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for the rich, that is the Republican jobs
program.

Do you know what is interesting to
me? Coming up in September is the 5-
year anniversary of the meltdown, of
the announcement of the meltdown
during the Bush administration. Under
the trickle-down policies and the lais-
sez, laissez, laissez, laissez, laissez,
laissez-faire attitudes of the Repub-
licans in Congress and in the White
House, we were facing a great melt-
down of our financial institutions, a
great recklessness by some—not all—
on Wall Street, causing joblessness on
Main Street.

And what’s interesting about it is,
when we were notified finally—when
we asked, what’s going on here? and
they finally told us what was hap-
pening—no less a person than the
Chairman of the Fed said, in response
to a description given by the Secretary
of the Treasury, Secretary Paulson,
about the seriousness of the meltdown
that was occurring—and this was
Thursday night—that we could, by
Monday, have no economy.

Have no economy? That is the place
that these trickle-down policies—this
laissez-faire attitude toward no regula-
tion and no supervision—took us in our
economy coming up 5 years ago in Sep-
tember.

That’s why it’s really important for
the President to be out there and for
the public to understand, not so that
we can create divisions between Demo-
crats and Republicans, but so that we
can come together as a people and
make the decisions here about a budget
that does grow the economy by cre-
ating jobs while reducing the deficit at
the same time, keeping America num-
ber one—that we build the infrastruc-
ture of America, that we make it in
America by giving incentives for jobs
to stay here rather than, as the Repub-
licans suggest, to give tax breaks to
businesses that send jobs overseas.
Building the infrastructure of America.
Make It In America. Have our commu-
nities suggest how they would like to
grow with the proper education of our
children, with the safety of our neigh-
borhoods, with the security of our peo-
ple.

So, really, it’s almost like another
universe to listen to the Republicans
talk about the economy when they
have had a complete ‘‘never, nothing”
agenda and timetable for bringing a
jobs bill to the floor that really does
address the challenges that working
families in our country face.

On the positive side, I am very
pleased that the President’s strategy
for growth, of course, which is centered
around the middle class, ensures that
every American has the opportunity to
have a good job that pays enough to
support a middle-income life, a strong
education that equips our youth for the
job market, a home that is not at risk
of being taken away as it was 5 years
ago, a retirement free of financial anx-
iety, secure health care with decent
benefits, a higher minimum wage.
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And when I talk about what hap-
pened b years ago, what’s interesting to
me is that the Republicans still have
the nerve to be asking the question:
Are you better off now than you were 5
years ago?

Five years ago, we weren’t going to
have an economy by Monday. We
weren’t going to have an economy by
Monday under their policies. The Presi-
dent has led us out of that Great Reces-
sion. He did so in the first 2 years with
a Democratic Congress that had a re-
covery package and initiatives to grow
the economy. Since then, it has been,
again, the ‘‘never, nothing” timetable
and agenda of the Republicans. How
much faster our economy could be
growing if the Republicans would co-
operate with their ideas and the Presi-
dent’s, working together in a bipar-
tisan way to get the job done for the
American people.

While I'm at it, I want to put in a
word for our agenda for America’s
women and families.

When women succeed, America suc-
ceeds. It’s an agenda that recognizes
and values the work of women in the
workplace by having pay equity, by
raising the minimum wage, by reward-
ing work. It’s an agenda that helps
women balance home and work by say-
ing—and we will be celebrating the 20-
year anniversary of the implementa-
tion of family medical leave—that we
need some paid sick leave as well and
paid maternity leave as well. Third is
the need—and a bigger issue that will
take a longer time in facing the chal-
lenge—for affordable quality child care
for all of America’s families so that our
children can be learning while their
parents are earning. An important
component of it is the entrepreneur-
ship of women in the workplace. Wom-
en’s business ownership is the fastest
growing rate of small business growth
in our country, minority women-owned
businesses as well.

So we do believe that our economy
will grow, that our families will pros-
per, that our Nation will continue to be
number one to the extent that we in-
vest in the middle class and in those
aspiring to it, and that we should place
a special emphasis on women in the
workplace, because, again, when Amer-
ican women succeed, America succeeds.

That’s how we want to ignite the
American Dream—to build ladders of
opportunity for all who want to work
hard, play by the rules, and take re-
sponsibility.

We have work to do. Let’s do it in-
stead of living in a world of illusion in
which the leadership won’t bring a real
jobs bill to the floor that can be en-
acted into law. The Speaker has said
that it isn’t a measure of success as to
how many bills you can enact; it’s
about how much law you can repeal.

You haven’t even succeeded in that.
You haven’t repealed anything. So let’s
get to work on the positive side to cre-
ate jobs. That’s the best thing that we
can do for the American people, and
let’s do it soon.
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“Never’’ doesn’t work for us.

REVISIONIST HISTORY

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

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
will be happy to address some of the re-
visionist history.

If we want to talk about reality test-
ing, how about the fact that, in Sep-
tember of 2008, Democrats had con-
trolled every level of power in the
United States Congress for some 20
months, but we didn’t hear a peep out
of them until Lehman Brothers failed?

And, oh, by the way, who was on
watch at the New York Fed when that
happened? Timothy Geithner. He was
rewarded by becoming President
Obama’s Treasury Secretary.

For the first 2 years of the Obama ad-
ministration, it was so anti-employer
that no wonder the recovery was, in-
deed, a jobless recovery and that it has
continued in that mode until today.

And don’t get me started about the
Affordable Care Act. That has been a
wet blanket on job creation in this
economy. The President knows it,
which is why he revised things last
week.

And, oh, by the way, if he wants to
reach out his hand to us, how about
sending people from the agencies to our
committees who at least will stop the
propensity for prevarication when they
will not admit to the fact that they
have contingency plans in place for de-
laying and downsizing the implementa-
tion of the Affordable Care Act as they
were, in fact, planning that very meas-
ure when those people came to the
committee and spoke under oath.

WE MUST ACT NOW ON
IMMIGRATION REFORM

(Mr. DENHAM asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, first,
I would like to extend some thanks to
Chairman GOwDY and Ranking Member
LOFGREN, not only for giving me the
privilege and the honor to speak before
their Subcommittee on Immigration
yesterday, but as well to have con-
versations in my district and to have
conversations in my State with a num-
ber of constituents that are affected by
our immigration policy.

This is something we have to act on
now. This is something for which we
need to make sure we’ve got a top-to-
bottom approach. It is an issue on
which Republicans and Democrats can
actually come together that is vitally
important to our economy and to the
greatness of our country: making sure
that our border security is actually se-
cure, not only with a fence and greater
law enforcement, but by actually rede-
ploying the security technology and
surveillance equipment from Afghani-
stan; making sure that we’ve got the
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internal security as we move forward—
an E-Verify system—making sure that
we can actually verify the jobs within
our communities so we can address not
only jobs, but the high unemployment
in so many areas; making sure that we
actually have a temporary worker pro-
gram so that we can address our ag
economy.

Let’s make sure that we have a top-
to-bottom approach. So I ask that this
body address this in a bipartisan fash-
ion.

——

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2218, COAL RESIDUALS
REUSE AND MANAGEMENT ACT
OF 2013, AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 1582, EN-
ERGY CONSUMERS RELIEF ACT
OF 2013

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 315 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 315

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2218) to amend
subtitle D of the Solid Waste Disposal Act to
encourage recovery and beneficial use of coal
combustion residuals and establish require-
ments for the proper management and dis-
posal of coal combustion residuals that are
protective of human health and the environ-
ment. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Energy and
Commerce now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No
amendment to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in part A of the report
of the Committee on Rules accompanying
this resolution. Each such amendment may
be offered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or in the Committee of
the Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the committee
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amendment in the nature of a substitute.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

SEC. 2. At any time after the adoption of
this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1582) to protect con-
sumers by prohibiting the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency from
promulgating as final certain energy-related
rules that are estimated to cost more than $1
billion and will cause significant adverse ef-
fects to the economy. The first reading of
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Energy and Commerce. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. In lieu of
the amendment in the nature of a substitute
recommended by the Committee on Energy
and Commerce now printed in the bill, it
shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of
Rules Committee Print 113-19. That amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against that amendment in the nature of a
substitute are waived. No amendment to
that amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be in order except those printed
in part B of the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute
made in order as original text. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DENHAM). The gentleman from Texas is
recognized for 1 hour.

O 1300

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 315 provides for consider-
ation of two pieces of legislation
passed by the Committee on Energy
and Commerce. The first, H.R. 2218, the
Coal Residuals Reuse and Management
Act of 2013 introduced by my friend on
the committee, Mr. MCKINLEY from
West Virginia, passed out of committee
with a strong bipartisan vote with 54
bipartisan cosponsors. The second piece
of legislation, H.R. 1582, the Energy
Consumers Relief Act of 2013, was in-
troduced by my friend Mr. CASSIDY
from Louisiana.

The rule before us today provides for
1 hour of general debate on each of the
bills included in the rule. A total of
nine amendments were made in order
between the two bills, six on the Demo-
cratic side and three on the Republican
side. Further, the minority is afforded
the customary motion to recommit, al-
lowing for yet another opportunity to
amend each piece of legislation before
it’s final vote.

H.R. 2218, the Coal Residuals Reuse
and Management Act of 2013, is a prod-
uct of hours of work over the course of
the past few years that the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY) has
put in to perfect this legislation. In-
deed, the legislation includes numerous
provisions offered by Democrats and
even reflects input by President
Obama’s own Environmental Protec-
tion Agency.

This legislation was prompted by a
move in June of 2010 by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to regulate
coal combustion residuals. In this rule,
the Environmental Protection Agency
set out three proposals for coal residu-
als, commonly referred to as coal ash.
Coal residuals are often recycled in an
environmentally sound fashion and
repurposed for use in roads, parks, golf
courses, and any other number of safe
manners. Unfortunately, many in the
industry viewed these proposed Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency regula-
tions as placing barriers to the contin-
ued use or recycling of coal ash.

In response to these concerns, Mr.
MCKINLEY’s bill would provide for min-
imum Federal standards but allow
States to craft a permitting program
that could be tailored to the needs in
each individual State. The bill makes
clear that it does not provide the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency with new
rulemaking authority. Further, it re-
quires the Environmental Protection
Agency to defer to the States with re-
spect to the regulation of coal ash.
This would allow Sates to protect
human health and the environment by
adapting an existing solid waste regu-
latory program for coal ash. To ensure
adequate safety measures for human
health, the bill requires installation of
groundwater monitoring at all struc-
tures that receive coal ash.
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