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Senate

The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Thursday, February 7, 2013, at 9:30 a.m.

House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PALAZZO).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
February 5, 2013.

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVEN M.
PALAZZO to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

LEGALIZING MARIJUANA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
since I was a high school student, I've
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watched the escalation of the war on
drugs, especially marijuana. I slowly
became aware of its widespread use. As
a freshman Ilegislator in Oregon 40
years ago, my opinion was set by a hog
farmer from eastern Oregon who was a
State representative named Stafford
Hansell.

Stafford held the Oregon House, and
the people crowded into the gallery
spellbound with his tutorial on mari-
juana and its comparison to other ad-
dictive substances, both legal and ille-
gal. This older gentleman, who didn’t
smoke, didn’t drink alcohol—let alone
use marijuana—made his case. He
pointed out how tobacco was highly ad-
dictive and killed hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans per year. He dis-
cussed alcohol, whose damaging prop-
erties had once led the country into a
foolish, costly and ultimately self-de-
feating experiment with prohibition.
Alcohol use was damaging for some, led
to dependency for many, while contrib-
uting to tens of thousands of highway
deaths every year, and serious health
problems for countless others.

By the time Representative Hansell
got to marijuana, he’d convinced me
that the bill he was advocating—two
plant legalization—was not just worthy
of my support, which I was already in-
clined to do, but something that I
should advocate that Oregonians
should be allowed this choice, less
damaging and addicting than tobacco.

We didn’t legalize marijuana in 1973,
although I was assured that if the 22 of
us who had voted for the bill had been
supported by the people who used it
but voted no, the measure would have

passed easily. We did make Oregon the
first State to decriminalize the use of
marijuana. Possession of a small
amount was made a minor infraction,
treated like a traffic ticket. Today, 40
years later, the case is even more com-
pelling. Fourteen States have now de-
criminalized policies 1like Oregon
passed in 1973.

In 1996, California pioneered the legal
use of medical marijuana whose thera-
peutic qualities have long been known
and employed. And since then, 18
States and the District of Columbia
have approved medical marijuana ini-
tiatives, allowing its use to relieve
chronic pain, nausea, and other condi-
tions. Notably, two-thirds of these ap-
provals were a result of voter initia-
tives.

Last fall, voters in Colorado and
Washington approved adult rec-
reational use with 55 percent approval
margins. Studies show that a majority
of Americans now agree that mari-
juana should be legalized. It is time
that the Federal Government revisit
its policies. Drugs with less serious
classifications, like methamphetamine
and cocaine, have more serious health
and behavioral impacts; yet marijuana
retains its Schedule I classification.

In 2011, two-thirds of a million people
were arrested for using a substance
that millions use, many more have
tried, and a majority of Americans feel
should be legal. Because there are
stark racial differences in enforcement
and incarceration, there are wide dis-
parities in the legal treatment for com-
munities of color versus their white
counterparts. Medical marijuana is
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widely accepted but subject to inherent
conflict with Federal law that is un-
fair, confusing and costly.

A Dbipartisan group of legislators is
developing a comprehensive package of
legislation to clarify and reform out-
dated, ineffective, and unwise Federal
policies. In a time of great fiscal stress
and a sea change in opinion of voters,
this is a unique opportunity to save
money on enforcement and incarcer-
ation, avoid unnecessary conflict and
harsh treatment of users, provide a
framework for medical marijuana, and
even reduce the deficit—all by hon-
oring the wish of two-thirds of Ameri-
cans to respect states’ rights for mari-
juana, just like we do for alcohol.

I would invite my colleagues to join
this effort in developing a marijuana
policy that makes sense for America
today.

———

NEW YEAR’S RESOLUTIONS FOR
OBAMA ADMINISTRATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, January is
the traditional month in which New
Year’s resolutions are developed. I'm
suggesting that President Obama and
Mrs. Obama adopt a resolution in the
event they failed to do so in January.
President Obama and Mrs. Obama, it
appears to me, Mr. Speaker, regard Air
Force One very casually; and I believe
that on some occasions two planes, at
least two planes, have been dispatched
to the same destination.

Air Force One, Mr. Speaker, belongs
to the President and Mrs. Obama, but
Air Force One also belongs to the
American taxpayer, and I would wel-
come a New Year’s resolution that
would provide a generous lease of all
future Air Force One dispatches with
prudence, discipline and, last but cer-
tainly not least, fiscal austerity. Amer-
ica’s taxpayers will be appreciative.

Incidentally, Mr. Speaker, Air Force
One, designated by the Air Force as
VC-25, incurred an operational cost per
hour of $179,750. And on some occa-
sions, additional aircraft accompanied
Air Force One, naturally adding to the
cost.

I'm going to now, Mr. Speaker, insert
my oars into waters that involve the
former Secretary of State, Mrs. Clin-
ton, during a recent Senate hearing. A
Senator who was examining Secretary
Clinton suggested or implied that the
administration may have misstated the
nature of the Benghazi attack, to
which Mrs. Clinton responded: ‘“What
difference at this point does it make?”’

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the sur-
vivors of the four Americans who were
murdered in that attack would wel-
come any and all information sur-
rounding that infamous invasion. The
survivors are grieving, and any infor-
mation that could illuminate in any
way this tragedy that occurred in
Benghazi would welcome any and all
information, it seems to me.
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Yes, Secretary Clinton, at this point
it may well make a difference.

HUNGER IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about the problem of
hunger in America. We are the richest,
most prosperous Nation in the world.
Yet the sad fact is that in 2013 more
than 50 million people in this country
are considered food insecure by the
United States Department of Agri-
culture. Food insecurity, Mr. Speaker,
is a technical term for the hungry.
That’s right, there are more than 50
million hungry people in this country.
We cannot and we should not stand for
this. It is time that we end hunger now.

Certainly, our fragile economy has a
lot to do with the high levels of hun-
ger. Millions of people either lost their
jobs or saw their wages fall. Food and
energy prices went up. For many
middle- and low-income families, ev-
eryday costs like rent, utilities, and
food became more difficult. And in
many cases, families were forced to
choose between things like food and
electricity.
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But even before the recession started,
tens of millions of Americans went
hungry at some point during the year.
That, too, is unconscionable. And when
we turn this economy around, and our
economy will rebound, we need to
make sure that people do not fall
through the cracks again.

We need to end hunger now. We may
not be able to wipe out all disease. We
probably can’t eliminate all war. But
we can end hunger now if we make the
commitment to do so. We have the re-
sources. We know what it takes. We
just have to muster the will to end
hunger once and for all. Hunger is a po-
litical condition.

It’s important to point out that even
though over 50 million people were food
insecure, the vast majority had a safe-
ty net that prevented them from actu-
ally starving. That safety net is called
the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program, or SNAP. Formerly known as
food stamps, SNAP is a program that
provides low-income families with food
that they otherwise could not afford to
buy.

Last year, over 47 million families re-
lied on SNAP to feed their families.
SNAP is literally a lifeline for these 47
million people who struggle to make
ends meet. Now, I don’t deny that this
is a big number, but it’s a big number
because it’s a big problem.

Mr. Speaker, America’s hunger prob-
lem would be dramatically worse with-
out SNAP. Just imagine what this
country would look like if we didn’t
have the safety net that SNAP pro-
vides for low-income families in this
country.
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Our churches, our synagogues and
mosques do their best to help feed fam-
ilies who need help, but they cannot do
it on their own. There are nonprofits
and food banks that do as much as they
can, but they cannot do it on their
own. The private sector simply cannot
meet the need.

And with the economy not expected
to fully recover for some time, we
know that there will continue to be
those who struggle to afford food.
These are the people we need to worry
about, the people we must help, the
people who need their neighbors to lend
a helping hand.

SNAP, Mr. Speaker, is a helping
hand. Relying on SNAP is no walk in
the park. It is not champagne and cav-
iar. No, Mr. Speaker, the truth is that
the average SNAP benefit is less than
$1.50 per meal. That doesn’t buy a
whole lot of healthy, nutritious food.

And there’s a common misconcep-
tion—some would say it’s a purposeful
mischaracterization—that SNAP pro-
motes a culture of dependency. Some
detractors even talk about SNAP like
it’s a golden ticket, that getting on
SNAP is like winning the lottery; ev-
erything’s taken care of forever.

Give me a break. People don’t want a
handout. They don’t want to rely on
government assistance. No, Mr. Speak-
er, people want to provide for them-
selves and their families. That’s why
half of all new SNAP participants re-
ceive benefits for 10 months or less, and
74 percent actually left the program
entirely within 2 years.

Now, I don’t know why there is such
a vitriolic opposition to this important
program by some here in Congress, nor
do I understand why some of my col-
leagues believe we should balance the
budget by cutting programs that help
the most vulnerable.

The truth is that without SNAP peo-
ple would go hungry because they are
poor. Eighty-three percent of families
on SNAP make less than $24,000 a year
for a family of four. Less than $24,000 a
year. I challenge anyone in this body
to live off that income for a year.

Our budgetary challenges are clear.
We need to tackle the debt and the def-
icit, but we need to do so smartly and
with reason. There is a reason not a
single bipartisan deficit proposal, from
Simpson-Bowles to sequester, cuts
SNAP. That’s because SNAP is the
most effective and efficient anti-hun-
ger program we have. That’s because
cutting SNAP will literally take the
food away from families in this coun-
try. That’s because the authors of
these plans, from liberal Democrats to
conservative Republicans, all recognize
the importance of this program.

Yet there are those who would want
to undermine this and other programs
that provide a circle of protection for
those in need. It is time for a nation-
wide effort to end the scourge of hun-
ger.

I call on the President of the United
States to coordinate a White House
conference on food and nutrition so we
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can devise a plan. I call on the leaders
of Congress to support such an initia-
tive. We need to do more. End hunger
now. End hunger now. End hunger now.

Mr. Speaker, we can do this. We must
do this.

CONFIRMATION OF SENATOR
CHUCK HAGEL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, thank you
very much.

I want to thank President Obama for
his nomination of Chuck Hagel to be
Secretary of Defense.

While we were home last week, I had
the opportunity to watch the Senate
confirmation hearing, and I was dis-
mayed by the way many of the Repub-
licans in that hearing chastised Mr.
Hagel.

Mr. Hagel is a man of integrity. The
question from one of the Senators
about, do you think the surge worked,
and Senator Hagel was such that he
didn’t want to give him a direct an-
swer. I would have said, no, it didn’t
work—1,200 Americans killed, I don’t
know how many Iraqis. And look at the
country today. It’s totally falling
apart. But that was a question toward
Senator Hagel.

Mr. Speaker, the Iraq war was very
unnecessary. It was manufactured by
the previous administration, and there
was a general, Marine General Greg
Newbold, who had been working with
the Department of Defense, who actu-
ally wrote an article in Time after the
war started. And one of the points he
made that I'm going to share with you,
Mr. Speaker, is ‘‘some of the missteps
include the distortion of intelligence in
the buildup to the war.”” The distortion
of intelligence in the buildup to the
war.

In the history of Washington, if ever
our government needed integrity, it’s
now. Chuck Hagel is a man of integ-
rity. No one can question his integrity.

I've had the privilege of knowing
Senator Hagel since 2005 when I came
out against the unnecessary war in
Iraq. Senator Hagel reached out to me
in support of my position and encour-
aged me in my journey to find out the
truth, if it was necessary or not.

His record speaks for itself. As a non-
commissioned officer, he honorably
served this Nation in Vietnam, earning
two Purple Hearts, served on the Sen-
ate Committee on Intelligence and the
Committee on Foreign Relations, as
well as the President’s Intelligence Ad-
visory Board and the Secretary of De-
fense Policy Board. No one can argue
Chuck Hagel’s experience.

Mr. Speaker, I know that Chuck
Hagel is the right man to lead the De-
partment of Defense through this very
difficult economic time. He’s a man
that will uphold the Constitution and
do what is right for this country. Our
military and the American people need
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Chuck Hagel to be the Secretary of De-
fense.

Mr. Speaker, before closing, I must
say that, in my many years here in
Washington, 18 years, I have never
known a person with more integrity
than Senator Hagel, and I hope that
the Senate will pass on the confirma-
tion of Chuck Hagel to be the Sec-
retary of Defense because America
needs him, our military needs him, and
it’s time for people of integrity to step
up and help us fix this problem facing
our Nation. And he will speak freely
and honestly about what is needed to
keep a strong military.

———

NATIONAL CATHOLIC SCHOOLS
WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) for 5 minutes.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in honor of National Catholic
Schools Week and to recognize the out-
standing contribution that Catholic
schools have made to our Nation.
Catholic Schools Week was celebrated
last week in schools all across the
country.

As a proud graduate of St.
Symphorosa Grammar School and St.
Ignatius College Prep, and a strong
supporter of Catholic education, I, once
again this year, introduced a resolu-
tion honoring Catholic schools. H. Res.
46 expresses support for ‘‘the vital con-
tributions of the thousands of Catholic
elementary and secondary schools in
the United States” and ‘‘the key role
they play in promoting and ensuring a
brighter, stronger future for the Na-
tion.” I'd like to thank the 28 Members
who cosponsored this bipartisan resolu-
tion with me.

Since 1974, the National Catholic
Education Association and the United
States Conference of Catholic Bishops
have organized and planned National
Catholic Schools Week. This year’s
theme, ‘‘Catholic Schools Raise the
Standards,” highlights recent initia-
tives undertaken by Catholic schools
across the country to strengthen their
already exemplary standards.

America’s Catholic schools produce
graduates with the skills and integrity
needed by our businesses, governments,
and communities, emphasizing a well-
rounded educational experience and in-
stilling the values of ‘‘giving back to
the community” and ‘‘helping others.”
Nearly every Catholic school has a
community service program, and every
year their students volunteer half a
million hours to their communities.
My own decision to pursue a career in
public service was fostered, in part, by
dedicated teachers throughout my
formative years in Catholic schools.
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Today over 2 million elementary and
secondary students are enrolled in
nearly 7,000 Catholic schools. These
students typically surpass their peers
in math, science, reading, history, and
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geography in any NAEP test. The grad-
uation rate for Catholic high school
students is 99 percent, and 85 percent of
graduates enrolled in four-year col-
leges, rates well above the national av-
erage. As we continually hear dis-
turbing reports of our national test
scores, these statistics are truly re-
markable and should be commended.

Notably, the success of Catholic
schools does not depend on selectivity.
Catholic schools accept nine out of
every 10 students who apply and are
highly effective in providing a quality
education to students from every socio-
economic category, especially dis-
advantaged youth in underserved urban
communities. Over the past 30 years,
the percentage of minority students
enrolled in Catholic schools has more
than doubled, and today they con-
stitute almost one-third of all Catholic
school students. In times of economic
hardship, Catholic schools provide an
affordable alternative to other forms of
private education.

Now, in addition to producing well-
rounded students, it is estimated that
Catholic schools save taxpayers over
$18 billion annually. The importance of
these savings is undeniable as we in
Congress, and lawmakers across the
country, struggle with budget deficits.

I was born and raised in the Chicago
Archdiocese, where more than 87,000
students attend 250 schools. In the Jo-
liet Diocese close by, 22,000 students
are educated in 48 elementary and 7
high schools. In my district alone,
there are nearly a dozen Catholic high
schools and more than 50 grammar
schools, including one of the best in my
home parish, St. John of the Cross in
Western Springs, which last year was
named a National Blue Ribbon School
by the Department of Education.

The focus of this year’s Catholic
Schools Week, ‘“‘Catholic Schools Raise
the Standards,” demonstrates a contin-
ued commitment to excellence. The
National Catholic Education Associa-
tion has launched an initiative called
the National Standards and Bench-
marks for Effective Catholic Elemen-
tary and Secondary Schools which will
make sure that standards are consist-
ently high across the country. The
dedicated teachers and administrators
who work at Catholic schools, many of
whom could earn much more else-
where, are instrumental in upholding
these standards. In recognizing Catho-
lic Schools Week, we pay a special trib-
ute to these professionals who sacrifice
so much for their students.

During Catholic Schools Week last
week, I visited several schools in my
district, including St. Dennis in Lock-
port, St. Cajetan in Chicago, and St.
Alphonsus/St. Patrick in Lemont. At
each of these schools, I was able to
visit with students and witness the ex-
cellent Catholic education that was
being instilled by teachers, administra-
tors, pastors, and volunteer parents.
The dedication of all those involved in
educating these children demonstrated
why Catholic schools are so successful
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not only in my district but across our
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I hope my colleagues
will join me today in honoring Catholic
schools and all they contribute to our
Nation.

———
BIDDING FAREWELL TO TWO MEM-
BERS OF THE LAS VEGAS

MIGHTY FIVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. HECK) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HECK of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, 1
come to the floor today to bid a solemn
and respectful farewell to Mr. Romeo
Barreras and Mr. Silverio Cuaresma.
Messrs. Barreras and Cuaresma were
residents of southern Nevada and mem-
bers of the Las Vegas Mighty Five, a
group of Filipino American World War
IT veterans denied benefits and recogni-
tion for their service to the United
States.

Romeo Barreras volunteered for the
Philippine Army at age 17 and served
with the infantry as a Guerrilla fight-
er. He earned a Purple Heart for
wounds sustained in action and re-
ceived an honorable discharge for his
service to both the Republic of the
Philippines and the United States.
Romeo passed away last month at the
age of 85.

Silverio Cuaresma was a guerrilla in-
telligence officer who served under
Army Colonel Edwin Ramsey in the
26th calvary. It was this unit that
made the last horse charge in cavalry
history on January 16, 1942. After his
discharge, Silverio took up the cause of
his fellow denied veterans and fought
for their compensation ever since. That
fight ended two weeks ago in Las
Vegas. Silverio Cuaresma was 100 years
old.

They, along with their countrymen,
fought and in many instances died
under the command of American troops
in the Pacific theater of World War II.
After helping the Allies win the war in
the Pacific, many of these veterans
began seeking the benefits promised to
them by President Franklin Roosevelt.
But on February 18, 1946, President
Harry S. Truman signed the Rescission
Act of 1946 into law, which denied over
200,000 Filipino World War II veterans
the benefits promised to them just five
years earlier by President Roosevelt.

Congress finally acknowledged the
dedicated service of many of these de-
nied veterans when it established the
Filipino Veterans Equity Compensa-
tion Fund in 2009. But many of these
veterans, as many as 24,000, still have
not received compensation due to bu-
reaucratic hurdles and paperwork shuf-
fles over the types of records they hold
verifying their service.

The Mighty Five is now reduced to
two with the passing of Romeo and
Silverio. We lost Augusto Oppus last
year as well. I fear many more will
pass without ever obtaining the rec-
ognition they deserve if this body does
not act to remove the barriers pre-
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venting these veterans from receiving
the benefits they have earned.

Yesterday, I introduced legislation to
ensure that the remainder of the
Mighty Five and denied Filipino vet-
erans everywhere finally receive the
benefits promised to them so many
years ago.

My bill, Mr. Speaker, is very simple.
It directs the Department of the Army
to certify the service of any Filipino
World War II veteran whose name ap-
pears on the Approved Revised Recon-
structed Guerrilla Roster or has cer-
tified documentation from the U.S.
Army or Philippine Government at-
testing to their service.

Simply put, these men fought so that
the Allies could defeat the Japanese in
the Pacific. If they can show they
fought, let’s fulfill our promise to them
so they can live out their years know-
ing that the United States has offi-
cially recognized their service.

I have met with the Mighty Five
many times in Las Vegas. All they
want is to be recognized. It’s not about
the money to them. They want to know
that their service was appreciated, that
their sacrifices did not go unnoticed.

As I attended Lieutenant Cuaresma’s
funeral last week, no flag draped his
casket, no honor guard was present,
and there was no playing of ‘“Taps.”
There was no official recognition of his
dedicated military service. And that,
Mr. Speaker, was wrong.

I would like to thank my friends and
brother veterans, Romeo and Silverio,
for their service to our country. Their
passion and dedication to this cause
will be missed. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to join me in fighting to en-
sure these honorable World War II vet-
erans are appropriately recognized.

——
GENDER-BASED VIOLENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. WILSON) for 5 minutes.

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
‘“‘gender-based violence’’—a phrase the
world has coined to speak internation-
ally about violence, abuse, rape, as-
sault, and disrespect of women. Women
like our mothers, grandmothers, sis-
ters, aunts, nieces, friends, and most
especially our children.

Gender-based violence permeates the
world, generally in far away countries,
far from the civilized democratic world
that we communicate with and be-
friend.

To the women of this Congress and
the women of the world, take a mo-
ment to imagine trying to survive
without a response from the police,
without the ability to press charges
and being able to actually see your as-
sailant day after day if you are a vic-
tim of gender-based violence. Con-
template life without access to medical
care to address your physical, mental,
and emotional trauma. Imagine having
nowhere to hide.

This scenario sounds like 100 years
ago in a world far from our country,
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but in reality it is just a two-hour
flight away from my congressional dis-
trict of Miami, Florida. It actually de-
scribes gender-based violence in Haiti.
But through smart policy and the
strength and courage of Haitian
women, it’s a reality that’s within our
power to change.
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The 2010 earthquake in Haiti brought
a striking increase in incidents of gen-
der-based violence. Nearly half of the
victims are girls under 18, and many
cases involve the use of weapons, gang
rape, and death threats for seeking
help from authorities. These threats,
coupled with the lack of police pres-
ence and equipment, hurts the integ-
rity of Haiti’s legal system and denies
women and girls their basic dignity.

The National Penitentiary was de-
stroyed in the earthquake, freeing
countless violent prisoners who now
roam the streets. Through the deter-
mination and grace of the Haitian peo-
ple and smart assistance from the
Obama administration and inter-
national NGOs, some change is coming
to Haiti. Most of the rubble has been
removed, more than a million Haitians
have moved out of tent camps, jobs
have been created, schools have been
built, yet core challenges, including
gender-based violence, remain severe.

Today, I am introducing a resolution
calling attention to the plight of Hai-
tian women and children and calling
for action on their behalf. With its
Strategy to Prevent Gender-Based Vio-
lence, the Obama administration is on
the right track. Congress and the ad-
ministration must ensure robust fund-
ing for these initiatives, including the
U.S. Agency of International Develop-
ment’s Gender Equality and Female
Empowerment Policy, to meet the con-
tinuing need.

For me, this issue is personal. I have
seen the tent cities firsthand. I have
spoken to the women. I have counseled
the victims and witnessed the scars of
indignation and pain. I feel the anguish
in my bones, but I also feel the hope.

Let’s work together to ensure that no
woman in Haiti, no woman in this
hemisphere or in this world, has to
bear the indignity of sexual violence.

————
SECOND AMENDMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the Con-
stitution of the United States of Amer-
ica was written to put in statute the
limits of government’s authority over
citizens. It does not bestow rights or
permit freedoms upon American peo-
ple; rather, it delimits what govern-
ment of the people, by the people, and
for the people can and cannot do.

Since well before our country’s
founding, Americans have exercised
the right to keep and bear arms, a
right formally protected by the ratifi-
cation of the Second Amendment in
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1791. As a lifelong defender of Second
Amendment freedoms, I am committed
to ensuring that any new proposals
considered in Washington do not in-
fringe upon the constitutionally guar-
anteed rights of law-abiding citizens.

In the wake of devastating tragedies,
well-meaning people feel compelled to
do something, and the government,
likewise, to intercede. But good inten-
tions don’t often make good or con-
stitutional laws, and they certainly are
no match for those set on being law-
less.

The Second Amendment reads:

A well regulated militia being necessary to
the security of a free state, the right of the
people to keep and bear arms shall not be in-
fringed.

If the text alone were not explicit,
our Founding Fathers clarified the pur-
pose of the Second Amendment. James
Madison wrote, in Federalist No. 46,
that Americans possess:
the advantage of being armed over the people
of almost every other nation whose govern-
ments are afraid to trust the people with
arms.

Even more applicable to our current
situation is this excerpt referenced by
Thomas Jefferson, which reads:

Laws that forbid the carrying of arms dis-
arm only those who are neither inclined nor
determined to commit crimes. Such laws
make things worse for the assaulted and bet-
ter for the assailants.

The rush to action in the wake of
tragedies sadly heaps the price of
criminal wrongdoing onto law-abiding,
responsible gun owners. When such is
the case, government flirts with con-
struing the desire to exercise Second
Amendment rights as suspect behavior,
it deems some Second Amendment
utilities superior to others, and it ig-
nores the root causes of mass violence,
focusing instead on the means by
which violence is accomplished. Those
mistakes must never be made. Federal
proposals must be well-thought, data-
driven, and constitutionally sound.

The right to keep and bear arms is
not one for hunters and sportsmen
alone. For centuries, it has been a
right for every American citizen to
arm themselves to defend their prop-
erty and the people they hold dear. And
it is a right that cannot be infringed.

———
MEDICAID EXPANSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I can’t
resist saying the Second Amendment
right does not preclude background
checks to protect the very people we
represent.

Mr. Speaker, the Supreme Court rul-
ing last summer on the Affordable Care
Act was a victory for all American
families—and small businesses espe-
cially—by ensuring that our constitu-
ents have access to affordable, quality
health insurance.

The ruling preserved the integrity of
Medicaid partnerships between the
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States and the Federal Government,
giving Governors the option of accept-
ing the Federal Government’s generous
offer to pay the cost for expanding cov-
erage of low-income residents who
might otherwise not have access to
health insurance.

Though some of my Republican col-
leagues remain opposed to the act, I'm
pleased to see Republican Governors,
including those from Nevada, New Mex-
ico, Arizona, and now Governor Kasich
in Ohio, putting policy ahead of poli-
tics to support this expansion of Med-
icaid. Those Governors have acknowl-
edged that they were motivated not
only by the desire to reduce the num-
ber of uninsured, but also by the com-
pelling business case.

Medicaid expansion is part of the vi-
sion for a new continuum of coverage
that will begin in 2014, when the major
provisions from the Affordable Care
Act take effect. This will fill the long-
standing gap in Medicaid coverage for
low-income adults by expanding eligi-
bility for those earning up to 133 per-
cent of the Federal poverty level.

As of 2011, there were 48 million non-
elderly uninsured in America. As an in-
centive for States to expand coverage
for those folks, the ACA commits the
Federal Government to paying 100 per-
cent of the additional costs of covering
them, and after 2016, 90 percent there-
after.

I wrote the Republican Governor of
my State and the General Assembly
membership urging them to join us in
extending this critical health care cov-
erage. The Virginia General Assembly
is currently divided on the matter, but
I was encouraged last week by the an-
nouncement from our Republican Lieu-
tenant Governor, who said:

There is no State better prepared to move
forward with this reform and the coverage
expansion of it than the Commonwealth of
Virginia.

Like me, Lieutenant Governor
Bolling understands the economic ben-
efits for Virginia. Expanding Medicaid
will help 300,000 Virginians get access
to health care coverage who currently
have none and invariably wind up ac-
cessing health care through the most
expensive portal there is: the emer-
gency room. The cost of that uncom-
pensated care is, of course, borne today
by hospitals and those who are insured
through their premiums.

The Governor’s Advisory Commission
on Health Reform said expanding Med-
icaid, coupled with other reforms in
the act, would reduce uncompensated
care in Virginia by more than half.
Under the Affordable Care Act, Vir-
ginia would receive more than $9.2 bil-
lion in the first 5 years. A recent State
analysis shows that during that same
time period Virginia would actually
save $300 million by expanding cov-
erage. And Virginia’s costs for the first
10 years, now estimated at $137 million,
are considerably less than originally
estimated and a great return on that
investment.

Time is running out, and our resi-
dents cannot afford for States to miss
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this opportunity. In fact, I believe they
would be making such a historic mis-
take that I am proposing an additional
incentive to help motivate those Gov-
ernors who might not yet still be con-
vinced.

This week I introduced the Medicaid
Expansion Incentive Act. This simple
bill adds a ‘‘use it or lose it”’ provision.
If a State doesn’t want to expand Med-
icaid coverage, then we will ship those
dollars to other States who are willing
to partner with us to help defray costs
and expand their coverage.
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Just so the residents of a particular
State are fully aware of how their Gov-
ernor’s decision is affecting them, my
bill will require HHS to publicize the
list of States that are not partnering
with us and giving up this opportunity
and the amount of money their Gov-
ernor has left on the table and the
number of uninsured people who will
thereby not be covered.

The Affordable Care Act is the law of
the land, and residents of any State
should not be penalized because of
their Governor’s ideological agenda.
The choices we face are momentous.
Will we move forward together to im-
plement these historic reforms and re-
verse the unsustainable trajectory of
spiraling prices, or will we let slip this
once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to help
those most in need, realize savings, and
spur economic activity? I hope more
Republican Governors, including my
own, will follow the leader of their col-
leagues elsewhere and put their citi-
zens’ health ahead of partisan ortho-
doxy.

————
U VISA REFORM ACT OF 2013

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, in the
year 2000, Congress created the U Visa
program as a way to allow illegal im-
migrant crime victims a temporary—a
temporary—legal status in order to as-
sist law enforcement in the prosecution
of their assailant, which has helped
bring thousands of criminals to justice.

However, over time, the U Visa has
become a pathway to citizenship for es-
sentially everyone who applies. The
rampant abuse of this program is detri-
mental to law-abiding individuals who
seek to immigrate to our country
through the proper legal channels.

We are a Nation of immigrants, and
we are also a Nation built upon respect
for the rule of law. Our heritage and
our principles demand of us the cour-
age to reform our broken immigration
system so that those who follow the
law and want to contribute to the bet-
terment of our Nation will have the op-
portunity to do so.

That is why I have introduced the U
Visa Reform Act of 2013 to stop abuses
in the U Visa program. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in support of this
commonsense piece of legislation.
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SEQUESTRATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to bring note to
the fact that for the fourth time in 5
years, President Obama is, once again,
late in delivering his budget to Con-
gress and the citizens of America.

Americans throughout this country
tell me over and over again that our
national debt is unacceptable. They
tell me it is holding America back
from achieving economic prosperity
and robbing their children of the Amer-
ican Dream. They tell me it’s time for
Washington to pass a budget.

The President has turned a deaf ear
to the pleas of these Americans. He has
been asked to take this country’s econ-
omy seriously. He chooses instead to
spend his time in other countries, tak-
ing family vacations, and playing
countless games of golf.

Hardworking taxpayers Kknow that
work must come before play, Mr. Presi-
dent. That is the practice of millions of
taxpaying Americans who must foot
the bill for Presidential vacations
while they forfeit their own vacations
due to the uncertainty in the economy.

While the President crisscrosses the
world avoiding Americans’ top prior-
ities, back at home Americans are
nervous. Every year that our country
goes without a budget, the national
debt skyrockets, the uncertainty for
American businesses grows and, with
that, unemployment goes up. Without
a Federal budget, businessowners can-
not plan. They cannot plan for the
President’s new regulations or his un-
foreseen tax increases; and, therefore,
it is all the more difficult for them to
expand their businesses and create jobs
in America.

To add to the uncertainty, the Presi-
dent’s proposed sequestration is set to
take effect this March. Despite his
promise—his promise—to the American
people that it would never actually
happen, the President has yet to take
any steps to undo this harmful meas-
ure. He has shown absolute indifference
to the millions of Americans whose
livelihoods would be severely impacted
by his sequestration.

House Republicans have twice passed
legislation to replace the President’s
sequester with commonsense reforms
that would reduce spending and pre-
serve and strengthen our safety net for
future generations and ensure our na-
tional defense.

This week, the House will not only
renew our commitment to the Amer-
ican people to pass a budget, but it will
be a responsible budget that will bal-
ance. It will be one that will aim to
grow the economy, drive down unem-
ployment, expand opportunity and
prosperity for the private sector, and
ensure that America maintains its
leading role in the world as a strong
national defender.

Americans can do this. We just need
a President to put work before play.
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FREEDOM LEADS TO PROSPERITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BENTIVOLIO) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker,
thank you for allowing me to speak
today. I have said it before, and I want
to say it again: the job of a Member of
Congress is to protect the rights of the
people, not take them away.

I want to explain what I mean by
that. Those rights are outlined in our
Declaration of Independence: life, lib-
erty, and the pursuit of happiness.
These rights were not given to us by a
King or developed after extensive de-
bate by a Congress. They come from
God. They exist in the same way that
gravity exists. They are natural.

But too often what gets left out is
why we must protect those rights and
why those rights are still relevant
today. The reason is simple, and it’s as
practical today as it was in 1776: we
protect those rights because in Amer-
ica we know that freedom leads to
prosperity. Our country was built by
Forefathers who believed in, and de-
fended, that idea.

Every generation that came after
them has followed their lead, rising to
tackle whatever challenge came before
them in order to protect the freedom of
this Nation. Every American genera-
tion has left the country a little better
off than they found it and handed it to
their sons and daughters with the hope
that they would do the same.

Thinking both about those who came
before us and those who will follow us
long after we’re gone is in the very
DNA of our country. That’s why our
Constitution’s preamble explicitly
states that it doesn’t secure liberty for
just the founding generation but also
for prosperity.

Generations don’t simply disappear.
Instead, like an aging photograph, they
kind of fade away until they are all
gone. Right now, one of America’s
greatest generations is doing just that.
In World War II, hundreds of thousands
of Americans risked their lives on bat-
tlefields half a world away while the
rest of them worked and sacrificed at
home to make sure our troops had ev-
erything they needed.

The reason they acted so valiantly
was because they understood the truth
to American exceptionalism: that free-
dom leads to prosperity. They knew it,
and they fought for it because it had
been passed down to them from their
parents, who had received it from their
parents and so on. To them it was
something worth fighting for, it was
worth making sacrifices for, and it was
worth dying for. Not a day goes by
when I don’t think about their sac-
rifices and remember what they did for
me and everyone else in this great
country.

They deserve to be taken care of.
That is why I urge my fellow Members
of the House from both parties to join
me in supporting the Full Faith and
Credit Act. As we work to cure the gov-
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ernment’s addiction to debt, we must
ensure that the Greatest Generation is
protected. They have already made
their sacrifices in the defense of our
ideals. They have already passed down
freedom to us and given us a country
that is better off.

We cannot be the first generation to
fail America. We must follow the path
of our Founding Fathers by preserving
the American Dream for our children
and grandchildren.

One great idea to preserve our great
Nation was developed by our Speaker,
JOHN BOEHNER. In the days before the
midterm elections of 2010, Speaker
BOEHNER proposed ‘‘taking a different
approach’ regarding how Congress
voted on budgets. He maintained that
rather than having a ‘‘comprehensive
budget’” that encompasses all—or at
least most of—government appropria-
tions, the whole Congress should treat
every budget for each Federal agency
as an independent spending bill.

Speaker BOEHNER said:

Members shouldn’t have to vote for big
spending increases at the Labor Department
in order to fund Health and Human Services.
Members shouldn’t have to vote for big in-
creases at the Commerce Department just
because they support NASA. Each Depart-
ment and Agency should justify itself each
year to the full House and Senate and be
judged on its own.

That is the kind of leadership that
Americans across this great land sup-
port. Those are the types of ideas that
we need to enact in order to take on
the challenges that are ahead. I urge
my fellow Congressmen to appeal to
the better angels of their nature as we
spend the next few months talking
about our government’s addiction to
debt. Let’s solve this problem.

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 49
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Loving God, You are compassionate
and merciful. We give You thanks for
giving us another day.

During these days, when the House
itself continues to organize itself for
the 113th Congress, we ask Your bless-
ing upon the Members of this assembly,

There are many issues which press
upon our Nation now, and more lie
upon the legislative horizon. Pour
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forth an abundance of wisdom, knowl-
edge, and understanding upon the
Members of Congress and upon Your
people so that, together, solutions for
the betterment of our Nation might be
forged.

Bless us this day and every day. May
all that is done be for Your greater
honor and glory.

Amen.

—————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. WELCH led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

ELECTING MEMBERS TO A CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 52

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION.—
Ms. Lofgren and Mr. Vargas.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

———

THE WHITE HOUSE MUST STICK
WITHIN A BUDGET

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

Mr. DESJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, it
has been more than 4 years since the
White House operated under a budget.
It’s not a coincidence that each of
these 4 years has brought a $1 trillion
deficit.

Tennesseans are frustrated over the
fact that they must stick to a budget
in operating their homes and busi-
nesses, yet the Obama administration
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cannot seem to do the same in running
the country with our hard-earned tax
dollars.

Last Congress, House Republicans
passed two responsible budgets while
the Administration and their allies in
the Democratic-controlled Senate
twiddled their thumbs.

In an effort to finally get this admin-
istration to act, Republicans have in-
troduced the Require a PLAN Act. This
commonsense proposal will mandate
the White House produce a balanced
budget within a 10-year window or sub-
mit a plan explaining in what year the
budget would balance.

Unfortunately, it seems that we have
no other choice but to force this ad-
ministration to finally address the debt
crisis that is destroying jobs and mort-
gaging the future of our children and
grandchildren.

———

20TH ANNIVERSARY OF FAMILY
AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT

(Mr. SWALWELL of California asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to mark the 20th
anniversary of the signing of the Fam-
ily and Medical Leave Act, FMLA.
After years of hearing talk about fam-
ily wvalues, it took President Clinton
and the 103rd Congress to adopt poli-
cies like FMLA that actually value
families.

As many people know, FMLA allows
up to 12 weeks of unpaid leave per year
due to an employee’s own illness, to
take care of a sick family member, or
to be with a new child. For 20 years,
this law has recognized the needs of
hardworking families, particularly
working women who often are hero-
ically trying to balance their job and
their role as primary caregiver.

The latest data from the Department
of Labor demonstrate the importance
of FMLA. In 2011, over 14 million work-
ers took leave under the Act. And this
leave is not disruptive to employers,
with 40 percent of workers being away
from the job for 10 days or fewer.

I know workers around the country
are grateful for the protections of
FMLA. Now over 20 years they have
felt confident they could take time off
as needed without fear of losing their
job to care for themselves or their fam-
ily.

As we debate the fiscal and budg-
etary issues of the day, I hope FMLA
serves as a reminder that we can and
should be valuing families, not just in
our words, but in our deeds as well.

GOT ROBOT?

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, on De-
cember 8, 2012, “Got Robot?”’, FTC
Team No. 5037, a group of high school
students from Elgin, Illinois, won an
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award at the FIRST Tech Challenge I1-
linois State Tournament. Now ‘‘Got
Robot?” will represent Illinois in the
FIRST World Championships in St.
Louis, Missouri, this upcoming April.

Out of 2,600 participating teams
around the world, ‘“‘Got Robot?”’ is one
of only 128 to qualify for the World
Championships.

At a time when we need to do every-
thing possible to promote science edu-
cation and basic scientific research,
I'm so thrilled to be able to say that
I’'ve met this team, seen the robot, and
it’s fantastic. We are so proud of these
students and we wish their team the
best of luck.

Go, ‘““‘Got Robot?”.

———
SPENDING AND BUDGET DEFICITS

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

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, today we
will consider a House Republican mes-
sage bill that makes a point about
spending and budget deficits. The prob-
lem is all those who support this bill
about spending did all the spending:
two tax cuts that gave us the worst pe-
riod of job growth in the past 75 years
and our Nation’s worst recession; two
wars, unpaid for, that took $1.5 trillion
out of the American economy; a drug
prescription program, unpaid for, cost
$1 trillion over ten years.

The big spenders, who falsely claim
to be concerned about the job creators
are, in fact, the debt and deficit mak-
ers.

———
RESPONSIBLE BUDGETING

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

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, last week
unemployment rose to 7.9 percent, and
consumer confidence in the economy
fell to a 14-month low. During the last
3 months of 2012, the economy shrank
for the first time since the depths of
the Great Recession.

All of these indicators confirm what
the American people know all so well:
the economy is still suffering. And yet
the President began the new year by
raising taxes on hardworking Ameri-
cans and by closing down his jobs coun-
cil, confirming another thing that
Americans know all too well as well:
that Washington truly is disconnected
from the struggles of hardworking fam-
ilies who pay their taxes, work hard,
and are struggling just to survive.

Now the President is calling for even
more revenues to pay for $4 trillion in
new debt that he has heaped on the
backs of hardworking Americans dur-
ing the past 4 years.

More and more, my constituents in
south Alabama tell me they don’t want
to charge more money in their names
as taxes rise and red ink pours from
the streets of Washington, D.C.

While the House has passed respon-
sible budgets for the last 2 years, it’s
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time for the President and the Demo-
crat Senate to do the same.
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NRA LIST OF ANTI-GUN INDIVID-
UALS AND ORGANIZATIONS

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

Mr. MORAN. The AARP, the Amer-
ican Medical Association, the Epis-
copal Church, the Catholic Conference,
the Conference of Mayors, Bob Barker,
Oprah Winfrey, Tony Bennett, the Kan-
sas City Chiefs, the Sara L.ee Corpora-
tion, and hundreds of other individuals
and organizations all have something
in common: they’re all targeted on
NRA’s Web site as holding anti-gun po-
sitions.

And what does the NRA consider to
be anti-gun? For one, they say that the
listed individuals and groups are oOp-
posed to the ‘‘repeal of the Brady Act.”
It’s not that they support expanding
background checks to include all gun
sales, which would seem to be reason-
able; it’s that they’re opposed to the
repeal of the current Brady Act which
would end all background checks.

With over 30,000 Americans Kkilled
every year by guns, it seems that this
is the time for swift and focused action
to mitigate our Nation’s gun violence
epidemic. It’s not time to be drawing
up an enemies list of those who support
reasonable gun safety measures. I'd
suggest to some of my colleagues in
the House: with enemies like these,
perhaps it’s time to rethink who your
friends are.

———

PRAISING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF ADELE HALL

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

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to praise the life and legacy of a
personal hero of mine. Adele Hall was
one of the kindest, warmest and friend-
liest people I have ever known. Yester-
day, Adele was laid to rest amongst the
outpouring of family and friends who
were touched and inspired by the
heartwarming and graceful life that
Adele led.

Called the first lady of Kansas City,
Adele and her adoring husband, Don,
have been staples of the Kansas City
community for a generation, providing
irreplaceable leadership in both busi-
ness and civic affairs.

Her obituary states in part:

Adele was interested in a broad range of
community needs with a special passion for
the needs of children. She was tireless work-
ing toward those interests in any capacity
needed—as a visionary board chairman, ener-
getic champion and catalyst for change,
hardworking committee member, dedicated
fundraiser or hands-on volunteer.

We will forever miss Adele’s good
deeds in our community; but, most of
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all, I will miss her smile. To Adele
Hall, thank you for your life of inspira-
tional leadership. You have forever
found a place in our hearts.

————————

BATTLE OF THE BUDGETS

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. So in the middle of a
busy legislative week, the Republicans
are going to bring up a bill to require
the President to submit a balanced
budget. It would be good if first per-
haps they looked in the mirror, be-
cause this comes from the same House
Republicans who in the last Congress
passed the Ryan budget which got
great accolades from the right.

Unfortunately, the Ryan budget,
even with directed scoring, that is,
made-up numbers, the pretend ‘‘if you
cut taxes, you’ll increase revenues,’”’
wouldn’t pretend to balance a budget
until 2040—and that was after it did
away with Medicare, student financial
aid, and a few other domestic pro-
grams.

Now let’s get real around here. One-
third of the deficit is due to high unem-
ployment. We need a strategy to put
Americans back to work. That requires
investment—investment in education,
investment in our roads, bridges, high-
ways, transit systems, jetties, levees,
dams, and harbors across the country.
That would put Americans back to
work. That would get this country
moving again, not a bunch of fake bills
about a budget that they have no in-
tention of balancing.

———

UPHOLDING OUR SECOND
AMENDMENT RIGHTS

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

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, the vic-
tims of the recent tragedy in Newtown,
Connecticut, and the victims of the
other recent shootings deserve our sol-
emn prayers for their loss and our
deepest sympathy for their pain.

As a Nation, we should focus our col-
lective grief and attention on finding
actual solutions to prevent such trage-
dies in the future. But gun bans are not
the answer. History shows that gun
bans only keep guns away from law-
abiding citizens, not criminals. Blam-
ing a gun for violence is like blaming a
pen for a misspelled word.

Mr. Speaker, this week President
Obama hosted his latest in an unfortu-
nate series of anti-gun pep rallies. This
Nation does not need more political
posturing. Instead, we need a serious
discussion about how we address men-
tal health as a Nation, and we need to
take action to better protect our chil-
dren in their schools.

I stand ready to protect the Second
Amendment rights of our citizens and
work with anyone who will support
policies that could actually stop future
violence.
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HONORING JOAN MULHERN

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

Mr. WELCH. I rise to honor a person
whose time was short, but whose con-
tribution was great. Joan Mulhern
passed away this past December at the
age of 51. Joan graduated from the Uni-
versity of Vermont, and she very
quickly made a name for herself as a
fierce and extremely effective advocate
for the environment in her position
with the Vermont Public Interest Re-
search Group.

Although Joan then left Vermont to
pursue a law degree here in Wash-
ington, D.C., and later went on to a
very successful and effective career at
Earth Justice, Vermont never left
Joan.

The values with which she pursued
her passion for a clean environment
and for a sustainable environment were
ones Vermonters know well. She was
relentless, she was tenacious, she was
tireless, she was kind, and she was very
effective.

As Joan’s friends have noted, she
would have been uncomfortable with
all the tributes that have been paid to
her, but she’ll have to give us a pass on
this one because she certainly lived a
life worthy of praise and honor.

———

ADDRESSING THE BUDGET CRISIS

(Mrs. WAGNER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, every
day, hardworking families and small
businessowners from the Second Dis-
trict of Missouri create budgets, set
priorities, and live within their means.
Yet President Obama and the Senate
Democrats keep writing blank checks
on the backs of our children and our
grandchildren.

Yesterday marked the fourth time in
the last 5 years that President Obama
has missed his deadline to submit a
budget on time to the American people,
and the Democrat-led Senate has only
exacerbated the debt crisis by not pass-
ing a budget in almost 4 years. This is
simply unacceptable, and House Repub-
licans stand prepared to address this
crisis and offer a responsible budget
again this year.

American families deserve better
than missed deadlines, more spending,
and more debt. They deserve answers
and accountability. This week, the
House will vote to require the Presi-
dent to show a plan of exactly when
and how he would balance the Federal
budget.

The 113th Congress was elected to
tackle the big problems, and there is
no greater problem facing our Nation
right now than our out-of-control
spending and debt.
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HONORING JACK DYSON OF THE
RENDEZVOUS

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. COHEN. Memphis, Tennessee,
has an iconic restaurant known world-
wide, the Rendezvous. And it’s iconic
because it’s got great ribs, many arti-
facts about the mid-South, but also a
great wait staff that makes everybody
feel at home. One of those iconic wait-
ers, Jack Dyson, will be retiring after
45 years.

Jack is 78 years old, and he will re-
tire this week after serving millions of
customers from Presidents and First
Ladies to the Rolling Stones, to Bill
Cosby, and to regular people that come
in and are made to feel at home when
they come to the Rendezvous for the
world-class fare. Jack Dyson has made
me feel at home. He’s a part of the
Rendezvous. When he retires, part of
the Rendezvous will go with him.

I thank Jack for his service to his
country as a Korean war veteran and to
his service to the world at the world-
famous Rendezvous.

———————

HONORING BUCKS PROMISE FOR
YOUTH AND COMMUNITIES

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize the outstanding
efforts of an organization in my dis-
trict in Pennsylvania, Bucks Promise
for Youth and Communities. This
group is being honored February 7 by
the Community Anti-Drug Coalitions
of America, which is the Nation’s lead-
ing substance abuse prevention organi-
zation, representing over 5,000 commu-
nity anti-drug coalitions across the
country.

Bucks Promise for Youth and Com-
munities will be receiving the Dose of
Prevention Award, an esteemed award
which acknowledges community-based
organizations that have taken the ini-
tiative to raise awareness of the dan-
gers of prescription drug abuse and
over-the-counter cough medicine
abuse.

Bucks Promise for Youth and Com-
munities consists of individuals who
truly exemplify leadership and inge-
nuity. They have made tremendous
strides in educating my district on the
dangers of medicine abuse through
take-back events and townhall-style
community discussions. I congratulate
them and applaud the continuous ef-
forts to bring this crucial issue to the
forefront of our community.

——————

THE VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN
ACT

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

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, later this
week, the United States Senate will
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pick up where Congress left off by pass-
ing the Violence Against Women Act.
As a cochair of the Victims’ Rights
Caucus, every day victims’ advocates
do the hard work of making sure their
voices are heard for the assistance of
the programs authorized under the Vio-
lence Against Women Act.

Last year alone, the Marjaree Mason
Center of Fresno, which I have worked
with over the years, and the Valley
Crisis Center in Merced provided emer-
gency housing for over 1,100 women and
children in their time of need.

We have learned a lot from victims’
rights advocates and law enforcement
since the law was enacted in 1994. It’s
time we used those lessons to put the
safety of all crime victims first and
stop playing politics.

Now the House must follow the Sen-
ate’s lead by quickly adopting this
measure to show that protecting vic-
tims is a top priority of this Congress.

————
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20TH ANNIVERSARY OF FAMILY
AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
commemorate the anniversary of the
Family and Medical Leave Act, a crit-
ical law that has helped Americans bal-
ance the demands of work and family
for 20 years.

Over these last two decades, FMLA
has helped to foster strong family rela-
tionships, ensuring parents could take
time with a new child, allowing work-
ers to care for older family members,
and permitting military families the
time to prepare for new deployments.
For this, we are all grateful.

But we must remember that FMLA is
only the first step to helping our work-
ing families. Too many are still with-
out FMLA’s protections, and millions
who are eligible can’t afford to take
unpaid leave.

As we reflect on 20 years of great suc-
cess, let’s recommit to improving this
program going forward to help keep all
American families strong.

———
GUN VIOLENCE

(Ms. CLARKE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, Monday,
November 26, 2012, is a great day for
the residents of my town. New York
City went 24 hours without a single
person being injured or killed by gun
violence. That day, the Brownsville
section of Brooklyn within my district,
which has experienced more shooting
victims last year than any other part
of the city, saw a most-needed reprieve
from the violence it experiences on a
daily basis.

Mr. Speaker, women and children are
gunned down every day in urban com-
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munities across the country by illegal
handgun violence. In fact, on average,
more than 100,000 people in the United
States are shot and Kkilled with a gun
annually. This is endemic in commu-
nities of color where illegal handgun
violence has become a very serious
public health issue. These numbers are
unacceptable, especially in a State and
city with some of the strictest gun
laws in the Nation.

Lastly, gun violence is not an inevi-
table problem, yet it continues to
plague our communities. We owe it to
the people we represent and to future
generations to act with urgency and
conviction to put an end to this sense-
less pattern of gun violence.

———

GUN VIOLENCE

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I stand with
my colleagues today in Congress, the
American people, and our President to
say that now is the time to end the
senseless gun violence that has plagued
our neighborhoods from the streets of
Compton and Chicago to the schools
and movie theaters in Newtown and
Aurora.

Now is the time to pass legislation
that is necessary to protect our chil-
dren and our families from these re-
peated patterns of senseless gun vio-
lence. Our children should not have to
live in fear while learning their ABCs
or college algebra or innocently wait-
ing at a bus stop after school or seeing
a movie. I believe America is ready to
take commonsense steps to keep our
families and our communities safe.

Today, I call upon my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to move quickly
and support President Obama’s com-
prehensive gun violence prevention
plan that calls for universal back-
ground checks and a ban on those mili-
tary-style assault weapons and high-
capacity magazines that have no place
in our neighborhoods.

We must continue to take concrete
steps toward keeping Americans safe.
The time is now.

————
IMMIGRATION REFORM

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

Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, there
are many details yet to divine as we
bring our laws in line with our values
in the coming debate over immigration
reform, but I caution my colleagues
against using additional enforcement
and security measures as a condition
and a pretext to delay much-needed re-
form.

While we should always seek to im-
prove the security of this country in
ways that are consistent with our Con-
stitution, I remind my colleagues of
our efforts and the cost borne by bor-
der communities as we have worked to
secure the border in the years since 9/
11.
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After we have spent billions on bor-
der walls, seen record-high deporta-
tions and record-low immigrant appre-
hensions, endured endless lines at our
international ports of entry that
threaten to destroy our economy and
our way of life, it is time to focus on
immigration reform and the secure,
legal flow of people and trade.

The people of El Paso, Texas, a city
of immigrants that was recently
ranked as the safest in the United
States, can tell you this: pass com-
prehensive immigration reform, and
you will have true border security.

———

THE DANGERS OF
SEQUESTRATION

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

Mr. BERA of California. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to caution again about the
dangers of sequestration.

In a few short weeks, automatic
across-the-board spending cuts will
take place. If allowed, they could fore-
stall our economic recovery. Not only
will these cuts cripple many effective
programs, but across-the-board cuts on
top of already large budget reductions
will impact the Department of Defense.

Yes, we need to make strategic budg-
et reductions, eliminate or reduce inef-
fective programs, and begin to bring
our budget under control. But we need
to do this in a responsible way, and
automatic sequestration cuts are irre-
sponsible.

In my community, we will feel an im-
mediate impact. If sequestration hits,
programs that are essential to keeping
our community safe and secure would
face an automatic 8.2 percent cut. The
COPS program in Sacramento would
lose over $1.5 million in funding, which
would hurt local law enforcement and
impact our community safety.

Yes, we need to get our budget under
control. We need to reduce our deficit
and begin paying down our debt. But
irresponsible across-the-board seques-
tration cuts are not the way to do it.

———
MAKE IT IN AMERICA

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, America’s
manufacturing sector has played an in-
valuable role over the last century in
propelling our economy and creating a
strong and vibrant middle class.

Manufacturing continues to be a
bright spot in our economic recovery.
Since 2010, the U.S. has added over half
a million manufacturing jobs. That’s
progress. But in a time where millions
of Americans continue to struggle, we
can and must do more.

Congress should be working every
day to rebuild our economy and create
good paying jobs right here in America,
not overseas. That’s why I support the
Make it in America agenda, which will
strengthen manufacturing and rebuild
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our infrastructure. It will also main-
tain our Nation’s leadership in innova-
tion and educate a 21st century work-
force.

The Make it in America agenda is a
real jobs plan for this country. Demo-
crats stand ready to act.

Mr. Speaker, my constituents and all
Americans cannot wait any longer.

———————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YODER) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Clerk
of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February b, 2013.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
February 5, 2013 at 10:58 a.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 227.

Appointments:

Commission on Long-Term Care.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 1 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 28
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
0 1300
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. YODER) at 1 p.m.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 444, REQUIRE PRESI-
DENTIAL LEADERSHIP AND NO
DEFICIT ACT

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 48 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 48

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. 444) to require
that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014 budg-
et does not achieve balance in a fiscal year
covered by such budget, the President shall
submit a supplemental unified budget by
April 1, 2013, which identifies a fiscal year in
which balance is achieved, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
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debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided among
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on the
Budget or their respective designees. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
The bill shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill
are waived. No amendment to the bill shall
be in order except those printed in 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. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to
recommit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1
hour.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODALL. For the purpose of
debate only, I yield the customary 30
minutes to my friend from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN), pending which I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, we’re here today, as you
heard from the Clerk, on House Resolu-
tion 48, which provides a structured
rule for consideration of H.R. 444,
which is the Require a PLAN Act. This
is a resolution that will require that
the President, if he doesn’t submit a
budget that ultimately comes to bal-
ance, submit then a supplementary
budget that shows how he would bring
the budget to balance.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, we’ve
been grappling with serious budget
challenges throughout this President’s
administration. We go back to FY 2009,
the very first year of the administra-
tion; the deficit tripled the previous
record-high deficit in this country to
$1.4 trillion. It was $1.3 trillion in FY
2010, $1.3 trillion in FY 2011, $1.2 tril-
lion in FY 2012. And, Mr. Speaker,
there’s no plan that the administration
has produced to get us from where we
are—fiscal irresponsibility—to a point
in the future of fiscal responsibility.

Mr. Speaker, we’ve been doing our
part here in the House. We’ve been
proud to work together across the aisle
in order to pass budgets that tackle
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those hard challenges that are ahead of
us. If you read the President’s com-
ments, Mr. Speaker, you will see that
he recognizes the challenges are hard.
The question is: Are we going to deal
with those or not?

I hold here, Mr. Speaker, a speech
that the President made to the Demo-
cratic National Convention on Sep-
tember 6, 2012, where he said this:

I will use the money that we’re no longer
spending on war to pay down our debt and
put more people back to work.

And my notes here said that it was
followed by extended cheers and ap-
plause. I expect my friend from Massa-
chusetts supports that spirit whole-
heartedly, that, “I will use the money
we’re no longer spending on war to pay
down our debt and put more people
back to work.”

But, Mr. Speaker, I also hold in my
hand a transcript from the Budget
Committee, on which I have the pleas-
ure of sitting, when we had the Presi-
dent’s Treasury Secretary come before
the Budget Committee to explain the
budget, and I said this:

Can you tell me just in simple terms—in
true or false terms, this budget never, ever,
ever reduces the debt, is that right?

Treasury Secretary Geithner:

Uh, that is correct. It does not go far
enough to bring down the debt, not just as a
share of the economy, but overall. You're
right.

I then said this:

It doesn’t bring down the debt at all.

Mr. Speaker, that’s the conflict that
we face here as a people, as a country.
Not as Republicans, not as Democrats,
but as a people. On the one hand, what
our politicians are saying is we’re
going to use the money to pay down
our debt. But what the reality is is
that proposals are coming out today
that never, ever, ever pay down a
penny of debt.

Now, Mr. Speaker, if you want to see
that for yourself, you can look. The
President’s budgets each year are post-
ed online on the OMB Web site. In fact,
the very first one he submitted—I hold
the cover page here—it was called ‘A
New Era of Responsibility.” “A New
Era of Responsibility” is the first
budget that the President ever sub-
mitted. But as I go through that budg-
et, Mr. Speaker, what I see is projec-
tions for 2020, for 2030, for 2040, for 2060,
and for 2080.

Mr. Speaker, hear that. You have got
young children—2020, 2030, 2040, 2060,
and 2080—and in each one of those
years, according to the President’s
budget, not only does the budget never
balance under his plan, but it con-
tinues to get worse. 2020, 2030, 2040,
2050, 2060, 2080—the President’s budget.
And I think that comes as news to so
many of us, Mr. Speaker, I confess, be-
cause I've listened to the speeches, just
as my friend from Massachusetts has,
where we talk about getting the deficit
under control, where we talk about
paying down the debt. Only when you
get into the plan, do you see that we
never pay down one penny.
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So this rule today, Mr. Speaker,
would allow us to take up a bill that
would require the President for the
very first time to submit a balanced
budget. It doesn’t have to balance the
way I would balance it. It doesn’t have
to balance the way you would balance
it. But to submit a balanced budget.
And as you know, Mr. Speaker, the
statute actually required the President
submit his budget yesterday. He’s
going to miss that deadline, but I'm ex-
pecting it soon and I'm looking forward
to reading it soon. It’s so that we actu-
ally give the American people a plan.
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I want to say—because we heard it in
the Rules Committee last night, and I
believe my friend from Massachusetts
brought it up and he was absolutely
right—the history of debt and deficits
in this country, Mr. Speaker, is not a
mark of shame on the Democratic
Party and it is not a mark of shame on
the Republican Party; it is a mark of
shame on all of us collectively.

Candidly, you and I here, Mr. Speak-
er, in the big freshman class of 2010,
I'm less interested in finding out who
to blame and I'm more interested in
finding out who has a solution to solve
the problem. This House passed a solu-
tion to solve the problem. I'd like to
see the Senate create a solution. I’'d
like to see the President create a solu-
tion. I'd like to see us discuss that so-
lution as the American people, Mr.
Speaker.

There were 14 amendments submitted
to this piece of legislation, Mr. Speak-
er. We heard testimony on that in the
Rules Committee yesterday. Unfortu-
nately, six of those 14 amendments
were nongermane; we were not able to
make those in order. But we did make
in order three Republican amendments,
one Democratic amendment, and one
bipartisan amendment. In fact, all the
Members who came to the Rules Com-
mittee yesterday to testify on behalf of
their amendments, we were able to
make those amendments in order.

Mr. Speaker, all this bill does, should
it become law, is require that if the
President doesn’t submit a balanced
budget—it’s certainly my great hope
that he will, but if he doesn’t, he share
with the American people—again, not
in 5 years, not in 10 years—whatever
number he believes is the right way to
set priorities, tell the American people
what steps he will take to get us back
on track.

Candidly, Mr. Speaker, it’s uncon-
scionable that we can look at projec-
tions going out to 2080 and have folks
never, ever, ever pay down one penny
of debt. Contrast that with what we did
here in the House of Representatives,
where with a budget that passed this
House, the bipartisan vote that passed
that budget, passed the only budget
that passed anywhere in this town, not
only would we have balanced the budg-
et in that time frame, Mr. Speaker, we
would have paid back every penny of
our $16.4 trillion Federal debt.
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That’s no small conversation. It’s a
conversation that’s long overdue on
this House floor. It’s a conversation
that has been too long ignored by both
Democrats and Republicans, and I'm
pleased to be here today to take that
up with my friend from Massachusetts,
and then later on, the underlying bill.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank the
gentleman from Georgia, my good
friend, for yielding me the customary
30 minutes, and I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this re-
strictive rule and to vote ‘“‘no’’ on the
underlying bill.

The process here is awful. The bill be-
fore us was not even considered by the
Budget Committee. They didn’t hold a
single hearing, no markup, and on a
party-line vote last night the Rules
Committee denied Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the ranking member of the Budget
Committee, the opportunity to offer a
meaningful substitute. The Rules Com-
mittee also, on a party line, voted
against an open rule. To all of the Re-
publican freshmen and sophomores who
campaigned on the need for openness
and transparency, by voting for this
rule, you are officially part of the prob-
lem.

This bill before us isn’t a meaningful
attempt to address the budget; it’s a
gimmick wrapped in talking points in-
side a press release.

Two weeks ago, this House passed the
so-called ‘‘No Budget, No Pay Act,”
then they went on another recess.
There wasn’t a holiday, mind you. I
guess it was the Super Bowl recess.
Now they’re back with today’s bill. It
calls on the President to tell Congress
when his budget will come into bal-
ance. If his budget doesn’t say when it
will come into balance, then he must
submit a supplemental statement tell-
ing Congress when it will come into
balance.

Why are we doing this? Because the
President is late submitting his budget
for the next fiscal year. Okay, fine. The
President should submit a budget on
time, and I support that. But lost in all
of this Republican budget Kabuki the-
ater is the truth: the reason the admin-
istration is late with their budget is
because they just spent months trying
to avert the disaster that was the fiscal
cliff.

As the Speaker was trying in vain to
corral House Republicans into doing
the right thing, we had Plan B and
Plan C and Plan—who knows what. Fi-
nally, we reached a deal on January 1,
technically after we went over the
cliff. In the meantime, back in the real
world, we are less than 24 calendar
days away from the disastrous seques-
ter taking effect—Iless than 24 calendar
days from massive, arbitrary, and dev-
astating cuts to defense and nondefense
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discretionary programs, cuts to jobs
programs and medical research and
education, cuts to military personnel
and law enforcement, cuts that will
cost jobs and do real harm to the
American economy as it struggles to
recover.

And the reality is that we don’t even
have that much time. We only have 9
legislative days left in February to ad-
dress the issue, 9 days to negotiate a
trillion-dollar deal with the Senate and
the President. And instead of a mean-
ingful plan to address the crisis that
we need to avert, we have this non-
sense before us today. This is no way to
govern.

The disturbing truth is that many
Republicans seem downright giddy
when it comes to the sequester cuts.
There is news story after news story
about how the Republicans are going to
allow the sequester to take effect. In
the Rules Committee last night, the
author of this bill, the gentleman from
Georgia, Dr. PRICE, couldn’t support
these cuts fast enough. I was shocked.

Mr. Speaker, it was only last week
that the economic numbers for the
fourth quarter of 2012 were released.
Unexpectedly, we saw a contraction in
those numbers, a contraction fueled by
a massive reduction in defense spend-
ing. What do you know: huge cuts in
government spending during a fragile
economic recovery damage economic
growth. The Republican response is to
double down on this stupid.

These Republican games of Russian
roulette with the American economy
must come to an end. It is time to re-
place short-term partisan political in-
terests with the greater good.

The President today is asking us to
consider a thoughtful, balanced plan to
stop the sequester. I urge the Repub-
lican leadership to bring that plan to
the floor of the House for a vote as
soon as possible. That’s what the
American people want and that’s what
they deserve: a real plan. The bill be-
fore us today isn’t it, and I urge my
colleagues to reject it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WOODALL. I thank my friend
from Massachusetts because he’s high-
lighting exactly what our challenges
are and exactly why it’s so important
that we pass both the rule and H.R. 444
today. He went through item after
item after item that have absolutely
tied our economy up in knots. Short-
term problems and short-term solu-
tions are trumping the discussion of
long-term problems and long-term so-
lutions.

The sequester that he mentioned, Mr.
Speaker, do you know that it was the
month of May last year that this House
first passed a replacement to the se-
quester? Now, as you know and as his-
tory has recorded, the Senate never
acted on any replacement of a seques-
ter, and now we talk about what hap-
pened on January 1 as if it was some-
thing that was created by this House,
as if that fiscal cliff was something
that this House invented. In fact, we
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have a very proud history, bipartisan
history, of looking further down the
road to try to find the best answers and
the best solutions to very serious prob-
lems. But we can’t do it alone, Mr.
Speaker.

One of the great successes we’ve had
just early in this year—and by ‘“‘we,” I
mean this entire House, the people’s
House—is that we appear to have per-
suaded the Senate to pass a budget for
the first time in 4 years. All indication
is that this year, unlike last year and
the year before that and the year be-
fore that, this year they’re going to
pass a budget to lay out their plan.

But what does it say, Mr. Speaker,
about this House, about this process,
about the future of this country that
it’s controversial whether or not the
President of the United States should
introduce a budget that balances ever?
That’s the debate today, Mr. Speaker.
That’s how out of touch Washington
has become. That’s how confused the
speeches have been written. We’re de-
bating whether or not the President
should introduce a budget that ever
balances. I'm advocating, yes, he
should. Others are advocating, no, that
shouldn’t be a requirement; when you
take the oath to fully execute the laws
of the land, when you take the oath to
faithfully protect and defend the
United States of America, it shouldn’t
be a requirement that you balance
budgets. In fact, you should be free, not
just for 10 years, not just for 20 years,
not just for 40 years, not just for 80
years, but forever to deficit spend, to
borrow from a generation of children
and a generation of grandchildren to
pay for our wants today, taking away
from their needs tomorrow.
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This rule debate is going to come to
a close in 40 minutes and we’re going to
vote. Then if the rule passes, we’re
going to go into a vote on the under-
lying bill. There are going to be ‘“‘no”’
votes on the board that say, no, the
President should never have to explain
to the American people how we’re
going to make our fiscal tomorrow bet-
ter than our fiscal today.

I would like to change his mind, Mr.
Speaker, but for now I'm going to focus
on changing the minds right here in
this Chamber. Because if there is any-
thing that unites us in this body, rath-
er than divides us, it is a true love of
this country. And I challenge anyone,
Mr. Speaker, to define their love of our
freedoms and of our country in a way
that allows us to continue borrowing
from the next generation forever.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would like to submit for the
RECORD a letter sent to the Honorable
PAUL RYAN, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Budget, from the Execu-
tive Office of the President in the Of-
fice of Management and Budget which
explains why the President’s budget for
this year is delayed—because of the
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theatrics that my friends on the other
side forced us to go through to avoid
going over a fiscal cliff. So I think it’s
understandable why the budget may be
a little late.

And I would say to the gentleman,
submitting a budget is not controver-
sial. What is controversial to me is the
fact that so many of my friends on the
other side want to go over this seques-
ter cliff in which millions of jobs will
be lost. That to me is controversial. We
should be about protecting jobs and
creating jobs.

My friends have budgetary plans that
would throw people out of work, and I
find that unconscionable. I find that
unconscionable. We should be about
lifting this country up, not trying to
put people down.

And the plans that have been pro-
posed by my friends on the other side,
including this kind of giddiness about
the prospect of going over the seques-
tration cliff, would cost millions of
people in this country jobs. It would
hurt our economy.

That’s not the way we want to gov-
ern. That’s what is controversial on
our side. We don’t want people to lose
their jobs. We want people to keep
their jobs, and we want to create an
economy that creates more jobs.

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESI-
DENT, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT
AND BUDGET,

Washington, DC, January 11, 2013.
Hon. PAUL RYAN,
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, U.S.

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN RYAN: Thank you for your
letter dated January 9, 2013, requesting in-
formation on when the Administration will
submit the President’s fiscal year (FY) 2014
Budget.

For over a year and a half, the Administra-
tion has been working with Congress to forge
agreement on a plan that would both grow
our economy and significantly reduce the
deficit. The Administration continues to
seek a balanced approach to further deficit
reduction that cuts spending in a responsible
way while also raising revenues.

As you know, the protracted ‘‘fiscal cliff’
negotiations that led to enactment of H.R. 8,
the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012,
created considerable uncertainty about rev-
enue and spending for 2013 and beyond. The
Act resolved a significant portion of this un-
certainty by making permanent the tem-
porary rates on taxable income at or below
$400,000 for individual filers and $450,000 for
married individuals filing jointly; perma-
nently indexing the Alternative Minimum
Tax exemption to the Consumer Price Index;
extending emergency unemployment bene-
fits and Federal finding for extended benefits
for unemployed workers for one year; con-
tinuing current Medicare payment rates for
physicians’ services through December 31,
2013; extending farm bill policies and pro-
grams through September 30, 2013; and pro-
viding a postponement of the Budget Control
Act’s sequestration for two months. How-
ever, because these issues were not resolved
until the American Taxpayer Relief Act was
enacted on January 2, 2013, the Administra-
tion was forced to delay some of its FY 2014
Budget preparations, which in turn will
delay the Budget’s submission to Congress.
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The Administration is working diligently
on our budget request. We will submit it to
Congress as soon as possible.

Sincerely,
JEFFREY D. ZIENTS,
Deputy Director for Management.

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I would
like to yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from New York, the ranking
member of the Rules Committee, Ms.
SLAUGHTER.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I do
love my country, and my country is
begging me, as I'm sure it is all other
Members of Congress, to for heaven’s
sake get some of this taken care of and
have some certainty.

Talking with constituents just this
morning, they were saying they simply
don’t know what to do. And what we’re
doing here again is just theater, as my
colleague pointed out. This isn’t a
plan. It’s a gimmick, and it has wasted
valuable time.

CBS News reported last year that it
cost $24 million a week to operate the
House of Representatives. On behalf of
the taxpayers who pay those bills, we
should be debating some serious legis-
lation and come up with serious an-
swers to our Nation’s problems.

And everybody has known from their
grammar school days that the way we
pass a bill is that the House proposes a
bill, the Senate proposes a bill, they go
through the committee processes, they
are passed on through the committee,
the subcommittees, then the major
committee, then to the Rules Com-
mittee, in our case, and then we have a
conference and we send it to the Presi-
dent. We don’t do that anymore.

The last two bills we dealt with on
this floor just came directly to the
Rules Committee. There was no com-
mittee action whatsoever, there was no
discussion, there was no input.

And yesterday, what really I think
grieves me most is that there was a
wonderful substitute put forward with
great sincerity by the ranking member
of the Budget Committee, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN. I think he’s respected by all
sides, and most of this country, for his
wisdom and for his acuity. But could
they put his substitute in order? No.
They said they had to have a waiver.
Well, that’s what the Rules Committee
is for. That’s what the Rules Com-
mittee does.

The Budget Committee itself has had
at least 18 waivers in the last term. It
just defies imagination. But this is $24
million again this week, where we’re
brought in from all of the corners of
the United States at an expense to
stand here and do absolutely nothing.

If they want to know what the Presi-
dent wants to do, they should call him
up and ask him. We don’t have to do a
resolution or a bill on the floor of the
House to find that out if that’s so im-
portant. What a crazy thing that we
could do in this time of communication
to say this is the way we’re going to
try to find out something—and find out
what?

The drastic across-the-board spend-
ing cuts are going to take effect on
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March 1. Now, the week after next
we’'re taking another week off. We
work about two and a half days here.
It’s really unfortunate. I think I can
use that word without being called
down, but I have much stronger words
in my head. But instead of solving that
looming crisis, again, they propose leg-
islation that tries to change the sub-
ject. Try as they might, they can’t hide
from the fact that they are failing to
provide help when American people
need it most.

Mr. Speaker, we are days away from
a serious self-inflicted wound.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
lady an additional 2 minutes.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Thank you.

If the pending sequester were to take
effect, there will be such drastic cuts
to important programs, not only do-
mestically, but as you heard Leon Pa-
netta, Secretary of Defense, say, it
would ‘‘hollow out” the military and
leave our military fighting with one
hand tied behind its back. Why would
we do that? For no earthly reason why
in the world would we put the United
States through that? Taken together,
these cuts, as was said before, would
destroy jobs, reverse our economic re-
covery, just reverse it, and destroy the
middle class.

To get a glimpse of what drastic
spending cuts would do to our econ-
omy, just look back to the end of 2012.
As leading economists of the White
House Council of Economic Advisers
and President Obama have all pointed
out, the drastic spending cuts at the
end of last year are the leading
causes—the leading causes—of our re-
cent economic stagnation. Should the
sequester take effect, our economy
would suffer even more, and jobs would
be lost as deeper and deeper spending
cuts take effect.

Is that the path the majority wants
to walk down? Because if they Kkeep
spending our time debating stupid leg-
islation like this, we’re going to find
ourselves on that path before too long.

I agree with Mr. MCGOVERN that
many of our colleagues seem to want
to go off that cliff for some kind of
foolish exercise, knowing full well
what is going to happen, and that is
really shameful.

Yesterday, our Democratic col-
leagues and I proposed legislation that
would stop the sequester with Mr. VAN
HOLLEN’s substitute, but, no, they
would not do that. It was simply tossed
aside.

The majority chose to move forward
with this restrictive and partisan proc-
ess, closed rule again, that ignores the
problems before us and moves forward
with a political gimmick.

As the clock continues to tick, I urge
my colleagues to stop those gimmicks
and get back to work. Again, the peo-
ple I spoke with just today are saying
over and over again some certainty has
to be in this government. People have
to know what the economic situation
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is going to be. We do not want to play
Russian roulette in here with the
American economy day after day and
week after week.

I urge my colleagues to stop wasting
valuable time and let’s provide that
certainty.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I just want to say to my friend from
New York, for whom I do have tremen-
dous respect and value her counsel, to
call this a stupid piece of legislation I
think really misses the point about
what we’re doing here.

I would encourage you to ask your
constituents in New York, and, Mr.
Speaker, I would encourage you to ask
your constituents back home, do folks
realize, because I didn’t, that in the
four years that the President has been
President of the United States, the
budgets that he has introduced come to
balance never?

My friends on the other side are mak-
ing a persuasive case, Mr. Speaker, for
why it is they would support doing
things with different priorities than I
would support doing things. And that’s
absolutely going to be true. When we
debate the budget resolution, we’re
going to have different approaches for
getting to balance. But the President’s
budgets never get there. If we give him
every spending cut he asks for, if we
give him every tax increase he asks for,
if we do absolutely everything that the
budget that he is required by law to
submit requests, we will begin to pay
down the first penny of debt never.
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In fact, if we do absolutely every-
thing that the budget he is required by
law to submit to us asks, the debt will
continue to grow forever.

I agree with so much of what my
friends on the other side are saying
about the sequester, about the fiscal
cliff. That’s why we acted in May in
this body. That’s why we acted in Au-
gust in this body on this tax bill.
That’s why we passed another seques-
ter replacement in August. That’s why
we passed another one in December. I
agree. But can’t we also agree that if
you’re going to be Commander in Chief
of America, if you’re going to be the
President of the United States, if
you’re going to uphold and defend the
Constitution—and we have our former
Joint Chief of Staff Chairman telling
us that our greatest national security
threat is our growing debt—shouldn’t
it be fair to ask the President to tell us
when, if ever, he plans to begin paying
back the first penny?

Mr. Speaker, it’s not a stupid piece of
legislation that we’re dealing with
today. What’s almost laughably ridicu-
lous is that it’s controversial.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Will
tleman yield?

Mr. WOODALL. I believe the gen-
tleman has much more time. I will be
happy to reserve the balance of my
time, though, and allow my friend to
control.

the gen-
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Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentlelady from New York (Ms.
SLAUGHTER).

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I see a number of
my colleagues have come to speak, so
I'm going to be as brief as I can.

I know that the chair of the Budget
Committee has said that he can bal-
ance the budget in 10 years, which
most economists and people say would
certainly throw us into the worst de-
pression, worse than 1929.

I believe that what we are doing
here—I can’t prove it—but my sus-
picions are that this is something in-
tended to cover that. They’re trying to
get the President into that trick box or
something to try to do the same thing.

Don’t go, Mr. President. We can do
better than that.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The issue is not whether the Presi-
dent should submit a budget. He
should. And he would have submitted a
budget by now, but because of the the-
atrics that my friends on the other side
put us through dealing with the fiscal
cliff, which was just solved on January
1, things are a little bit delayed. The
issue is why is the House wasting time
on this while the sword of the seques-
ter hangs over the American people?

The President can submit any budget
he wants. That’s what the President
has the right to do, just like George
Bush submitted whatever budget he
wanted to do.

We have a job here in this House, and
that is to address this looming fiscal
crisis called the sequester. What we’re
doing here today is doing nothing at all
to move that ball forward.

In less than a month, arbitrary cuts
are going to go into effect, people are
going to lose their jobs, and this econ-
omy is going to go into a deeper slump.
For the life of me, I can’t understand
why there’s not more urgency. We
shouldn’t be taking vacations. We ac-
tually should be working here and try-
ing to resolve this. This is stupid legis-
lation because it is not addressing the
crisis. It is doing nothing to advance
the cause of trying to get to a solution.
This is just a press release. This is yet
another gimmick.

I think the reason why Congress and
especially the House of Representatives
is held in such low regard is because we
spend so much time on trivial matters
debating passionately, and we sKip
over debating the important things. We
ought to be doing something important
here today. We ought to be trying to
avert this sequestration. We ought to
be trying to keep people in their jobs.
And we ought to be trying to create an
economy that will create more jobs,
not this theater.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, there’s
a reason that we’re spending so much
time talking about things other than
the underlying bill, other than the
rule. The reason is because the rule is
a good rule, and the bill is a good bill.
We can use this time for the political
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theater that my friend from Massachu-
setts appears to disdain, but I would
say he’s got a talent for it and he
should not disdain it so rapidly.

Mr. Speaker, we handled the seques-
ter in May. I hope whenever my friend
from Massachusetts refers to his
friends on the other side, he means the
other side of the Chamber, not the
other side of this House, because we,
you and I, acted, Mr. Speaker, to solve
those issues.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOODALL. I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts.

Mr. MCGOVERN. This is the 113th
Congress. We haven’t done one thing to
solve this fiscal crisis that’s looming
on March 1st. This is the 113th.

Under the Constitution, when a new
Congress begins, we have to start all
over again. Okay?

Mr. WOODALL. Reclaiming my time,
my friend is exactly right. Of all of the
multiple efforts that we did last year
that were all rejected by the other side,
we have not recreated those efforts
again this year. He’s exactly right.

What we have done, however, is cre-
ated a pathway that’s going to produce
the first budget on the Senate side, the
first opportunity for the bodies to
come together in conference.

My friend from New York tells us
about, I'm just a bill and what school-
children are learning all over America.
Mr. Speaker, they’re going to have to
learn on TV because they have not seen
it in this town. We can’t. We can’t go
to conference on a budget unless the
Senate passes one. And this year, Mr.
Speaker, as governed by the rule book,
the United States Constitution that I
have right here in my hand, we’re
going to be able to get that done.
That’s the kind of work this House is
doing. That’s the groundwork that
we’re laying.

My friend from New York is exactly
right, Mr. Speaker, when she says that
this body, led by Chairman RYAN on
the Budget Committee, is going to
produce a budget so serious and so re-
sponsible, it’s going to come to bal-
ance, the balance the American people
are demanding, faster than any other
budget we have seen in this President’s
administration.

All we’re asking, Mr. Speaker:
Doesn’t it seem reasonable to let the
President submit any budget he wants
to? We don’t want to change the budget
he’s submitting at all, but just to share
with the American people because they
don’t know when they come to balance.

Who knew, Mr. Speaker, when the
budget was entitled a ‘“‘New Era of Re-
sponsibility,” that it wasn’t going to
come to balance in 80 years? Who
knew? I didn’t. There are people in this
Chamber, Mr. Speaker, who did not
know that in 4 years of his Presidency,
this President has never, ever—assum-
ing a world where he gets everything
that he wants—crafted a plan that be-
gins to pay back the very first penny of
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our debt. That’s dangerous, Mr. Speak-
er.
This bill can put a stop to that proc-
ess. That is why I know it’s going to
get support here in the House.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this
bill does nothing. It does absolutely
nothing. It’s a press release.

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to ensure that the
House votes on Mr. VAN HOLLEN’S re-
placement for the sequester, which was
blocked yesterday in the Rules Com-
mittee.

My friend from Georgia talks about
this being a good rule and a good proc-
ess. This bill was not even considered
by the Budget Committee, which is the
committee of jurisdiction. It had no
hearing. It had no markup. It mysteri-
ously appeared at the Rules Com-
mittee. We wanted an open rule, and
we were denied an open rule. Mr. VAN
HOLLEN actually had a substantive
amendment to replace the sequester.
That was denied.

So I want to yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland, the ranking
member of the Budget Committee, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, to discuss his amend-
ment.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleague, Mr. MCGOVERN,
who said it exactly right. This unfortu-
nately is another political gimmick
we’ve seen from our Republican col-
leagues, and it is exactly why the
American people hate this Congress so
much.

Rather than doing something to cre-
ate jobs, rather than doing something
to help support the economy, this does
absolutely nothing other than point
fingers at the President because his
budget is a little late and then tell the
President that he has to submit a
budget that meets the Republican re-
quirements rather than what we’ve
done with every other President, which
gives them the ability to present the
budget they like.

With respect to the delay, our Repub-
lican colleagues know very well what
the cause of that delay was. The cause
of the delay was we were working very
hard to try and avoid the fiscal cliff,
which would have hurt jobs and the
economy.

I’'m not surprised some of our Repub-
lican House colleagues have forgotten
about that because they overwhelm-
ingly voted against the fiscal -cliff
agreement, which by the way was sup-
ported by the overwhelming majority
of Senate Republicans. But here in the
House, Republicans in great numbers
said that they would rather risk the
economy and risk jobs than ask the
very wealthiest Americans to pay a lit-
tle bit more.
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That’s why the fiscal cliff agreement
took so long. We didn’t get it done

until January 2. I would hope my col-
leagues on the Budget Committee
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know, if you’re putting together a
budget, you need to know what you’'re
spending, but you also need to know
what your revenues are. Until we were
able to get that agreement, the Presi-
dent didn’t know what the revenues
were. Nonpartisan groups, like the
Congressional Budget Office and Joint
Tax, were also delayed in their assess-
ments. These are nonpartisan groups.

Now, the shame of it is, instead of
playing these political games, we
should do what my colleagues have
said we should do in that we should be
focused on avoiding the sequester—the
meat-ax, across-the-board cuts. This
House has taken no action in this Con-
gress, in this 113th Congress, to deal
with that, so we on the Democratic
side said, Hey, let’s give our Members
an opportunity to vote on something to
replace the sequester and to do it in a
balanced way so that we don’t hurt the
economy and so that we don’t put jobs
at risk.

We brought a substitute amendment
to the Rules Committee that would
have prevented those across-the-board
cuts, that would have replaced them
with balanced and sensible alternatives
like, for example, eliminating direct
payments in agricultural subsidies,
like getting rid of the taxpayer sub-
sidies for big oil companies, that we
would replace the across-the-board,
meat-ax cuts, which would do great
harm to our economy, with those sen-
sible measures.

The response from our Republican
colleagues: You don’t get a vote. You
don’t get a vote. They rushed to the
floor a measure that hadn’t had a sin-
gle hearing, that did not go through
the regular order; and in keeping with
that philosophy, we don’t even get a
vote on something that is important to
the American people, which is to re-
place the across-the-board sequester,
which we know is going to hurt jobs be-
cause we just heard from the last quar-
ter economic report that even the fear
of those across-the-board cuts was hav-
ing a damaging impact on the econ-
omy, even the fear of it. Now, within
less than a month, it’s going to happen,
and here we’re talking about a political
gimmick bill instead of something that
does something real, and we are not
even allowed a chance to vote on a pro-
posal to replace the sequester.

Vote against it if you want. Vote
against it. That’s the way the demo-
cratic process works, but allow this
House to work its will.

When this House worked its will, we
were able to get a fiscal agreement
passed and were able to avoid going
over the cliff and hurting the economy.
Let’s do the same thing now. Let’s just
have a vote, up or down, on the merits
of a substitute proposal rather than
playing games with this very unfortu-
nate proposal that does nothing but
play politics.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds just to say to my
friends that I haven’t actually men-
tioned that the President’s budget was
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late. You’re exactly right. He did miss
the statutory deadline. He’s not going
to make it on time. In fact, the story is
that it’s not going to get here until
March. In the years that I've had a vot-
ing card, he has never submitted a
budget on time. I'm not asking him to
get it here on time. I am only asking
him, when it gets here, would he tell us
when it’s going to balance.

With that, I would like to yield 4
minutes to a colleague on the Rules
Committee, the gentleman from Texas,
Dr. BURGESS.

Mr. BURGESS.
tleman for yielding.

This is an important discussion that
we’re having today, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote for the rule and to vote
for the underlying bill that follows.

Look, the President is going to be
here talking to us next week. He’ll de-
liver his State of the Union address. He
will do so without a plan on the table.
There will be no budget. We will not
know about the proposals that are put
forward as to whether or not they’re
reasonable in the context of outlays
and allocations. We just simply don’t
know.

The underlying bill that is being dis-
cussed today is that, when the Presi-
dent does submit that plan, when the
administration does submit that plan,
if that plan does not come into balance
within a reasonable period of time—10
years, I think, any American would say
would be a reasonable period of time—
give us an idea as to when you think
that will happen. After all, when there
was a campaign being run in 2008, the
Presidential candidate for the Demo-
crats said that he’d cut the deficit in
half in 4 years, and we’re still waiting.
We would like to see the plan that is
going to achieve these goals.

We’re also hearing a lot of talk today
about the sequester. It’s not the pur-
pose of this legislation to deal with the
sequester. We did have reconciliation
bills on the floor of this House in May
and then again in December. We had a
bill dealing with the expiration of the
Tax Codes right before the August re-
cess. So there were opportunities to
talk about the fiscal cliff. I, for one,
felt that the delay in the sequester on
January 1 was not in the country’s best
interest.

These were the cuts that the Con-
gress promised to the American people.
When the debt limit was raised in Au-
gust of 2011, this was the promise that
was made, and it was a promise that
was made by the President. It was pro-
posed by people within the administra-
tion. The bill was signed into law by
the President. The President cannot
now come back and retroactively veto
a bill that has already been signed.
This is settled law, and these are cuts
on which the American people are de-
pending. They’re depending on us to
keep our word.

It’s very difficult to cut spending.
It’s very difficult to cut the budget.
Every line in the Federal budget has a
constituency. Every line in every ap-

I thank the gen-
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propriations bill has a constituency
somewhere that cares deeply about
that language being retained. So, when
all else fails, an across-the-board cut
may be the only way that you can ever
achieve that spending restraint.

Now, I understand that the White
House does not agree with the Repub-
lican House that there is a spending
problem. They think it’s a revenue
problem. Well, great. Put that in writ-
ing. Put it in the budget. Tell us when
that revenue that you wish to achieve
will bring this budget into balance. I,
for one, don’t think it’s possible, but I
would like to see the academic exercise
of their at least trying to get it to bal-
ance at some point in the future.

Then, finally, Mr. Speaker, may I
just say—and I hate to give a history
lesson—when the Republicans were in
the minority in this House, there was a
very large bill that was passed, and it
was called the Affordable Care Act.
This was a bill that did not receive a
hearing in the House of Representa-
tives. To be sure, H.R. 3200 had received
a markup in a hearing in the House,
but H.R. 3590, although it had a House
bill number, was not a House bill. It
was a housing bill that passed the
House of Representatives in July of
2009 and went over to the Senate. It
was completely changed in the Senate
Finance Committee, and this was the
bill that came to the House of Rep-
resentatives on which we had to vote in
a very short period of time. No amend-
ments were allowed. It was a very
closed process. I was in the Rules Com-
mittee that night. I remember the
ranking member being there, and the
good ideas that I thought I brought for-
ward were all excluded from discussion.

So don’t lecture me about the process
that this bill was rushed and didn’t
have a hearing. For heaven’s sake, we
have a bill that is now signed law that
will cost $2.6 trillion over the next 10
years that never had a hearing in this
House. That’s the travesty, and that’s
why we have to deal with spending.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Let me just respond to the gentleman
from Texas by saying he’s wrong. He’s
on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. The Affordable Care Act had
hearings in the Energy and Commerce
Committee—and markups. There were
multiple hearings on that bill. I'm not
sure what he’s talking about.

Then to the gentleman from Georgia
who says that he didn’t mention the
fact that the President missed the
deadline, I thought he did, but the bill
that he’s touting here mentions it in
these very political, inspired findings.
Read your own bill. It’s three pages
long. I know that may be too much,
but we’re all told to read the bill.

Look, rather than being here and
telling the President what to do—he’s
going to submit a budget—we’ve got to
do our job. Our job is to avoid this se-
questration because, if we don’t, there
are millions of people in this country
who will be without work. There are
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programs that will be arbitrarily cut,
and this economy will be hurt. Now, if
you want sequestration, then you can
continue to take your recesses and do
this kind of trivial stuff on the House
floor, but we ought to be finding a way
to avoid going over this sequestration
cliff.

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. My friend from
Massachusetts is absolutely right.
What most of America is waiting for is
for us to address the very abyss that
we’ve put ourselves in, the cliff that
we’ve put ourselves in—the fact that
we became hostage to this idea of a
commission that was necessary be-
cause we could not get Members on
both sides of the aisle to be able to
work together on what should be cut.
It was particularly because my friends
on the other side of the aisle had Mem-
bers who did not understand how gov-
ernment functioned. Republicans did
not understand that government, in
fact, is a rainy-day umbrella, that we
are supposed to serve the American
people.

So, while we are fiddling, one could
say that Rome is burning, or maybe
they could say that the cities and
towns of America are asking us to fi-
nally answer the question. Under the
laws that we adhere to, the President
has a right to submit his budget. That
should be very clear. No legislation
here on the floor is going to dictate the
President’s budget.
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There is a law that says it is sup-
posed to be the first Monday in Feb-
ruary. We will admit that. But what
President has ever had the hostage-
taking of the debt ceiling so that you
can’t write a budget if there are indi-
viduals in the Congress that won’t do
the normal business, which is to raise
the debt ceiling so that the American
people can be taken care of?

As we speak, however, the President
has introduced, today, a short-term fix
to avert the sequester. The Democrats
have offered a way of averting the se-
quester. We have nothing from the Re-
publicans except a resolution that says
a request for a plan, the very plan that
the President knows by law he is going
to submit as long as he knows what the
amount of money is we have to work
on. And, of course, the budgeting proc-
ess is going through the House. The
chairman of the Budget, Mr. RYAN, the
ranking member of the Budget, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, we all know the regular
order, and we’re going to do our work.

But putting us on the floor today and
ignoring what we should be doing, I'm
saddened that my amendment that in-
dicated that I wanted to make sure
that the most vulnerable in any budget
process, 15.1 percent of Americans liv-
ing below the poverty line, which in-
cludes 21 percent of our Nation’s chil-
dren, I wanted to have a sense of Con-
gress that whatever we did, we would
not do anything to harm these vulner-
able children who, through no fault of
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their own that they may be suffering
from the kind of economy, or their par-
ents are suffering so that they live in
poverty, whatever we do, we should not
do anything more to make their life
more devastating.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
lady 10 seconds.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. My other amend-
ment had to do with the estate tax to
raise revenue, and that would have
been a reasonable debate to address
what we can do to make the lives of
Americans better.

Request a plan; a plan is not action.
The President does a budget; we do a
budget. Mr. Speaker, let’s do our work
and help the American people and
avoid the sequester.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself 30 seconds to say to my col-
league that I share her great passion
for America’s children and protecting
America’s children. And I would say to
my friend that I don’t believe we can
continue to operate under budgets that
borrow from those children, not just
this year, not just next year, but for-
ever, and candidly say that we’re pro-
tecting them. We’re putting our most
vulnerable at risk with these deficits,
and we have to make the tough deci-
sions.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. WOODALL. I’d be happy to yield.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Let me just say, I don’t think anyone
on this side of the aisle is not prepared
to work collaboratively on the ques-
tion of the deficit, on the question of
growing America’s economy and work-
ing with our children. Can we find com-
mon ground that indicates that we
must invest in our children at the same
time that we are likewise talking
about debt and deficit? And that’s what
the Democrats are talking about, in-
vesting in our children, making their
lives better.

Mr. WOODALL. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. McCGOVERN. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

We all want to make sure that our
children are protected, but embracing a
sequester that cuts things like Head
Start, that’s no way to protect our
children.

At this point, I'd like to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. COURTNEY).

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, in 23
days, by law, an indiscriminate chain
saw is going to go through all quarters,
all sectors of the American Govern-
ment.

Secretary of Defense Leon Panetta
on Sunday, along with General Martin
Dempsey, the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs, very bluntly warned this coun-
try that if sequestration goes into ef-
fect, America’s military readiness is
going to be damaged in a very critical
way. The Navy has told us specifically
what this means: 23 ships whose repairs
are scheduled will be cancelled; 55 per-
cent of flying hours on aircraft carriers
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will be cancelled; 22 percent of steam-
ing days for the rest of the U.S. fleet
will be cancelled; submarine deploy-
ments will be cancelled.

Today, right now, we have the USS
Stennis and the USS Eisenhower sta-
tioned in the Middle East making sure
that our allies, Israel, Turkey, critical
missions like protecting the Straits of
Hormuz, they have to have aircraft
that can fly. They can’t cancel 55 per-
cent of their flight time and expect to
carry out their mission. Yet in 23 days,
because of inaction by this Chamber,
we are putting, again, America’s na-
tional security interests at risk.

The Bipartisan Policy Center, found-
ed by Bob Dole and Tom Daschle, has
told us we will lose a million jobs if se-
questration goes through. So those
shipyards that are planning to do that
repair work, they’re basically going to
get layoff slips.

And we are debating a bill today that
has absolutely no connection to those
realities. This is a pure political stunt.
It has no bearing in terms of whether
or not the military readiness of this
country or the economic recovery
that’s headed in the right direction
right now is going to be protected and
preserved. That’s our job. That’s what
we should be focused on here today.
And denying the Van Hollen amend-
ment, which would replace that seques-
tration, is why this rule must be de-
feated.

I urge Members of this Chamber to
vote ‘‘no”’ on this rule.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
read from the President’s inaugural ad-
dress. It took place just outside our
backdoor here. He said:

We must make the hard choices to reduce
the cost of health care and the size of our
deficit.

He didn’t say we should make the
easy choices, because there aren’t any
easy choices left to make. Every single
one of them is hard. And I have such
great respect for Members of this body
who have taken the hard votes and
made those hard decisions.

All this bill says is: Mr. President,
put your budget where your speeches
are. Make the hard choices, any of the
choices you want to make to balance,
anytime you want to balance, but we
can’t begin to pay down the debt until
we stop running up the debt. And we
have yet to see a budget from this
President that puts us on that path.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. DEUTCH).

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today disappointed that my amend-
ment to the Require a PLAN Act has
been left out of this rule.

This bill is bad political theater. Not
even the devastatingly dangerous Ryan
budget could achieve the balanced
budget in 2014 this bill demands of the
President.
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Setting this silliness aside, my
amendment would address a separate
issue: this bill’s use of the phrase ‘‘uni-
fied budget’” and the inclusion of So-
cial Security as part of that unified
budget. This is a blatant attempt to
nullify Social Security’s historic inde-
pendence from the Federal budget. So-
cial Security is funded by the payroll
tax. It was created with its own rev-
enue stream so these hard-earned bene-
fits would never fall victim to the po-
litical shenanigans of a Congress like
this one.

As President Franklin Roosevelt
said:

With those taxes in there, no damn politi-
cian can ever scrap my Social Security.

Mr. Speaker, Social Security is not
an item in the budget. It is social in-
surance that protects all Americans
against destitution due to old age, a
disability or illness, or the death of a
breadwinner.

Workers have built up $2.7 trillion in
the Social Security trust fund which
ensures that benefits will be paid in
full at least until the mid-2030s. I have
called for small adjustments to
strengthen Social Security for the long
term, and I'm ready to have that de-
bate. But to put Social Security on the
general budget’s ledger as America’s
largest generation retires is simply be-
yond the pale.

This bill, Mr. Speaker, puts Social
Security on the GOP chopping block.
This is a dangerous precedent. We can-
not allow the accounting tricks in this
bad legislation to endanger the Social
Security that keeps so many Ameri-
cans financially secure.

President Truman said:

Social Security is not a dole or a device for
giving everybody something for nothing.
True Social Security must consist of rights
which are earned rights that are guaranteed
by the law of the land.

Today, Mr. Speaker, these earned
rights of millions of Americans are in
jeopardy, as is that guarantee. We
must vote down this rule and we must
vote down this bad bill.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 60 seconds to say to my friend
that I know his commitment to Social
Security is heartfelt, and it’s one that
I share. I hope it gives him comfort to
know that there is absolutely nothing
in this legislation that changes any of
those commitments that he read there
on the House floor. In fact, I would say
the opposite is true. As someone who’s
going to retire after Social Security is
projected to have gone bankrupt, I
think it is critically important that
every budget we look at looks at how it
is we’re going to pay back all of those
government bonds that this Congress
has swapped the cash in the Social Se-
curity trust fund for. Without paying
back those bonds, there is no Social Se-
curity check to go out the door.

The reason we talk about balanced
budgets is because numbers are impor-
tant. We talk about balanced budgets
because commitments are important.
And we cannot, we cannot meet our
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Medicare commitments. We cannot
meet our Social Security commit-
ments, and everyone in this body
knows it.
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Every budget the President produces
shows it. But we can do better; and
working together, we will do better,
Mr. Speaker.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire of the gentleman from Georgia
how many more speakers he has.

Mr. WOODALL. I’d say to my friend,
I'm prepared to close.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I'm prepared to
close as well, Mr. Speaker. I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very frus-
trating debate, in large part because
it’s much ado about nothing. What
we’re doing here today is a press re-
lease. It’s doing nothing at all to avoid
this prospect of sequestration in which
arbitrary cuts will go into play. This is
just more talk and talk and talk and
talk.

Again, that’s one of the reasons why
the American people are so frustrated
with this place. They want less talk
and more work. We should be working.
We should be coming to some sort of
agreement to avoid the catastrophe of
sequestration; but, instead, we’re doing
this.

Mr. Speaker, I want to put some
things in perspective. The Center for
American Progress reported that since
the start of fiscal year 2011, President
Obama has signed into law approxi-
mately $2.4 trillion of deficit reduction
for the years 2013 through 2022. Nearly
three-quarters of that deficit reduction
is in the form of spending cuts, while
the remaining one-quarter comes from
revenue increases. Congress and the
President have cut about $1.5 trillion
in programmatic spending, raised
about $630 billion in new revenue, and
generated about $300 billion in interest
savings, for a combined total of more
than $2.4 trillion in deficit reduction.
That’s a quote from the Center for
American Progress.

So three-fourths of the deficit reduc-
tion we’ve achieved so far was from
spending cuts. But my friends on the
other side have the nerve to continue
to claim that Democrats are ‘‘loathe’
to agree to spending cuts. I mean, give
me a break, Mr. Speaker. Give me a
break.

The CBO projects the Federal deficit
to be about $845 billion, which I think
is very high; but it’s the first time the
nonpartisan office forecast a deficit
below $1 trillion. So we are going in the
right direction, and the President
wants to continue to move in that
right direction in a fair and balanced
way.

Now, here’s the deal. My friends keep
on referring to what they did last year
which, again, was last year. We have to
get them to think about this year be-
cause they have to act now; it’s a new
Congress.
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But last year the proposals they
came up with to try to bring our budg-
et into balance were all about lowering
the quality of life for our citizens.
Their budget proposal ended Medicare
as we know it. Ended Medicare. It’s
gone.

My friend from Florida talked about
Social Security. Their plan for Social
Security is to privatize it. And deep re-
ductions and cuts that provide support
for people who are most wvulnerable.
That’s their plan.

And now, we see, because we’re not
trying to address this latest fiscal cliff,
I think they really do want the seques-
tration to go into effect. I think that is
outrageous. I think it’s going to be
dangerous to our economy. But their
plan, by allowing sequestration to go
into effect, is basically to try to bal-
ance the budget by making more peo-
ple unemployed.

You know, we will lose jobs. In the
defense sector that’s already hap-
pening. But then we’re going to see
losses in jobs in other areas. There’ll be
cuts in education. Police grants are
cut. Payments to Medicare providers
are cut. And The New York Times re-
ports that even the aid just approved
for victims of Hurricane Sandy will fall
under the sequester’s axe.

I mean, this is how we’re going to
solve our budgetary problems?

Yes, we do have a big debt. A lot of it
has to do with these unpaid-for wars,
with these tax cuts that weren’t paid
for; and it’s going to take us a while to
get out of it. But as we get out of it, we
can’t destroy our country. We need a
balanced approach. We need to cut
where we can cut, we need to raise rev-
enues where we need to raise revenues,
but we also need to invest.

Cutting the National Institutes of
Health, which will happen if sequestra-
tion goes into effect, will not only cost
jobs, but it will prolong human suf-
fering. If we could find a cure to Par-
kinson’s disease or Alzheimer’s disease,
not only will we prevent a lot of human
suffering, you would end up solving the
budgetary challenges of Medicare and
Medicaid. There’s a value in investing
in these things, not arbitrarily cutting
them.

Now, last night in the Rules Com-
mittee, we tried to bring some sub-
stance to this debate. Mr. VAN HOLLEN
had his amendment, which was
blocked. The one substantive thing
that we could have done here today to
avoid sequestration was blocked.

So, Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to ensure that the
House votes on Mr. VAN HOLLEN’S re-
placement for the sequester which was,
again, blocked last night in the Rules
Committee.

I ask unanimous consent to insert
the text of the amendment in the
RECORD, along with extraneous mate-
rials immediately prior to the vote on
the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?
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There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, again,
I would urge my colleagues to reject
this rule which, again, is illustrative of
how closed this process has become in
this House. We ought to reject the rule
because it is not open. The Budget
Committee never even considered this
bill.

But we ought to also reject the un-
derlying bill because this is nonsense
at a time when we should be doing
something real to avoid a real catas-
trophe in this country, to avoid some-
thing that will have an adverse impact
on our economy. Instead, you know,
we’re all fiddling while Rome is burn-
ing.

This is outrageous. We can do so
much better. We ought to work. You
know, you’re passing resolutions ask-
ing the President to do X, Y, and Z. We
ought to pass a resolution to instruct
us to do our job, and that’s what we
ought to do. That’s what the American
people expect.

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no” and defeat the
previous question. I urge a ‘‘no’ vote
on the rule.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of the time to
thank my friend from Massachusetts
for being down here with me today to
get this rule to a place where we can
vote on it. I always look to my friend
from Massachusetts to find those
things that we agree on, and we cer-
tainly agree that Congress has an aw-
fully low approval rating.

I would disagree with my friend
though, Mr. Speaker, and say it’s a low
approval rating because we don’t deal
with important issues like this. It’s a
low approval rating because folks will
say Republicans want to privatize So-
cial Security, even though our budget
did no such thing.

It’s a low approval rating because
folks will say our budget destroys
Medicare forever, even though our
budget did no such thing. It’s a low ap-
proval rating because folks say they
want to grapple with the tough chal-
lenges of the country, and yet they
continue to borrow and spend as they
always have.

But I'm an optimist, Mr. Speaker. 1
really do believe that we’ve come to a
place—not just in this country, not
just in this House—I think we’ve come
to a place in each individual in this
country, where folks are prepared to do
those things that must be done to en-
sure that our children’s tomorrow is
better than their today.

Mr. Speaker, when my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle talk about
their deep love and affection for the
next generation and how they want to
ensure that the most vulnerable are
taken care of, they mean it from the
heart. They mean it from the heart.

But when the former Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff tells us that our
biggest national security concern is
our growing debt and deficits, how
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much love can you show to the next
generation, Mr. Speaker, when you
continue to dig into their pockets in-
stead of your own?

It’s not incumbent upon us to decide
how our children set their priorities.
It’s incumbent upon us to set our prior-
ities so that they don’t have to make
those tough decisions.

Mr. Speaker, if we went out in the
street in front of this Capitol and
asked every man and woman who
brought their family here to visit the
Nation’s Capitol how many of them
knew that in not one budget, and for
not 1 year does the President ever pro-
pose that we come to balance, that
would be shocking, shocking news. And
yet it’s the truth.

Mr. Speaker, title 31 lays out in in-
tricate detail congressional require-
ments for the President’s budget. Con-
gressional requirements for the Presi-
dent’s budget. H.R. 444 would incor-
porate those requirements and add one
more and, that is, that in this time of
economic challenge, you be honest
with the American people about the
tough choices that we’re all facing.

Mr. Speaker, if it was easy, they’d
have done it before you and I got here.
It’s hard, and it’s getting worse every
single day any one of us fails to deal
with it.

We can deal with it today, Mr.
Speaker. I know our Budget Committee
is committed to dealing with it. I know
this House is committed to deal with
it. Let’s make the President a partner
in that today.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge strong
support for the resolution. I urge
strong support for the underlying bill.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 48 OFFERED BY MR.
MCGOVERN OF MASSACHUSETTS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 2. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this resolution, the amendment in
the nature of a substitute received for print-
ing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD pursuant
to clause 8 of rule XVIII and numbered 1
shall be in order as though printed as the
last amendment in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules if offered by Representative
VAN HOLLEN of Maryland or a designee. That
amendment shall be debatable for one hour
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
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fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule When the motion
for the previous question is defeated, control
of the time passes to the Member who led the
opposition to ordering the previous question.
That Member, because he then controls the
time, may offer an amendment to the rule,
or yield for the purpose of amendment.”

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules’ states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of adoption.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays
188, not voting 14, as follows:

on
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Aderholt
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Bonner
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot,
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook
Cotton
Cramer
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallego
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Andrews
Barber
Barrow (GA)
Bass

Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield

[Roll No. 33]

YEAS—229

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee

NAYS—188

Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu

Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Courtney
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
444, REQUIRE PRESI-
DENTIAL LEADERSHIP AND NO
DEFICIT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-

Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry

Petri
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Radel

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walden
Walorski
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart

Eshoo Lujan Grisham Ruiz
Esty (NM) Ruppersberger
Fattah Lujan, Ben Ray  Rush
Foster (NM) Ryan (OH)
grznkel (FL) Iﬁyrégh Sanchez, Linda
udge affei T.
Garamendi Maloney, Sanchez, Loretta
garcla Mclawolyns Sarbanes
Tayson aloney, Sean
Green, Al Markey Schgkowsky
Grijalva Matsui Scmﬁi
Gutierrez McCarthy (NY) Schneider
Hahn McCollum Schrader
Hanabusa McDermott Schwartz
Hastings (FL) McGovern Scott (VA)
Heck (WA) McIntyre Serrano
Higgins Meeks Sewell (AL)
Himes Meng Shea-Porter
Hinojosa Michaud Sherman
Holt Miller, George Sinema
Honda Moore Sires
Horsford Moran Slaughter
Hoyer Murphy (FL) Smith (WA)
Huffman Nadler Speier
Israel Napolitano Swalwell (CA)
Jackson Lee Neal Takano
Jeffries Negrete McLeod  Thompson (CA)
Johnson (GA) Nolan Thompson (MS)
Johnson, E. B. O’Rourke Tierney
Kaptur Owens Titus
Keating Pallone Tonko
Kennedy Pascrell
Kildee Pastor (AZ) 3:;1“%?31 on
Kilmer Payne Vargas
Kind Pelosi Vease
Kirkpatrick Perlmutter v
Kuster Peters (CA) Vela‘v
Langevin Peters (MD) Velazquez
Larsen (WA) Peterson Visclosky
Larson (CT) Pingree (ME) Walz
Lee (CA) Pocan Wasserman
Levin Polis Schultz
Lewis Price (NC) Waters
Lipinski Quigley Watt
Loebsack Rahall Waxman
Lofgren Rangel Welch
Lowenthal Richmond Wilson (FL)
Lowey Roybal-Allard Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—14
Black DeLauro Sensenbrenner
Cicilline Farr Walberg
Conyers Gabbard Weber (TX)
Costa McNerney Young (FL)
Crawford Scott, David
] 1430
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Messrs.

HONDA, PAYNE, POLIS, Mrs. CAPPS
and Ms. CASTOR of Florida changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. MCHENRY changed his vote from
“nay’’ to “‘yea.”

So the previous question was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEM-
BRANCE OF MEMBERS OF
ARMED FORCES AND THEIR
FAMILIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COT-
TON). The Chair would ask all present
to rise for the purpose of a moment of
silence.

The Chair asks that the House now
observe a moment of silence in remem-
brance of our brave men and women in
uniform who have given their lives in
the service of our country in Iraq and
Afghanistan and their families, and of
all who serve in our Armed Forces and
their families.

OF H.R.

tinue.
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The question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 189,
not voting 14, as follows:

Aderholt
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook
Cotton
Cramer
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellison
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gardner
Garrett

[Roll No. 34]
AYES—228

Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Maffei
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan

Messer
Mica

Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry

Petri
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Radel

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
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Upton Westmoreland Woodall
Valadao Whitfield Yoder
Wagner Williams Yoho
Walden Wilson (SC) Young (AK)
Walorski Wittman Young (IN)
Webster (FL) Wolf
Wenstrup Womack
NOES—189

Andrews Gutierrez Pallone
Barber Hahn Pascrell
Barrow (GA) Hanabusa Pastor (AZ)
Bass Hastings (FL) Payne
Beatty Heck (WA) Pelosi
Becerra Higgins Perlmutter
Bera (CA) Himes Peters (CA)
Bishop (GA) Hinojosa Peters (MI)
Bishop (NY) Holt Peterson
Blumenauer Honda Pingree (ME)
Bonamici Horsford Pocan
Brady (PA) Hoyer Polis
Braley (IA) Huffman Price (NC)
Brown (FL) Israel Quigley
Brownley (CA) Jackson Lee Rahall
Bustos ) Jeffries Rangel
Butterfield Johnson (GA) Richmond
Capps Johnson, E. B. Roybal-Allard
Capuano Kapt}lr Ruiz
Cardenas Keating Ruppersberger
Carney Kennedy Rush
Carson (IN) Kildee R

. . yan (OH)
Cartwright Kilmer Sanchez. Linda
Castor (FL) Kind T ’
Castro (TX) Kirkpatrick Sanchez, Loretta
Chu Kuster Sarbanes
Clarke Langevin S

chakowsky
Clay Larsen (WA) .
Cleaver Larson (CT) Scmff.
Schneider
Clyburn Lee (CA) Schrader
Cohen Levin Sohwartz
Connolly Lewis
Cooper Lipinski Scott (VA)
Costa Loebsack Serrano
Courtney Lofgren Sewell (AL)
g
Crowley Lowenthal Shea-Porter
Cuellar Lowey Sherman
Cummings Lujan Grisham Sinema
Davis (CA) (NM) Sires
Davis, Danny Lujan, Ben Ray  Slaughter
DeFazio (NM) Smith (WA)
DeGette Lynch Speier
Delaney Maloney, Swalwell (CA)
DelBene Carolyn Takano
Deutch Maloney, Sean Thompson (CA)
Dingell Markey Thompson (MS)
Doggett Matheson T}erney
Doyle Matsui Titus
Duckworth McCarthy (NY)  Tonko
Edwards McCollum Tsongas
Engel McGovern Van Hollen
Enyart McIntyre Vargas
Eshoo Meeks Veasey
Esty Meng Vela
Fattah Michaud Velazquez
Foster Miller, George Visclosky
Frankel (FL) Moore Walz
Fudge Moran Wasserman
Gallego Murphy (FL) Schultz
Garamendi Nadler Waters
Garcia Napolitano Watt
Grayson Neal Waxman
Green, Al Negrete McLeod Welch
Green, Gene Nolan Wilson (FL)
Grijalva O’Rourke Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—14
Cicilline Gabbard Stutzman
Conyers McDermott Walberg
Crawford McNerney Weber (TX)
DeLauro Scott, David Young (FL)
Farr Sensenbrenner
O 1440

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on roll-
call No. 34 | missed the vote because | was
meeting with a constituent in my office. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, on the Legisla-

tive Day of February 5, 2013, upon request of
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a leave of absence, a series of votes were
held. Had | been present for these rollcall
votes, | would have cast the following votes:
On Ordering the Previous Question for H.
Res. 48, Providing for consideration of H.R.
444, to require that, if the President’s fiscal
year 2014 budget does not achieve balance in
a fiscal year covered by such budget, the
President shall submit a supplemental unified
budget by April 1, 2013, which identifies a fis-
cal year in which balance is achieved, and for
other purposes (rollcall No. 33)—I vote “nay.”
On Agreeing to the Resolution H. Res. 48,
Providing for consideration of H.R. 444, to re-
quire that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014
budget does not achieve balance in a fiscal
year covered by such budget, the President
shall submit a supplemental unified budget by
April 1, 2013, which identifies a fiscal year in
which balance is achieved, and for other pur-
poses (rollcall No. 34)—I vote “no.”

————

ELECTING MEMBERS TO A STAND-
ING COMMITTEE OF THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mrs. McMORRIS RODGERS. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the House Re-
publican Conference, I send to the desk
a privileged resolution and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 53

Resolved, That the following Members be,
and are hereby, elected to the following
standing committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives:

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET: Mr. Garrett,
Mr. Campbell, Mr. Calvert, Mr. Cole, Mr.
McClintock, Mr. Lankford, Mr. Ribble, Mr.
Flores, Mr. Rokita, Mr. Woodall, Mrs. Black-
burn, Mr. Nunnelee, Mr. Renacci, Mr. Rigell,
Mrs. Hartzler, Mrs. Walorski, Mr. Messer,
Mr. Rice of South Carolina, and Mr. Wil-
liams.

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (during
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent the resolution be consid-
ered as read.

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

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns today, it ad-
journ to meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

———————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
UNITED STATES GROUP OF THE
NATO PARLIAMENTARY ASSEM-
BLY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 1928a,
and the order of the House of January
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3, 2013, of the following Member on the
part of the House to the United States
Group of the NATO Parliamentary As-
sembly:

Mr. LARSON, Connecticut

————

REQUIRE PRESIDENTIAL
LEADERSHIP AND NO DEFICIT ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 48 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 444.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) to preside over
the Committee of the Whole.

O 1447
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 444) to
require that, if the President’s fiscal
year 2014 budget does not achieve bal-
ance in a fiscal year covered by such
budget, the President shall submit a
supplemental unified budget by April 1,
2013, which identifies a fiscal year in
which balance is achieved, and for
other purposes, with Mr. BISHOP of
Utah in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
RYAN) and the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

O 1450

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I commend Congressman PRICE for
introducing this bill, and I join my col-
leagues in supporting its passage, but I
wish it hadn’t come to this.

President Obama has a legal and a
moral obligation to offer solutions to
our fiscal challenges. So far, that
hasn’t happened. In using the numbers
from his last budget proposal, the Fed-
eral budget would not have achieved
balance ever, and, just yesterday, he
missed the statutory deadline to sub-
mit his budget for the fourth time in 5
years. Since this administration start-
ed, we’ve added nearly $6 trillion to our
national debt. That’s the largest in-
crease in history.

Look, we can’t keep this up, Mr.
Chairman. We have to budget respon-
sibly so that we can keep our commit-
ments and expand opportunity. All we
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are simply saying here is that we need
to put our plans on the table.

House Republicans have shown our
solutions. The Senate hasn’t passed a
budget in 4 years. The President hasn’t
even submitted a budget yet even
though it’s past the deadline, and when
he has submitted a budget, it has pro-
posed that it never, ever, ever balances
the budget. Isn’t that what budgeting
is—showing how you’ll get your budget
under control so that your expendi-
tures and your revenues eventually,
one day, meet? That, unfortunately,
hasn’t been happening. As a result, we
have a debt crisis on our horizon.

In this bill, we don’t say what poli-
cies the President must propose; we re-
alize that he’ll have his own. All we’re
saying is that he needs to bring ideas
to the table. Show us how you’ll bal-
ance the budget and when you’ll bal-
ance the budget. It says to simply
bring a plan, and show us how you’ll
balance the budget so that we can have
the kind of honest debate we need to
have.

The way things ought to be, the way
the Framers intended things to be, was
that the House passes its solution and
that the Senate passes theirs, and in
the budget process, the President offers
his. When people put their solutions on
the table, that’s how you find common
ground, that’s how you get things done.
But if it’s a one-way conversation in
which all you have is one side of the
aisle putting solutions on the table and
the other side of the aisle simply offer-
ing criticisms and no solutions to ever
balance the budget, that gets you no
progress. Unfortunately, that’s pre-
cisely where we are today. That’s why
we’re calling for this legislation.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I would
like to yield the remainder of my time
and the ability to control such time to
the distinguished vice chairman of the
Budget Committee, the gentleman
from Georgia, Dr. PRICE.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Georgia is recognized as the designee of
the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. At this point,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I just have to say to my colleagues
that, in looking at this bill, it rep-
resents exactly what the American
people hate most about this body and
this Congress. It’s a political gimmick
that does absolutely nothing to help
create jobs. It does nothing to help
boost economic growth. If you read the
bill, it is another finger-pointing exer-
cise: blaming the President for the late
submission of the 2014 budget and de-
manding not that the President submit
a budget—the President is going to
submit a budget—but that he submit it
in a form dictated by House Repub-
licans rather than dictated by current
law.

Now, our Republican colleagues know
very well why the President’s 2014
budget is late. It’s late because we had
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a big debate in this country over how
to avoid the fiscal cliff, and it wasn’t
until January 2 that this House and the
Senate were able to resolve that issue.
If we’d gone over the fiscal cliff, it
would have created huge economic
problems. It would have created a huge
contraction. It would have created a
huge loss of jobs.

Now, even though a majority of Re-
publican Senators voted for the agree-
ment to prevent us from going over
that fiscal cliff, our House Republican
colleagues argued against it and
against it, and at the end of the day,
they were prepared to let the economy
go over that cliff in order to protect
tax breaks for very wealthy people. A
great majority of our Republican col-
leagues here in the House voted against
that fiscal agreement, but we got it
done despite that fact. As a result, the
economy has continued to move. Now
we need to work to make it move fast-
er, but this bill does absolutely nothing
to help do that. That’s why the budget
is a little late, because most Americans
know that, unless you know both what
your expenditures are going to be and
your revenues, you can’t submit a
budget, and we didn’t know until Janu-
ary 2 what the revenue number would
be going forward.

By the way, Mr. Chairman, the non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office
and the nonpartisan Joint Tax Com-
mittee have also been delayed in pre-
senting their backgrounds, which have
just come out today but were delayed
from when they had planned to do it,
and it was because of that very reason.

What’s really a shame is that here we
are on the floor of the House, debating
this gimmick, when we should be doing
things to help the economy and help
grow jobs. On March 1, less than 1
month from today, we’re going to see
these automatic across-the-board,
meat-ax cuts take place to both de-
fense and non-defense. Now, those
across-the-board cuts are going to do
great damage to jobs and the economy.

You don’t have to take my word for
it. Here are the words of the Repub-
lican House leader, Mr. CANTOR, just a
few months ago: ‘“Under the sequester,
unemployment would soar from its cur-
rent level up to 9 percent, setting back
any progress the economy has made.”
According to a study which he referred
to, “The jobs of more than 200,000 Vir-
ginians in my home State are on the
line.”

And that’s just jobs in Virginia. He
was just talking about jobs lost from
the defense cuts. If we don’t act to re-
place the sequester, you’re going to see
jobs lost around the country. In fact,
we’re already seeing what would hap-
pen from even the threat of the seques-
ter, because, in the last quarter, we
saw the economy slowing. Many ana-
lysts have said it’s because of the fear
of these across-the-board cuts—and not
just many analysts. The Republican
chairman of the House Armed Services
Committee, Mr. MCKEON, said this in
referring to the last quarter economic
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report: ‘“This is just the first indicator
of the extraordinary economic damage
defense cuts will do.”

Mr. MCKEON is right. So why are we
spending our time today on a bill that
doesn’t address that at all?

We have not in this Congress, the
113th Congress, had any debate on any
measure to replace the sequester—our
Republican colleagues haven’t brought
that to the floor—but it gets worse.
Even though our Republican colleagues
haven’t brought their proposal to the
floor of this House to replace the se-
quester in this Congress, we presented
an alternative to the Rules Committee
to replace the sequester and to do it in
a balanced way, and we were denied an
opportunity to have an up-or-down
vote here in this Chamber today on
that proposal to replace the sequester
for the remainder of this fiscal year so
that we would avoid those across-the-
board, meat-ax cuts and avoid the job
losses that both Mr. CANTOR and Mr.
McKEON talked about.

We had a proposal to avoid all that—
not even a vote today—and we pro-
posed to do it in a balanced way, Mr.
Chairman: to make some cuts to some
of the big agriculture subsidies’ direct
payments, also with some revenue by
closing taxpayer breaks for the big oil
companies. Our Republican colleagues
continue to stick to the position that
they won’t close one special interest
tax break for the purpose of reducing
the deficit, not one. They conceded in
the last election that very wealthy in-
dividuals benefit from those tax breaks
disproportionately, but they don’t
want to eliminate one of them for the
purpose of reducing the deficit in a bal-
anced way, combined with additional
spending cuts, which is what our sub-
stitute amendment would do. It’s im-
portant for the people to know that we
didn’t have a chance to vote on it.

So, Mr. Chairman, it’s a sad reflec-
tion on this body that we are here de-
bating a meaningless political action
and ignoring the real work of the
American people in this country to
deal with the sequester in a balanced
way and to prevent the job losses
which Republican Members of this Con-
gress have themselves said are on the
horizon if we don’t take that action.

I reserve the balance of my time.

O 1500

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, my colleague from
Maryland makes some interesting
points. The problem with many of
them is that they simply aren’t true.

For example, the Congressional
Budget Office gave their report on the
economic situation today, and they
have met their deadline, so contrary to
what the gentleman from Maryland
said.

The gentleman also knows that the
amendment that he offered, that he
just cited that wasn’t to be made in
order, was not germane. The rules of
the House precluded that.
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And then he spent the majority of his
time, Mr. Chairman, talking about the
sequester, which is an important issue,
there’s no doubt about it, but it’s not
this issue. In fact, House Republicans
passed a reconciliation bill last year
that outlined the spending priorities
that we would have, the spending re-
duction priorities that we would place
in place of the sequester, and that sat
over in the Senate. So the ball is in the
Senate’s court, the ball is in the Presi-
dent’s court.

Today we’re talking about H.R. 444,
which is a bill that simply says to the
President, Mr. President, when you
submit your budget, just let us know
when it balances—10 years, 20 years, 40
years, 75 years. When does is it bal-
ance? Just be honest and transparent
with the American people.

Mr. Chairman, as you know, we are
the minority party here in Washington.
Yes, we have the majority in the
House, but we don’t have the majority
in the Senate. We certainly don’t con-
trol the White House. One of the roles
of the minority is to provide account-
ability to the other side and to provide
a contrast.

Well, as Mr. RYAN said in his opening
remarks, it’s tough to have a contrast
when you have specific legislation and
you’re comparing it to a speech. It
doesn’t work. The American people
can’t tell who’s telling the truth and
whose policies they would prefer.
That’s why we believe it’s imperative—
in fact, it’s the only fair thing to do—
to have the President, when he submits
his budget, to say, in fact, this is when
it balances.

And it’s instructive to know, Mr.
Chairman, as you well know, that the
past four budgets that the President
has proposed have never come to bal-
ance, never. That’s important informa-
tion, Mr. Chairman. It’s time for the
President to admit that.

So the record of the President isn’t
great, as you well know, on this: $6
trillion of new debt on his watch, 4
straight years of trillion-dollar-plus
annual deficits, more borrowing, more
spending, more debt, more dreams
crushed.

House Republicans have done our job.
We put forward two budgets over the
past 2 years when we’ve been in the
majority in which we have said this is
exactly how we would reform, save,
strengthen, and secure the programs
that are so necessary for this country,
but also how we would get this country
on a path to balance, not for balance’s
sake, but because families do it, busi-
nesses do it, and economies that don’t
demonstrate balance cannot be vi-
brant, cannot create jobs, cannot allow
individuals to realize their dreams. So,
Mr. Chairman, H.R. 444 is a common-
sense piece of legislation.

The gentleman from Maryland talked
a lot about what the American people
want. The polling industry, just earlier
last month, said 72 percent of the
Americans say that reducing the budg-
et deficit is a, quote, top priority for
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the President and the Congress this
year. It should be. Seventy-two per-
cent.

Mr. Chairman, we’re on the side of
the American people. It’s time for the
President to show us a budget that bal-
ances or to state simply when his budg-
et balances.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

There’s no doubt that it’s a priority
of the American people, 72 percent of
the American people, to reduce the def-
icit. We need to reduce the deficit.

In fact, in the last election, both can-
didates talked about their plans for
how to reduce that deficit in a smart
and measured way. The American peo-
ple spoke, and they said they preferred
the balanced approach that the Presi-
dent has laid out that includes a com-
bination of cuts. And, by the way, we
did more than $1.5 trillion of cuts
through the combination of the Budget
Control Act and the supplementals in
the last 2 or 3 years. We’'ve already
done that. We need to keep making
more cuts. And, in fact, our substitute
proposal includes additional cuts.

But in the last election, the Amer-
ican people also said that we should
close some of these tax breaks for spe-
cial interests and very wealthy people.
And yet our Republican colleagues
have taken the position, the ironclad
position, that you can’t close or elimi-
nate one of those tax breaks that their
Presidential candidate and Vice Presi-
dential candidate talked about if you
want to use that for the purpose of re-
ducing the deficit. You can’t do it.

So, yes, we need to reduce the deficit.
The President has a plan to do it. He
just doesn’t do it the way our Repub-
lican colleagues would do it, which is
by whacking Social Security and Med-
icaid, and by shortchanging important
investments in our education and in
our kids’ future.

So, yes, reduce the deficit, but let’s
do it in a sensible way. And the Presi-
dent has the prerogative of getting to
put forward his budget the way he
would like to present it to Congress,
and then Congress can do its work how-
ever it wants.

With that, I yield 4 minutes to my
friend and colleague from Maryland,
and someone who has been very focused
on reducing our deficits in a respon-
sible way, Mr. HOYER.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia said what the
American people want. What the Amer-
ican people don’t want is games. This
is a game. This is a sham. This is a
shame.

What the American people want is
honest legislation to address the chal-
lenges that confront us. In 23 or 24
days, we are going do face a sequester.
That sequester, as has been pointed
out, Mr. CANTOR and I agree on, it will
have devastating, adverse, negative
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consequences for our economy, for the
American people, and for the con-
fidence of America.

But we are not spending time to
avoid the sequester. Mr. PRICE of Geor-
gia, in fact, says this is not about the
sequester. He’s right.

Mr. RYAN said the Founding Fathers.
The Founding Fathers had no idea and
no intention the President of the
United States would be involved in the
budgeting process, period, none. Read
the Constitution, my friends. I've
heard a lot about that. The Founding
Fathers thought it would be the legis-
lative body, and the legislative body
alone, that would have responsibility.
It wasn’t, frankly, until the last cen-
tury that the President played a sig-
nificant role in the budget, because the
Founding Fathers, if you read the Con-
stitution, thought, under Article I, we
were responsible.

And now, my friends, we have a
game. My friend from Georgia, the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Georgia,
said that we want a contrast. You have
a contrast. You didn’t want a contrast.
You didn’t make it in order, because
you don’t want the contrast.

What you want is your political mes-
saging bill that at the end of the day
will do zip, nada, zero to address the
problems confronting America. It’s a
game. Sadly, it’s a game because the
American people deserve and need bet-
ter from us—more responsibility, more
reality, more honesty in the actions we
take on this floor. This is a political
messaging bill. It’s not even a very big
bill.

By the way, the bill to which the
gentleman from Georgia referred is not
before this Congress. It was the last
Congress. That Congress, I tell the gen-
tleman, is over. But we have a respon-
sibility in the 113th Congress to act re-
sponsibly, not just to point to what
was or was not done in the 112th Con-
gress.

This is a political messaging bill, Mr.
Chairman, pure and simple. It does
nothing to solve the most immediate
problem we are now facing that is the
looming sequester and all the uncer-
tainty it is causing.

What we ought to be working on this
week is a bipartisan solution to the se-
quester that averts the negative cuts,
the adverse consequences that will
take place, as I said, 23 to 24 days from
now. Instead, Mr. Chairman, we hear
not only silence from many on the Re-
publican side, but irresponsible acqui-
escence.

Yesterday Republicans brought con-
sideration of an amendment by the
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, that would
replace the sequester with spending
cuts and additional revenue, a balanced
package. Now, my Republican friends
probably would have voted against
that, but they didn’t even allow the
contrast of which the gentleman from
Georgia speaks. Why? Because they
want a unilateral message for their
hardline constituents. That is why, Mr.
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Chairman. And it’s a shame, because
the American people and our economy
are suffering because of these actions.

0O 1510

This is very disappointing, as Mr.
VAN HOLLEN’s amendment is exactly
the approach we ought to consider on
this floor.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional minute.

Mr. HOYER. And the President of the
United States, for contrast, I tell my
friend from Georgia, supports this
exact alternative.

Will he support others in a com-
promise? He will. But this is the alter-
native that he supports, so it’s the con-
trast that the gentleman seeks.

I suggest perhaps we ask unanimous
consent that they change their mind.
To do so would be devastating, if we
don’t fix the sequester, to our economy
and our ability to create opportunities
for America.

It’s time that our friends in the ma-
jority in this House stop pretending
that the sequester is not dangerous or
that it can be a viable tool to achieve
the fiscal discipline we need. It’s not
that tool and, in fact, it’s very dan-
gerous.

As we move closer toward the March
1 deadline, I want to tell my friend
from Georgia, whom I respect, that I
would hope that we could engage in a
positive discussion and consideration
on this floor of an alternative like Mr.
VAN HOLLEN’s, not because you will
support it, but because it is a viable,
effective alternative, and then you pro-
vide an effective alternative. There is
no alternative in the bill you provide
on this floor today.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I look forward to that debate as well,
but that’s not the debate that we’re
having today. The debate that we’re
having today is a serious debate about
whether or not we’re going to get our
fiscal house in order and whether or
not the President’s going to engage in
a positive way. The President has put
forward budgets that have not shown
balance at all, ever.

This is a serious debate. This is not a
game. This is a serious debate about a
serious issue. The same words were
used by the gentleman on the bill that
we had on the floor 2 weeks ago, the No
Budget, No Pay Act. That was such a
game that the Senate passed it and the
President signed it.

No, Mr. Chairman, this is serious
business, and the American people
know it, and they know that it’s time
for the President and the Democratic-
controlled Senate to step up and do
their job.

I'm pleased to yield 2 minutes to my
friend from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE).

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank my colleague, the gentleman
from Georgia, for yielding and for
bringing forward the Require a PLAN
Act.
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You know, when our colleagues on
the other side talk about games and all
of these things that are frustrating and
angering the American people, what
angers them the most is when they
don’t see Washington doing their job.

The law says the President, the
House, and the Senate have to produce
a budget. Now, the House has met its
legal obligation the last 2 years; the
Senate, they’ve failed to produce a
budget in 4 years; and the President
has missed his legal deadline 4 of the
last b years.

One of my colleagues said that some-
how it’s the Republicans’ fault this
year that the President didn’t produce
the budget on time. Okay. If that’s the
case, then that means 3 of the other 4
years is he going to blame, like, maybe
the dog ate his homework, or maybe
blame it on President Bush? At some
point, this President’s got to take re-
sponsibility and live by the same laws
that American families live by.

You know, American families, at the
end of each year, they sit around the
house kitchen table and they do a
budget. They actually figure out what
their priorities are going to be. And
they look to Washington and they see
a President and a Senate that literally
ignore the law and say they’re not
going to produce a budget. They’re not
going to produce a budget that bal-
ances. They’re not going to produce a
budget that sets priorities. They’re
just going to keep borrowing money
from China and sending the bill to our
kids and our grandkids. And then the
President wants to come and demand
that Congress give him another credit
card.

We absolutely have to pay off the
debts of the past. But when the Presi-
dent says not only pay those debts off,
but give him another credit card so he
can Kkeep spending money, but he
doesn’t even lay out a plan of how he’s
going to spend the money—and, oh, by
the way, whatever he produces never
ever balances.

Is it too much just to ask the Presi-
dent when is your budget going to fi-
nally get to balance? If it’s not next
year, if it’s not 10 years from now, if
it’s not 20 years from now, at least put
that transparency out there in public.

He said he was going to be the most
transparent President ever, and yet,
when it comes time to actually deliver,
to produce and to show something to
the American people, he always wants
to blame somebody else.

We’ve got to stop living crisis to cri-
sis, and one of the ways you stop this
crisis of the moment is to finally
produce a plan, lay something out.
Let’s debate it. We can have disagree-
ments over it, but you have to start
with a plan, and that’s what this bill
does. I urge my colleagues to adopt it.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
how much time remains?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Georgia has 21 minutes remaining. The
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gentleman from Maryland has 16%
minutes remaining.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I’'m pleased to yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from  Mississippi (Mr.
NUNNELEE), a new member of the Budg-
et Committee.

Mr. NUNNELEE. Mr. Chairman,
we’ve heard the criticism, this is a
game. Well, any family that has found
themselves in a financial crisis knows
this is not a game. I'm one of those
families.

Eighteen years ago, I lost my job in
a corporate merger. After 48 hours of
depression, my wife and I woke up,
made a pot of coffee, drew a line down
the middle of the page, and on one side
we wrote down, this is what we have
coming in, on the other side we wrote
down, this is how we’re going to spend
it.

In an economy when far too many of
our friends and family members are out
of work, there’s no question in my
mind that while we’re debating this,
there are families that are going
through that exact exercise. Those
families that are making those tough
decisions in their family budgets have
every reason to expect their policy-
makers to do the same.

We shed tears around the Kkitchen
table that morning. Those families are
shedding tears around the Kkitchen
table right now. They know that’s not
a game. They expect Washington to
come up with a budget, and that’s what
this bill does.

This bill says, Mr. President, give us
a budget. Show us when it balances.
Tell us when you have a balanced budg-
et. We ask the President to do the
same thing that American families are
doing.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I’'m pleased to yield 1%2 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER),
a new Member of the House.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of H.R. 444, the Re-
quire a PLAN Act, and commend my
colleague from Georgia, Dr. PRICE, for
his hard work on this issue.

I've been surprised by some of the
testimony on the other side of the aisle
today. This bill says one very simple
thing, that the President, when he sub-
mits a budget, must say when or
whether it balances. The American
people deserve to know when the budg-
et proposed by the President will budg-
et. That’s all this bill requires.

It doesn’t say the President has to
balance the budget, though he should.
It doesn’t say he needs to stop sending
money we don’t have, though we must.
It just asks him to tell the American
people, when, if at all, the budget pro-
posal will not be in deficit.

This should not be a partisan issue.
Past Presidents should have submitted
balanced budgets. Our current Presi-
dent should submit a balanced budget.
Future Presidents should do the same.

The Require a PLAN Act is a
straightforward, commonsense step in
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the right direction. I urge my col-
leagues to support the bill.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I’m pleased to yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
FLEISCHMANN).

Mr. FLEISCHMANN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of the Require a PLAN
Act. Each year, law requires the Presi-
dent to submit a budget by the first
Monday in February. Yesterday Presi-
dent Obama missed this deadline for
the fourth time in 5 years.

Mr. Chairman, the American people
know what it’s like to work through
tough times and to live on a budget.
When my wife and I started our small
business, we made only $50 the first
month. We worked hard and made sac-
rifices to live within our means. Fami-
lies across this great Nation are still
doing that, and it’s embarrassing that
the President and Senate Democrats
refuse to put forth a plan.

Republicans have produced a budget
that made tough choices but reduces
our debt and achieves fiscal responsi-
bility. The Require a PLAN Act de-
mands that the President explain to
the American people how he intends to
do the same. The great people of our
Nation deserve at least that.
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I am pleased
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. ROSS).

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman
from Georgia for his exceptional work
on this particular act.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support
of the PLAN Act. For the past few
years, our government has been oper-
ating off of stopgap measures that have
led to frequent partisan debates and
negotiations, threatening government
shutdowns, and withholding pay from
our men and women in uniform. At a
time when our country is more than $16
trillion in debt, all of which is saddled
on our children and grandchildren, we
must act on the years upon years of
rampant, runaway Federal spending
that has occurred under both political
parties. To be effective, we must create
a plan for how we spend the hard-
earned taxpayers’ dollars. That plan is
a budget—a budget that needs to bal-
ance over time.

The House has passed legislation
each year that would work to balance
our budget. Since the Senate will not
take up our legislation that the coun-
try and the people of Florida so des-
perately need, we are calling upon the
President to do his job: to propose a so-
lution that will balance our budget
throughout the next 10 years.

The Senate has not passed a budget
in nearly 4 years. On Monday, this
President, for the fourth time, missed
his legally obligated deadline for filing
his budget request. We’re requiring the
Senate and the President to show some
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leadership by submitting a budget plan
to preserve America’s future.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. May I inquire as
to how much time remains on each
side.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Maryland has 162 minutes remaining.
The gentleman from Georgia has 16
minutes remaining.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, if
I could inquire, as I understand, we’re
doing half of the total time tomorrow.
Would the chairman know how much
time remains today on each side?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Maryland has a maximum of 16% min-
utes. The gentleman from Georgia has
16 minutes. The Chair cannot enforce
informal agreements, and it is up to
the gentlemen how much time they
wish to consume today.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
my understanding is that we’re each
going to take 15 minutes’ time, which
would allow the gentleman 1% min-
utes, and our side will take 1 minute.
And I have no more speakers, other
than myself to close.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. That’s my under-
standing, too.

Mr. Chairman, let me just make a
couple comments which are 100 percent
accurate, just so people watching this
can understand what we’re all talking
about, since there’s a lot of confusion.
The President is going to submit a
budget. He has submitted a budget
every year of his 4 years. Our Repub-
lican colleagues don’t like the budgets
that he submits, but they’re free to
look at them. They’re transparent.
They’re on the Internet. The President
was late this year because we worked
frantically to avoid the fiscal cliff and
reach an agreement on January 2. You
need to know what your revenues are
going to be before you can put together
a budget, number one.

Number two, the House can take
whatever action it wants on the Presi-
dent’s budget. You can tell the people
you don’t like it and you can have your
own alternative, as you will. But he’s
going to submit a budget that’s trans-
parent, which is why we shouldn’t be
wasting time talking about this on the
floor of the House when in less than 1
month we’re going to see these across-
the-board meat-ax cuts take place that
our Republican colleagues themselves
have acknowledged are going to hurt
jobs and hurt the economy, which is
why we proposed an alternative, a sub-
stitute to prevent those meat-ax cuts
from taking place. And, unfortunately,
our colleagues who keep saying they
want an open and transparent process,
put the gavel down and said, no, that
this House of Representatives isn’t
going to have a chance to vote on
something to prevent the across-the-
board sequester cuts. Instead, they just
want to keep on whistling by this prob-
lem. They haven’t taken it up in this
Congress.

So I urge my colleagues to get seri-
ous, come back with a plan like ours
and that will demonstrate, Mr. Chair-
man, that we’re serious.
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I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I yield myself 1 minute.

Mr. Chairman, this is what it’s about.
This is the debt of our country right
down here. The red path is where we’re
headed under this President’s pro-
posals. The red path results in extreme
hardship to all Americans, but espe-
cially those at the lower end of the eco-
nomic spectrum.

We believe that it’s extremely impor-
tant for the Nation to know that the
positive, principled, fair, caring solu-
tions that the Republicans put forward
to save, strengthen, and secure the pro-
grams are in contrast to a specific pro-
posal from the other side. And to date,
we haven’t seen that proposal. We’ve
seen a lot of speeches. We’ve heard a
lot of wonderful words. But the Amer-
ican people need to know when the
President’s budget balances. And this
bill simply says, Mr. President, tell us
when your budget balances. Very com-
mon sense.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time, and I move that the Com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. ROD-
NEY DAVIS of Illinois) having assumed
the chair, Mr. BisHOP of Utah, Chair of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 444) to require
that, if the President’s fiscal year 2014
budget does not achieve balance in a
fiscal year covered by such budget, the
President shall submit a supplemental
unified budget by April 1, 2013, which
identifies a fiscal year in which bal-
ance is achieved, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on.

———

CONGRATULATING DAN FISHER ON
HIS RETIREMENT

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, today I rise to congratu-
late Dan Fisher, the superintendent for
the Bald Eagle School District in Cen-
tre County, Pennsylvania, on his up-
coming retirement and for his 40 years
of education service. Dan Fisher began
his education career at Bald Eagle
Area School District as a teacher in
1973. I had the privilege of having Mr.
Fisher as a teacher, where I first
learned the workings of government in
a constitutional Republic. Dan later
went on to become the assistant prin-
cipal in 1982, the assistant super-
intendent in 1985, and the district su-
perintendent in 1989, where he served
for 23 years.

I have had the honor of serving on
the Bald Eagle Area School Board with
Mr. Fisher’s leadership as super-
intendent. Dan has been a visionary for
education and improving educational
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outcomes. Superintendent Fisher has
tirelessly served as a leader in our
community for the past 40 years.

Thank you, Dan, for being such a
tireless advocate for our kids. Thank
you for being a friend to me and also
my family. I wish you the very best in
retirement.

——————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. CICILLINE (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of illness.

Mr. CRAWFORD (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of a fam-
ily emergency.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER (at the request
of Mr. CANTOR) for today on account of
illness.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 28 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, February 6, 2013, at 9 a.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

197. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Epoxy Polymer; Exemption from
the Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-
OPP-2012-0615; FRL-9369-7] received January
18, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Agriculture.

198. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Labeling of Pesticide Products
and Devices for Export; Clarification of Re-
quirements [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0607; FRL-
9360-8] (RIN: 2070-AJ59) received January 18,
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

199. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; State of Missouri;
Control of Sulfur Emissions from Stationary
Boilers [EPA-R07-OAR-2012-0763; FRL-9772-6]
received January 18, 2013, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

200. A letter from the Program Manager,
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention,
transmitting the Centers’ final rule — Self-
Contained Breathing Apparatus Remaining
Service-Life Indicator Performance Require-
ments [Docket No.: CDC-2012-0009; NIOSH-
285] (RIN: 0920-AA38) received January 24,
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

201. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Energy Conservation Program: Test Proce-
dures for Microwave Ovens [Docket No.:
EERE-2008-BT-TP-0011] (RIN: 1904-AB78) re-
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ceived January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

202. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval, Disapproval and Pro-
mulgation of State Implementation Plans;
State of Utah; Regional Haze Rule Require-
ments for Mandatory Class I Areas under 40
CFR 51.309; Correction [EPA-R08-OAR-2011-
0114; FRL-9771-9] received January 18, 2013,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

203. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan, Placer County
Air Pollution Control District [EPA-R09-
0OAR-2012-0849; FRIL.-9760-4] received January
18, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

204. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Massa-
chusetts and New Hampshire; Enhanced
Motor Vehicle Inspection and Maintenance
Program [EPA-R01-OAR-2009-0433; EPA-R01-
0AR-2012-0149; A-1-FRL-9754-6] received Jan-
uary 18, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

205. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans and Designation of
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes;
Alabama; Redesignation of the Birmingham
1997 Annual Fine Particulate Matter Non-
attainment Area to Attainment [EPA-R04-
0AR-2011-0316; FRL-9771-1] received January
18, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

206. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans and Designation of
Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes;
Alabama; Redesignation of the Birmingham
2006 24-Hour Fine Particulate Matter Non-
attainment Area to Attainment [EPA-R04-
0OAR-2011-0043; FRL-9771-2] received January
18, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

207. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan, South Coast Air
Quality Management District [EPA-R09-
0AR-2012-0611; FRL-9755-9] received January
18, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

208. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — National Oil and Hazardous Sub-
stances Pollution Contingency Plan; Revi-
sion to Increase Public Availability of the
Administrative Record File [EPA-HQ-
SFUND-2012-0738; FRL-9772-9] (RIN: 2050-
AGT3) received January 18, 2013, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

209. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — National Emissions Standards
for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Recipro-
cating Internal Combustion Engines; New
Source Performance Standards for Sta-
tionary Internal Combustion Engines [EPA-
HQ-OAR-2008-0708; FRL-9756-4] (RIN: 2060-
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AQbH8) received January 18, 2013, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

210. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the Fis-
cal Year (FY) 2012 Financial Report of the
U.S. Government; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

211. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Federal Election Com-
mission, transmitting in accordance with
Section 647(b) of Title VI of the Consolidated
Appropriations Act, FY 2004, Pub. L. 108-199,
the Commission’s Report to Congress on FY
2012 Competitive Sourcing Efforts; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

212. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting a notification that funding
under Title V, subsection 503(b)(3) of the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act, as amended, has ex-
ceeded $5 million for the cost of response and
recovery efforts for FEMA-3356-EM in the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

213. A letter from the General Counsel, Na-
tional Mediation Board, transmitting the
Board’s final rule — Representation Proce-
dures and Rulemaking Authority [Docket
No.: C-7034] (RIN: 3140-ZA01) received Janu-
ary 24, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

214. A letter from the Branch Chief, Publi-
cations and Regulations, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Extension of Guidance in Notice 2011-14
and Rev. Proc. 2011-55 for Participants in the
HFA Hardest Hit Fund, the Emergency
Homeowners’ Loan Program, and Substan-
tially Similar State Programs [Notice 2013-7]
received January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

215. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— 2013 Cost-of-Living Adjustments to Cer-
tain Tax Items (Rev. Proc. 2013-15) received
January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

216. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Ap-
plication of Retroactive Increase in Exclud-
ible Transit Benefits [Notice 2013-8] received
January 22, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

———————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan (for
himself, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mrs. ROBY,
Mr. BACHUS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr.
FINCHER, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. FRANKS of
Arizona, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. JONES,
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LATTA, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr.
PEARCE, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. KELLY, and
Mr. BOUSTANY):

H.R. 493. A bill to prohibit funds appro-
priated for the Department of Homeland Se-
curity from being used to pay for an abor-
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary,
for a period to be subsequently determined
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by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. GERLACH (for himself, Mr.

NEAL, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. DEFAZzIO, and Mr.
MCHENRY):

H.R. 494. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a reduced rate of
excise tax on beer produced domestically by
certain qualifying producers; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROSKAM (for himself and Mr.
KIND):

H.R. 495. A bill to make the Internal Rev-
enue Service Free File Program permanent;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CAMP:

H.R. 496. A bill to require amounts remain-
ing in Members’ representational allowances
at the end of a fiscal year to be used for def-
icit reduction or to reduce the Federal debt,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mr. BARLETTA (for himself and
Mr. SCHNEIDER):

H.R. 497. A bill to allow that certain Fed-
eral job training and career education pro-
grams give priority to programs that lead to
recognized postsecondary credentials; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (for herself,
Mr. WOLF, and Ms. DELAURO):

H.R. 498. A bill to provide for programs and
activities with respect to the prevention of
underage drinking; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. POLIS (for himself, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. COHEN, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. NADLER,
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. HONDA, Mr.
MORAN, and Ms. NORTON):

H.R. 499. A bill to decriminalize marijuana
at the Federal level, to leave to the States a
power to regulate marijuana that is similar
to the power they have to regulate alcohol,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Ways and
Means, Natural Resources, and Agriculture,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 500. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for an option
for any citizen or permanent resident of the
United States to buy into Medicare; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. PoLis, and Mr. COHEN):

H.R. 501. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the taxation
of marijuana, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 502. A bill to create an electronic em-
ployment eligibility verification system to
ensure that all workers in the United States
are legally able to work, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
and in addition to the Committees on Ways
and Means, and Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee (for himself,
Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. YOUNG
of Alaska, Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. BISHOP
of New York, Mr. WOLF, Mr. JONES,
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Mr. Cook, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. HALL, Mr.
JOYCE, Mr. WHITFIELD, and Mr. MEAD-
OWS):

H.R. 503. A bill to authorize the National
Desert Storm Memorial Association to es-
tablish the National Desert Storm and
Desert Shield Memorial as a commemorative
work in the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mr. CULBERSON (for himself, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. McKIN-
LEY, and Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania):

HR. 504. A Dbill to save at Ileast
$10,000,000,000 by consolidating some duplica-
tive and overlapping Government programs;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. NAD-
LER, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. CHU, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CLAY, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. GRAYSON, and
Mr. GUTIERREZ):

H.R. 505. A bill to repeal sequester while
achieving balance in deficit reduction be-
tween revenue and cuts, and between non-de-
fense cuts and defense cuts, to invest in job
creation, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committees on the Budget, Oversight
and Government Reform, Armed Services,
Education and the Workforce, Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and Financial
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. POE of
Texas, Mr. COSTA, Ms. BORDALLO, and
Mr. DEUTCH):

H.R. 506. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to strengthen enforcement of
spousal court-ordered property distributions,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. GRIJALVA:

H.R. 507. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of certain land inholdings owned by the
United States to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe of
Arizona, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mrs. CARO-
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr.
KING of New York, Mr. MEEKS, Mr.
Ross, Mr. BisHOP of New York, Mr.
DUFFY, and Mrs. MCCARTHY of New
York):

H.R. 508. A bill to extend the Terrorism
Risk Insurance Program for five years; to
the Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS):

H.R. 509. A bill to amend the Rehabilita-
tion Act of 1973 to authorize grants for the
transition of youths with significant disabil-
ities to adulthood, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS):

H.R. 510. A bill to amend the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act to make im-
provements to the individualized education
program under that Act and facilitate the
transition of children with disabilities to
adulthood, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.
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By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS):

H.R. 511. A bill to amend the Develop-
mental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of
Rights Act of 2000 to provide assistance to
States for development and implementation
of an individual transition plan for each indi-
vidual with a developmental disability in the
State who is making the transition from the
secondary school system into adulthood, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. SABLAN (for himself, Ms.
BORDALLO, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN):

H.R. 512. A bill to encourage students from
American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands, Guam, and the
United States Virgin Islands to become
civically engaged through local and Federal
government fellowships; to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

By Mr. HARRIS (for himself, Mr. RAN-
GEL, and Mr. HANNA):

H.R. 513. A bill to establish the Harriet
Tubman National Historical Park in Auburn,
New York, and the Harriet Tubman Under-
ground Railroad National Historical Park in
Caroline, Dorchester, and Talbot Counties,
Maryland, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H.R. 514. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals to des-
ignate overpayments of income tax for dis-
aster relief; to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and in addition to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. HONDA, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Mr. CLAY, and Mr.
SERRANO):

H.R. 515. A bill to amend the Family and
Medical Leave Act of 1993 to provide leave
because of the death of a son or daughter; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, and in addition to the Committees on
Oversight and Government Reform, and
House Administration, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. MAFFEI:

H.R. 516. A bill to extend the payroll tax
reduction; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York (for herself, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr.
GRIJALVA):

H.R. 517. A Dbill to provide that 4 of the 12
weeks of parental leave made available to a
Federal employee shall be paid leave, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on House Administra-
tion, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of
New Mexico, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
SABLAN, Mr. HoLT, Ms. HANABUSA,
Ms. CHU, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. HINO-
JOSA, and Mr. RANGEL):

H.R. 518. A bill to amend the Reclamation
States Emergency Drought Relief Act of 1991
for the purposes of extending the Reclama-
tion States Emergency Drought Relief Act of
1991 through 2018, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.
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By Mr. NADLER (for himself, Mr.
HANNA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. DENT,
Mr. Poris, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. SEAN
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Mr.
PocaAN, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. TAKANO, Mr.
CONYERS, Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. PELOSI,
Mr. HOYER, Mr. HONDA, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, and Mr. GARCIA):

H.R. 519. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to promote family
unity, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Ms.
BORDALLO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. ELLISON, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. FARR,
Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. GEORGE MILLER
of California, Ms. MOORE, Mr. NAD-
LER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Mr. HUFFMAN, and Mr.
GRIJALVA):

H.R. 520. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a study of alter-
natives for commemorating and interpreting
the role of the Buffalo Soldiers in the early
years of the National Parks, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. BECERRA:

H. Res. 52. A resolution electing Members
to a certain standing committee of the
House of Representatives; considered and
agreed to.

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS:

H. Res. 53. A resolution electing Members
to a standing committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mrs.
ROBY, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. ScOTT of
Virginia, Mr. PETERS of Michigan,
Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CAMP, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARSON of Indiana,
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms. CLARKE,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. SEWELL
of Alabama, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mrs.
BEATTY, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
BIsHOP of Georgia, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. CUMMINGS,
Ms. EDWARDS, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. CHU,
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
DINGELL, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. McCoOL-
LUM, Ms. MOORE, Mr. NADLER, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. RUSH, Mr.
WATT, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
VELA, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. RUIZ, and Mr.
BONNER):

H. Res. 54. A resolution observing the 100th
birthday of civil rights icon Rosa Parks and
commemorating her legacy; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida (for herself,
Mr. CLEAVER, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms.
SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. RUSH, Ms.
LEE of California, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. CHU, Ms. BROWN of
Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. CONYERS,
and Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois):

H. Res. 55. A resolution honoring the life of
Trayvon Martin, urging the repeal of Stand
Your Ground laws, and calling on the United
States Government to address the crisis of
racial profiling; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.
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By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan:

H.R. 493.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Spending Clause in Article I, Section
8, Clause 1 of the Constitution.

By Mr. GERLACH:

H.R. 494.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution.

By Mr. ROSKAM:

H.R. 495.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Article I, Section 8, which
states ‘“The Congress shall have Power To
lay and collect Taxes,”” and Article I, Section
7, which states ‘‘All Bills for raising Revenue
shall originate in the House of Representa-
tives.”

By Mr. CAMP:

H.R. 496.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 7 of section 9 of article 1 of the Con-
stitution.

By Mr. BARLETTA:

H.R. 497.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1, 3, and 18 of
the United States Constitution.

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD:

H.R. 498.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. POLIS:

H.R. 499.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8, clause 1 (relating to
the general welfare of the United States);
and Article I, section 8, clause 3 (relating to
the power to regulate interstate commerce).

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 500.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power * * * To
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
and among the several States, and with the
Indian Tribes.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 501.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Constitution of the United States pro-
vides clear authority for Congress to pass
tax legislation. Article I of the Constitution,
in detailing Congressional authority, pro-
vides that ‘‘Congress shall have Power to lay
and collect Taxes . . .” (Section 8, Clause 1).
This legislation is introduced pursuant to
that grant of authority.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 502.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8:

To establish an uniform Rule of Natu-
ralization, and uniform Laws on the subject
of Bankruptcies throughout the United
States;

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee:

H.R. 503.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority on which this
bill rests is the power of Congress as stated
in Article 1, Section 8, Clause 17 of the
United States Constitution.

By Mr. CULBERSON:

H.R. 504.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7 which states
in part: “No Money shall be drawn from the
Treasury but in Consequence of Appropria-
tions made by Law; and a regular Statement
and Account of the Receipts and Expendi-
tures of all public Money shall be published
from time to time.”

By Mr. ELLISON:

H.R. 505.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1, 3, 12, 13, 14,
and 18

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 506.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clauses 3 of Article I, Section 8 of the
United States Constitution.

By Mr. GRIJALVA:

H.R. 507.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. GRIMM:

H.R. 508.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power * * * To
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
and among the several States, and with the
Indian Tribes.

By Mr. HARPER:

H.R. 509.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, §8, clause 1

By Mr. HARPER:

H.R. 510.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, §8, clause 1

By Mr. HARPER:

H.R. 511.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, §8, clause 1

By Mr. SABLAN:

H.R. 512.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the
Constitution, Congress has the power to col-
lect taxes and expend funds to provide for
the general welfare of the United States.
Congress may also make laws that are nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution
their powers enumerated under Article I.

By Mr. HARRIS:

H.R. 513.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S.
Constitution, relating to the power to make
all laws necessary and proper for carrying
out the powers vested in Congress. Also this
legislation can be enacted under the author-
ity granted in Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2,
relating to the power of Congress to dispose
of and make all needful rules and regulations
respecting the territory or other property
belonging to the United States.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:

H.R. 514.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the Con-
stitution of the United States, including but
not limited to Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1
and 3.

By Mr. ISRAEL:

H.R. 515.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United

States Constitution
By Mr. MAFFEI:

H.R. 516.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 and Clause 18 of Sec-
tion 8, of Article 1 of the United States Con-
stitution.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 517.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress
shall have Power * * * To regulate Com-
merce with foreign Nations, and among the
several States, and with the Indian Tribes.

By Mr. MARKEY:

H.R. 518.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8

By Mr. NADLER:

H.R. 519.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clauses 4 and 18 of the
Constitution.

By Ms. SPEIER:

H.R. 520.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8: Congress shall have
the power to regulate commerce among the
states, and provide for the general welfare.

————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 11: Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. PASTOR of Ari-
zona, Mr. RICHMOND and Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 22: Mr. CHAFFETZ.

H.R. 55: Mr. JONES and Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 57: Mr. BENTIVOLIO.

H.R. 61: Mr. KLINE.

H.R. 93: Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, and Mr. ISRAEL.

H.R. 111: Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. MEEKS, Mr.
ScoTrT of Virginia, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
YouNG of Alaska, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. TONKO,
Mr. TAKANO, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. CLAY, Mr. HAS-
TINGS of Florida, and Mr. HECK of Nevada.

H.R. 137: Ms. HAHN, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. FARR, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. CHU,
Mr. FATTAH, and Mr. PASTOR of Arizona.

H.R. 138: Ms. HAHN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. CHU,
Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, and Mr. LLYNCH.

H.R. 141: Ms. HAHN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. CHU,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, and Mr. PASTOR
of Arizona.

H.R. 142: Ms. HAHN, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. CHU,
and Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 168: Mr. BENTIVOLIO and Mr. ROKITA.

H.R. 182: Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 203: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 217: Mr. CAMP.

H.R. 258: Mr. GERLACH, Mr. WALDEN, and
Mr. ISSA.

H.R. 260: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia.

H.R. 262: Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 268: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH, and Mr.
HUFFMAN.

H.R. 300: Mr. ROSKAM.

H.R. 301: Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mrs. ELLMERS,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. ROG-
ERS of Alabama, Mrs. BACHMANN, and Mrs.
HARTZLER.

H.R. 303: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. WALDEN, Mr.
COURTNEY, Mr. LATTA, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. McGOV-
ERN, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr.
CALVERT.
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H.R. 312: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and
Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 317: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr.
PEARCE, and Mr. FLEMING.

H.R. 318: Mr. KLINE.

H.R. 320: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. ENYART, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. HIGGINS, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mr. LEWIS, Ms. BROWNLEY of
California, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
QUIGLEY, and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia.

H.R. 321: Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr.
PoCAN, and Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 322: Mr. IssA and Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 324: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 334: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan.

H.R. 3562: Mr. HENSARLING.

H.R. 360: Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. DANNY K.
DAvVIs of Illinois, Mr. NEAL, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
RUSH, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. MOORE, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.
SCHWARTZ, Mr. ENYART, Ms. HAHN, Mr.
WELCH, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. CLAY, and Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 367: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 3756: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York.

H.R. 376: Mr. BisHOP of New York, Mr.
PETERS of California, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. FARR, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms.
BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 400: Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 403: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 411: Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 425: Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 431: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
RANGEL, Mr. TIERNEY, and Mr. SWALWELL of
California.

H.R. 437: Mr. HIGGINS, Ms. CHU, Ms. FUDGE,
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. COURTNEY, and Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 444: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. SALMON, Mr.
LATTA, Mr. HALL, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. FLORES,
Mr. GIBBS, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr.
BILIRAKIS, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. GRIFFIN of Ar-
kansas, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. REED, Mr.
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. DESANTIS, Mrs. WALORSKI,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
BARLETTA, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. RICE of South
Carolina, Mr. BARTON, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
PERRY, Mr. PITTS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. CON-
AWAY, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. ROE of Tennessee,
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. OLSON, Mr. BROOKS of Ala-
bama, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. GARDNER, and
Mr. LAMALFA.

H.R. 455: Mr. DINGELL, Mr. PETERS of
Michigan, and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 475: Mr. NEAL.

H. Con. Res. 10: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of
California.

H. Res. 30: Ms. McCoLLUM, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Mr. RYAN of Ohio,
Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr.
KING of New York, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. GRIMM,
Ms. MENG, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. GIBSON, Mr.
DEUTCH, Mr. RANGEL and Mr. OWENS.

H. Res. 31: Mr. CONYERS.

H. Res. 36: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. MULVANEY,
Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. STOCKMAN.

H. Res. 50: Mr. MCGOVERN.

———
AMENDMENTS

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII,
proprosed amendments were submitted
as follows:

H.R. 444
OFFERED BY: MR. VAN HOLLEN

AMENDMENT No. 1: Strike all after the en-
acting clause and insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Balanced
Approach to Deficit Reduction™.
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SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.
Sec. 1. Short title.
Sec. 2. Table of contents.

TITLE I—BUDGET PROCESS AMEND-
MENTS TO REPLACE FISCAL YEAR 2013
SEQUESTRATION

Sec. 101. Repeal and replace the 2013 seques-
ter.

Sec. 102. Protecting veterans programs from
sequester.

TITLE II—AGRICULTURAL SAVINGS
Sec. 201. One-year extension of agricultural
commodity programs, except
direct payment programs.
TITLE III—OIL AND GAS SUBSIDIES

Sec. 301. Limitation on section 199 deduction
attributable to oil, natural gas,
or primary products thereof.

302. Prohibition on using last-in, first-
out accounting for major inte-
grated oil companies.

303. Modifications of foreign tax credit
rules applicable to major inte-
grated oil companies which are
dual capacity taxpayers.

TITLE IV—THE BUFFETT RULE

401. Fair share tax on high-income tax-
payers.
TITLE V—SENSE OF THE HOUSE

501. Sense of the House on the need for
a fair, balanced and bipartisan
approach to long-term deficit
reduction.

TITLE I—BUDGET PROCESS AMENDMENTS
TO REPLACE FISCAL YEAR 2013 SEQUES-
TRATION

SEC. 101. REPEAL AND REPLACE THE 2013 SE-

QUESTER.

(a) ELIMINATION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2013
SEQUESTRATION FOR DISCRETIONARY SPEND-
ING.—Section 251A(7)(A) of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act
of 1985 is repealed.

(b) ELIMINATION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2013
SEQUESTRATION FOR DIRECT SPENDING.—ANY
sequestration order issued by the President
under the Balanced Budget and Emergency
Deficit Control Act of 1985 to carry out re-
ductions to direct spending for fiscal year
2013 pursuant to section 251A of such Act
shall have no force or effect.

(c) SAVINGS.—The savings set forth by the
enactment of title II shall achieve the sav-
ings that would otherwise have occurred as a
result of the sequestration under section
251A of the Balanced Budget and Emergency
Deficit Control Act of 1985.

SEC. 102. PROTECTING VETERANS PROGRAMS

FROM SEQUESTER.

Section 256(e)(2)(E) of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 is
repealed.

TITLE II—AGRICULTURAL SAVINGS

SEC. 201. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AGRICUL-

TURAL COMMODITY PROGRAMS, EX-
CEPT DIRECT PAYMENT PROGRAMS.

(a) EXTENSION.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b) and notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the authorities provided by
each provision of title I of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public
Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 1651) and each amend-
ment made by that title (and for mandatory
programs at such funding levels), as in effect
on September 30, 2013, shall continue, and
the Secretary of Agriculture shall carry out
the authorities, until September 30, 2014.

(b) TERMINATION OF DIRECT PAYMENT PRO-
GRAMS.—

(1) COVERED COMMODITIES.—The extension
provided by subsection (a) shall not apply
with respect to the direct payment program
under section 1103 of the Food, Conservation,
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8713).

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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(2) PEANUTS.—The extension provided by
subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to
the direct payment program under section
1303 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7953).

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall
take effect on the earlier of—

(1) the date of the enactment of this Act;
and

(2) September 30, 2013.

TITLE III—OIL AND GAS SUBSIDIES
SEC. 301. LIMITATION ON SECTION 199 DEDUC-
TION ATTRIBUTABLE TO OIL, NAT-
URAL GAS, OR PRIMARY PRODUCTS
THEREOF.

(a) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—Paragraph (4) of
section 199(c) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the
following new subparagraph:

‘(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN OIL AND GAS
INCOME.—In the case of any taxpayer who is
a major integrated oil company (as defined
in section 167(h)(5)(B)) for the taxable year,
the term ‘domestic production gross re-
ceipts’ shall not include gross receipts from
the production, transportation, or distribu-
tion of oil, natural gas, or any primary prod-
uct (within the meaning of subsection (d)(9))
thereof.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to taxable
yvears ending after December 31, 2013.

SEC. 302. PROHIBITION ON USING LAST-IN, FIRST-
OUT ACCOUNTING FOR MAJOR INTE-
GRATED OIL COMPANIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 472 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

“(h) MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPANIES.—
Notwithstanding any other provision of this
section, a major integrated oil company (as
defined in section 167(h)(5)(B)) may not use
the method provided in subsection (b) in
inventorying of any goods.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE AND SPECIAL RULE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by
subsection (a) shall apply to taxable years
ending after December 31, 2013.

(2) CHANGE IN METHOD OF ACCOUNTING.—In
the case of any taxpayer required by the
amendment made by this section to change
its method of accounting for its first taxable
year ending after December 31, 2013—

(A) such change shall be treated as initi-
ated by the taxpayer,

(B) such change shall be treated as made
with the consent of the Secretary of the
Treasury, and

(C) the net amount of the adjustments re-
quired to be taken into account by the tax-
payer under section 481 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 shall be taken into account
ratably over a period (not greater than 8 tax-
able years) beginning with such first taxable
year.

SEC. 303. MODIFICATIONS OF FOREIGN TAX
CREDIT RULES APPLICABLE TO
MAJOR INTEGRATED OIL COMPA-
NIES WHICH ARE DUAL CAPACITY
TAXPAYERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 901 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by re-
designating subsection (n) as subsection (0)
and by inserting after subsection (m) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“‘(n) SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO MAJOR IN-
TEGRATED OIL COMPANIES WHICH ARE DUAL
CAPACITY TAXPAYERS.—

‘(1) GENERAL RULE.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of this chapter, any amount
paid or accrued by a dual capacity taxpayer
which is a major integrated oil company (as
defined in section 167(h)(5)(B)) to a foreign
country or possession of the United States
for any period shall not be considered a tax—

““(A) if, for such period, the foreign country
or possession does not impose a generally ap-
plicable income tax, or
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“(B) to the extent such amount exceeds the
amount (determined in accordance with reg-
ulations) which—

“(1) is paid by such dual capacity taxpayer
pursuant to the generally applicable income
tax imposed by the country or possession, or

‘(i) would be paid if the generally applica-

ble income tax imposed by the country or
possession were applicable to such dual ca-
pacity taxpayer.
Nothing in this paragraph shall be construed
to imply the proper treatment of any such
amount not in excess of the amount deter-
mined under subparagraph (B).

“(2) DUAL CAPACITY TAXPAYER.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘dual ca-
pacity taxpayer’ means, with respect to any
foreign country or possession of the United
States, a person who—

““(A) is subject to a levy of such country or
possession, and

‘“(B) receives (or will receive) directly or
indirectly a specific economic benefit (as de-
termined in accordance with regulations)
from such country or possession.

““(3) GENERALLY APPLICABLE INCOME TAX.—
For purposes of this subsection—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘generally ap-
plicable income tax’ means an income tax
(or a series of income taxes) which is gen-
erally imposed under the laws of a foreign
country or possession on income derived
from the conduct of a trade or business with-
in such country or possession.

‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term shall not in-
clude a tax unless it has substantial applica-
tion, by its terms and in practice, to—

‘‘(1) persons who are not dual capacity tax-
payers, and

‘‘(i1) persons who are citizens or residents
of the foreign country or possession.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by
this section shall apply to taxes paid or ac-
crued in taxable years beginning after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

2) CONTRARY TREATY OBLIGATIONS
UPHELD.—The amendments made by this sec-
tion shall not apply to the extent contrary
to any treaty obligation of the United
States.

TITLE IV—THE BUFFETT RULE
SEC. 401. FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH-INCOME TAX-
PAYERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter 1
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by adding at the end the following
new part:

“PART VII—FAIR SHARE TAX ON HIGH-

INCOME TAXPAYERS
“SEC. 59B. FAIR SHARE TAX.

‘“‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—

‘(1) PHASE-IN OF TAX.—In the case of any
high-income taxpayer, there is hereby im-
posed for a taxable year (in addition to any
other tax imposed by this subtitle) a tax
equal to the product of—

““(A) the amount determined under para-
graph (2), and

‘“(B) a fraction (not to exceed 1)—

‘(i) the numerator of which is the excess
of—

‘“(I) the taxpayer’s adjusted gross income,
over

‘“(IT) the dollar amount in effect under sub-
section (¢)(1), and

‘“(ii) the denominator of which is the dollar
amount in effect under subsection (c)(1).

‘“(2) AMOUNT OF TAX.—The amount of tax
determined under this paragraph is an
amount equal to the excess (if any) of—

‘“(A) the tentative fair share tax for the
taxable year, over

‘“(B) the excess of—

‘(i) the sum of—

‘“(I) the regular tax liability (as defined in
section 26(b)) for the taxable year,
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“(II) the tax imposed by section 55 for the
taxable year, plus

“(IIT) the payroll tax for the taxable year,
over

‘“(ii) the credits allowable under part IV of
subchapter A (other than sections 27(a), 31,
and 34).

“(b) TENTATIVE FAIR SHARE TAX.—For pur-
poses of this section—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The tentative fair share
tax for the taxable year is 30 percent of the
excess of—

‘“(A) the adjusted gross income of the tax-
payer, over

‘“(B) the modified charitable contribution
deduction for the taxable year.

‘(2) MODIFIED CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTION
DEDUCTION.—For purposes of paragraph (1)—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The modified charitable
contribution deduction for any taxable year
is an amount equal to the amount which
bears the same ratio to the deduction allow-
able under section 170 (section 642(c) in the
case of a trust or estate) for such taxable
year as—

‘(i) the amount of itemized deductions al-
lowable under the regular tax (as defined in
section 55) for such taxable year, determined
after the application of section 68, bears to

‘‘(ii) such amount, determined before the
application of section 68.

“(B) TAXPAYER MUST ITEMIZE.—In the case
of any individual who does not elect to
itemize deductions for the taxable year, the
modified charitable contribution deduction
shall be zero.

‘‘(c) HIGH-INCOME TAXPAYER.—For purposes
of this section—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘high-income
taxpayer’ means, with respect to any taxable
year, any taxpayer (other than a corpora-
tion) with an adjusted gross income for such
taxable year in excess of $1,000,000 (50 percent
of such amount in the case of a married indi-
vidual who files a separate return).

¢“(2) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.—

‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a taxable
year beginning after 2014, the $1,000,000
amount under paragraph (1) shall be in-
creased by an amount equal to—

‘(i) such dollar amount, multiplied by

‘‘(ii) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-
mined under section 1(f)(3) for the calendar
year in which the taxable year begins, deter-
mined by substituting ‘calendar year 2013’
for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B)
thereof.

‘(B) ROUNDING.—If any amount as adjusted
under subparagraph (A) is not a multiple of
$10,000, such amount shall be rounded to the
next lowest multiple of $10,000.

‘(d) PAYROLL TAX.—For purposes of this
section, the payroll tax for any taxable year
is an amount equal to the excess of—

‘(1) the taxes imposed on the taxpayer
under sections 1401, 1411, 3101, 3201, and
3211(a) (to the extent such taxes are attrib-
utable to the rate of tax in effect under sec-
tion 3101) with respect to such taxable year
or wages or compensation received during
the taxable year, over

‘(2) the deduction allowable under section
164(f) for such taxable year.

‘“(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR KESTATES AND
TRUSTS.—For purposes of this section, in the
case of an estate or trust, adjusted gross in-
come shall be computed in the manner de-
scribed in section 67(e).

“(f) NoT TREATED AS TAX IMPOSED BY THIS
CHAPTER FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—The tax
imposed under this section shall not be
treated as tax imposed by this chapter for
purposes of determining the amount of any
credit under this chapter (other than the
credit allowed under section 27(a)) or for pur-
poses of section 55.”".
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(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
26(b)(2) of such Code is amended by redesig-
nating subparagraphs (C) through (X) as sub-
paragraphs (D) through (Y), respectively, and
by inserting after subparagraph (B) the fol-
lowing new subparagraph:

“(C) section 59B (relating to fair share
tax),”.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
parts for subchapter A of chapter 1 of such
Code is amended by adding at the end the
following new item:

“Part VII—Fair Share Tax on High-Income
Taxpayers’.
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(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 2013.

TITLE V—SENSE OF THE HOUSE
SEC. 501. SENSE OF THE HOUSE ON THE NEED
FOR A FAIR, BALANCED AND BIPAR-
TISAN APPROACH TO LONG-TERM
DEFICIT REDUCTION.

(a) The House finds that—

(1) every bipartisan commission has rec-
ommended—and the majority of Americans
agree—that we should take a balanced, bi-
partisan approach to reducing the deficit
that addresses both revenue and spending;
and

(2) sequestration is a meat-ax approach to
deficit reduction that imposes deep and
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mindless cuts, regardless of their impact on
vital services and investments.

(b) It is the sense of the House that the
Congress should replace the entire 10-year
sequester established by the Budget Control
Act of 2011 with a balanced approach that
would increase revenues without increasing
the tax burden on middle-income Americans,
and decrease long-term spending while main-
taining the Medicare guarantee, protecting
Social Security and a strong social safety
net, and making strategic investments in
education, science, research, and critical in-
frastructure necessary to compete in the
global economy.
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

HONORING MR. JOEL GORELICK ON
HIS RETIREMENT

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great pleasure that | stand before you today to
honor Mr. Joel Gorelick on his retirement from
his position as president and chief administra-
tive officer of Peoples Bank. Joel's many
years of dedication and expertise in the bank-
ing industry have been a remarkable asset to
the community of northwest Indiana. In honor
of Joel’s retirement, a reception will be held on
Friday, January 25, 2013, at Briar Ridge
Country Club in Schererville, Indiana.

Joel Gorelick was born and raised in north-
west Indiana and graduated from Ball State
University. He went on to receive a master’s
degree in business administration from Indiana
University and also attended the Graduate
School of Banking at the University of Wis-
consin at Madison. In 1983, Mr. Gorelick
joined Peoples Bank as the vice president for
commercial lending. In this role, Joel was able
to effectively develop the bank’s commercial
line of business and established Peoples Bank
as a leader in small business lending. For his
tremendous success, he was awarded the
Small Business Advocate award from the En-
trepreneurial Excellence program, hosted by
the Northwest Indiana Small Business Devel-
opment Center, and was named the 2000
Board Member of the Year by the National As-
sociation of Development Companies. In 2005,
Joel was promoted to president and chief ad-
ministrative officer of Peoples Bank. He played
a major role in the development of the cor-
porate office in Munster, Indiana and in the
expansion of the bank throughout Lake and
Porter Counties. Joel Gorelick is known for his
energetic dedication to serving the people of
the community and has been called a mentor
and coach for the bank’s personnel.

Ever a good man of business, Joel realized
that his responsibility was not simply to ensure
the success of Peoples Bank, but to leave the
world better than he found it. Mr. Gorelick self-
lessly and passionately gives of his time
through his involvement in various community
organizations and civic activities, including the
Northwest Indiana Regional Development
Company, the Indiana Bankers Association,
the Lake County Economic Development Cor-
poration, and the Boys and Girls Club of
Northwest Indiana, for which he is currently
providing direction to the executive committee
of the Tolleston Project, a campaign to build a
new home for the Boys and Girls Club in
Gary, Indiana.

Joel's excellence in his field and commit-
ment to charitable endeavors throughout the
community is exceeded only by his devotion to
his amazing family. Joel and his wonderful
wife, Marcia, have two beloved sons and two
grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and my other distin-
guished colleagues join me in honoring Joel

Gorelick for his lifetime of leadership and serv-
ice to the community. His constant effort to im-
prove the quality of life for the people of north-
west Indiana is truly inspirational. Joel has
been able to positively impact the lives of
countless individuals and is worthy of the high-
est praise. | ask that you join me in wishing
him well upon his retirement.

————

HONORING THE CENTENNIAL OF
THE MORRIS MUSEUM

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor the Morris Museum in Morris
County, New Jersey, which is celebrating its
Centennial in 2013.

The Morris Museum began as a small ex-
hibit in the Morristown Neighborhood House
located on Flagler Street in Morristown. With
the collections rapidly growing, by 1927 the
exhibit had encompassed seven rooms. At this
time the exhibit contained 19th century arti-
cles, European and Asian artifacts, along with
rocks, minerals, and fossils. Looking to ex-
pand to a larger venue, the exhibit moved to
the Maple Avenue School and stayed until
1956 where it was officially incorporated in
1946. This venue enabled the Morris Museum
to create better programs for children and co-
ordinate these programs with the curriculum
being taught in surrounding schools. These
programs included use of dioramas, panels,
and an outreach program centered on Native
American civilization.

Having expanded out of its four prior loca-
tions, in 1964 the museum moved to its cur-
rent location at the historic Twin Oaks Man-
sion, formally owned by the Frelinghuysen
family. This gave the organization the oppor-
tunity to expand programs to all ages and add
to its visual art exhibits. By 1970, the gallery
was enlarged significantly through facility addi-
tions and the 312 seat Bickford Theatre was
added. The museum received the prestigious
honor, in 1973, of being the first New Jersey
museum to be recognized by the American
Association of Museums. Finally, by 1990 the
name had been changed to the current title of
the Morris Museum and had expanded to a
total of 75,524 square feet.

The Morris Museum mission has continu-
ously been, “to elevate the cultural conscious-
ness, excite the mind and enhance the quality
of life by advancing the understanding and en-
joyment of the visual and performing arts, nat-
ural and physical sciences and humanities.” It
does this through state-of-the-art programs it
provides to the public. Such programs include
Tot Tours and AtWALK, are designed to instill
an early love for art in toddlers and their care-
givers, as well as the “Museum Loan Pro-
gram,” which lends over 1,400 exhibit kits to
schools, libraries, and district organizations.
The Morris Museum also provides an excellent

Transportation Program designed to transport
children in underprivileged areas, such as
Newark, Elizabeth, Jersey City, and Dover, to
view the galleries and participate in hands-on
activities. Adults can also benefit through the
Adult Outreach Programs, which include Adult
Tour Programs and Senior Fridays aimed at
assisted living facilities and nursing homes.
Services include exhibition tours, appealing
discussions, and free refreshments.

Today, the museum possesses an average
attendance of 438,000 visitors per year and
contains a diverse assembly of people from 15
counties and different socio-economic and eth-
nic groups. Permanent displays include geol-
ogy, animals, model railroads, historical crafts,
pottery, carving, basketry, and textiles of all
cultural backgrounds. In addition to these dis-
plays is the exhibition of 150 pieces from the
expansive and world renowned Murtogh D.
Guinness collection of mechanical musical in-
struments and automata. The Museum also in-
cludes natural science, paleontology, and an-
thropology exhibits for those interested in ex-
panding their scholastic knowledge.

As of 2012, The Morris Museum has won
numerous awards such as an award for Excel-
lence in Tourism by the Department of Travel
and Tourism, Outstanding Arts Organization
by the Arts Council of the Morris Area, and
has been recognized by the NJSCA as a
Major Arts Institution for the past seven years
in a row. Identified as a major influence on so-
ciety, the museum has clearly exemplified the
arts in a positive manner throughout its life-
time.

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and your colleagues
to join me in congratulating the Morris Mu-
seum as it celebrates its Centennial.

———

HONORING THE RETIREMENT OF
OFFICER RALPH SCHAUF

HON. MIKE QUIGLEY

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise to con-
gratulate Police Officer Ralph Schauf Star
Number 2829, on his recent retirement from
his position as the Labor Liaison Officer in the
Intelligence Section of the Chicago Police De-
partment.

For the last 35 years, Officer Schauf worked
to protect the citizens of the City of Chicago.
Ralph began his career January 3, 1977 work-
ing in the 12th District Monroe Street. Over
time, he worked in Special Operations Group
and Gang Crimes North, the Intelligence Divi-
sion with the FBI Joint Terrorism Task Force,
the 18th District Chicago Avenue, and the
17th District Albany Park. When he worked at
the Education and Training Division, Ralph
was the original “Red Man” in the physical
skills section. He would put on a protective red
suit and during scenario and control tactics
training was the subject the recruits had to
control and place in custody. He taught recruit

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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and in-service classes in a variety of subjects.
While at the 17th and 18th Districts, he
worked in Community Policing. In the 18th
District, he worked with the Police Explorers
and youth programs, and in the 17th District,
he was the community and elected officials li-
aison for quality of life enforcement. He was
on a leave of absence for about 2 years as an
inspector at the lllinois State Police. Ralph
concluded his illustrious career on November
16, 2012 in the Intelligence Section as the
Labor Liaison Officer ensuring proper police
service for organized labor activities.

His dedication to his fellow officers, his job
and the city he loves is an example of why
Chicago is known as “The City That Works.”

Ralph would be the first to tell you that his
family is his first priority, and they have pro-
vided support throughout his career. He has
been happily married to his wonderful wife,
Antoinette, for 15 years. His family also in-
cludes his son, Ralph Schauf, Jr., who is now
a Trooper with the lllinois State Police, and his
wife, Jennifer, his daughter, Adriane, and his
granddaughter, Olivia Ruth.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me
in applauding Officer Schauf’s years of service
to the City of Chicago and the Chicago Police
Department, | hope that his dedication and
hard work inspire us all to see the difference
we can make by serving our local commu-
nities. | wish him a happy and successful re-
tirement and all of the best in the future.

————

INTRODUCING THE DONATE FOR
DISASTER RELIEF ACT

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to introduce the Donate for Disaster
Relief Act.

Forty-seven major disasters were declared
last year. The year before that, we had 99
major disasters. Three major disasters have
already been declared in 2013. On top of that,
there were a number of smaller incidents that
do not rank on the scale. A tornado that de-
stroys a single house might not be a “super
storm,” but for the family that lost its home,
that tornado certainly is a major disaster.

Things are not going to get better. There
are going to be more major disasters. We are
going to have to pay for the response and re-
pair. We need to start thinking about what we
can do ahead of time to be prepared for when
they strike. We don’t have to wait for the worst
to happen before we actually do something.
This bill will help us get ready beforehand.
Why wait?

The Donate for Disaster Relief Act creates
a completely voluntary cheek-off on income
tax returns that lets taxpayers elect to donate
to a disaster relief trust. This bill is an oppor-
tunity for us to share our selflessness and
generosity before an emergency situation.

The harsh reality of disasters is that while
we may not be able to predict when, we cer-
tainly can be prepared. The altruism of the
American people is on display in their willing-
ness to pitch in and help those in their great-
est time of need. This bill creates an easy way
for concerned Americans to anticipate the
need for disaster relief, wherever and when-
ever it may be necessary.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION
HON. EARL BLUMENAUER

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, due to a
long-scheduled event, | was unable to be in
Washington, DC for the votes that occurred on
February 4, 2013. As a result, | missed the
votes listed below. | regret missing these and
had | been in Washington, DC, | would have
voted as follows:

H.R. 297: Children’s Hospital GME Support
Reauthorization Act of 2013—I| would have
voted yes on H.R. 297. This critical legislation,
to extend and reauthorize payments to chil-
dren’s hospitals so that they can continue to
educate the next generation of doctors, is es-
sential not just for my district, but the entire
country. As we move forward with imple-
menting the Affordable Care Act and expand-
ing access to health services for millions of
U.S. citizens, it's essential that we continue to
grow our medical workforce by partnering with
our local hospitals.

H.R. 225: National Pediatric Research Net-
work Act of 2013—I would have voted yes on
H.R. 225. This legislation furthers pediatric
medical research by bringing together a spec-
trum of experts working to advance treatments
and cures for our children. By using a consor-
tium model, doctors and researchers will be
fighting disease instead of with each other for
scarce research dollars.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF EMANUEL
GOLD

HON. GRACE MENG

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
commemorate the life and service of Emanuel

Gold, known to his friends as Manny. After a
long fight with cancer, Manny passed away at

Manny Gold began his distinguished career
in Albany, New York as Counsel to the Major-
ity Leader of the New York State Senate in
1965. At 35 years old, he was elected to the
Assembly, and a year later to the New York
State Senate where he would serve for 27
years.

Manny had a great sense of humor and was
well regarded on both sides of the aisle. His
tireless work throughout his career perma-
nently bettered New York State, New York
City and the Borough of Queens.

One of Manny’s greatest legislative accom-
plishments was the “Son of Sam” law, which
prohibited criminals from profiting from their
crimes. This landmark legislation helped lay
the foundation for similar laws around the
country.

Manny was an avid photographer and could
often be seen taking pictures of the State
Capitol and Executive Office Building in Al-
bany. In his earlier days Manny was a boxer,
but he quickly made a transition to the less
physically demanding sport of golf which he
played over the course of his long life. His
love for music was as strong as it was for
sports and politics, exemplified by the sym-
phony orchestras he conducted.
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Mr. Speaker, Manny was a tireless public
servant for the citizens of New York and al-
ways made it a priority to put his constituents
first. Even with the loss of his beloved sons
Adam and Jeffery he continued to be a strong
leading voice for the people of New York.

With work that spanned over three decades
he exemplified the meaning of courage and
strength by sponsoring legislation that touched
the lives of many who lived and worked in
Queens. These bills included a measure to
mandate that New York City hospitals provide
Emergency Room treatment and to make pub-
lic buildings more accessible for the disabled.

The legacy that he leaves reflects the love
for his New York family, but more importantly
the love he had for wife Judith, his surviving
children Sue and Steve, his daughter Bonnie
and his granddaughters Emily and Jackie.

Mr. Speaker, for his service to New York
State, advocacy for Queens, and devotion to
his family and friends, | ask all of my col-
leagues in the House of Representatives to
join me in honoring Emanuel Gold.

—————

CONGRATULATING REV. GREGORY
NELSON DAVIS ON HIS RETIRE-
MENT

HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, for the
past 34 years, Rev. Gregory Nelson Davis has
been a familiar figure in Johnston, lowa. This
month marks a bittersweet occasion: it is Rev.
Davis’ last month of work for the St. James
Lutheran Church before he steps down as its
pastor.

Joining the ministry was not Davis’ first goal
in life, but he attributes his career to the love
he has for his congregation. After studying
philosophy as an undergraduate, Davis de-
cided to continue his education by getting a
Master's Degree in Philosophy. He then de-
cided to attend seminary, because he wanted
to make a difference in people’s lives every
day.

For the past 28 years, Davis has been the
pastor at St. James Lutheran Church, and has
doubled its congregation since he started
preaching there.

It is fitting that he now wants to focus on his
own family after giving so much of his life to
others. Once he steps down from the pulpit he
is excited at the prospect of spending more
time as a husband and as a grandfather to his
two grandchildren.

Rev. Davis will give his last sermon on Feb-
ruary 17th. | thank him for his years of hard
work guiding people in the right direction and
wish him the best in his retirement.

——————

21ST ANNIVERSARY OF THE TRAG-
EDY IN KHOJALY, AZERBAIJAN

HON. BILL SHUSTER

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, February 5, 2013
Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, as the Co-

Chairman of the House Azerbaijan Caucus, |
rise today to bring attention to the tragedy that
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took place in Khojaly, Azerbaijan, a town and
townspeople that were destroyed on February
26, 1992.

This month we will mark the 21st anniver-
sary of that devastating and heartbreaking
day. Sadly, today there is little attention or in-
terest paid to the plight of Khojaly outside of
Azerbaijan. However, one of our greatest
strengths as elected officials is the opportunity
to bring to light truths that are little known and
command recognition. As a friend of Azer-
baijan, | am proud to remind my colleagues
that we must never forget the tragedy that
took place at Khojaly.

At the time, the Khojaly tragedy was widely
documented by the international media, includ-
ing the Boston Globe, Washington Post, New
York Times, Financial Times, and many other
European and Russian news agencies.

Khojaly, a town in the Nagorno-Karabakh
region of Azerbaijan, now under the control of
Armenian forces, was the site of the largest
kiling of ethnic Azerbaijani civilians. With a
population of approximately 7,000, Khojaly
was one of the largest urban settlements of
the Nagorno-Karabakh region of Azerbaijan.

According to Human Rights Watch and
other international observers the massacre
was committed by the ethnic Armenian armed
forces, reportedly with the help of the Russian
366th Motor Rifle Regiment. Human Rights
Watch described the Khojaly Massacre as
“the largest massacre to date in the conflict”
over Nagorna-Karabakh. In a 1993 report, the
watchdog group stated “there are no exact fig-
ures for the number of Azeri civilians killed be-
cause Karabakh Armenian forces gained con-
trol of the area after the massacre” and “while
it is widely accepted that 200 Azeris were
murdered, as many as 500-1,000 may have
died.”

Azerbaijan has been a strong strategic part-
ner and friend of the United States. The trag-
edy of Khojaly was a crime against humanity
and | urge my colleagues to join me in stand-
ing with Azerbaijanis as they commemorate
this tragedy.

———

HONORING THE PECK SCHOOL IN
MORRISTOWN

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor The Peck School in Morris-
town, New Jersey, which is celebrating its
120th Anniversary in 2013.

Originally created as a school for women,
Peck School was opened on Franklin Street
under the name Miss Sutphen’s School for
Young Ladies in 1893. After nearly 23 years,
the school had become one of the most pres-
tigious in Morris County with over 100 stu-
dents and 9 teachers. However, in 1917, the
school was purchased by Lorraine T. Peck
and the name was changed to the Peck
School in 1918. In 1920 the school was relo-
cated to EIm Street where it would stay for an-
other quarter of a century. By 1946 the school
had assumed its current colors of white and
blue and in 1948 moved into where it currently
resides, on South Street in the Lindenwold
Mansion and adjacent property.

Over the next decade, The Peck School
saw rapid expansion and improvement. In
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1950 the Mother's Association was created
opening up the door to more programs includ-
ing parent-teacher conferences, Parents Vis-
iting Day, the Student Council, and the Alumni
Association. Due to enrollment exceeding 200
students for the first time, the school con-
structed a new gymnasium/auditorium in order
to accommodate the influx of young men and
women. Moreover, in 1959 the school was
split into two divisions. The first division would
include Kindergarten to 4th graders and the
second division would include 5th to 8th grad-
ers.

As the times changed, Peck School did the
same by constantly adapting to the needs of
its students, faculty, and parents. With the
dawn of technology in the 1980s, Peck was
able to add computers to the school, creating
new facilities for technological related studies.
These facilities included the addition of the
“Bridge” and “Fine Arts” wings in 1984. These
new sections of the school offered com-
prehensive group studies on computers,
woodworking, and foreign languages. Addition-
ally, the Mother's Association was renamed
the Parents’ Association to mirror the in-
creased paternal involvement in student aca-
demic activities.

After celebrating its 100th Anniversary with
the opening of the Deetjen Kindergarten Build-
ing in 1993, the school decided to embark on
even further expansion. These ground-break-
ing improvements consisted of the Caspersen-
Tomlinson Upper School in 1995 and the F.M.
Kirby Lower School on 1998. With new space
and resources, Peck integrated an All-School
Technology Plan, establishing the school as a
quintessential model for computer-based cur-
riculum at the elementary and middle school
levels. Finally, in 2006, Peck opened the mas-
sive 35,000 square foot Eckert Huff Building
complimented by the new 32,000 square feet
Athletic Center in 2007.

Today, over 330 students attend the Peck
School and study a diverse set of curriculums
comprising of communication arts, drama,
English, library studies, math, music, physical
education, reading, science, history, tech-
nology, family life, visual arts, woodworking,
and foreign languages. The school also con-
tains an Individual Development and Commu-
nity Responsibility Program designed to teach
character development and life skills. Addition-
ally, Peck houses one of the most competitive
private-school 5th to 8th grade athletic pro-
grams in Northern New Jersey.

In its 120 years, Peck School has grown
from an organization of 6 children to a nation-
ally recognized institution focused on the de-
velopment of young minds into successful
adolescents.

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and your colleagues
to join me in congratulating The Peck School
as it celebrates its 120th Anniversary.

———

INTRODUCTION OF RESOLUTION
OBSERVING THE 100TH BIRTH-
DAY OF CIVIL RIGHTS ICON
ROSA PARKS

HON. JOHN CONYERS, JR.

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased
to introduce this resolution observing the
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100th birthday of civil rights icon Rosa Parks.
Through her quiet courage, Mrs. Parks came
to symbolize all that is vital about nonviolent
protests, enduring threats, yet persisting as an
advocate for the basic values of human rights
and dignity. Her act of civil disobedience in re-
fusing to give up her seat on a bus in Ala-
bama is credited by historians with sparking
the modern day civil rights movement, earning
her the title “mother of the freedom move-
ment.”

After she left Alabama in 1957, she and her
husband Raymond moved to Michigan. | was
honored to have her play a significant role in
my first election for Congress. Many of you
know that Mrs. Parks went on to serve on my
congressional staff for more than 20 years.
Her presence in my office embodied a tireless
spirit of commitment to public service and
served as a constant reminder of the power of
a single act of courage.

Though she led a more private life in De-
troit, her commitment to public service re-
mained strong. In 1987, along with her close
associate Elaine Steele, she co-founded the
Rosa and Raymond Parks Institute for Self
Development, pursuing the mission of moti-
vating and directing young people to achieve
their highest potential. Grounded in her philos-
ophy of quiet strength, the Institute continues
to build upon the Parks legacy by sponsoring
youth programs that teach life skills and pro-
mote a cross-cultural perspective.

For her role as the First Lady of Civil Rights,
Rosa Parks was the recipient of numerous
awards and accolades. This list includes the
Congressional Gold Medal, the Spingarn
Award for civil rights contributions, the highest
honor of the National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People, and the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom, which is the highest
civilian honor in the United States. She was
even named one of the 20 most influential and
iconic figures of the 20th century. When she
died in October 2005, the outpouring of grief
and respect was worldwide. In recognition of
her historic contributions, this Congress voted
to allow Mrs. Parks to lie in honor in the Cap-
itol rotunda so that the people of the United
States could pay their last respects to a great
American.

In this spirit of honoring her legacy, yester-
day the Henry Ford Museum in Dearborn,
Michigan, sponsored a program to highlight
her contributions to the civil rights movement.
The program was designed to reflect on the
spirit of Mrs. Parks’ commitment, calling for a
National Day of Courage.

The day-long event, both virtual and on-site
at the museum, featured nationally-recognized
speakers, music and dramatic interpretations
to commemorate her extraordinary life and ac-
complishments. | believe that this program will
serve as an opportunity to reflect on the value
of individual contributions to the struggle for
equality and, through reflection on her exam-
ple, inspire all Americans to stand up for free-
dom and the principles enshrined in the Con-
stitution.

By refusing to give up her seat and standing
for equal rights, Rosa Parks inspired a move-
ment and became a legendary example of the
value of a single courageous act. At a time
when our nation faces challenges, both do-
mestic and global, | believe that the example
of Rosa Parks remains relevant every citizen.
We should always use her birthday to reflect
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on how each of us can contribute to our na-
tion’s promise of freedom and equality to en-
sure that the American dream remains within
reach for all who believe.

———

INTRODUCTION OF THE MARI-
JUANA TAX EQUITY ACT OF 2013

HON. EARL BLUMENAUER

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, today, |
am pleased to introduce the Marijuana Tax
Equity Act of 2013, legislation to create a fed-
eral excise tax on marijuana sales and move
this industry out of the shadows and into the
daylight. Just over 106 million people live in a
state or local jurisdiction that has decided that
some aspect of marijuana use should be le-
gally permitted. Eighteen states and the Dis-
trict of Columbia currently allow for medical
marijuana and two states, Colorado and
Washington, recently legalized the recreational
use of small amounts of marijuana.

National trends reflect those state efforts.
More than 40 percent of Americans over the
age of 12 have tried marijuana at least once
and public opinion research reveals half of the
U.S. population supports legalization. Yet even
as states and local governments have taken
the lead in finding legal arrangements for
marijuana, millions of people have been
caught in the justice system for marijuana of-
fenses and more than 660,000 people were
arrested for marijuana possession in 2011. At
the same time, the federal government spends
approximately $5.5 billion per year on incar-
ceration and enforcement associated with fed-
eral marijuana laws.

In addition, many marijuana businesses
around the country—despite operating in com-
pliance with state or local law—are not al-
lowed to deduct their legitimate business ex-
penses and often are unable to make deposits
or maintain accounts as a result of federal
banking laws.

It is time for Congress to end the federal
prohibition on marijuana, remove it from the
Controlled Substances Act, and create a tax
and regulatory framework, similar to the
frameworks in place for alcohol and tobacco.
This represents a unique opportunity to save
ruined lives, wasted enforcement and prison
costs, while simultaneously helping to create a
new industry, with new jobs and revenues that
will improve the federal budget outlook.

The Marijuana Tax Equity Act creates a tax-
ation framework similar to that in place for the
tobacco and alcohol industries. It imposes an
excise tax of 50 percent on the first sale by a
producer, generally the grower, to the next
stage of production, generally the processor
creating the useable product. Along the supply
chain it requires occupational taxes for those
operating marijuana businesses. Those who
do not comply with the taxation laws face civil
or criminal penalties similar to those in place
for the tobacco industry. The bill requires the
IRS to produce periodic studies of the industry
and make recommendations to Congress.

As | work with my colleagues and with our
stakeholders to move forward with this legisla-
tion, | emphasize that there remain significant
questions and challenges. In particular, in the
context of legislation, significant changes will
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ripple through the marijuana industry, with new
products created, new business relationships
developed, new consumer standards de-
manded, and wide variations in state and local
laws. As this process evolves, we hope to
work with the industry to ensure that the tax
rate and framework appropriately reflects fed-
eral concerns and the needs of this devel-
oping industry. | am committed to ensuring
that the legislation’s terms are adequately tai-
lored to reflect the realities faced by marijuana
businesses and consumers in an ever-shifting
market.

In addition, the medical marijuana industry
has distinct concerns about safe access and
those should be adequately addressed in the
federal framework. Together with my col-
leagues, | look forward to continuing our ef-
forts on ensuring safe access for patients with-
in the context of an administrable tax and reg-
ulatory regime.

It is important to note that states will remain
free to make decisions about marijuana policy.
Paired with Representative PoLIS’ “Ending the
Federal Marijuana Prohibition Act,” this legis-
lation establishes a starting point for laying out
a federal regulatory and taxation framework
for marijuana sales that are legal under state
law.

CELEBRATING THE 20TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE FAMILY MEDICAL
LEAVE ACT

HON. JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
honor of the Family Medical Leave Act. Twen-
ty years ago today, we took an important step
to protecting workers that need to take time off
to deal with a serious health or family issue.
Since then, American workers have used
FMLA leave more than 100 million times to
address a serious health condition, including
pregnancy; to care for a family member with a
serious health condition; or to care for a new-
born child, newly adopted child or a newly
placed foster child. FMLA allows workers to
take time from work to care for themselves or
their loved ones without jeopardizing their
jobs. FMLA does not a salary during the
leave—an omission that needs to be cor-
rected—but it does guarantee their job will be
there when they return.

In recent years, President Obama has
signed into law expansions of FMLA coverage
to our brave women and men serving in our
armed forces and airline employees. The Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act of 2010 ex-
panded FMLA leave for military families to in-
clude coverage of qualifying exigency leave to
employees and families in the Regular Armed
Forces, and coverage of military caregiver
leave to employees who are a spouse, son,
daughter, parent, or next of kin of certain vet-
erans with a serious illness or injury. The Air-
line Flight Crew Technical Corrections Act
makes more airline flight attendants and crew
members eligible for FMLA leave.

Yet, despite those expansions, the United
States lags behind other countries. A total of
137 countries mandate employers to offer paid
leave, while 121 countries guarantee workers
at least two weeks of paid leave each year.
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The absence of a paid leave requirement
forces many Americans to choose between
protecting their finances and taking time off to
deal with a serious health or family crisis.
Many of the employees who qualify for FMLA
leave cannot financially afford to take leave
without pay. 78 percent of employees who
wanted to take FMLA leave, but did not, re-
ported it was because they could not afford to
lose those extra paychecks. Hardworking
Americans—both men and woman—should be
free to take the family and medical leave they
need without fear of emptying their bank ac-
count.

The Family Medical Leave Act took an im-
portant step in ensuring workers that their jobs
will be secure in the event that they need to
take time off to deal with a serious health or
family issue but we can and must do more.
We must ensure that every job provides paid
leave in times of sickness or family emer-
gency.

———

HONORING BISHOP JAMES NEAUL
HAYNES

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to recognize the ex-
traordinary accomplishments of Bishop James
Neaul Haynes. Bishop Haynes is a valued
leader and member of the Dallas community,
who has dedicated his life to service, with a
ministry spanning more than sixty years.

Bishop Haynes was born in Denton, Texas,
and graduated as valedictorian from Fred
Moore High School. He continued his edu-
cation at the University of Denver in Colorado
and North Texas State University, earning a
Bachelor of Science degree. He was awarded
an Honorary Doctor of Laws degree from
Texas College in 1986.

Bishop Haynes began his ministry at the
Open Door Church of God in Christ in Pampa,
Texas in 1952. He later served congregations
in Dennison, Texas and Wichita Falls, Texas.
Since 1979, Bishop Haynes has served at
Saintsville Sanctuary Church of God in Christ
in Dallas, Texas.

Bishop Haynes was appointed Prelate of
Texas Northeast Ecclesiastical Jurisdiction in
1978, after serving the Jurisdiction in multiple
different capacities. He also served the
Church of God in Christ on the national level
in several roles, including as a member of the
National Trustee Board, the Assistant General
Secretary, the Secretary of the General Board,
and the First Assistant Presiding Bishop.
Bishop Haynes is now a lifetime member of
the General Board with emeritus status.

In 1997, Bishop Neaul Haynes was chosen
by over 200 pastors to serve as the Bishop of
the Ecclesiastical Jurisdiction. As part of his
responsibilities, he presided over more than
400 pastors and 45 districts. Holding this title
allowed him to travel the world and appoint
other Bishops both locally and internationally.
It is very fitting to honor Bishop Haynes
among his peers at the 2013 Annual Prayer
Breakfast. For more than 6 decades, he has
tirelessly served the north Texas community,
as well as the Nation as a long-serving mem-
ber on the General Board of the Church of
God In Christ.
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Mr. Speaker, Bishop Haynes is a pillar of
the Dallas community, and his life’s work has
been devoted to improving the lives of others.
Bishop Haynes is joined in his service by his
wife, Ms. Vivian King Haynes. The couple has
two daughters, Pia and Vrai, and two sons-in-
law, Supt. Reginald Williams and Mr. William
C. Morris. Bishop Haynes is the proud grand-
father of 4 children: Darius Craig Morris, J.
Neaul Williams, Chandler Ellington Williams
and D’Aria Jesslyn Morris.

———

IN HONOR OF CHIEF RICK BRAZIEL

HON. DORIS 0. MATSUI

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
honor of Chief Rick Braziel as he retires from
the Sacramento Police Department, an organi-
zation he served admirably over three dec-
ades. As the Chief of Police since 2008 and
a member of the department since 1979, Rick
has been pivotal in upholding and carrying out
the mission of the Sacramento Police Depart-
ment and his leadership will be missed. | ask
all my colleagues to join me in honoring one
of Sacramento’s finest public servants.

Prior to serving as Chief of Police, Rick,
who is a graduate of California State Univer-
sity-Sacramento and the U.S. Naval Post-
graduate School, was appointed as the Dep-
uty Chief of the Offices of Operations, Inves-
tigations, Technical Services, and Homeland
Security and Emergency Services. Rick is a
co-author of the book titled Cop Talk: Essen-
tial Communicating Skills for Community Polic-
ing and is nationally recognized for his instruc-
tion in communication skills on this topic.

Over the past three decades with the de-
partment, Rick has rose through the ranks,
holding a variety of positions including K9
Handler, Patrol Sergeant and Watch Com-
mander, and Captain of Special Units and
Narcotics. He has also received several pro-
fessional commendations including the Silver
Medal of Valor, Distinguished Service Award,
and a Unit Citation. Rick is often noted by his
colleagues for his innovative leadership guid-
ing the police force to more effective ways of
addressing and preventing crime.

Outside of the police department, Rick en-
joys competing in marathons and triathlons,
and participating in both the lronman Triathlon
World Championships in Hawaii and the three
thousand mile, Race Across America, bicy-
cling race in 2012.

Mr. Speaker, | am honored to recognize the
numerous contributions made by Chief Rick
Braziel during his service to the people of
Sacramento and our nation. As Rick, his wife
Karen, their children, his friends, and col-
leagues celebrate his retirement, | ask my col-
leagues to join me in thanking and recognizing
him for his many years of service.
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MR. DEAN CORGEY APPOINTED TO
PORT OF HOUSTON AUTHORITY
COMMISSION

HON. AL GREEN

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, |
would like to acknowledge the appointment of
Mr. Dean Corgey to the Port of Houston Au-
thority Commission, on January 16, 2013. Mr.
Corgey is well-suited to the position of Port
Commissioner, based on his decades of com-
munity service, outstanding leadership, and
stellar credentials.

Mr. Corgey is a humble man who has
worked in various capacities on all four coasts,
before he became vice president of the pre-
eminent Seafarers International Union’s Gulf
Coast Region and now a Port Commissioner.
| know he will use his numerous talents to en-
sure the Port of Houston remains a world-
class port.

Mr. Speaker, | am blessed to have the op-
portunity to pay tribute to a dear friend of over
ten years. A man of character who can be an
extraordinary agent for change. Mr. Corgey is
an indefatigable and hardworking individual,
who will continue to serve the city of Houston
well.

—————

INTRODUCTION OF FEDERAL EM-
PLOYEES PAID PARENTAL
LEAVE ACT

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York.
Mr. Speaker, on February 5, 2013 we cele-
brate the 20th anniversary of the Family and
Medical Leave Act. Millions of American fami-
lies have benefitted from this landmark law
that allows workers to take up to 12 weeks of
unpaid, job protected leave to care for a new
child, a sick family member, or an injured
service member in their family.

As we mark this anniversary we also must
acknowledge that two decades later our na-
tion’s family leave policies have not kept pace
with changes to America’s families and work-
force. FMLA provides unpaid leave, which
means families must choose between fore-
going a paycheck and caring for a new child
or sick loved one.

The Federal government is our nation’s larg-
est employer and as such should be leading
the way on family-friendly workplace policy.
Today, | am introducing the Federal Employ-
ees Paid Parental Leave Act, legislation that
provides federal employees with 4 weeks of
paid leave following the birth, adoption, or fos-
tering of a child. By extending paid parental
leave for new parents this bill helps diminish
the risk of real economic hardship for the 2
million federal employees following the birth or
adoption of a child.

In 2009, the House successfully passed the
bill with the bipartisan support of 258 Mem-
bers. | urge my colleagues in the 113th Con-
gress to focus on job creation efforts while
also ensuring that federal leave policy reflects
the realities of our nation’s workforce in the
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21st Century. Thank you to my colleagues
Delegate ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON, and Rep-
resentatives GERALD CONNOLLY, GEORGE MiL-
LER, JOHN CONYERS Jr, and RAUL GRIJALVA for
their support of the Federal Employees Paid
Parental Leave Act.

RECOGNIZING IAN MONCASTER

HON. ADAM SMITH

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, |
rise to honor Mr. lan Moncaster, the former
President and CEO of the World Affairs Coun-
cil of Seattle, Washington, for his leadership
and achievements over the past eleven years.

Mr. Moncaster has tirelessly devoted himself
to enhancing the Seattle World Affairs Coun-
cil’'s existing programs and deepening inter-
national conversations, helping Americans en-
gage with and understand the world beyond
our borders. Under Mr. Moncaster's leader-
ship, over 1,000 public events were gen-
erated, including appearances by international
notables ranging from United Nations Sec-
retary-General Ban Ki-Moon and former Sec-
retary of State Condoleezza Rice, to Nobel
Prize winning economist Joseph Stiglitz.

With Mr. Moncaster at the helm, the Global
Classroom programs, with their focus on K-12
education, reached more than 23,000 teachers
and students in the region. Additionally, the
International Visitor Program, supported by the
State Department, expanded from 500 to more
than 1,000 international visitors per year, con-
tributing an estimated $2 million dollars in eco-
nomic impact to the community. More impor-
tantly, these programs have helped to break
down stereotypes, prejudices and promoted
greater understanding while building memo-
rable, lasting relationships across the world.

Last but not least, under Mr. Moncaster’s
guidance, two new initiatives, the World Affairs
Fellows Program and the Young Professionals
International Network, have matured to identify
and cultivate ideas, talent, and leadership po-
tential.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pleasure that |
honor Mr. lan Moncaster. His eleven year ten-
ure as the CEO of the World Affairs Council
of Seattle has inspired and invigorated thou-
sands of citizens in Washington State and
around the world to realize a more secure and
peaceful world through dialogue and mutual
understanding. | wish Mr. Moncaster the very
best on his future endeavors.

———

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL
DEBT

HON. MIKE COFFMAN

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 3,
2009, the day | took office, the national debt
was $10,627,961,295,930.67.

Today, it is $16,475,048,398,165.79. We've
added $5,847,087,102,235.12 to our debt in 4
years. This is a $5.8 trillion in debt our nation,
our economy, and our children could have
avoided with a Balanced Budget Amendment.
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We must stop this unconscionable accumula-
tion of debt.

———

HONORING THE MORRIS CHORAL
SOCIETY IN MORRISTOWN

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor the Morris Choral Society of
Morristown, New Jersey, which is celebrating
its 40th anniversary in the summer of 2013.

The creation of the Morris Choral Society
can be likened to that of the birth of a Phoenix
bird. Tragically, in 1972, the United Methodist
Church, located on the Morristown Green,
burned down and as a result the proceeding
Methodist congregations were held at Temple
B’nai Or for the next two years as the Church
was rebuilt. R. Wayne Walters, a bass soloist
who performed at both the Temple and
Church, decided to conduct a special Friday
evening service dedicated to the generosity of
the Temple and its Rabbi, Z. David Levy. In
order to perform this service, chorus members
from the surrounding area churches were as-
sembled. Due to the success of the perform-
ance, Rabbi Levy asked Walters to keep this
wonderful group of people together and con-
tinue performing. Eventually, under Walters’s
leadership, this collection of singers was incor-
porated under the name of Morris Choral Soci-
ety in the summer of 1973, effectively rising
out of the ashes and spawning a new organi-
zation.

Since the society has been formed, it has
maintained a dual mission statement attempt-
ing, “To make available to all residents of the
Morris area varied choral musical programs
and to give residents an opportunity to per-
form in the choral organization.” Those who
have been affected by the Morris Choral Soci-
ety would say that its contributions to society
have gone much farther than initially intended
by positively impacting the choral outlook
throughout Northern New Jersey. Additionally,
MCS has garnered much public attention
through appearances on television programs,
such as NBC’s “First Estate” program, and its
two major concerts that are performed in Mor-
ris County each year. Through continuing in-
terest, the society has grown in size and is
open to new members via auditions.

Furthermore, the Morris Choral Society con-
ducts numerous, smaller performances during
Morristown’s holidays and special occasions.
These shows generally occur during the Inde-
pendence Day celebrations, the Holly Walk,
the Fall Festival on the Green, and the First
Night concert. Incredibly, MCS is now inter-
nationally recognized after memorable per-
formances in England in 1990, Ireland in
1994, Scotland & Wales in 1996, France in
1998, and ltaly during the summer of 2000.
Through international travel and a growing in-
terest in different music, the Society has ob-
tained an astounding repertoire of songs dat-
ing from the Renaissance period to the
present.

Besides annual events, the Morris Choral
Society has performed alongside many fa-
mous musicians during its lifetime. Unforget-
table nights include performing with Judy Col-
lins during her Christmas Show, and with
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Dave Brubeck in La Fiesta de la Posada in
the Community Theatre. MCS has also sung
Beethoven’s Ninth Symphony under the cele-
brated Leon Hyman, collaborated with Jazz Pi-
anist Rio Clemente, and performed a sold-out
concert at the Morristown Community Theater
in front of over 1,300 viewers.

Consistently trying to excel, the Society has
emphasized versatility in music styles ranging
from contemporary American, to classical
Broadway theatre, to even some international
folk songs articulated in their native lan-
guages. Expanding to different venues and
compiling diversified music is what keeps
MCS ahead of most other musical organiza-
tions in the area.

Mr. Speaker, | ask you and your colleagues
to join me in congratulating the Morris Choral
Society as it celebrates its 40th anniversary.

—————

TRIBUTE TO AMBASSADOR RON
KIRK

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today to recognize Ambas-
sador Ron Kirk for his outstanding service as
United States Trade Representative. As a
member of President Obama’s Cabinet, he
has led the United States toward a stronger
economic future.

A former Texas Secretary of State, Ambas-
sador Kirk became the first African-American
mayor of my hometown Dallas, Texas, in
1995. During Ambassador Kirk's tenure as
Mayor, he pursued trade policies and eco-
nomic development initiatives that helped gen-
erate over 45,000 jobs and billions of dollars
of investment in Dallas. He also prioritized
public safety and oversaw the lowest crime
rate in Dallas in 20 years.

In his role as U.S. Trade Representative,
Ambassador Kirk brought together a broad co-
alition of Americans to support free trade
agreements with Korea, Colombia, and Pan-
ama, opening up new markets for American
businesses and creating jobs here at home.
Ambassador Kirk advanced high stakes re-
gional Trans-Pacific Partnership talks and
worked to maintain significant U.S. engage-
ment in the World Trade Organization. His
stellar list of accomplishments also includes
supporting U.S. businesses and workers with
his strong enforcement of U.S. trade rights
and assisting small businesses eager to ac-
cess international markets.

Mr. Speaker, Ambassador Kirk is both a
dear friend and an ardent public servant. | ap-
plaud Ambassador Kirk’'s commitment to serv-
ing U.S. businesses and workers, and his
dedication to moving United States trade poli-
cies forward. He has been a devoted advocate
for American workers and our economy, and |
am thankful for his service to our country.
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HONORING THE INTERNATIONAL
ASSOCIATION OF SHEET METAL,
AIR, RAIL, AND TRANSPOR-
TATION WORKERS

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is my dis-
tinct honor to congratulate the members of the
International Association of Sheet Metal, Air,
Rail, and Transportation Workers (SMART), as
they celebrate the 125th anniversary of the
union’s founding. The members and officers of
SMART are to be commended for their dedi-
cation and recognized for the union’s history
of remarkable achievements.

SMART, formerly known as the Sheet Metal
Workers’ International Association and the
United Transportation Union, is a truly inven-
tive, progressive, and strong union made up of
skilled craftsmen throughout the United States,
Canada, and Puerto Rico. Representing con-
struction, sheet metal, transportation, railroad,
shipyard, and production employees in the in-
dustry, SMART works tirelessly to ensure safe
working conditions, living wages and benefits,
and growth opportunities for its employees.

Since its founding in 1888, SMART has
been one of labor's most ambitious and dili-
gent organizations. Throughout history, its
union leaders and members have been
through many struggles and triumphs seeking
to bring about hope for workers seeking fair
wages, hours, and benefits while contributing
to the structural development and building of
the United States. Since the late 1920s, mem-
bers and officers have contributed to the wel-
fare of the country at home and abroad. From
their assistance with the production of Charles
Lindberg’s airplane, the Spirit of Saint Louis,
designed for his historic flight across the At-
lantic Ocean, to the building and sustaining of
America’s Navy in our nation’s shipyards, as
well as the union’s support in the World Trade
Center tragedy, SMART’s members are wor-
thy of the highest praise.

Northwest Indiana has a rich history of ex-
cellence in its craftsmanship and loyalty
among its tradesmen. The members and offi-
cers of SMART are outstanding examples of
these qualities. They have demonstrated their
loyalty to both the union and communities
internationally through their hard work and
selfless dedication.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that you and my other
distinguished colleagues join me in honoring
the past and present hardworking members
and officers of SMART and to congratulate the
organization on the 125th anniversary of its
founding. They have committed themselves to
making a significant contribution to the growth
and development in Northwest Indiana,
throughout the United States, and abroad.

———
BRYAN WILBURN TAKES THE

RANK OF AN EAGLE SCOUT TO
ANOTHER LEVEL

HON. TED POE

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Bryan
Wilburn is a young man from Baytown, Texas




February 5, 2013

who has attained the prestigious rank of Eagle
Scout. But the way he achieved his ranking
isn't something we hear about often, espe-
cially for someone his age. He made his way
to the top through a unique and much-needed
service project. As just an eighth grade stu-
dent at Barber’s Hill Middle School, Bryan initi-
ated a project that has honored those who
protect our community. Not limited to just peo-
ple, but also our four-legged friends. Bryan
and a team of volunteers renovated the Bay-
town Police Department K9 Cemetery.

The need to serve law enforcement
stemmed from Bryan’s appreciation for the
strong bond between officers and police ca-
nines, as well as their vital role in protecting
the community. Bryan and a group of recruited
volunteers of neighbors, friends, family, and
other Boy Scouts worked hard to beautify
these dogs’ final resting place. After research-
ing everything from types of plants to styles of
landscaping, Bryan lead his team of volun-
teers as they cleaned the existing burial plots,
removed dead shrubbery, replaced fence post
tops, and planted new bushes and trees. It
was after about 140 hours of hard work that
the Baytown Police Department had a ceme-
tery, where they could be proud to lay their
beloved dogs to rest.

Bryan’s leadership role in this final project is
one of the many qualifications needed to ob-
tain his new rank of Eagle Scout—he has had
to earn 21 merit badges in subjects including
first aid and personal fitness, as well as ob-
taining letters of recommendation, and going
before an Eagle Scout board of review.

This is a prime example of a young man
with an outstanding character and a go-getter
work ethic. Bryan is well-deserving of his
Eagle Scout rank. In honoring the sacrifices
and hard work of the police force and their ca-
nine companions, Bryan has upheld the Boy
Scout tradition of community service and
stands as an example of the integrity and
honor of a true Eagle Scout.

And that’s just the way it is.

————
IN REMEMBRANCE OF THE LIFE

AND LEGACY OF CHIEF PETTY
OFFICER CHRIS KYLE

HON. ROGER WILLIAMS

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, today | join my
colleagues in the United States Congress in
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honoring the life and legacy of Chief Petty Of-
ficer Chris Kyle.

Every warrior has a story . . . Chris Kyle
had a legend. Throughout our history, Amer-
ica’s military has been served by many but
shaped by only a few. From Washington to
Petraeus, from Porter to Nimitz, a few great
individuals have changed the way we fight
wars and the way we view warriors. Now we
can add the name of Chris Kyle to that elite
list.

For ten years, this Texas native served his
country as a member of Seal Team 3. Along
the way, he set the standard for all snipers.
Though his innate humility prevented him from
talking about the number, Navy records con-
firm that Chief Kyle successfully took out 160
enemy combatants—the highest number in
American military history.

He did it over the course of many years—
he served four tours in Iraq during his career.
And he did it in difficult circumstances and
over long distances—he once perched himself
on top of a baby’s crib for hours in a house

. and another time he gunned down an
enemy combatant from 1.2 miles away.

No matter the challenge, Chris Kyle always
met it No matter the odds, he always over-
came them.

Chief Kyle’s incredible courage as a warrior
was matched only by his extraordinary grace
as a man.

This was a man of faith who believed God
had a plan for him.

This was a man of family of who knew
being a husband and a father were his impor-
tant tasks.

And this was an American who thought that
his country was worth fighting for and even
dying for.

Chief Kyle didn't like to talk about the num-
ber of enemies he killed; instead, he would
say, I'd like to be known “for the people |
saved.” And so he is.

He saved so many, more than we will ever
know. And he never stopped trying to save
people, all the way to the last seconds of his
life.

Chief Petty Officer Chris Kyle has left us;
but his legacy remains. The people of Texas
are rightfully proud of this native son; and the
people of America rightfully mourn this na-
tional hero.

The U.S. Navy Seals have a motto: “the
only easy day was yesterday.” No one per-
sonified this more than Chief Kyle. Each day
was a new challenge; and each time, it was
met with courage and conviction, with devotion
and dedication.
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Chief Kyle’s mission is completed; his tour
has ended. Now, the work of carrying on his
legacy remains for all of us.

May we always try to live up to the standard
of courage set by this great and gallant man

. . and may we never forget his service and
sacrifice.

May God bless Chief Petty Officer Chris
Kyle and his family.

———

CONGRATULATORY SPEECH TO IN-
DIANA UNIVERSITY MEN’S SOC-
CER

HON. TODD C. YOUNG

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of Indiana University’s Men’s
Soccer Team.

| want to congratulate the team, Indiana
University, and the greatest college soccer
fans in the country—whom we in Indiana af-
fectionately call the Hoosier Army—on their
8th NCAA National Championship. As a resi-
dent of Bloomington, the home of IU, | am
particularly proud of IU Soccer’s achievements
this year. They have worked very hard, and
merits respect and celebration.

Accomplishments such as this are achieved
through diligence and commitment. This being
their 8th National Championship, IU’'s Soccer
Program has proven its commitment to cre-
ating a strong and enduring tradition of excel-
lence. This win shows that the team benefits
now, as in past decades, from exemplary
leadership both on and off the field. | com-
mend Coach Todd Yeagley, and the rest of
the coaching staff, for instilling confidence in
their Hoosier Squad, and for driving them to
victory this season.

IU’s championship squad also serves as an
inspiration to many members of the commu-
nity of Bloomington, and to Hoosiers across
Southern Indiana. Collectively, the student-ath-
letes have shown us what can be achieved
through teamwork and perseverance. | com-
mend them on their National Championship,
and | salute them for their example. Finally, |
join members of the Hoosier Army, and other
rank-and-file Hoosiers, in looking forward to
many more thrilling seasons in the coming
years. Go Hoosiers!



Tuesday, February 5, 2013

Dazily Digest

Senate

Chamber Action

The Senate was not in session and stands ad-
journed until 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, February 7,
2013.

Committee Meetings

No committee meetings were held.

House of Representatives

Chamber Action

Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 27 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 493-520; and 4 resolutions, H. Res.
52-55, were introduced. Pages H369-71

Additional Cosponsors: Page H372

Reports Filed: There were no reports filed today.

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he
appointed Representative Palazzo to act as Speaker
pro tempore for today. Page H345

Recess: The House recessed at 10:49 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 noon. Page H350

Committee Elections: The House agreed to H. Res.
52, electing Members to a certain standing com-
mittee of the House of Representatives. Page H351

Recess: The House recessed at 12:28 p.m. and re-
convened at 1 p.m. Page H354

Require a PLAN Act: The House began consider-
ation of H.R. 444, to require that, if the President’s
fiscal year 2014 budget does not achieve balance in
a fiscal year covered by such budget, the President
shall submit a supplemental unified budget by April
1, 2013, which identifies a fiscal year in which bal-
ance is achieved. Consideration of the bill is expected
to resume tomorrow, February 6th. Pages H364-68

H. Res. 48, the rule providing for consideration
of the bill, was agreed to by a recorded vote of 228
ayes to 189 noes, Roll No. 34, after the previous
question was ordered by a yea-and-nay vote of 229
yeas to 188 nays, Roll No. 33. Pages H354-63, H363-64

Moment of Silence: The House observed a moment
of silence in honor of our brave men and women in
uniform who have given their lives in the service of
our country in Iraq and Afghanistan, their families,
and all who serve in our armed forces and their fam-
ilies. Page H363

Committee Elections: The House agreed to H. Res.
53, electing Members to a standing committee of
the House of Representatives. Page H364

Meeting Hour: Agreed that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow,
February 6th. Page H364

United States Group of the NATO Parliamen-
tary Assembly—Appointment: The Chair an-
nounced the Speaker’s appointment of the following
Member on the part of the House to the United
States Group of the NATO Parliamentary Assembly:
Representative Larson (CT). Page H364

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the
House today appears on page H357.

Senate Referral: S. 227 was held at the desk.

Quorum Calls—Votes: One yea-and-nay vote and
one recorded vote developed during the proceedings
of today and appear on pages H363 and H363-64.

There were no quorum calls.

Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 3:28 p.m.
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Committee Meetings

CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES
FACING AMERICA’S SCHOOLS AND
WORKPLACES

Committee on Education and the Workforce: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled “Challenges and Op-
portunities Facing America’s Schools and Work-
places”. Testimony was heard from Gary Herbert,
Governor, State of Utah; Laura Fornash, Secretary of
Education, Commonwealth of Virginia; and public
witnesses.

AMERICAN ENERGY SECURITY AND
INNOVATION: AN ASSESSMENT OF NORTH
AMERICA’S ENERGY RESOURCES

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on
Energy and Power held a hearing entitled “American
Energy Security and Innovation: An Assessment of
North America’s Energy Resources”. Testimony was
heard from Adam Sieminski, Administrator, Energy
Information Administration.

FIGHTING FOR INTERNET FREEDOM:
DUBAI AND BEYOND; AND GLOBAL
INTERNET FREE FROM GOVERNMENT
CONTROL

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on
Communications and Technology; Subcommittee on
Terrorism, Nonproliferation, and Trade; and the
Subcommittee on Africa, Global Health, Global
Human Rights, and International Organizations held
a joint hearing entitled “Fighting for Internet Free-
dom: Dubai and Beyond; and consideration of legis-
lation to affirm that it is the policy of the United
States to promote a global Internet free from govern-
ment control. Testimony was heard from Robert M.
McDowell, Commissioner, Federal Communications
Commission; Bitange Ndemo, Permanent Secretary,
Ministry of Information and Communication, Gov-
ernment of Kenya (by videoconference); and public
witnesses.

OVERSIGHT PLAN

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Full Committee
began a business meeting to adopt the Committee’s
Oversight Plan for the 113th Congress.

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on Ethics: Full Committee held a business
meeting to consider organizational matters relating
to the start of the 113th Congress. The Committee
agreed to its rules.
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FATAH-HAMAS RECONCILIATION:
THREATENING PEACE PROSPECTS

Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Mid-
dle East and North Africa held a hearing entitled
“The Fatah-Hamas Reconciliation: Threatening
Peace Prospects”. Testimony was heard from public
witnesses.

ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

Committee on Howuse Administration: Full Committee
held an organizational meeting for the 113th Con-
gress. The Committee adopted its rules of procedure
and oversight plan for the 113th Congress.

AMERICA’S IMMIGRATION SYSTEM:
OPPORTUNITIES FOR LEGAL
IMMIGRATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF
LAWS AGAINST ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION

Committee on the Judiciary: Full Committee held a
hearing entitled “America’s Immigration System:
Opportunities for Legal Immigration and Enforce-
ment of Laws against Illegal Immigration”. Testi-
mony was heard from Julian Castro, Mayor, San An-
tonio, Texas; and public witnesses.

GOVERNMENT SPENDING: ADDRESSING
THE BILLIONS OF DOLLARS WASTED
EVERY YEAR

Committee on Quversight and Government Reform: Full
Committee held a business meeting and held a hear-
ing entitled “Government Spending: How Can We
Best Address the Billions of Dollars Wasted Every
Year?”. The Committee adopted its rules of proce-
dure for the 113th Congress. Testimony was heard
from public witnesses.

ANALYZING VA’S ACTIONS TO PREVENT
LEGIONNAIRE’S DISEASE IN PITTSBURGH

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations held a hearing entitled
“Analyzing VA’s Actions to Prevent Legionnaire’s
Disease in Pittsburgh.” Testimony was heard from
Robert Jesse, Principal Deputy Under Secretary for
Health, Department of Veterans Affairs; Gary Ro-
selle, Chief, Medical Service, Program Director, In-
fectious Diseases, Department of Veterans Affairs;
Lauri Hicks, Medical Epidemiologist, National Cen-
ter for Immunization and Respiratory Diseases, Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention; and public
witnesses.
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TEMPORARY DISABILITY RATING: AN
EXAMINATION OF ITS EFFECTIVE USE

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Dis-
ability Assistance and Memorial Affairs held a hear-
ing entitled “The 100% Temporary Disability Rat-
ing: An Examination of Its Effective Use”. Testi-
mony was heard from Linda Halliday, Assistant In-
spector General for Audits and Evaluations, Office of
the Inspector General, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs; Brent Arronte, Director, San Diego Benefits In-
spection Division, Office of the Inspector General,
Department of Veterans Affairs; Diana Rubens, Dep-
uty Under Secretary for Field Operations, Veterans
Benefits Administration, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs; and a public witness.

Joint Meetings

No joint committee meetings were held.
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COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY,
FEBRUARY 6, 2013

(Committee meetings arve open unless otherwise indicated)

Senate

No meetings/hearings scheduled.

House

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Full Committee, con-
tinued business meeting to adopt the Committee’s Over-
sight Plan for the 113th Congress, 9:30 a.m., 2123 Ray-
burn.

Committee on Financial Services: Full Committee, hearing
entitled “Examining the Proper Role of the Federal
Housing Administration in our Mortgage Insurance Mar-
ket”, 9 a.m., 2128 Rayburn.

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled “American Competitiveness: The
Role of Research and Development”, 9:30 a.m., 2318
Rayburn.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE
9:30 a.m., Thursday, February 7

Senate Chamber

Program for Thursday: Senate will resume consideration
of S. 47, Violence Against Women Act. At 12 noon, Sen-

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
9 a.m., Wednesday, February 6

House Chamber

Program for Wednesday: Complete consideration of
H.R. 444—Require a PLAN Act.

ator-designate Cowan, of Massachusetts, will be sworn in.
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