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so far, the only ones voting for this tax
giveaway are my Republican col-
leagues. I say that accurately, not to
be partisan, but just to be honest and
accurate. They say we have to do this;
it is going to stimulate the economy.

Well, also, in this package, this plan
that they want to make into a law, ba-
sically what it will do, it will actually
incentivize the biggest corporations in
America, American corporations. It is
going to incentivize them to go ahead
and close up shop in your neighborhood
and go set up shop somewhere else in
the world.

And the only connection they are
going to have with you, ladies and gen-
tlemen, is they are going to want to
sell those products to you, built by
other than American hands in other
parts of the world. The only other con-
nection they are going to have is this:
They are going to be able to bring their
money, their profits, back to the
United States, pretty much free and
clear, and just count their money here,
where they call themselves an Amer-
ican corporation.

I think it is important, ladies and
gentlemen, that we recognize that this
is something that is wrong. This is
something that is going to hurt the
middle class. This is something, again,
if you are a teacher, if you are a police
officer, if you are busdriver, this is
going to hurt you.

If you are a single mother who is
working every single day, proud to do
that, you are going to see that you are
not going to have the support you need
to make sure that that childcare con-
tinues for your child.

If you are a family member that has
a mother or father whose only income
is Social Security, they probably de-
pend on Meals on Wheels. They prob-
ably depend on programs like that.
Some of that comes from your Federal
Government. But when these Repub-
lican colleagues cut $1.5 trillion out of
the United States budget, it is going to
come out of you, ladies and gentlemen.
The people who have worked hard, sen-
iors who are finally retired and should
have the dignity of having a dignified
life and having at least one darned
meal a day, that is where it is going to
come out of.

Ladies and gentlemen, I am here to
warn you, please call your Members of
Congress. Please make sure that you
let them know: I don’t want that kind
of giveaway.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not to a per-
ceived viewing audience.

———

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT
ON OUR AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL
SYSTEM

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

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have
a map beside me. It is not a Verizon or
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an AT&T map showing its coverage.
What this is is a snapshot, a moment in
time, of the number of airplanes in the
United States’ airspace at any mo-
ment, over 90,000 flights a day. Think
about that. That is over 200,000 takeoffs
and landings.

We, in the United States, have the
safest and the busiest airspace in the
world; yet there are some in Congress
who want to privatize this to a board
made up of 13 members only. I person-
ally think it is more of a monopoliza-
tion, not a privatization of our air-
space.

This is the taxpayers’ airspace. This
is not the airspace that we should be
giving away to a 13-member board, or
the control of.

Those who want to pass this AIRR
Act, H.R. 2997, want us to compare it to
Canada. Well, I have flown in Canada.
Look at the map: below the line in the
United States, above the line in Can-
ada. It is not even apples to apples. It
is not apples to oranges. It is apples to
elephants.

And you say, well, that makes no
sense. No, it doesn’t. It does not make
any sense to give control of this air-
space, where our wonderful men in uni-
form and women who fly the military
aircraft, the pilots like myself, but,
more importantly, the carriers that
carry all of us to here and there, the
ability to control this airspace.

I am a small-government guy, Mr.
Speaker, but there are three instances
where government needs to be involved
in the lives of our citizens: national de-
fense, national intelligence, and na-
tional airspace.

I would argue that I have probably
been in more control towers than any
Member of Congress, and when you
walk in, there are wonderful control-
lers who are looking at modern equip-
ment, computer screens, display lights,
who are moving aircraft here and
there, very efficiently, very profes-
sionally.

There are those who have stood at
this podium, Mr. Speaker, and held up
pieces of paper like this and have
scared our people into saying: Oh, this
is the way controllers transfer control
of airplanes from airspace to airspace.

That is a gross mischaracterization
of what is happening. They use this as
a backup if a grid goes down, but they
don’t use it to move traffic. They use
modern computers.

The NextGen, or what we call the
next generation of modernization of
FAA, is called ADS-B, Automatic De-
pendent Surveillance-Broadcast. It al-
lows separation of aircraft to come
down. It has saved billions—that is
with a B—in fuel and other costs, and
yet we want to give all this modern
equipment to the control of a 13-mem-
ber board? I think not.

We have all had delays in airports.
Most of them, I will tell you, are
weather. But how many of us have
pulled up in a plane and we are waiting
for another plane to back out of a gate?
That is not an air traffic control issue.
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That is an issue with controlling the
gates at the airport, and that goes
back to the airlines.

How many of us have been delayed
because they come on and when we are
just fixing to board the plane, oh, you
have a maintenance issue, or we are
waiting for another pilot crew to get
off one aircraft to pilot your aircraft?
Again, those who would want to pass
this act would make you believe that
that is air traffic control’s fault. No, it
does not have to do with air traffic
control.

CBO has said that if we give this air-
space control to a 13-member private
board, it will cause a $100 billion deficit
addition—$100 billion. The Congres-
sional Review Service has said that if
we do that, that automatically allows
sequester to take place. We don’t need
that. We are trying to get out of that
now. Our wonderful men and women in
uniform are having a hard enough time
meeting quotas, meeting equipment,
meeting training, everything, because
of the sequester.

This would hurt military retirement
funding. This would hurt our Border
Patrol, men and women there pro-
tecting us from terrorist activity on a
daily basis.

Mr. Speaker, we need modernization,
but we don’t need privatization. It is a
bad idea any way you look at it.

We do need to pass a long-term FAA
reauthorization act. I am all for that.
Our FAA needs to have the stability of
funding where they can look down the
road more than 6 months at a time and
plan for what is coming down and what
they need to do to keep our airspace
safe.

So, Mr. Speaker, we don’t need this
H.R. 2997 passed. We need just to fund
FAA for a long time.

——————

TAKING A KNEE FOR WHAT IS
RIGHT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
think it is appropriate this morning to
rise to share my passion and my love
for this country, but also my frustra-
tion. I will use this graphic to set the
tone for my remarks this morning.

Although the Republican tax pro-
posal will be introduced tomorrow, I
believe, if you look at this graphic and
the headlines, it says that 80 percent of
the tax relief will not go to you and
you and you and to the American peo-
ple, or maybe even staff and Members
who are here who are Americans, sala-
ried individuals; it will go, 80 percent,
to the 1 percent of Americans.

Now, I am not going to talk about
the tax legislation this morning. I
want this to be a symbol of the wrong-
ness of the direction of this country
and the leader who leads this Nation.
We are going down a wrong path.

Many of us thought we had come to-
gether in unity, we had overcome the
divisiveness because we were different,
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