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(A) Section 4041(a)(1)(C)({ii) (D).

(B) Section 4041(m)(1)(B).

(C) Section 4081(d)(1).

(2) Each of the following provisions of such
Code is amended by striking ‘“‘July 1, 2012
and inserting ‘“‘July 7, 2012”’:

(A) Section 4041(m)(1)(A).

(B) Section 4051(c).

(C) Section 4071(d).

(D) Section 4081(d)(3).

(b) FLOOR STOCKS REFUNDS.—Section
6412(a)(1) of such Code is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘July 1, 2012 each place it
appears and inserting “‘July 7, 2012”’;

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2012 each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘January 6,
2013’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2012’ and insert-
ing “‘October 7, 2012°°.

(c) EXTENSION OF CERTAIN EXEMPTIONS.—
Sections 4221(a) and 4483(i) of such Code are
each amended by striking ‘“‘July 1, 2012”° and
inserting ‘“‘July 7, 2012,

(d) EXTENSION OF TRANSFERS OF CERTAIN
TAXES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 9503 of such Code
is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)—

(i) by striking “‘July 1, 2012” each place it
appears in paragraphs (1) and (2) and insert-
ing “July 7, 2012"’;

(ii) by striking *“JULY 1, 2012’ in the head-
ing of paragraph (2) and inserting ‘‘JULY 7,
2012"";

(iii) by striking ‘‘June 30, 2012 in para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘July 6, 2012’; and

(iv) by striking ‘‘April 1, 2013 in para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘April 7, 2013”’; and

(B) in subsection (c¢)(2), by striking ‘“‘April
1, 2013” and inserting ‘‘April 7, 2013”".

(2) MOTORBOAT AND SMALL-ENGINE FUEL TAX
TRANSFERS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Paragraphs (3)(A)(i) and
(4)(A) of section 9503(c) of such Code are each
amended by striking ‘‘July 1, 2012 and in-
serting “July 7, 2012”.

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO LAND AND
WATER CONSERVATION FUND.—Section 201(b) of
the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act
of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 4601-11(b)) is amended—

(i) by striking ‘‘July 1, 2013 each place it
appears and inserting “‘July 7, 2013"’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘July 1, 2012’ and inserting
“July 7, 2012”.

(e) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Paragraph (4)
of section 4482(c) of such Code is amended to
read as follows:

‘“(4) TAXABLE PERIOD.—The term ‘taxable
period’ means any year beginning before
July 1, 2013, and the period which begins on
July 1, 2013, and ends at the close of Sep-
tember 30, 2013.”".

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this
section shall take effect on July 1, 2012.

(2) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—The amend-
ment made by subsection (e) shall take ef-
fect as if included in section 402 of the Sur-
face Transportation Extension Act of 2012.

TITLE V—STUDENT LOANS
SEC. 501. TEMPORARY AUTHORITY.

(a) TEMPORARY AUTHORITY.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Sec-
retary of Education is authorized to delay
the origination and disbursement of Federal
Direct Stafford loans made to undergraduate
students under part D of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087a et seq.)
until the date of enactment of the MAP-21,
except that the Secretary may only delay
the origination and disbursement of such
loans until July 6, 2012.

(b) SPECIAL RULE DOES NOT APPLY.—Sub-
section (a) shall not be subject to the special
rule in section 1(c) of this Act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
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third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will recognize Members for Spe-
cial Order speeches without prejudice
to the possible resumption of legisla-
tive business.

———

PRESIDENT OBAMA’S TOXIC
REGULATION REGIME

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. WEST) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. WEST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
not only as a Member of Congress, but
as a citizen of the great State of Flor-
ida.

My fellow Floridians are frustrated
with the Federal Government for im-
posing more and more burdensome reg-
ulations that continue to hurt our al-
ready struggling State and Nation. The
President’s policies have failed and are
making this economy worse. While the
President continues to give speeches on
the principles of job growth, his admin-
istration continues to pursue job-kill-
ing policies that threaten this coun-
try’s economic recovery. In fact, since
President Obama took office, we’ve
seen a b2 percent increase in completed
regulations deemed economically sig-
nificant. These regulations are costing
the economy at least $100 million each
year.

Mr. Speaker, this is worth repeating
so the American people clearly under-
stand: since January of 2009, this Presi-
dent has increased by more than 50 per-
cent the regulations costing at least
$100 million annually. The President
cannot stand on his record of the last
3% years, so he has regrettably turned
to the politics of envy and division.

We cannot create a fair system for
job creators when the Federal Govern-
ment keeps changing the rules. We
can’t help the job seeker by punishing
the job creator with more government
red tape. According to a September
2010 report from the Small Business
Administration, total regulatory costs
amount to $1.75 trillion annually.

Put another way, this $1.75 trillion of
regulatory burden is enough money for
businesses to provide 35 million private
sector jobs with an average salary of
$50,000. According to the same report:

Small businesses which have created
64 percent of all new jobs in the past 15
years face an annual regulatory cost of
$10,685 per employee, which is 36 per-
cent higher than the regulatory costs
facing large firms.

Yet rather than provide incentives
for these businesses to expand and cre-
ate jobs, the Obama administration
raises taxes and imposes unnecessary,
burdensome layers of red tape that im-
pede private sector investment and de-
stroy jobs.
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In the last few months, we’ve heard a
lot about fairness from the President,
especially when it comes to the so-
called rich. Accompanying President
Obama’s budget for fiscal year 2013 was
a simple message to the American peo-
ple: everyone must shoulder their fair
share.

Mr. President, the free market is not
about fairness. This is not Little
League baseball where everyone gets a
trophy. There is nothing fair about the
Federal Government telling you what
kind of lightbulbs you can use to light
your home, how many gallons of water
you can use to flush your toilet, and
which kinds of food your children have
to consume.

While the President continues his
“Kansas City shuffle’ trying to get the
American people to look right while he
goes left, he continues to try and turn
the attention of the American people
away from his policies that continue to
drag the economy down.

The facts speak for themselves.
Today, there are more Federal regula-
tions on the books than in any other
time in the history of our Nation. The
Obama administration currently has
proposed 3,118 regulations with 167 con-
sidered economically significant.
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In 2011 alone, Mr. Speaker, there
were 79,000 new pages printed in the
Federal Register. The same year, the
Obama administration issued $231.4 bil-
lion in regulatory burdens from pro-
posed or final rules.

Today, there are 291,676 unelected
Federal regulatory agency employees
surrounding the United States Capitol.
According to the Financial Services
Roundtable, it will take 24,503 employ-
ees just to comply with the flood of
regulations emanating from the Dodd-
Frank banking regulations.

According to a February 15, 2012, Gal-
lup poll, 48 percent of small businesses
said they were not hiring due to con-
cerns about possible rising health care
costs, while 46 percent said they were
worried about new government regula-
tions.

A 2010 study by The Heritage Founda-
tion found that an unprecedented 43
major regulations were imposed in fis-
cal year 2010, with a total economic
cost of $26.5 billion, the highest total
since at least 1981.

A recent report from The Heritage
Foundation also found that during the
3 years of the Obama administration, a
total of 106 new major regulations have
been imposed at a cost of more than $46
billion annually and nearly $11 billion
in one-time implementation costs. This
amount is about five times the cost im-
posed by the prior administration of
President George W. Bush.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is essential
the American people understand just a
few proposed Obama administration
regulations that will cost each of us
billions of dollars:

Reconsideration of the 2008 Ozone Na-
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards.
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Estimated cost: $19 billion to $90 bil-
lion. It was withdrawn in September
2011.

National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants for Coal and
Oil-Fired Electric Utility Steam Gen-
erating Units. Estimated cost: $10 bil-
lion.

National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants for Major
Source Industrial, Commercial and In-
stitutional Boilers and Process Heat-
ers. Estimated cost: $3 billion.

Standards for the Management of
Coal Combustion Residuals Generated
by Commercial Electric Power Pro-
ducers. Estimated cost: $6 million to
$1.5 billion.

Require motor carriers operating
commercial motor vehicles in inter-
state commerce to use electronic on-
board recorders to document their driv-
ers’ hours. Estimated cost: $2 billion.

Hours of service on commercial
motor vehicle drivers. Estimated cost:
$1 billion.

A Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion rule deeming children’s books
printed prior to 1986 to be potentially
toxic due to the possibility of excessive
lead in the ink, even though the actual
risk of the lead exposure from older
books ranks only about 0.5 on a scale of
one to 10, according to the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention. None-
theless, the Consumer Product Safety
Commission has urged libraries to put
older children’s books in storage until
they can be tested for lead toxicity—at
a cost of $300 to $500 for each book.

The Federal Government’s attempt
to regulate the precise moisture, tem-
perature, and chemical standards of
compost for use in producing certified
organic foods.

The Department of Energy’s desire to
rewrite water efficiency standards for
the Nation’s urinals—yes, rewrite
water efficiency standards for the Na-
tion’s wurinals, that’s correct, Mr.
Speaker.

An Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission declaration that requiring
a high school diploma as a job certifi-
cation has a disparate impact on cer-
tain individuals that failed to meet
such a standard.

A Department of Justice regulation
requiring enhanced access for disabled
individuals at public and private facili-
ties such as swimming pools.

And of course Numeric Nutrient Cri-
teria, which I will discuss later.

It’s no surprise why entrepreneurship
in the United States of America is at a
17-year low. In 2010, the Obama admin-
istration published 82,480 pages of regu-
lations. Two comprehensive legislative
packages—the Affordable Care Act and
the Dodd-Frank banking regulations—
were passed and scheduled to regulate
greenhouse gases as well for the first
time ever in the history of this coun-
try.

In 2011, agencies finalized $187 million
in deregulatory actions, and proposed
more than $1.1 billion in rescissions.
However, these deregulatory measures
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were dwarfed by the new regulations
that the administration published just
this year.

For proposed or final rules, the
Obama administration published $231.4
billion in regulatory burdens and 133
million paperwork burden hours. As-
suming a 2,000-hour work year, it would
take 66,730 employees just to file the
Federal paperwork.

On average, Mr. Speaker, eliminating
the job of a single regulator would
grow the American economy by $6.2
million and nearly 100 private sector
jobs annually. The reverse is true as
well: each million-dollar increase in
the regulatory budget costs the econ-
omy 420 private sector jobs.

A recent article in The Economist
highlighted the increased complexity
caused by ObamaCare, citing that
“every hour spent treating a patient in
America creates at least 30 minutes of
paperwork, and often a whole hour.”

Next year, the number of Federally
mandated categories of illness and in-
jury for which hospitals must claim re-
imbursement will rise from 18,000 to
140,000.

There are nine codes, Mr. Speaker,
relating to injuries caused by parrots—
yes, parrots—and three relating to
burns emanating from flaming water
skis.

Let’s be real clear at this point of
time: The only jobs created by regula-
tions are jobs for regulators and more
regulators. What I notice when I ride
up and down Federal and Dixie High-
ways in south Florida are the numbers
of closed storefronts, the numbers of
vacant spaces. However, when I fly into
Washington, D.C., Mr. Speaker, I see
the number of sky cranes building
more housing and office space for these
regulators.

The number of Federal workers em-
ployed in regulatory activities—ex-
cluding the TSA—has jumped 20 per-
cent since 2008 while total workforce
participation in the United States of
America is at a 30-year low.

Our Nation has faced 3 years of un-
employment at or above 8 percent. Mr.
Speaker, do you want to guess what
the employment rate is in Washington,
D.C.? In May, the unemployment in the
Washington, D.C., metro area was 5.3
percent.

Of course, the environment is only
one area of regulatory overreach by the
Obama administration. In its review of
overregulated America, The Economist
magazine noted that the Dodd-Frank
banking law, at 848 pages, is 23 times
longer than the preceding Glass-
Steagall Act. These regulations are
choking off the oxygen of growth in
this country, especially in our area of
south Florida.

Mr. Speaker, let me take a moment
to talk about an example which is tak-
ing place in our congressional district.
In 2006, Rybovich Yachts became the
only company in the United States ca-
pable of repairing mega-yachts with
the opening of its facility in West Palm
Beach. The company took a dilapidated
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boatyard and turned it into the finest
repair facility in the world. This facil-
ity now employs 230 workers directly
and as many as 300 subcontractors each
and every day. The facility quickly ex-
ceeded all business expectations, at-
tracting commerce from around the
globe and cementing south Florida’s
leadership position in the marine in-
dustry.
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Last year, this facility generated $5.5
million in local and State tax revenue.
Consider the regulatory hurdles
Rybovich had to leap through, the
mountains of paperwork in order to get
a permit issued, and the burdensome
red tape they endured every step of the
way.

Mr. Speaker, it is remarkable that
any U.S. company chooses to do busi-
ness on its own shores. To satisfy the
environmental regulations and require-
ments for the first facility, Rybovich
was required to inspect and analyze
every other possible location in the
area to see if there was an alternate
site that would have less impact on
local sea grass beds.

Once the location was chosen, the en-
vironmental impact had to be meas-
ured and mitigated one for one. In the
case of Rybovich, 5 acres of sea grass
needed to be replaced. Since there are
limited areas where sea grass could be
replanted in the vicinity, the company,
Rybovich, a private sector company,
had to buy an island, construct a wall
around it, and plant sea grass. The is-
land alone cost the company $4 million.

In 2008, Rybovich realized there was
market potential for a second facility
to service even larger yachts. Con-
struction for this new facility is esti-
mated to create over 600 jobs. The total
economic impact from the first 5 years
of operations is estimated to be $630
million in Palm Beach County and $111
million in the city of Riviera Beach.

One would think, after going through
the permitting process and jumping
through all the environmental hurdles
to open the first facility, the second
would go more smoothly. One would
think.

One would think, given the state of
our local economy, a new project of
this scope would be welcomed with
open arms. But, Mr. Speaker, 4 years
later, Rybovich still hasn’t received a
permit for its proposed project in Riv-
iera Beach.

And did I mention the 600 jobs that
would be created? That’s correct. I did.
However, the Federal regulators don’t
seem to care about that fact.

What is happening to Rybovich is not
an isolated incident. This is happening
all over the United States. Rybovich is
merely a whiff of the toxic bureau-
cratic fumes emanating from the
Obama administration that regulators
are using to go choke off job and eco-
nomic growth with excessive environ-
mental regulation.

Another case in point is the numeric
nutrient criteria. The Environmental



June 29, 2012

Protection Agency has proposed ludi-
crous standards for Florida’s nitrogen
and phosphorus levels for the State’s
lakes, rivers, streams, and springs.

Until 2009, the State of Florida was
working cooperatively with the EPA to
improve our water quality standards.
However, in 2009, in an attempt to set-
tle a lawsuit brought by environmental
groups, the EPA decided to abandon
that cooperative approach, federally
preempt our water quality State stand-
ards, and impose new criteria on our
State.

Like all Floridians, I want clean and
safe water. For several years now,
Florida has been working to improve
its water quality, and in many re-
spects, the State’s efforts have been a
model for other States throughout this
country.

As Florida Wildlife Commissioner
Ron Bergeron explains, ‘A water
standard of 10 parts per billion required
by numeric nutrient criteria, is more
stringent,”” Mr. Speaker, ‘‘than rain-
water which is 15 parts per billion, and
is a quality of water that is humanly
impossible to achieve.”

Even the EPA’s own Science Advi-
sory Board has expressed serious con-
cerns about the science used to support
the regulation, and the EPA has re-
peatedly refused to allow a third-party
review of the proposal.

But there is no doubt about one
thing, Mr. Speaker. This mandate is
poisonous to the economy. These regu-
lations are not about whether we want
clean water for Florida. These regula-
tions are about how we reach that goal
and at what cost.

This EPA mandate, which singles out
the State of Florida, will drive up the
cost of doing business, double water
bills for all Florida families, and will
destroy jobs. The Florida Department
of Environmental Protection estimates
this Federal mandate may force munic-
ipal wastewater and storm water utili-
ties to spend as much as $26 billion in
capital improvements to upgrade their
facilities. This $26 billion will eventu-
ally be paid by each Floridian who uses
water, and that means every resident.

A study by the University of Florida
and the Florida Department of Agri-
culture and Consumer Services con-
cluded that the EPA’s numeric nutri-
ent criteria regulations would directly
cost Florida’s agricultural community
roughly $1 billion each year, with addi-
tional indirect costs also exceeding $1
billion. This billion dollar cost eventu-
ally will be paid by every American
who wants to enjoy an orange, a grape-
fruit, or other produce that comes from
our State.

The study goes on to say that imple-
mentation of the EPA regulations
could put more than 14,000 agricultural
workers out of a job and would cost the
average household up to $990 in higher
sewer rates. That is per year, per fam-
ily, $990 more in higher water bills.

Can our already stagnant economy in
Florida take that? Will families move
to Florida and choose to buy homes in
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our already depressed housing market
if they’re going to have to pay nearly
$1,000 more in their annual water bills
for years to come?

The EPA has repeatedly refused to
allow any third-party review of the
science behind the proposed mandate of
numeric nutrient criteria. The EPA
has also failed to complete an eco-
nomic analysis.

In a disturbing article in The New
York Times on February 16, 2011, an
EPA official said they have no plans to
implement this regulation in any other
State except for the State of Florida.

Excessive EPA regulations hamper
business expansion and job growth in
nearly every industry. They hurt farm-
ers. They hurt utility workers, pipe fit-
ters, construction workers, coal min-
ers, factory workers, truck drivers, and
machinists.

Sixty national companies and dozens
of Florida-based companies and organi-
zations, including the United States
Chamber of Commerce and the Amer-
ican Farm Bureau, have sent letters to
the United States Congress to oppose
these burdensome regulations.

Mr. Speaker, we must reduce the reg-
ulatory burden on our Nation’s busi-
nesses and help put Americans back to
work. We must get the Federal Govern-
ment out of the way of our small busi-
nesses and entrepreneurs so that they
can succeed and prosper.

When there is a need for regulations,
they should be developed in concert
with the private sector and, of course,
done with common sense.

Over the last few months, the United
States House of Representatives has
passed more than two dozen bills de-
signed to do just that—staunch the
toxic regulatory flow coming from the
Federal agencies. Unfortunately, Mr.
Speaker, they’re all still sitting on
Senate Majority Leader HARRY REID’S
desk, which really does stink.

John Engler, the President of the
Business Roundtable, recently stated
that:

Regulations are hidden taxes that strangle
job creation. We need action by government
agencies to clear out obsolete rules and
streamline permitting to reduce delays and
impediments for companies to invest and
grow.

The private sector is the only hope
for future job creation. We need to rec-
ognize this and work together to let
businesses, small and large, invest in
people.

Mr. Speaker, I could not have said
that any better.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remain-
der of my time.
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BUDGET AUTONOMY FOR THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

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 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.
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Ms. NORTON. Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er.

Members may be aware that I come
to the floor occasionally in order to
make certain that Members have the
full background as they find them-
selves in the perplexing situation of re-
ceiving legislation on a local govern-
ment and local residents.

We had a misunderstanding—I can
only think it was a misunderstanding
this week—when Senator RAND PAUL,
who I know has been a student of his-
tory when it comes to the Constitu-
tion, engaged in actions that had the
effect of compelling a bipartisan group
of Senators to pull back their budget
autonomy bill for the District of Co-
lumbia.

First, recognize that the Framers
didn’t go to war with American citi-
zens, including citizens who live right
in the very city in which we are now
meeting, the District of Columbia, only
to leave them out of the very franchise
and local control that made the Fram-
ers commit what, I'm sure, the British
believed were acts of treason when
they rebelled against England for its
refusal to recognize that taxes are a
matter of local control. Bear in mind
that those who went to war included
the residents of this city and that the
Framers in every respect showed that
they respected the fact that the citi-
zens of this city were included among
those who went to war.

For example, in the transition pe-
riod—10 years—as the District of Co-
lumbia moved to become the Nation’s
Capital—the four Framers of the Con-
stitution from Maryland and from Vir-
ginia made sure through legislation
that their members lost nothing, in as
much as Maryland and Virginia had do-
nated the land to the Nation for our
Nation’s Capital. Maryland and Vir-
ginia citizens were allowed to vote in
their jurisdictions in Maryland and
Virginia. They voted for Congress, and
they were treated in every way like
other Americans at that time. In 1802,
when full transition to become the Na-
tion’s capital occurred, they lost what
they had been promised. They lost
their full rights as American citizens.

The District got back some of those
rights under a Republican President 39
years ago when the District was grant-
ed home rule, the right to govern itself,
under the Home Rule Act.

Richard Nixon said at the time:

I share the chagrin that most Ameri-
cans feel at the fact that Congress con-
tinues to deny self-government to the
Nation’s Capital. I would remind the
Congress that the Founding Fathers
did nothing of the sort. Home rule was
taken from the District only after
more than 70 years of self-government,
and this was done on grounds that were
either factually shaky or morally
doubtful.

So the Congress returned to the Dis-
trict some measure of home rule in
1973. In returning a good measure of
home rule, the Congress nevertheless
said to the District that, while it had
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