
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1300 March 8, 2012 
around when the Pentagon was at-
tacked by his biggest, earliest sup-
porters. They don’t get an apology. No 
apology there. 

Ordering many Christians to violate 
their religious beliefs and pay for abor-
tion, drugs, and contraceptives, no, no 
apology there. Violates your religious 
beliefs; too bad, no apology. 

Comments by President Obama and 
President Sarkozy in 2011 at the G–20 
summit where they belittled Prime 
Minister Netanyahu. He’s Israeli. No 
apology for that. 
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Comments made by Rush Limbaugh 
in his radio program about pro-abor-
tion activist and Georgetown law stu-
dent Sandra Fluke, yes, the President 
found time for that apology. 

The President’s support for not al-
lowing nurses to save babies that were 
born alive after a botched abortion, 
we’ve heard from some of those—at 
least one of those nurses—how broken-
hearted they were sitting there and 
being forced to watch a baby die. No 
apology for those folks. 

Attendance for 20 years at Trinity 
United Church of Christ where radical 
pastor Reverend Jeremiah Wright used 
racial and anti-Semitic terms, inflam-
matory rhetoric and insulting com-
ments about Hillary Clinton from his 
pastor—I believe the comment was he 
could no more disown that fine gen-
tleman, which he later did. No apology 
for anybody offended by that. 

And inflammatory and indecent com-
ments of one of President Obama’s big-
gest supporters, Bill Maher, regarding 
Sarah Palin and MICHELE BACHMANN, 
tens of times worse than anything 
Rush Limbaugh would have ever 
dreamed of saying. That’s right, no 
apology for that. 

So I think it helps to chronicle ex-
actly what deserves an apology from 
the White House these days, you know, 
just so we know where policies lie and 
where this President stands and with 
whom he stands. 

And with that, Madam Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
HAYWORTH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 30 min-
utes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I yield to the distinguished 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON). 

CONGRATULATING JOE QUATTRONE 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I thank my 

colleague from Texas, and I would like 
to say that she is a pleasure to travel 
with. She is a real gentlelady. 

The reason I take the floor for just a 
couple of minutes is one of our dearest 
friends in the Capitol is a fellow named 
Joe Quattrone. He is a barber down in 
the House barber shop, and on March 1 
he celebrated 42 years cutting hair in 

the Capitol of the United States. He 
came to the United States when he was 
18 years old from Italy. He said he has 
lived the American Dream, and he’s 
one of the nicest people that I think 
you’ll ever meet. 

Everybody who has ever worked with 
him or had their hair cut by Joe under-
stands that he is a very caring person 
and one that they respect. He has cut 
the hair of every Speaker of the House 
except two—NANCY PELOSI, and I don’t 
think she goes to the men’s barber 
shop; and JOHN BOEHNER, the current 
Speaker. And I’m going to talk to 
Speaker BOEHNER as soon as we get 
back from break and get him down 
there so Joe can say he’s cut every 
Speaker’s hair since he has been a bar-
ber at the House barber shop. 

He has cut the hair of Vice Presi-
dents, Presidents, the President of 
Italy, the Secretary of Transportation, 
ambassadors, Governors, admirals, 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff; 
but his favorite person, besides me, is 
Tip O’Neill, the Speaker of the House 
when Tip was the Speaker sometime 
back. 

He worked before he came here at 
Andrews Air Force Base and the Pen-
tagon. 

I would just like to say to Joe the 
Barber, because I’m going to give him 
a copy of this floor statement, Madam 
Speaker, that he has been a credit to 
the institution of Congress. He is liked 
by everybody who has ever been in his 
chair, and I just want to congratulate 
him on 42 years of working here in the 
Capitol. And I don’t think anybody has 
ever complained about him. He’s really 
a nice guy. He started March 1, 1970, 
and he’s here now 42 years later. 

I just say Joe, congratulations. I’ll be 
down to see you in 2 weeks. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I was 
very happy to yield to the gentleman, 
and I indicated to you in the spirit of 
bipartisanship, although I’ve not had 
the privilege of having Joe cut my 
hair, let me congratulate Joe the Bar-
ber because he is the epitome of a pub-
lic servant. He has worked for this au-
gust institution for 42 years, and I’m 
very proud to say that he can claim 
that he has cut the hair of all of our 
Speakers. And I don’t think our Speak-
er, who has outstanding Italian herit-
age, our former Speaker, Speaker 
PELOSI, would in any way shy away 
from congratulating this distinguished 
gentleman who came to this country 
and literally is a walking, if you will, 
American Dream. 

So I want to congratulate you, Joe 
the Barber, on behalf of a bipartisan 
Congress and join my colleague, Mr. 
BURTON, in congratulating you for your 
service. You are truly a public servant, 
an inspiration to all of your family 
members, and we wish you a long life. 

Again, congratulations for 42 years 
to Joe the Barber. 

With that, I will continue my re-
marks and thank the Speaker. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-

bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I look forward to addressing 
these very important issues to you, and 
certainly we want to make sure that 
we address questions. 

In the coming weeks, we will be dis-
cussing the attributes of the Affordable 
Care Act, and I will look forward to 
coming to the floor of the House and 
again acknowledging how much money 
the Affordable Care Act, the health 
care act, has in fact saved this Nation: 
how it has preserved Medicare, how we 
focus on medical education, medical 
school education, medical providers’ 
education, how we have talked about 
issues dealing with health care dispari-
ties, and in particular how we have ex-
panded the community health clinics 
that have saved lives, how we have 
worked on issues dealing with chil-
dren’s health care, how we have pro-
vided access to health care for many, 
many people. 

That allows me, or calls upon me, to 
again follow up to again distinguish 
the Georgetown law student who spoke 
before Members of Congress who got in 
the crosshairs of a commentary that 
was not very flattering. I just want to 
distinguish the commentary that came 
against the Georgetown law student 
from comments that will be made by 
entertainers and others across the Na-
tion in the course of their comedic 
work. 

The question about the Georgetown 
law student, Madam Speaker, was that 
she was called before Members of Con-
gress to speak. She was not speaking 
on a television program or an inter-
view. She was actually called by Mem-
bers of Congress to testify to the ques-
tion of access of health care to women. 

And I will tell you that right now 
documentation shows that women who 
are 24 years old and above, their health 
plans today cost 84 percent more than 
a male similarly situated. So we know 
without health insurance how dev-
astating it would be for women not to 
have health insurance. 

Many of the Planned Parenthood 
family clinics and others are focused 
on health care. We want to have a fire-
wall, as Planned Parenthood has, and 
that is that the firewall is that access 
to health care is a distinguishable fac-
tor of their service, and that’s what 
this young woman was speaking about, 
the importance of access to health 
care. 

It was in the course of that testi-
mony that made her a victim of public 
ridicule. That’s why I believe President 
Obama appropriately acknowledged the 
right of a citizen to petition his or her 
government and that if they do so, 
they should not be subject to public 
ridicule. There lies the basis of the 
President of the United States calling 
this Georgetown law school student. 
And I applaud that because no matter 
how high you are, the highest office in 
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the land, the Commander in Chief, isn’t 
it appropriate, isn’t it befitting of an 
individual who represents all of the 
people of the United States to have the 
humanity to be able to call people, 
citizens, families, when they are at 
their lowest ebb, when they have been 
in the course of public service or they 
have been in a position of presenting 
their public case to the United States 
Congress or even to the President of 
the United States of America. 
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I hope that we, no matter what our 
position and station in life, particu-
larly those of us who hold roles in the 
most powerful lawmaking body of the 
world, the United States Congress—the 
highest office is considered the Com-
mander in Chief, also the leader of the 
free world—that we would have the ca-
pacity to offer an apology to someone 
who has felt offended. 

I want to move into an apology that 
I want to offer, and that is to the fami-
lies in my district whose loved ones 
have been buried in our veterans’ ceme-
tery in Houston, off of Veterans’ Me-
morial, who have now faced this tragic 
circumstance of having headstones 
misplaced or moved. I don’t think 
there should be any tolerance for that. 
I believe that when an individual takes 
an oath to serve in the United States 
military, for those who, through God’s 
grace, are able to return from battle-
fields, who are able to retire out of the 
military as veterans, that we owe them 
a great deal of respect for their bene-
fits. And then to those families who ex-
perience a fallen loved one, either in 
battle or that they ultimately die as a 
veteran of the United States military, 
they should expect that the sacredness 
of their burial be respected. 

I will be visiting our cemetery in 
Houston, Texas, and asking, Can we 
not get it right? Can we not fix the 
problem that moves headstones, that 
has misplaced headstones and mis-
labeled headstones? I frankly believe 
that our men and women in the United 
States military deserve better, and I’m 
going to ask for better and insist on 
that. 

I have been working over the last 
couple of weeks meeting with a very 
prominent Syrian American in my dis-
trict, having met with him and others 
in months past on this whole question 
of Syria. Just last week, I presented a 
letter to the representative of the Syr-
ian Embassy demanding that President 
Assad resign and step down from office, 
demanding that the Red Cross be al-
lowed, at that time, to come in and 
provide humanitarian relief, demand-
ing that women and children be pro-
tected and taken to safe places so they 
could receive health care and food, and, 
at that time, asking for the respectful 
removal of the deceased, the bodies of 
the two fallen Western reporters and 
the others that have been wounded. 

Some progress has been made. In the 
immediate hours of that visit, we saw 
that the Red Cross and the Red Cres-

cent were able to come in, or the Inter-
national Red Cross. Then shortly 
thereafter we saw that Syrian forces 
were bombing the humanitarian relief 
efforts. And we heard an interview 
from one of the Western reporters that 
clearly indicated that the two report-
ers that died were actually murdered, 
because the Syrian forces actually tar-
geted the location where they were, 
where journalists were. Everyone 
knows that there is an effort to main-
tain a firewall or respect for journal-
ists no matter where they are, on a 
battlefield or in the area. It’s known 
where they are allegedly trying to be 
in a safe place, and then you directly 
bomb that area, then you know that 
there’s certainly basis for someone, an 
interview that took place on CNN that 
indicated that they thought it was di-
rect murder. However we define it, we 
know that there is enormous loss of 
life. 

I want to just say that having had 
the privilege of serving on the Foreign 
Affairs Committee, now a ranking 
member on the Subcommittee on 
Homeland Security, having served on 
that committee for a number of years 
since 9/11, the tragedy of 9/11, having 
gone to a number of war zones, from 
Bosnia to Kosovo, Afghanistan, Iraq, 
having gone to Mumbai right after the 
horrific terrorist bombing, and know-
ing what conflicts around the world 
mean in terms of either sending our 
military personnel, or even after we en-
gage. If you look at the NATO engage-
ment, which included the United 
States and Libya, there are many who 
will say right now, look at the confu-
sion. But I think it’s important to un-
derstand that the intent of the NATO 
allies was to stop the brutality. 

The aftermath we would want to be 
better. We would want there to not be 
the conflict that is going on, the tribal 
conflict, the instability of the Libyan 
Government as we speak. To be very 
truthful with you, of course we don’t 
want that to be happening. But no one 
took to the NATO alliance or took to 
the air to bomb Libya in agreement in 
a coalition to create confusion after-
ward. The call and the response was to 
stop what was the apparent slaughter 
and the killing of Libyan citizens en 
masse. 

We know it is not perfect now. Iraq is 
not perfect, frankly, and we made it 
worse by going into Iraq because at 
that time there was not that kind of 
immediate conflict. But that was the 
basis for Libya. 

Now we have a situation where the 
argument is that Syria is too com-
plicated, in the region that it’s in, the 
impact of a direct hit is too com-
plicated. Today, I am calling upon the 
very body that was established at the 
very end of the 1940s after we ended 
World War II, another horrific and hei-
nous world conflict which we did not 
expect, based upon historical perspec-
tives when many argued that World 
War I was the ‘‘War to End All Wars,’’ 
and, of course, that did not happen, and 
we’ve had conflicts and wars since. 

But right now, the brutality of vio-
lence against the Syrian people, the 
desperation of killing children in the 
streets, of slaughtering babies and of 
not allowing the wounded to get health 
care, calls upon the world to respond. 
And I think it is very clear that it is 
complex enough that a direct attack by 
the United States, as the administra-
tion has acknowledged, would not be 
appropriate. A direct attack, a direct 
hit by the United States may not get 
the results that we would like. But 
there is no doubt that we cannot leave 
in good conscience this Congress with-
out someone calling for an immediate 
response and relief from the United Na-
tions, which was organized to draw to-
gether world support. 

Whether it is appropriate for U.N. 
peacekeepers, whether it is appropriate 
for the U.N., working with some of the 
Arab States out of the Arab League, it 
is absolutely ludicrous, tragic, disas-
trous, and heinous for us to watch 
night after night the violence that is 
going on against the Syrian people. 

One may argue that there is violence 
everywhere. But it is a call upon our 
humanitarian position in the world to 
be able to call out for assistance. So, 
today, I am calling for actions by the 
United Nations in establishing or 
reaching out for a coalition that would 
provide military response. What does 
that mean? Providing weapons, if you 
will, so that those individuals who are 
defending themselves against slaugh-
ter—let’s be very clear. These individ-
uals are trying to defend themselves 
against slaughter, one city after an-
other is under direct attack by the 
Syrian national forces, ordered by 
President Assad, who refuses to leave, 
and no one has been able to make him 
leave. The violence and the bloodshed 
continues on and on and on and on. 

So I don’t think that we can stand 
and do nothing. I have already indi-
cated I fully understand that a direct 
hit by the United States would not be 
the appropriate direction to take. But 
that does not leave us helpless, and it 
does not leave the United Nations help-
less. And as a Member of Congress who 
has supported the United Nations over 
and over again for the value of its pres-
ence in terms of a world force, to insist 
upon some coming together of nations 
to the Secretary-General—don’t shame 
yourself with inaction. Don’t shame 
the United Nations with inaction by 
not calling upon those who have re-
sources in the region to be able to pre-
vent those rebels, or those who are de-
fending themselves, or those men and 
young boys who are defending them-
selves, who are picking up sticks and 
whatever they are using, from being 
slaughtered in the streets, from having 
amputated legs, from having no ability 
to be able to attend to the wounded. 

b 1500 
Today, March 8, it is imperative that 

you begin to assess the violent situa-
tion and you stop this slaughter now. 

As we leave to work in the districts, 
I will be pushing back on this issue, 
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continuing to push back to the United 
Nations, asking the Arab League for 
their help through different states to 
provide this care. 

How do I put a backdrop on this? 
This happens to be the week in which 
we commemorate what we call, in this 
Nation, Bloody Sunday. For many who 
don’t understand that date, it was yes-
terday. It was the day that those indi-
viduals who were pleading for the right 
to vote in this country—similar to the 
concept of democracy and freedom, in a 
different way, in a different era, the 
Syrians are saying that they are op-
pressed by this regime. But in the day 
that we were in the midst of civil 
rights, there were regions and places 
and people that could not vote in this 
country; and so citizens from all back-
grounds took to Selma, Alabama, and 
proceeded nonviolently after being vio-
lently pushed back and, in essence, 
bloodied, came back and walked peace-
ably over that bridge in Selma, Ala-
bama, which was commemorated last 
Sunday, but the actual date was this 
Wednesday. I will be commemorating 
it Houston, Texas, on this Sunday, 
March 11. 

But the concept simply was, when 
people felt that they were oppressed, in 
this Nation they found a way to find 
relief through a nonviolent approach. 
Ultimately, as those who are historians 
will know, we passed, in a bipartisan 
way, with the signature of President 
Lyndon Baines Johnson, both the 1964 
Civil Rights Act and the 1965 Voting 
Rights Act, which I maintain today is 
a protector of every citizen’s right to 
vote no matter what your racial back-
ground, where you live. The Voting 
Rights Act simply says: One person, 
one vote. We protect you. We protect 
America. We believe in voting. 

We have since tried to expand that to 
ensure that there are election laws 
that don’t stop people or oppress people 
from voting, and any number of things, 
like voter IDs, when there is no fraud. 
Where people have a registration card 
and have lived in the community, we 
should be allowing citizens to vote. 

But I put that in the context, because 
now this is 2012, and I think Americans 
feel with some, if you will—how shall I 
call it?—some mishaps and laws that 
probably don’t work, that we can vote. 
Well, just think of a society that feels 
that they can’t speak, that they cannot 
act upon a free government. Just think 
of that kind of society. And then you 
want to petition your government, and 
what happens? What happens, you’re 
slaughtered. You’re slaughtered. 

There is no peaceable marching, be-
cause if you studied Syria, you will 
know that they started peaceably 
marching. What happened? The Syrian 
forces came and attacked them with 
weaponry and with violence. They 
killed them, plain and simple, when 
they were marching for freedom. 

So I would ask that we, again, not 
allow this to happen. I will proceed 
with my petitioning to the United Na-
tions. I will be prayerful as well, be-

cause as we stand here today, I will as-
sure you that there are those in Syria 
that are dying as I am on this floor 
today, that there are those that are 
losing their lives, that they are being 
attacked by the Syrian national forces 
who are killing people in the street. I 
don’t think that we can allow that to 
occur anymore in this month when we 
celebrate Women’s History Month and 
the fact that we’ve celebrated some of 
the women peacemakers. Right now, 
today, women are being wounded, 
women are being hurt, their children 
are being hurt in Syria. 

I want to thank the Speaker for 
yielding this time and allowing me to 
call upon the good graces of the inter-
national family to be able to lift up the 
souls and the spirits and the lives of 
the Syrian people. 

As you reflect on this, let me just 
say, when you thought there was no 
hope—and you can look at the Arab 
Spring, although governments are not 
perfect and we are struggling for these 
governments, such as Egypt and oth-
ers, to establish themselves, who would 
have ever thought that individuals 
could have brought about a change in 
Egypt and Tunisia and Libya? Who 
would have ever thought that democ-
racy would be raising its head? As dif-
ficult as it is, don’t give up on the Syr-
ian people. Don’t give up on those chil-
dren, those babies, those young men, 
those men and those families. Don’t 
give up on Syria, and don’t stand by 
idly while bloodshed continues and 
Syrians are slaughtered in the street. 

I look forward to a final relief and a 
lifting of our humanitarian spirit as 
we, as a Nation, celebrate the democ-
racy and the freedom in which we are 
able to live. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

COMMUNICATION FROM DISTRICT 
REPRESENTATIVE, THE HONOR-
ABLE SHELLEY BERKLEY, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Jan Churchill, District 
Representative, the Honorable SHEL-
LEY BERKLEY, Member of Congress: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 24, 2012. 

Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives that I have 
been served with a subpoena, issued by the 
Las Vegas Justice Court, for witness testi-
mony. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with 
the privileges and rights of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JAN CHURCHILL, 

District Representative. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Friday, March 
9, 2012, at 11 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

5217. A letter from the Secretary, Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule 
— Business Conduct Standards for Swap 
Dealers and Major Swap Participants With 
Counterparties (RIN: 3038-AD25) received 
February 17, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

5218. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Fluopyram; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0364; FRL-9336-9] 
received February 11, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

5219. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Metaflumizone; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0168; FRL- 
9333-4] received February 11, 2012, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

5220. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Mevinphos; Order Revoking 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2010-0423; FRL- 
9338-3] received February 11, 2012, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

5221. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Flazasulfuron; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2010-0494; FRL- 
8883-1] received February 11, 2012, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

5222. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — In-
vestment Adviser Performance Compensa-
tion [Release No. IA-3372; File No. S7-17-11] 
(RIN: 3235-AK71) received February 17, 2012, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

5223. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Designation of Hazardous 
Substances; Designation, Reportable Quan-
tities, and Notification [EPA-HQ-SFUND- 
2011-0965; FRL-9635-9] received February 11, 
2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

5224. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the Hawaii 
State Implementation Plan [EPA-R09-OAR- 
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