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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1250 
So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 519, 

520, 521, 522, 523, 524, 525, 526, 527, 528, 
529, 530, 531, 532, 533, 534, 535, and 536, 
I was delayed and unable to vote. Had I been 
present I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
No. 519, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 520, ‘‘no’’ on roll-
call No. 521, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 522, ‘‘no’’ on 
rollcall No. 523, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 524, ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall No. 525, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 526, 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 527, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
528, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 529, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 
No. 530, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 531, ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall No. 532, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 533, ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall No. 534, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 535 
and ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 536. 

f 

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE 
CONSIDERED AS FIRST SPONSOR 
OF H.R. 3703 
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may hereafter be considered to be the 
first sponsor of H.R. 3703, a bill origi-
nally introduced by Representative 
Inslee of Washington, for the purposes 
of adding cosponsors and requesting 
reprintings pursuant to clause 7 of rule 
XII. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my friend, the majority leader, for the 
purpose of inquiring about the schedule 
for the coming week. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from Maryland, the Democratic whip, 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday the House 
will meet in pro forma session, but no 
votes are expected. On Tuesday the 
House will meet at noon for morning- 
hour and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 
Votes will be postponed until 6:30 p.m. 
On Wednesday and Thursday the House 
will meet at 10 a.m. for morning-hour 
and noon for legislative business. On 
Friday the House will meet at 9 a.m. 
for legislative business. Last votes of 
the week are expected no later than 3 
p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of suspensions on Tuesday 
and Wednesday, a complete list of 
which will be announced by the close of 
business tomorrow. 

In addition, the House will consider 
two bills under a rule to stop the tax 
hikes and provide for comprehensive 
tax reform: H.R. 8, the Job Protection 
and Recession Prevention Act, spon-
sored by Chairman DAVE CAMP; and 
H.R. 6169, the Pathway to Job Creation 
through a Simpler, Fairer Tax Code 
Act, sponsored by Chairman DAVID 
DREIER. Together, these bills will en-
sure that no American faces a tax hike 
on January 1, while providing our 
small business men and women with 
the certainty to grow and create jobs. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House may 
consider legislation related to pro-
grams and disaster assistance under 
the expiring farm bill legislation. 

I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for that information. 
As the gentleman knows, he was un-

able to have the colloquy last week, 
and so Mr. ROSKAM and I talked about 
the schedule. Last week, the chief dep-
uty majority whip mentioned that we 
would be voting on the tax bill, as you 
have done, and he also mentioned that 
we would be given the opportunity to 
offer a substitute amendment on the 
floor of our choosing. 

Is that still the plan of the majority 
so that we’ll be able to offer that legis-
lation? I yield to my friend. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I didn’t 
understand the gentleman’s question, 
if he would please clarify. 

Mr. HOYER. My question is: Last 
week we had a colloquy, and Mr. ROS-
KAM indicated that we would be able to 
offer an amendment, not just an 
MTR—we discussed that—but an 
amendment to the bill. Now, we 
weren’t precise whether it was in the 
form of a substitute or an amendment. 
But in either event, I’m asking, Mr. 
Majority Leader, whether that is still 
the case and whether or not such 
amendment will be obviously protected 
under the rule for such waivers as may 
be necessary for the piece of legislation 
that Mr. ROSKAM referred to? 

Mr. CANTOR. Again, without having 
been privy to the conversation between 
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the gentleman from Illinois and my 
friend from Maryland, I can say that 
the minority will be afforded the op-
portunity to offer the President’s tax 
plan—not just as a motion to recom-
mit, but certainly as a stand-alone 
amendment, as well. 

Mr. HOYER. Let me be more precise, 
then, because I’m not sure whether or 
not the definition of the President’s 
plan—in his weekly press conference 
just a few hours ago, or maybe just a 
few minutes ago, Mr. BOEHNER was 
asked if we would be allowed to vote on 
the Senate tax bill, to which he re-
sponded: 

If our Democrat colleagues want to offer 
the President’s plan in the Senate, then we 
are more than happy to give them a vote. 

He said that just a few minutes ago. 
Our intention will probably be to 

offer the bill that has now passed the 
Senate, which will protect middle class 
taxpayers from any tax increase, as I 
think your party, Mr. Leader, and my 
party agree on. 

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that we 
would be able to offer that alternative 
on the floor with such protections as 
would be necessary consistent with 
what Speaker BOEHNER has said. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I say to 

the gentleman, again, it is our inten-
tion to allow the minority to offer as a 
motion to recommit or as a stand- 
alone amendment the President’s plan. 
Obviously, we’ll have to see what is 
being offered, but that is the intention, 
consistent with the Speaker’s remarks 
publicly today. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
hope that we would not parse words. 

Mr. Leader, we have had some discus-
sions on this, and the majority party, 
when it was the minority party run-
ning for office, said that we’re going to 
have open, full debate. Mr. BOEHNER 
has said in the Pledge to America that 
that’s what you wanted to do. Now you 
keep parsing your words. 

I will tell you the President’s plan. 
The President’s plan currently is the 
bill that passed the Senate just a few 
hours ago, yesterday. That’s the Presi-
dent’s plan, I tell my friend. And if, in 
fact, Mr. BOEHNER’s words are to be in-
terpreted as something other than 
that, he says: 

If our Democratic colleagues want to offer 
the President’s plan in the Senate— 

Now, obviously, we can’t offer our 
plan in the Senate. We’re House Mem-
bers. So my presumption is, Mr. Lead-
er, that that means, if we want to offer 
the Senate plan, which is now the 
President’s plan, I tell my friend— 

—we’re more than happy to give them a 
vote. 

I hope that is accurate. I hope that 
we can have a full and open debate on 
that issue. But I hope that the Repub-
lican side of the aisle, Mr. Speaker, 
does not choose the amendment that 
we are to offer. Let us choose it, I tell 
my friend. And I would hope that we 
could clarify that so that we would 

know, and the American people would 
know, that we have a plan now passed 
by the Senate, and we have a plan also 
that was defeated in the United States 
Senate. 

I don’t know whether your side in-
tends to offer exactly the plan that was 
defeated in the United States Senate, 
but it is a plan that the President of 
the United States, as the leader knows, 
has said he won’t sign. 

So what I ask my friend, respect-
fully, so that we know what to prepare 
for and we know that it will be made in 
order, that consistent with what the 
clear meaning of this statement that 
Mr. BOEHNER made just a few hours ago 
is, that we would be given the oppor-
tunity to offer the Senate-passed plan 
and would have a vote on that plan ei-
ther in the form of an amendment or a 
substitute? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I will say 

back to the gentleman, we do expect, 
and our intention is, to allow your tax 
hike to be made in order. I don’t under-
stand, Mr. Speaker, how many more 
times I have to say that. The Speaker 
has always represented that we were 
going to work towards an open process. 

I would remind the gentleman that 
when his party was last in the majority 
and considered the extension of expir-
ing rates in 2010 that his party made in 
order just one amendment to H.R. 4853, 
for their own Member, Mr. LEVIN, not 
for the Republicans, because we were 
not offered a single amendment. 

b 1300 
We weren’t even offered a motion to 

recommit. In fact, the Pelosi-led Con-
gress denied us a motion to recommit 
on 47 separate occasions. 

So I would say to the gentleman 
again, the Speaker has been consistent 
throughout. We intend to continue to 
strive towards an open process. We in-
tend to offer you a motion to recom-
mit, a stand-alone amendment, if you 
want to offer a tax hike twice. That is 
our intention, yes, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
And I will interpret that, Mr. Speaker, 
as indicating that if we choose to offer 
as an amendment the bill that passed 
the Senate—which ensures that there 
will be no tax increase on 98 percent of 
Americans—that we will be allowed to 
offer that bill and it will be protected 
under the rule, and such waivers as are 
necessary will be extended. That’s how 
I interpret that. If I am wrong, perhaps 
the majority leader can correct me. 
But I don’t want to parse words or lead 
to confusion. 

The gentleman knows what the Sen-
ate bill is. I know what the Senate bill 
is. And it is, at this point in time, our 
intention to offer that Senate bill as an 
amendment to the bill that’s offered on 
this floor. So I would hope that our un-
derstanding is that, consistent again— 
and I want to say consistent with the 
Speaker’s comments—that that will be 
allowed. 

I want to say to the gentleman as 
well, I think he is appropriate in ref-

erencing the past, and I’m pleased that 
he is not following such precedents. 

Mr. CANTOR. I appreciate that, Mr. 
Speaker. I’d say to the gentleman, 
thank you for that note. 

I know the gentleman is continuing 
to express his support for the Presi-
dent’s plan. As the gentleman knows, 
our colleagues on the Republican side 
of the aisle in the Senate feel strongly, 
as we do over here in the House, that 
the President’s tax plan, as was dem-
onstrated recently by a nonpartisan 
study, will cost the economy over 
700,000 jobs. It will reduce economic 
output. The gentleman knows our posi-
tion on that. And we intend to, again, 
allow for that vote to occur and look 
forward to a robust debate that will 
ensue. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. I 
think that clarifies it. He and I both 
look forward to that robust debate. We 
will clearly differ, Mr. Speaker, on the 
impact of that vote. But there will be 
no dispute that it will ensure that 98 
percent of Americans, every working 
family—every working family, 100 per-
cent—will not pay any additional taxes 
on the first $250,000 of their income, 
which we think gives confidence to 
people, gives confidence to the econ-
omy, and we think is an appropriate 
step to take. So I appreciate and look 
forward to that debate, which I think 
is an important one for the American 
people. 

I would also like to ask the gen-
tleman, with respect to the farm bill, 
he mentions in his comments that 
there may be some vote on the farm 
bill. The Senate passed a bipartisan 
farm bill, as the gentleman knows. It 
saves very substantial monies, will 
contribute to a reduction of the deficit. 
Can the gentleman tell me whether or 
not the House-passed farm bill will be 
brought to the floor or whether some 
alternative will be brought to the 
floor? 

And I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I’d say to 

the gentleman that we’re continuing to 
work with Chairman LUCAS and our 
Members to determine the best way 
forward. 

I would say to the gentleman that 
the Senate bill he refers to does not 
have a majority of support in the 
House, and actually would ask the gen-
tleman if he would respond to the ques-
tion whether he supports the House 
farm bill. 

Mr. HOYER. I do not support the 
House farm bill, but as the gentleman 
knows, the ranking Democrat does sup-
port that farm bill. So as the gen-
tleman likes to observe on many occa-
sions, it does have bipartisan support. 

He asked for my personal opinion, 
Mr. Speaker, and I’ve given him my 
personal opinion. But that bill itself 
will save substantial dollars and bring 
down the deficit—not as much as the 
Senate bill, but it will have a positive 
effect on the deficit itself. In either 
event, however, we have some real dis-
tress in farm country, very substantial 
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drought, in great need of making sure 
that there’s some way to assist those 
farmers who, through no fault of their 
own, but through the fault or the re-
sult of weather conditions—lack of 
rain—are in distress. So we believe 
that something ought to be brought to 
the floor that will, A, not exacerbate 
the deficit, and, B, help the farmer. 

I yield to my friend if he has any-
thing additional. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I’d say to 
the gentleman, I’m glad to hear that 
the gentleman would like to support an 
effort to address the need for drought 
assistance and perhaps other programs 
that have or will expire, and look for-
ward to perhaps his support if that’s 
where we end up next week, allowing 
for that vote to occur, along with his 
support. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
Hopefully, we can agree on how to do 
that, again, without making the deficit 
worse and adding to that and hopefully 
helping farmers at the same time. 

Let me ask the gentleman, there are 
two very important bills that were 
passed, one in the Senate—again, with 
an overwhelmingly bipartisan vote, 
and here, with not an overwhelmingly 
bipartisan vote—in the Violence 
Against Women Act, a very, very im-
portant subject. There was a very sig-
nificant 62–37 vote in the Senate. Ex-
cuse me, that’s not the exact figure. 
That’s on the postal bill, which I’ll ask 
you about in a second. It was 68–31— 
even more bipartisan than the postal 
reform bill—back on April 26, some 
months ago, with 15 Senate Repub-
licans joining in favor. I don’t see that 
on the schedule. I don’t know whether 
the gentleman believes there’s a possi-
bility that we’ll be able to pass that be-
fore the election. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I respond 

to the gentleman and say that, as he 
knows, the Senate bill is unconstitu-
tional because it contains a revenue 
measure in it. So we are unable to get 
to conference with the Senate. I think 
that I, as well as the Speaker, have in-
dicated that we support going to con-
ference with the Senate. They need to 
produce a bill so that we can go to con-
ference and effect a passage of that 
very important legislation to allow for 
relief monies to get to the victims that 
that bill and legislation is designed to 
protect. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
Of course, the gentleman knows that 

that would be a very simple cure to 
simply drop the Senate bill, which has 
overwhelming bipartisan support, into 
an H.R. bill, a House bill, and that 
would cure that deficiency. I agree 
with the gentleman, I think that’s well 
known. But that’s a technical issue. If 
we have agreement in both the House 
and the Senate, put that in a House bill 
and pass it. So I think that we can act 
on it. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, I 

think the gentleman knows the Senate 
bill can’t pass the House. 

We’re trying to produce results for 
the people and particularly for the vic-
tims that need that assistance in that 
bill, and believe that this, our bill, the 
VAWA bill that passed the House, can 
pass the Senate. And again, I would say 
that the Senate bill is unconstitutional 
and it can’t pass the House. 

So it seems to me that the best way 
forward is for the Senate to agree to 
the bill, which pretty much extends ex-
isting legislation, with some minor 
changes, so that the victims of abuse 
needing the assistance can actually re-
ceive that assistance. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for those comments, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman well 
knows, the House bill excluded a large 
number of people from protection, a 
large number of people who are the vic-
tims of domestic violence from protec-
tion, as contrasted with the Senate 
bill, which was designed to ensure pro-
tection of all people who were subject 
to domestic abuse and designed to en-
courage people to make complaints 
against those who abuse them without 
fear of adverse consequences to them 
so that we could get abusers dealt with 
in a proper way. 

b 1310 

And again, I would say to my friend, 
Mr. Speaker, that over two-thirds of 
the United States Senate, with an 
overwhelming number of Republicans 
as well voting for the Senate bill be-
cause they believed it was inclusive. 
And of course every woman Member of 
the Senate, Republican and Democrat, 
who probably have greater insight into 
domestic abuse than perhaps some of 
us males and male colleagues have. 

So I would hope that we could focus 
on trying to reach agreement which we 
did not have in the House, as the gen-
tleman knows. We had not an over-
whelming bipartisan support in this 
House at all on the bill that was 
passed. So I would hope that we could 
compromise, cure the technical dif-
ficulty that the bill, the Senate bill 
passes, because, the gentleman’s right, 
it has a fee in there, it has to initiate 
in the House. 

But the gentleman also knows if 
that’s included in the House bill, that 
that defect would be cured and we 
could pass it. 

I would yield to my friend if he wants 
to make any additional comment on 
that bill. 

Mr. CANTOR. I would respond to the 
gentleman by saying there are many 
women Members of our conference that 
are cosponsors of that bill, and I know 
of at least one, if not more, who’ve 
been subject to domestic abuse, and 
feel that our bill does provide the nec-
essary protections for everyone who is 
subject to domestic abuse, and feel 
that the bill does address the concerns 
the gentleman raises. 

And in the business of trying to 
produce results rather than to dwell on 
where there are differences, if those in-
dividuals who sponsored the bill and 

who have, unfortunately, had experi-
ence in domestic abuse, as well as law 
enforcement, if that is the case, cer-
tainly, those individuals would know 
about it more than the gentleman or I. 
I think we ought to go about passing 
this bill and allow for the Senate to go 
ahead and do so, so the victims of do-
mestic abuse can actually receive the 
protections and assistance they de-
serve. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comment. 

As I interpret that, Mr. Speaker, pass 
the House bill or no bill. Pass the 
House bill that had 23 Republicans vot-
ing against it. Pass the House bill, and 
reject a Senate bill that has 68 United 
States Senators, a large number. 

Mr. CANTOR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. Certainly. 
Mr. CANTOR. I said to the gen-

tleman, we really do want to go to the 
conference with the Senate. Okay? And 
so it’s not pass the Senate bill or no 
bill. 

We want to go to conference with the 
Senate, Mr. Speaker. I’ve said that. So 
I do take exception to the gentleman’s 
remarks. 

Mr. HOYER. Let me then, reclaiming 
my time—I’m pleased to withdraw that 
assertion. But in the comments, I want 
to make it clear, Mr. Speaker, that I do 
not share the majority leader’s opinion 
that the House bill covers all people. 
As a matter of fact, I think that’s inac-
curate and incorrect. We disagree on 
our facts there, our analysis of the bill. 

What we don’t disagree on, however, 
because the facts are clear that we 
have a bill that overwhelmingly passed 
in the Senate. I’m fully prepared to 
work with a conference, as the major-
ity leader is, and work with him in a 
conference to get a bill out of the con-
ference. 

I’m hopeful, Mr. Leader, that in light 
of the fact that in this House the bill 
passed 222–205, with 23 Republicans vot-
ing ‘‘no’’ on the bill, that we not only 
have bipartisan opposition, but we 
have bipartisan support of the Senate 
bill. 

Let me go on to another bill that I 
think is very important because the 
postal department is facing real stress. 
It’s somewhat ironic that we are, in a 
Congress that has too often lamented 
the fact that the Senate couldn’t act 
on things, when they do act, and when 
they do act in a bipartisan fashion, it 
seems we can’t act. 

The postal bill has now been passed 
by a vote of 62 votes in favor, another 
bipartisan vote of the postal bill, and 
I’m wondering whether or not the gen-
tleman has any idea whether we might 
either go to conference or bring a bill 
out on the House floor that I know has 
been passed out of committee, so that 
this bill can get to conference in a 
timely fashion so that the Post Office, 
which is facing, obviously, default on 
some of its obligations, would be made 
whole. 

I yield to my friend. 
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Mr. CANTOR. I’d say to the gen-

tleman, the Senate postal bill does not 
have majority support in the House, 
and we are continuing to work with 
Chairman ISSA to ensure that there 
isn’t an incident of default on the part 
of the Post Office. I think that the 
Postal Service has indicated that there 
is no risk of that in the short-term, and 
we’re going to continue to address that 
to ensure that that does not happen; all 
the while, trying to address the overall 
issues, as the gentleman knows, that 
the Postal Service has in trying to get 
its fiscal house in order. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
Lastly, on a note on which we have 

great agreement between the majority 
leader and I, which is not always the 
case, as people observe, I’m sure: Iran 
sanctions. 

Both the majority leader and I, Mr. 
Speaker, want to see that bill pass be-
fore the August break. And I would in-
quire of the majority leader his view of 
the status of that issue at this point in 
time. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
tell the gentleman, I know that our 
staffs have been working very dili-
gently on this trying to iron out the 
differences with the other body and am 
very hopeful that we can get this done 
prior to the August recess. 

Mr. HOYER. I look forward, Mr. 
Speaker, to working with the majority 
leader toward that end over the next 7, 
8 days. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY 
30, 2012 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 2 p.m. on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

THE RED TAPE REDUCTION AND 
SMALL BUSINESS JOB CREATION 
ACT 
(Mr. ROKITA asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of the Red 
Tape Reduction and Small Business 
Job Creation Act. Time and again I 
hear from my constituents that they 
want to hire more workers, but they 
don’t know what regulation is going to 
be coming down the pike next. 

Congress does not spend enough time 
fulfilling its constitutional responsi-
bility of overseeing the executive 
branch. This is why, a little more than 
a year ago, in partnership with the In-
diana Chamber of Commerce, we start-
ed Indiana’s Red Tape Rollback Pro-
gram to listen to Hoosiers, take their 
regulatory concerns to Washington, 
and get results. 

This, Mr. Speaker is our annual re-
port. This is a page from that report, 
about 26 pages long. 

Regulatory burdens are equal oppor-
tunity. They don’t affect one industry 
or type of people. Regulatory burdens 
hurt agriculture, transportation, and 
even our home health care workers, 
who fear they won’t be able to care for 
their clients. They hurt everybody. 

I’m pleased that we have achieved a 
victory in 20 of our cases, and we will 
continue charging forward. I will con-
tinue to talk about the harm of over-
regulation and what it does to our 
economy. I will continue to advocate 
for a limited government, and I will 
continue to roll back the red tape. 

You can get the report at 
rokita.house.gov. 

f 

THE CHRISTENING OF THE USS 
SOMERSET 

(Mr. SHUSTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to highlight another milestone 
in the continuing efforts to honor the 
heroics of the 40 heroes aboard United 
Flight 93 on September 11, 2001. 

On July 28, the USS Somerset will be 
christened. The Somerset is named in 
honor of the passengers and crew of 
United Airlines Flight 93, and Som-
erset is the county in Pennsylvania in 
which United Flight 93 went down. 

The 680-foot, 105-foot wide LPD 
transport dock ship is used to trans-
port and land U.S. Marines, and also 
support amphibious assaults by our 
U.S. Special Forces. 

Located on the property near the 
crash site were two draglines, machin-
ery used in coal-stripping operations. 
In the days following the crash, a huge 
American flag was hoisted on top of 
one of the draglines, and the flag stood 
as a constant reminder of the sacrifices 
of the heroes of Flight 93. 

In honor of the passengers and crew 
of Flight 93, the 22-ton bucket of one of 
the draglines was melted and cast into 
the ship’s bow stern. In addition, the 
USS Somerset’s mast will also contain a 
time capsule. 

The USS Somerset, a bold representa-
tion of America’s military strength, is 
a fitting tribute to the 40 ordinary 
Americans who took a stand against 
the enemies of free society and rep-
resent the best aspects of the American 
spirit. Their actions prevented further 
loss of life and disruption of some of 
the most recognizable symbols of free-
dom and democracy in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, following is my state-
ment in its entirety: 

I rise today to highlight another milestone in 
the continuing efforts to honor the heroics of 
the 40 heroes aboard United Flight 93 on Sep-
tember 11, 2001. 

On July 28, the USS Somerset will be chris-
tened at the Avondale shipyard outside of 
New Orleans, Louisiana. The Somerset is 
named in honor of the passengers and crew 
of United Airlines Flight 93, whose courageous 
actions prevented terrorist hijackers from 
reaching their intended target in Washington, 

DC on September 11, 2001. Somerset is the 
county in Pennsylvania in which United Flight 
93 crashed. 

This 684-foot, 105-foot-wide LPD transport 
dock ship is used to transport and land U.S. 
Marines. LPD ships have supported amphib-
ious assaults for special operations forces, ex-
peditionary warfare missions, and humani-
tarian missions throughout the first half of the 
21st century. 

The final resting area of the 40 heroes who 
decided to fight back against the terrorists on 
that fateful day was an abandoned coal strip 
mine. 

Located on the property near the crash site 
were two draglines once used in coal strip-
ping. In the days following the crash, a huge 
American flag was hoisted to the top of one of 
the draglines. The flag stood as a constant re-
minder of the sacrifices and love of country 
shown by the Flight 93 heroes. 

In honor of the passengers and crew of 
Flight 93, the 22-ton bucket of one of the 
draglines was melted and cast into the Som-
erset’s bow stern. In addition, USS Somerset’s 
mast also will contain a time capsule that in-
cludes such items as a bottle of Meyersdale 
maple syrup, a Flight 93 10th-anniversary 
commemorative pin and a Somerset Borough 
bicentennial marble. 

The USS Somerset, a bold representation of 
America’s military strength and humani-
tarianism, is a fitting tribute to the 40 ordinary 
Americans who took a stand against the en-
emies of a free society and represent the best 
aspects of the American spirit. Their actions 
prevented further loss of life and the destruc-
tion of the most recognized symbols of free-
dom and democracy in the world. 

f 

b 1320 

TERRORIST ORGANIZATIONS TO 
VISIT UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HECK). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 5, 2011, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

There is nothing like being vilified to 
get your senses acutely attuned. We 
had a hearing in Judiciary last week— 
on July 19, actually—in which Sec-
retary of Homeland Security Janet 
Napolitano appeared. During the ex-
change that I had with Secretary 
Napolitano, I said these words. They’re 
from the transcript: 

And this administration seems to 
have a hard time recognizing members 
of terrorist groups who are allowed 
into the White House. You’re aware of 
that happening, aren’t you? 

Secretary Napolitano: Absolutely 
not. 

This week, apparently, somebody 
brought her back into the loop when 
she testified before PETE KING’s com-
mittee. There are a couple of articles 
here about it that are rather inter-
esting. One is from The Hill, by Jordy 
Yager, apparently posted today, July 
26: 

Homeland Security Secretary Janet 
Napolitano told lawmakers on Wednesday 
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