
thought that the new majority came to 
town on a bandwagon that said let’s 
create jobs. Where is the jobs bill? Why 
the obsession with a local jurisdiction 
that has nothing to do with jobs or 
even with the cutting of spending that 
you have been so successful in getting? 

It’s your battle, not ours. To pull us 
into your battle is tantamount to what 
bullies do in the schoolyard. Somebody 
is watching the fight or is passing by, 
they just get pulled into the fight. We 
are not even onlookers. We simply are 
not in it. 

It’s as if Republicans had a meeting: 
How many things that we haven’t done 
can we do to the District of Columbia, 
and how many things that we have 
done can we do? Well, they have intro-
duced a gun bill. The courts have al-
ready found the new gun law the Dis-
trict passed constitutional. 

They have introduced a new one that, 
among other things, would say that 
you could carry guns in the streets of 
the Nation’s capital and conceal them 
as well. How would you like 20 million 
visitors to see people walking around 
with guns that you can see, and what 
do you think that means for the many 
official delegations who frequent the 
streets of the District of Columbia? 

You know, there have been so many 
things that the Republicans have 
thought of to do, I need to sit down and 
consider: Is there anything they 
haven’t thought of to do? 

One thing that occurs to me to show 
you how deep is their contempt for de-
mocracy in the District of Columbia, 
when they put the District of Columbia 
in their bill that goes after women and 
insurers nationwide, they tucked us in 
there, too, to make sure we could never 
spend local money for abortions for 
poor women. I mentioned that earlier. 

So, of course, as you might imagine, 
since mine was the only district named 
in the bill that I would ask to testify— 
denied. Excuse given? Well, the Demo-
crats already had their witness. I 
wasn’t a witness for the Democrats 
against the bill. 

I asked for common courtesy, the 
right to be heard on a section of the 
bill that involved my District. Some-
body else needed to speak for the 
Democrats as the minority witness on 
the bill itself. 

If they look for every attempt, every 
occasion to deny us democracy, they 
also look for every occasion to deny 
the Member who represents this city 
the rights that I am due simply as a 
courtesy as a colleague. 

b 1550 

Nothing is more precious to Ameri-
cans than the right to be able to spend 
their local funds the way they want to. 
I thought that the new tea party House 
Republicans would be the first to un-
derstand that. Remember what we are 
talking about. We are talking about 
local funds of a local jurisdiction. 

Time and again, the Republicans use 
the fact that our budget comes here in 
order to attach, in the most undemo-
cratic fashion, matters that are their 
pet projects. Vouchers is an example of 
a pet project of the Speaker, so that 
gets priority in coming to the floor. 
The District is the only jurisdiction 
that has ever had federally funded pri-
vate vouchers. There was wholesale re-
sentment and demonstrations against 
that when it was first put on our city. 

Ultimately, we made some com-
promises. We let the law go 2 years 
past its expiration date. The Obama ad-
ministration said anybody who is still 
in private school can remain until they 
graduate. You can never compromise 
enough with the House Republicans. 

Now they want it all over again. 
They want to restart it. I particularly 
resent the voucher bill because the Dis-
trict of Columbia is one of the only ju-
risdictions that has allowed public 
charter schools, separate from our pub-

lic schools, to flourish. Almost half of 
our children are educated in these inde-
pendent, publicly accountable charter 
schools. You go to the jurisdiction of 
virtually every Member of this House, 
you will find that their local school 
board or their State school authorities 
have kept charters out and kept them 
growing. We let them in as a home rule 
matter, and they flourished. 

I have appointed students from the 
charter schools for service academies. 
We’ve got terrific charter schools. 
We’ve got a Latin charter school. 
We’ve got eight KIPP charter schools. 
Those are the top of the mark of public 
schools. I don’t know what we can do. 
We’re the last to claim that our public 
schools are what they should be. In 
fact, our public schools have improved 
because of competition from the char-
ter schools. That’s the kind of competi-
tion you want because the charter 
schools and the public schools are com-
peting for the same dollar. The private 
schools are funded out of a separate 
pot. 

Now, a budget resolution comes out 
today, and it would trade off perhaps 
the most valuable education program 
the city has ever had for this voucher 
program which is unpaid for and should 
never pass the House. So they want it 
in next year’s bill, and this is how they 
do it. 

They take D.C. TAG, which Congress 
in the most bipartisan fashion passed 
because the District of Columbia does 
not have a State university system 
where you can go to any one of usually 
dozens of colleges. So it funds young-
sters to go to other States. It has dou-
bled college attendance in the District 
of Columbia. In order to get a decent 
job in the District of Columbia, be-
cause we are the upscale Nation’s Cap-
ital, you need some college. 

And yet what the budget resolution 
does is trade off the few for the many. 
He would make the program means 
tested. That defeats the whole point. 
By sending our students to the public 
colleges of other States, we are trying 
to replicate what is available as a right 
in the States regardless of income. So 
if you are rich or poor, if you live in 
Maryland, Virginia, Ohio or California, 
you go to the State university. If it 
were means tested, of course, it would 
mean that many, many of the students 
could not go. After all, they’ve got to 
go out of the District of Columbia sim-
ply to take advantage of the program 
in the first place, and it pays only for 
tuition. They have to pay for their 
room and board and for their food. If 
they had to, if it is means tested, then, 
of course, what you are doing is killing 
the program. 

Somebody had to sit down and think 
that one up. And they thought it up as 
a way to pay for vouchers we never 
asked for, neither I nor any other pub-
lic official in the District of Columbia 
was consulted about. We are tired of it. 

We are depending on the Senate to be 
a bulwark against madness because 
that’s what we have here. We see it in 
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the move to shut down the govern-
ment. No, they don’t want to shut 
down the government, but they don’t 
have control of their own people. 
There’s no discipline on the other side 
of the aisle. There’s no democracy 
there. They let a few Members who are 
the most extreme slice of America de-
cide what their whole caucus will do. 

We simply will not be hostages to the 
new House majority. If you can’t get 
what you want on the floor when you 
control it, don’t put it on the District 
of Columbia. You should be able, be-
cause of your majority, to do what you 
want to do. We are not the repository 
for every pet idea that you otherwise 
dare not put on the House floor. And 
that is what we have become. 

We had hoped that the new majority 
would focus on the Nation’s business, 
what it said it wanted to do. It has fo-
cused on the deficit as the Nation’s 
business, although it’s taking food out 
of the mouths of children in the proc-
ess. But at least that’s a focus on na-
tional business. 

The average American would ask 
those who voted to increase the deficit 
by $300 million last week for private 
schools in the District of Columbia, 
why in the world did you do that? Why 
did you want to give them this? I will 
tell you why. It was the pet idea of the 
Speaker, and they don’t dare put a na-
tional voucher bill on the floor. 

The way to do it, you wouldn’t have 
to coerce anybody. You would say, we 
have vouchers available nationally. 
Let’s have competitive grants. Anyone 
who wants vouchers can have them. 
You compete for them. That’s how we 
do things in the Federal Government. 

Why didn’t they do that? They didn’t 
do that because there’s been ref-
erendum after referendum in the 
states, and not one private school 
voucher referendum has been won by 
private school voucher proponents. You 
go home and you tell any American 
that you are spending Federal money 
for private schools now, you will get 
your head handed to you. That’s how it 
was when these referenda ran their 
course. 

Imagine now when the Republicans 
are cutting billions of dollars from 
every public school district in the 
United States, imagine how it looks 
when they are spending money for pri-
vate school vouchers on a district that 
never asked for it and doesn’t want it 
because it’s somebody’s pet project. 
Take your pet projects and you know 
what you can do with them. Do that 
with them; don’t do it here in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

We ask the majority to stop your ob-
session with one jurisdiction, the Dis-
trict of Columbia. We ask you if you 
shut down the Federal Government, for 
goodness’ sake, don’t shut down one of 
America’s big cities and a city on 
which you depend greatly. Many of you 
live here. Many of the services for the 
Federal Government are taken care of 
by the District of Columbia. 

b 1600 
This is not something you want to do 

to the Nation’s Capital. It makes us 
look idiotic to the world at large. For 
myself, I want to go back to doing the 
Nation’s business. I don’t want to be 
taken off of that business every other 
day because some Republican or the 
Republican majority has decided to do 
something undemocratic to the district 
I represent. 

I put forward an amendment that 
would get rid of the issue of who gets 
shut down when the Federal Govern-
ment gets shut down once and for all. 
It simply says, look, when the Federal 
Government shuts down, if the District 
of Columbia budget is over here and it 
has gone through the process, the Dis-
trict of Columbia can spend its own 
local funds. Remember, the budget that 
comes over here was raised in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and should not be 
over here in the first place. 

I had a budget autonomy bill last ses-
sion that until the very last moment 
was going to get through this House 
and the Senate. It is the very essence 
of no democracy that somebody’s own 
taxes that they raise in their own local 
jurisdiction would be subject to some-
body else who didn’t have anything to 
do with raising a cent of those taxes. 
That is what happens to the District of 
Columbia. 

When the District of Columbia’s 
budget comes here, they don’t dare 
change anything in the complicated 
local budget of the District of Colum-
bia. That is very complicated. You 
could throw everything out of kilter. 
So essentially they don’t bother with 
the budget. They spend all of their 
time seeing what they can attach to 
the budget, substantive legislation 
that has no place in an appropriation 
in the first place and has no place in 
somebody else’s budget above all. 

Mr. Speaker, part of the problem 
may be that some Members either do 
not know because they are new or have 
forgotten, either because for 4 years of 
Democratic control these issues didn’t 
come up, or because they want to for-
get. I come to the floor this afternoon 
to assure you I shall not let you forget, 
we will make sure that in your home 
districts, they know that you are at-
tending not to the business of that dis-
trict but to the business of the District 
of Columbia and that you are doing so 
in the most undemocratic and auto-
cratic fashion. You who quote the Con-
stitution ought to sit down and think 
for a moment what the Framers would 
have done had they seen the Federal 
Government, which they were afraid of, 
intervene into the local affairs of any 
district. 

I ask you: hands off, lay off the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

f 

b 1731 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. REED) at 5 o’clock and 31 
minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 910, ENERGY TAX PREVEN-
TION ACT OF 2011 

Mr. NUGENT, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 112–54) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 203) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 910) to amend the Clean 
Air Act to prohibit the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy from promulgating any regulation 
concerning, taking action relating to, 
or taking into consideration the emis-
sion of a greenhouse gas to address cli-
mate change, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 33 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, April 6, 2011, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1034. A letter from the Legal Information 
Assistant, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Community Reinvestment Act-Interagency 
Uniformity [No. 2007-03] (RIN: 1550-AC08) re-
ceived March 11, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

1035. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Energy Conservation Program: Certification, 
Compliance, and Enforcement for Consumer 
Products and Commercial and Industrial 
Equipment [Docket No.: EERE-2010-BT-CE- 
0014] (RIN: 1904-AC23) received March 11, 2011, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1036. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Human Reliability Program: Identification 
of Reviewing Official (RIN: 1992-AZ00) re-
ceived March 11, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1037. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
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