
Congressional Record
UNUM

E PLURIBUS

United States
of America PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 112th

 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

b This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., b 1407 is 2:07 p.m.
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

.

H4079 

Vol. 157 WASHINGTON, TUESDAY, JUNE 14, 2011 No. 85 

House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBSTER). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 14, 2011. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL 
WEBSTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

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

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, 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. 

f 

WORKING WITH AMERICAN 
AGRICULTURE 

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Today we are 
starting the most important debate of 
2012 in Congress, the reauthorization of 
the farm bill. 

Now, it is true that we are just talk-
ing about the ag appropriations bill, 
and much of the reform agenda will be 
difficult or ruled out of order due to 
the restrictive approach of the rules, 
although in the past some of my Re-

publican leadership friends have had no 
compunction about legislating on ap-
propriations bills. But here we will be 
protecting large agribusiness instead of 
American farmers, ranchers, con-
sumers, and the environment. 

This debate matters. Each point that 
is made on the floor or in the media, 
each vote that is accumulated against 
the status quo and towards change and 
fairness is another step towards re-
forming the one area that almost every 
independent analyst agrees is right for 
reform. 

From the far right to the far left, 
people agree it is time. American agri-
cultural policy is frozen in time 
through the past collection of farm 
bills. It misallocates scarce dollars, it 
spends too much on the richest farming 
interests who really don’t need it, and 
doesn’t provide enough support for the 
majority of farmers and ranchers who 
do. It does not place a priority on the 
nutrition of our children, and it 
unleashes an assault on the environ-
ment. 

There must be a better way. There is 
a better way. Cutting back on unneces-
sary expenditures for the wealthy and 
the undeserving would make it possible 
to give a little more to the farmers and 
ranchers, the majority of whom don’t 
get anything under the current farm 
bill. 

Now, most farmers and ranchers 
don’t just want money. They would 
much rather have assistance to make 
them more competitive. There is far 
more that can be done by providing for 
important research to strengthen the 
production of food. More can be done to 
market American agricultural prod-
ucts at home and abroad, to establish 
farmer’s markets. More can be done to 
protect farmers and their crops from 
disease and pests. And we can do so in 
a way that is consistent with our envi-
ronmental values and our budgetary 
constraints. 

Farmers and ranchers as a group are 
some of the most outstanding stewards 

of the land and the environment we 
have in America. But we are looking 
now at a farm bill that is going to dra-
matically cut back the money to help 
them with environmental compliance, 
even requiring breaking some existing 
contracts. 

But complying with environmental 
regulations and changing policies is 
going to take some effort and in some 
cases is going to cost money. Why 
aren’t we protecting the environmental 
programs and providing technical as-
sistance to help these agricultural in-
terests do what they want to do, which 
will not only improve water quality, 
wildlife habitat and air quality, but 
will put money in their pockets, sup-
porting small and medium-sized oper-
ations? 

Then there is the issue of nutrition. 
By skewing the production to artifi-
cially prop up and make profitable 
sugar, massive subsidies for corn, put-
ting big money behind it, instead of 
improving the nutrition for our 
schools, for example, we are literally 
subsidizing a diet through our tax dol-
lars that is making our kids sick. In-
stead, we should be helping them both 
be well-fed and healthy, not just well- 
fed with empty calories, but with fruits 
and vegetables that will strengthen 
their bodies and the prospect for long- 
term health. But the people who grow 
food, like fruits and vegetables, are dis-
criminated against under existing 
American farm policies. 

Help farmers and ranchers grow food, 
protect the environment, and strength-
en the economy. It is a simple formula. 
It is hard to imagine a more pro-Amer-
ican agenda and one that Americans 
from all across the political spectrum 
agree with. It is time to listen to them, 
to work for them, and make it happen. 
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CAREER AND TECHNICAL EDU-

CATION ENSURES A COMPETI-
TIVE AND SUCCESSFUL WORK-
FORCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I serve as cochairman of 
the Congressional Career and Tech-
nical Education Caucus with my friend 
and colleague JIM LANGEVIN of Rhode 
Island. The Career and Technical Edu-
cation Caucus is a group of Members 
seeking to broaden awareness here on 
Capitol Hill of the importance of career 
and technical education. 

I take the floor today to offer yet an-
other example of the critical role that 
career and technical education plays in 
helping individuals remain competitive 
in a constantly changing workforce en-
vironment. 

On June 7, 2011, history was made at 
the Central Pennsylvania Institute of 
Science and Technology. Two young la-
dies, Anna Krishak and Tricia Reich, 
graduated from their automotive tech-
nology program at the highest level 
possible offered by CPI. These non-
traditional students in the automotive 
technology program earned their di-
ploma along with State, national, and 
world certifications in their field of 
study. 

The most amazing part about their 
accomplishments was their path to 
success. Anna had only one year in the 
automotive technology program. She 
quickly earned the respect of her in-
structor, met the qualifications of 
CPI’s school-to-work cooperative edu-
cation program, and became employed 
at a local car dealership just shortly 
after the school year began. Despite ab-
sences due to a medical condition, 
Tricia completed all of her assign-
ments and exceeded almost all other 
classmates. Tricia became eligible for 
CPI’s cooperative education program 
and also later was employed at a local 
car dealership. 

In the process, both young ladies re-
ceived college credit that can be trans-
ferred to many colleges and univer-
sities in the United States. In addition, 
both Anna and Tricia completed 
evening certification courses geared to-
wards enhancing their education, 
which ensured a successful career path. 
Despite tough economic times, Tricia 
and Anna have found a way to make 
ends meet. They have broadened their 
horizons and found their own competi-
tive advantage in the marketplace, de-
spite an ever-changing economy. 

This story serves as a reminder for 
my fellow Members, a reminder that 
career and technical education pro-
grams exist in every congressional dis-
trict. This also reminds us of how ca-
reer and technical education can be 
utilized to assure a competitive and 
successful workforce. 

On behalf of the Career and Technical 
Education Caucus, I want to congratu-
late these outstanding young ladies for 
their achievements. 

DRAWING DOWN AMERICAN 
TROOPS FROM AFGHANISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, it is 
now mid-June and we are just weeks 
away from the July date the President 
promised for a drawdown of American 
troops from Afghanistan. But so far, so 
far, there appears to be little move-
ment towards the kind of redeployment 
that the moment actually calls for and 
that the American people are insisting 
on. 

b 1010 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, Defense Sec-
retary Gates, on his way out the door, 
endorsed a ‘‘modest’’ drawdown, even 
though the President has promised 
something significant. This is not a 
moment that calls for modesty. This is 
a moment for boldness and true leader-
ship. This is a moment to break out of 
the war default posture—the posture 
that we’ve been in for going on 10 years 
now. 

The longer this war goes on, the 
bloodier it becomes. We were told last 
year that fatalities would be unusually 
high in 2010 as the surge troops begin 
penetrating the Taliban strongholds. 
But it turns out there’s no sign that 
casualties are tapering off, and we’re 
on pace for an equally deadly 2011. We 
lost more troops in March, April, and 
May of this year than we did during 
the same months of 2010. 

And let’s not forget—because I don’t 
think it’s talked about nearly enough— 
that it’s not just uniformed members 
of the U.S. military being put in 
harm’s way by this conflict. The 
United Nations said over the weekend 
that there were more civilian casual-
ties in May than in any single other 
month of this war. Needless to say, 
killing innocent people is certainly not 
the way to win the hearts and minds of 
another country. 

The American people’s patience is 
wearing thin, Mr. Speaker; and there 
are many Members of this body—a fair 
number in the Republican majority— 
who cannot support this Afghanistan 
policy either. I for one am tired of 
being told that the strategy is working 
and it just needs more time to succeed. 
How many military families will lose a 
father or a mother or a son or a daugh-
ter in the time it takes for this strat-
egy to go nowhere? How many troops 
will be physically and psychologically 
damaged beyond repair? 

Mr. Speaker, I think nearly a dec-
ade—longer than any war in American 
history—is more than enough time to 
admit that the strategy does not work. 
We don’t need simply a token draw-
down. We need a fundamental change 
in policy and a complete reorientation 
of our thinking about national secu-
rity. We need to finally end this war 
and bring our troops home. 

WATAUGA HIGH SCHOOL 
PROSTART PROGRAM IS EXAM-
PLE OF INNOVATION DONE 
RIGHT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Today, I want to high-
light a remarkable group of North 
Carolina students from Watauga High 
School in my district. These students 
recently competed and won third place 
in the National ProStart Invitational 
in Overland Park, Kansas, after win-
ning first place in the Carolinas’ 
ProStart competition earlier this year. 
They are to be congratulated for this 
fantastic achievement, and I commend 
everyone from the parents and stu-
dents to the teachers and mentors in-
volved in this innovative educational 
program. 

ProStart is a nationwide, 2-year pro-
gram for high school students that 
seeks to develop the next generation of 
restaurant and foodservice industry 
leaders. Students participating in the 
program learn everything from cul-
inary techniques to management skills 
via a hands-on curriculum and real- 
world educational opportunities. By 
building practical professional skills, 
these students are investing in their 
future careers even while enrolled in 
high school. 

What’s particularly impressive about 
this program is how it combines tradi-
tional high school programs with in-
struction from seasoned professionals 
in the foodservice and hospitality 
fields. This program is a wonderful 
model for how private sector compa-
nies can work with schools and stu-
dents to offer tailor-made educational 
solutions that set students on the road 
to successful careers. In fact, in North 
Carolina alone, the ProStart program 
has educated more than 700 students in 
15 schools, with another 13 North Caro-
lina schools set to join in the next 
year. Again, congratulations to every-
one involved in Watauga High School’s 
ProStart program for excelling in this 
national program and making your 
community proud. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the joys of serv-
ing in Congress is the opportunity to 
be at celebrations such as the one I at-
tended last week during our district 
work period. The enthusiasm in the 
room at their celebration was infec-
tious. A special congratulations goes to 
the four winning students: Emily Haas, 
Michael Haynes, Justin Byrum, and Eli 
Bradford. Of course, these accomplish-
ments were facilitated by the support 
and hard work of Watauga High School 
ProStart teacher Lee Ann Williams 
and ProStart mentors Troy and Sandy 
Byrum of Troy’s Restaurant in Boone, 
as well as David Gronewoller, a Golden 
Corral executive and owner, who spon-
sored the ProStart team. Paul M. 
Stone, Alyssa Barkley, and Susan 
Seay, who run the Statewide ProStart 
program, also deserve congratulations 
for supporting this successful program 
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that is already producing talented and 
enthusiastic North Carolina students. 

f 

WALL STREET SPECULATORS 

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Today, every Amer-
ican who fills up their gas tank is 
going to pay an extra 70 cents per gal-
lon as a tribute to speculators on Wall 
Street. That’s right. Seventy cents a 
gallon is due to hedge fund speculation, 
derivatives and commodity speculation 
on Wall Street. 

It didn’t used to be this way. Before 
Enron, we prohibited this sort of specu-
lation on Wall Street. There was a spe-
cial law passed for Enron. ‘‘Ken Boy.’’ 
Remember that? George Bush’s favor-
ite guy. Enron, bankrupt. Ken ‘‘Boy’’ 
Lay, who knows where he is now. But 
the law still lives on. 

It was changed in Dodd-Frank to give 
new opportunities for the Commodities 
Future Trading Commission to begin 
to regulate speculation on Wall Street. 
But the Republicans are fighting tooth 
and nail against the regulation of spec-
ulation on Wall Street. Today, we’ll 
consider a bill that would deprive the 
Commodities Future Trading Commis-
sion, the watchdogs, of new computers. 
Republicans say, We can’t afford $60 
million for computers at the Commod-
ities Future Trading Commission to 
track a $400 trillion market; to track 
speculators that spent $25 billion on 
supercomputers last year so they could 
drive up the price of gasoline and ma-
nipulate markets without detection. 
No, we can’t afford that. They’ve got 
your back, speculators. The Repub-
licans are with you all the way. 

Every American who buys an air-
plane ticket today, who can still afford 
it—some—to take their family on vaca-
tion, you’ll will see a little surtax on 
fuel. That’s another tribute to the 
speculators on Wall Street who have 
unnecessarily driven up the price of oil 
and gas. There is at this point a surplus 
of oil and gas in the world—more than 
we’ve seen for years. Production is up. 
Demand is down. Stockpiles are up. 
And the price is up. Guess what? The 
profits at the oil companies are up phe-
nomenally and the profits on Wall 
Street are obscene. 

Do the Republicans want to do any-
thing about that? No. They would like 
to distract you. They don’t want you to 
look at who’s profiting from your pain 
and from destroying our economy— 
their generous friends on Wall Street. 
They are oh-so generous at election 
time to the Republican side of the 
aisle. The Republicans’ friends in Big 
Oil, who are oh-so generous to the Re-
publicans at election time. It’s not 
them. Price is driven by supply and de-
mand. If we drill more, drill here, drill 
now, that will solve the problem. It 
won’t solve the problem because the 
speculators are controlling the mar-
kets. If we could double U.S. oil supply 
tomorrow, they’d still be charging us 

70 cents or more a gallon through un-
bridled speculation. 

We have an opportunity to rein that 
in. If we reject the Republicans’ pro-
posal today to take away computers 
and staff from the regulators, to pre-
vent the reform from going into place 
to finally begin to close the Enron 
loophole created by Republicans for 
Republicans and for Wall Street, we 
could almost immediately drive down 
the price of gasoline 70 a gallon. Noth-
ing they’re proposing will do that. 
What we’re proposing will benefit 
Americans family today, the economy, 
put people back to work. And yes, un-
fortunately, it will rein in some of the 
obscene profits at ExxonMobil and 
some of the obscene profits at Goldman 
Sachs and that other speculators on 
Wall Street are making today. They 
might have to go out and make honest 
loans and earn an honest living instead 
of gambling. 

So it’s a pretty clear choice. Who are 
you with? Are you with the speculators 
or are you with the American people? 

f 
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AFGHAN STRATEGY 

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

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, national 
syndicated columnist Eugene Robinson 
recently wrote a piece titled, ‘‘Afghan 
Strategy: Let’s Go.’’ It appeared in the 
June 11 Raleigh News and Observer. I 
would like to share some of Mr. Robin-
son’s thoughts with the House. 

He began his column with this: 
‘‘Slender threads of hope are nice but 
do not constitute a plan. Nor do they 
justify continuing to pour American 
lives and resources into the bottomless 
pit of Afghanistan.’’ 

And he closed this column with these 
words: ‘‘We wanted to kill or capture 
Osama bin Laden, and we did. Even so, 
say the hawks, we have to stay in Af-
ghanistan because of the dangerous in-
stability across the border in nuclear- 
armed Pakistan. But does anyone be-
lieve the war in Afghanistan has made 
Pakistan more stable?’’ 

Mr. Speaker, these are not my words, 
again. These are the words of Eugene 
Robinson who’s nationally known and 
respected, and he is a liberal. He’s not 
a conservative. But the point he’s mak-
ing is exactly right. How many more 
young men and women have to give 
their life for a corrupt leader? 

I would like to ask my colleagues on 
both sides to join JIM MCGOVERN of 
Massachusetts—I am a cosponsor of 
this bill. It’s H.R. 1735, the Afghan Exit 
and Accountability Act. It gives a pa-
rameter to the President as to how we 
need to start bringing our troops out of 
Afghanistan before 2014 or 2015. 

I look at this young man’s face, Mr. 
Speaker. His name is Tyler Jordan. His 
father was killed in Iraq. I look at him 
and he represents all the children in 

America who are crying because their 
moms and dads are coming back dead. 
Many are coming back without arms 
and legs. So Tyler represents children 
in America who have their family, 
loved ones over in Afghanistan. It’s 
time to bring them home, Mr. Speaker. 

And then the other poster has the 
flag-draped coffin—they call it a trans-
fer case—coming into Dover Air Force 
Base. How many more families in this 
country have to look at the flag-draped 
coffin of their loved one? 

Mr. Speaker, that’s why I hope both 
sides will join Mr. MCGOVERN and my-
self in H.R. 1735 because Mr. Gates has 
already said we will be in Afghanistan 
until 2014 and 2015. That’s what Eugene 
Robinson is saying: How many more 
have to die in the next 3 or 4 years for 
a corrupt leader named Karzai that 
we’re paying $8 billion a month to and 
we’re cutting programs in America for 
children and senior citizens? 

Mr. Speaker, again, I want to make 
reference to Tyler Jordan and his pain. 
I want to remember the flag-draped 
coffin and think how many moms and 
dads are having to be at the funeral 
home receiving the flag-draped coffin 
and, in many cases, cannot even look 
at their loved ones because they were 
killed in a horrendous way. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I hope the American 
people will get behind H.R. 1735 and 
call their Members of Congress and ask 
them to join us in bringing our troops 
home before 2014. 

Mr. Speaker, before I close, as I do all 
the time in my district and on the floor 
of the House, I will ask God to please 
bless our men and women in uniform. I 
will ask God to please bless the fami-
lies of our men and women in uniform. 
I will ask God in His loving arms to 
hold the families who have given a 
child dying for freedom in Afghanistan 
and Iraq. And I will ask God to please 
bless the House and Senate that we 
will do what is right in the eyes of God 
for God’s people here in America. And 
I will ask God to bless Mr. Obama, the 
President, that he will have the wis-
dom, the strength, and the courage to 
do what is right for the American peo-
ple. 

And I will close by asking three 
times: God please, God please, God 
please continue to bless America. 
[From the News and Observer, Jun. 11, 2011] 

AFGHAN STRATEGY: LET’S GO 
(By Eugene Robinson) 

WASHINGTON, DC.—Slender threads of hope 
are nice but do not constitute a plan. Nor do 
they justify continuing to pour American 
lives and resources into the bottomless pit of 
Afghanistan. 

Ryan Crocker, the veteran diplomat nomi-
nated by President Barack Obama to be the 
next U.S. ambassador in Kabul, gave a real-
istic assessment of the war in testimony 
Wednesday before the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee. Here I am using ‘‘realistic’’ 
as a synonym for ‘‘bleak.’’ 

Making progress is hard, Crocker said; but 
not hopeless. 

Not hopeless. What on Earth are we doing? 
We have more than 100,000 troops in Afghani-
stan risking life and limb at a cost of $10 bil-
lion a month, to pursue ill-defined goals 
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whose achievement can be imagined, but just 
barley? 

The hawks tell us that now, more than 
ever, we must stay the course—that finally, 
after Obama nearly tripled U.S. troop levels, 
we are winning. I want to be fair to this ar-
gument, so let me quote Crocker’s expla-
nation at length: 

‘‘What we’ve seen with the additional 
forces and the effort to carry the fight into 
enemy strongholds is, I think, tangible 
progress in security on the ground in the 
South and the West. This has to transition— 
and again, we’re seeing a transition of seven 
provinces an districts to Afghan control—to 
sustainable Afghan control. So I think you 
can already see what we’re trying to do—in 
province by province, district by district, es-
tablish the conditions where the Afghan gov-
ernment can take over and hold ground.’’ 

Sen. Jim Webb, D–Va., a Vietnam veteran 
and former secretary of the Navy, pointed 
out the obvious flaw in this province-by- 
province strategy. ‘‘International ter-
rorism—and guerrilla warfare in general—is 
intrinsically mobile,’’ he said. ‘‘So securing 
one particular area . . . doesn’t necessarily 
guarantee that you have reduced the capa-
bility of those kinds of forces. They are mo-
bile; they move.’’ 

It would require far more than 100,000 U.S. 
troops to securely occupy the entire country. 
As Webb pointed out, this means we can end 
up ‘‘playing whack-a-mole’’ as the enemy 
pops back up in areas that have already been 
pacified. 

If our intention, as Crocker said, is to 
leave behind ‘‘governance that is good 
enough to ensure that the country doesn’t 
degenerate back into a safe haven for al- 
Qaida,’’ then there are two possibilities: Ei-
ther we’ll never cross the goal line, or we al-
ready have. 

According to Obama’s timetable, all U.S. 
troops are supposed to be out of Afghanistan 
by 2014. Will the deeply corrupt, frustrat-
ingly erratic Afghan government be ‘‘good 
enough’’ three years from now? Will Afghan 
society have banished the poverty, illiteracy 
and distrust of central authority that inevi-
tably sap legitimacy from any regime in 
Kabul? Will the Afghan military, whatever 
its capabilities, blindly pursue U.S. objec-
tives? Or will the country’s civilian and mili-
tary leaders determine their self-interest 
and act accordingly? 

The fact is that in 2014 there will be no 
guarantees. Perhaps we will believe it incre-
mentally less likely that the Taliban could 
regain power and invite al-Qaida back. But 
that small increment of security does not 
justify the blood and treasure that we will 
expend now and then. 

I take a different view. We should declare 
victory and leave. 

We wanted to depose the Taliban regime, 
and we did. We wanted to install a new gov-
ernment that answers to its constituents at 
the polls, and we did. We wanted to smash al- 
Qaida’s infrastructure of training camps and 
safe havens, and we did. We wanted to kill or 
capture Osama bin Laden, and we did. 

Even so, say the hawks, we have to stay in 
Afghanistan because of the dangerous insta-
bility across the border in nuclear-armed 
Pakistan. But does anyone believe the war in 
Afghanistan has made Pakistan more stable? 
Perhaps it is useful to have a U.S. military 
presence in the region. This could be accom-
plished, however, with a lot fewer than 
100,000 troops—and they wouldn’t be scat-
tered across the Afghan countryside, en-
gaged in a dubious attempt at nation-build-
ing. 

The threat from Afghanistan is gone. Bring 
the troops home. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda 
Evans, one of his secretaries. 

f 

DEBT LIMIT 

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

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, in 
March of 2006, then-Senator Obama was 
on the Senate floor and this is what he 
said: ‘‘The fact that we are here today 
to debate raising America’s debt limit 
is a sign of leadership failure. Increas-
ing America’s debt weakens us domes-
tically and internationally. Leadership 
means that ‘the buck stops here.’ In-
stead, Washington is shifting the bur-
den of bad choices today onto the 
backs of our children and grand-
children. America has a debt problem 
and a failure of leadership. Americans 
deserve better.’’ 

But now, Mr. Speaker, a few short 
years later, President Obama now 
takes the opposite approach, calling for 
an increase in the debt limit and 
threatening doom otherwise. President 
Obama has failed to send to Congress a 
budget that would realistically solve 
our Nation’s financial problems. He 
calls for plans that spend too much and 
borrow too much and tax too much. 
When Congress reasonably rejected his 
plan and proposed a budget with re-
sponsible cuts, he turned to political 
rhetoric rather than meaningful dis-
cussions. So, at a time when our Na-
tion must address a fiscal crisis, our 
President has offered no real solution 
and has politicized the issue. What we 
have today more than ever before is a 
sign of leadership failure, back to his 
original speech when he was a Senator. 
America deserves better. 

So today, with the debt ceiling al-
ready $5.3 trillion higher, higher, than 
the level President Obama objected to 
raising 5 years ago, he now asks us to 
raise it again for the 81st time since 
1940. We all know this famous quote 
that defines insanity as doing the same 
thing over and over again expecting 
different results. If we actually want to 
solve today’s problems, we must depart 
from the insane 70-year tradition of 
just continuing to spend. If we do not 
delve into the real spending problems 
today, we will have this same debate a 
year later, 3, 5, 10 years later from now, 
and will again be urged to raise the 
debt limit or face a financial catas-
trophe. 

The United States Government al-
ready owes more than $14 trillion. Less 
talked about is the Federal Govern-
ment faces another $114 trillion in un-
funded liabilities for Social Security 
and for Medicare. An estimate by the 
Congressional Budget Office reveals 
that by the year 2025, the government 
will spend 100 percent of every dollar in 
revenue on entitlements. And Federal 
debt aside, State and local govern-

ments face a combined $3 trillion cou-
pled with their own unfunded liabilities 
in the form of pensions. 

Forcing the government to live with-
in its means is the only solution. Just 
as a family household does it when it 
reaches its spending limits, we must 
begin to closely scrutinize our bills and 
decide where there is unnecessary 
waste. When families seek to decrease 
their utility bills, they remember to 
turn off lights when they leave a room. 
We must begin doing this as well. 
Wasteful, fraudulent programs must be 
turned off and long-term programs 
such as Medicare and Social Security 
must be addressed seriously today. 
Debt must be paid down instead of 
piled on. 

Although the President, the Senate 
leader, the U.S. Secretary of the Treas-
ury believe the worst thing that could 
happen to all of us is that we default 
on August 2, I believe that the worst 
thing that could happen for Congress 
to do is to fail to couple the increased 
debt limit with meaningful spending 
cuts. Once again, the private sector has 
affirmed this. On June 11, 2011, 150 
economists called for immediate spend-
ing cuts to help support job growth in 
a letter to Speaker JOHN BOEHNER, 
which I would like to have placed in 
the RECORD. 
A DEBT LIMIT INCREASE WITHOUT SIGNIFICANT 

SPENDING CUTS AND BUDGET REFORMS WILL 
DESTROY AMERICAN JOBS 
An increase in the national debt limit that 

is not accompanied by significant spending 
cuts and budget reforms to address our gov-
ernment’s spending addiction will harm pri-
vate-sector job creation in America. It is 
critical that any debt limit legislation en-
acted by Congress include spending cuts and 
reforms that are greater than the accom-
panying increase in debt authority being 
granted to the president. We will not succeed 
in balancing the federal budget and over-
coming the challenges of our debt until we 
succeed in committing ourselves to govern-
ment policies that allow our economy to 
grow. An increase in the national debt limit 
that is not accompanied by significant 
spending cuts and budget reforms would 
harm private-sector job growth and rep-
resent a tremendous setback in the effort to 
deal with our national debt. 

Ryan C. Amacher, University of Texas at 
Arlington; Michael Applegate, Oklahoma 
State University; King Banaian, St. Cloud 
State University; Stacie Beck, University of 
Delaware; John Bethune, Barton College; 
Scott Bradford, Brigham Young University; 
Phillip J. Bryson, University of Wisconsin- 
Madison; Oral Capps, Jr., Texas A&M Univer-
sity; James E. Carter, Emerson Electric Co.; 
Robert E. Chatfield, University of Nevada, 
Las Vegas; Kenneth W. Clarkson, University 
of Miami; John P. Cochran, Metropolitan 
State College of Denver; Charles W. Baird, 
California State University, East Bay; Bruce 
Bender, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee; 
Donald R. Booth, Chapman University; Mi-
chael Boskin, Stanford University; David A. 
Brat, Randolph-Macon College; David P. 
Brown, University of Wisconsin-Madison; 
Todd G. Buchholz, Two Oceans Management; 
Samantha Carrington, California State Uni-
versity. 

Don Chance, Louisiana State University; 
Candice Clark, Economic Consultant; R. 
Morris Coats, Nicholls State University; 
John F. Cogan, Hoover Institution; Robert 
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Collinge, University of Texas at San Anto-
nio; Kathleen B. Cooper, Southern Methodist 
University; Nicole Crain, Lafayette Univer-
sity; Robert Crouch, University of Cali-
fornia, Santa Barbara; Coldwell Daniel III, 
The University of Memphis; J. Ronnie Davis, 
University of New Orleans; Ted Day, Univer-
sity of Texas at Dallas; Arthur T. Denzau, 
Claremont Graduate University; Nasser 
Duella, California State University, Ful-
lerton; Joseph W. Duncan, Private Consult-
ant on Information Policy; Frank Egan, 
Trinity College; Dorla A. Evans, University 
of Alabama—Huntsville; Frank Falero, Cali-
fornia State University; Layton W. Franko, 
Queens College; Diana Furchtgott-Roth, 
Hudson Institute; Dave Garthoff, The Uni-
versity of Akron—Akron, Ohio. 

Gerald Gay, Georgia State University; 
Cathleen J. Coolidge, California State Uni-
versity, Chico; Mike Cosgrove, University of 
Dallas; Clyde Wayne Crews, Jr., Competitive 
Enterprise Institute; Robert Dammon, Car-
negie Mellon University; Antony Davies, 
Duquesne University; Stephen J. Dempsey, 
University of Vermont; Phoebus J. Dhrymes, 
Columbia University; Floyd H. Duncan, Vir-
ginia Military Institute; John Eckalbar, 
California State University; John B. Egger, 
Towson University; Dino Falaschetti, Flor-
ida State Law; Michelle Michot Foss, Uni-
versity of Texas; Michele Fratianni, Indiana 
University; Delworth B. Gardner, Brigham 
Young University; James R. Garven, Baylor 
University; Robert Genetski, 
classicalprinciples.com; Micha Gisser, Uni-
versity of New Mexico; Joseph A. Giacalone, 
St. John’s University, NY; David Gillette, 
Truman State University. 

Marvin Goodfriend, Carnegie Mellon Uni-
versity; Richard L. Gordon, The Pennsyl-
vania State University; Richard J. Grant, 
Lipscomb University; Earl L. Grinols, Baylor 
University; Eric A. Hanushek, Hoover Insti-
tution; Joseph H. Haslag, University of Mis-
souri; Joel Hay, University of Southern Cali-
fornia; David R. Henderson, Hoover Institu-
tion; Douglas Holtz-Eakin, American Action 
Forum; Chris Inama, Golden State Univer-
sity; Stephen Jackstadt, University of Alas-
ka, Anchorage; Gerald R. Jensen, Northern 
Illinois University; Jerry L. Jordan, Pacific 
Academy for Advanced Studies; Alexander 
Katkov, Johnson & Wales University; Rich-
ard LaNear, Missouri Southern State Univer-
sity; Lawrence Goodman, Center for Finan-
cial Stability, Inc.; Ed Graham, University 
of North Carolina at Wilmington; Paul Greg-
ory, University of Houston; Dennis 
Halcoussis, California State University, 
Northridge; Stephen Happel, Arizona State 
University. 

Kevin Hassett, American Enterprise Insti-
tute; Bob Heidt, Indiana University—Bloom-
ington; John P. Hoehn, Michigan State Uni-
versity; C. Thomas Howard, University of 
Denver; F. Owen Irvine, Michigan State Uni-
versity; Joseph M. Jadlow, Oklahoma State 
University; Ryan S. Johnson, BYU-Idaho; 
June O’Neill, Baruch College, CUNY; Marek 
Kolar, Trine University; Corinne Krupp, 
Duke University; Norman Lefton, Southern 
Illinois University, Edwardsville; Larry 
Lindsey, The Lindsey Group; Jane Lillydahl, 
University of Colorado at Boulder; R. Ashley 
Lyman, University of Idaho; David Malpass, 
Encima Global; Henry Manne, George Mason 
University; Timothy Mathews, Kennesaw 
State University; Roger Meiners, University 
of Texas-Arlington; James C. Miller III, Hoo-
ver Institution; Ed Miseta, Penn State Erie, 
The Behrend College. 

Andrew P. Morriss, University of Alabama, 
Tuscaloosa; John E. Murray, University of 
Toledo; George R. Neumann, University of 
Iowa; Seth W. Norton, Wheaton College; 
James B. O’Neill, University of Delaware; 
Svetozar Pejovich, Texas A&M University; 

Ivan Pongracic, Jr., Hillsdale College; John 
A. Powers, University of Cincinnati; Richard 
W. Rahn, Cato Institute; Glenn MacDonald, 
Washington University in St. Louis; Yuri N. 
Maltsev, Carthage College; Michael L. 
Marlow, California Polytechnic State Uni-
versity; Martin C. McGuire, University of 
California-Irvine; Allan Meltzer, Carnegie 
Mellon University; Thomas P. Miller, Amer-
ican Enterprise Institute; James Moncur, 
University of Hawaii at Manoa; Robert 
Mundell, Nobel Laureate in Economics, 1999; 
Richard F. Muth, Emory University; Robert 
D. Niehaus, Robert D. Niehaus, Inc.; Lee E. 
Ohanian, University of California, Los Ange-
les; Stephen T. Parente, University of Min-
nesota; G. Michael Phillips, California State 
University, Northridge. 

William Poole, University of Delaware; 
Ronald L. Promboin, University of Maryland 
University College; James B. Ramsey, New 
York University; Thomas A. Rhee, California 
State University, Long Beach; R. David 
Ranson, H. C. Wainwright & Co. Economics 
Inc.; Christine P. Ries, Georgia Institute of 
Technology; Thomas Carl Rustici, George 
Mason University; Thomas R. Saving, Texas 
A&M University; Judy Shelton, Atlas Eco-
nomic Research Foundation; George P. 
Shultz, Hoover Institution; James F. Smith, 
EconForecaster, LLC; Houston H. Stokes, 
University of Illinois at Chicago; Avanidhar 
Subrahmanyam (Subra), University of Cali-
fornia, Los Angeles; Robert Tamura, 
Clemson University; Clifford F. Thies, Shen-
andoah University; Leo Troy, Rutgers Uni-
versity-Newark; George Viksnins, George-
town University; James P. Weston, Rice Uni-
versity; Michael E. Williams, University of 
Denver; Michael Wohlgenant; North Carolina 
State University. 

Gene C. Wunder, Washburn University; 
Paul H. Rubin, Emory University; Gary J. 
Santoni, Ball State University; Robert 
Haney Scott, California State University, 
Chico; William F. Shughart II, The Univer-
sity of Mississippi; Timothy F. Slaper, Indi-
ana University; Vernon Smith, Chapman 
University School of Law; Lawrence South-
wick, University at Buffalo; Brian Strow, 
Western Kentucky University; Richard J. 
Sweeney, Georgetown University; John B. 
Taylor, Hoover Institution; Stephen A. 
Tolbert, Jr., Montgomery County Commu-
nity College (PA); David G. Tuerk, Suffolk 
University; Richard Vedder, Ohio University; 
Sherri L. Wall, University of Alaska Fair-
banks; J. Gregg Whittaker, William and 
Jewell College; D. Mark Wilson, Applied Eco-
nomic Strategies; Gary Wolfram, Hillsdale 
College; Benjamin Zycher, Pacific Research 
Institute; Joseph Zoric, Franciscan Univer-
sity of Steubenville. 

The letter specifically says: ‘‘An in-
crease in the national debt limit that 
is not accompanied by significant 
spending cuts and budget reforms to 
address our government’s spending ad-
diction will harm private-sector job 
creation in America. It is critical that 
any debt limit legislation enacted by 
Congress include spending cuts and re-
forms that are greater than the accom-
panying increase in debt authority 
being granted to the President.’’ 

If there has ever been a failure of 
leadership, it is today. We’re broke, 
and the solution lies in reform rather 
than rhetoric, spending cuts rather 
than spending increases. Leadership 
has called for compromise in the next 
couple of weeks. A compromise does 
not involve a vote on raising the debt 
ceiling without these spending cuts. We 
demonstrated that on May 31 when, 97– 

318, the House rejected this measure. 
No Republican supported the vote then, 
and no Republican should support such 
a vote in August. Only after we curb 
the trillions of dollars of debt that we 
continue to pile up can we consider 
raising the debt limit. 

f 

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 30 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon. 

f 

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS OF 
FORMER MEMBERS PROGRAM 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the proceedings dur-
ing the former Members program be 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and that all Members and former Mem-
bers who spoke during the proceedings 
have the privilege of revising and ex-
tending their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
The following proceedings were held 

before the House convened for morn-
ing-hour debate: 
UNITED STATES ASSOCIATION OF FORMER MEM-

BERS OF CONGRESS 2011 ANNUAL REPORT TO 
CONGRESS 

The meeting was called to order by 
the Hon. Connie Morella, Vice Presi-
dent of Former Members of Congress 
Association, at 8:16 a.m. 

PRAYER 

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

Lord God of history and our salva-
tion, when former Members return to 
Congress it must be similar to any 
American opening the Bible or their 
holy book at random. By doing so, peo-
ple of the Book read between the lines, 
see the story of America, and rejoice. 

Congress, too, holds old and familiar 
stories, strong exhortations, repeated 
corrections, and consoling confirma-
tion of hopes that speak anew of love, 
patriotism, and light. Looking at Con-
gress once again, these former Mem-
bers, still Your stewards, hear the 
praise of the Psalms, the lament of 
Job, and are strengthened by the senti-
ments of Gideon as well as Paul, the 
commands of Moses, and the prayers of 
Jesus. 

As the Good Book binds people into 
community, You tie together the years 
of Congress and make them a prophetic 
voice that reverences the past, speaks 
to the present, and holds promise for 
the future. 

May all former Members be rewarded 
for their contributions to this Con-
stitutional Republic and continue to 
work and pray that the goodness and 
justice of this beloved country be pro-
claimed to all the nations. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:26 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A14JN7.005 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4084 June 14, 2011 
Quicken life, promise and fortitude 

in all here gathered that we may bring 
joy to the present age and long for 
eternal happiness, calling upon Your 
Holy Name now and forever. 

Amen. 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Hon. Connie Morella led the 
Pledge of Allegiance 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. 

Ms. MORELLA. It is now my pleas-
ure and my honor to recognize the 
President of the Association of Former 
Members of Congress, the Hon. Dennis 
Hertel. 

Mr. HERTEL. I want to thank the 
gentlewoman from Maryland, Vice 
President of the Association. I want to 
thank her for all her hard work and her 
dedication. It’s made such a great dif-
ference in having you be the Vice 
President this last year for the Asso-
ciation. 

And I want to welcome all the mem-
bership of our association to the House 
Chamber today. We’re so glad that you 
are all here. I am going to ask the 
Clerk to take the roll, please. 

The Clerk called the roll of the 
former Members of Congress, and the 
following former Members answered to 
their names: 

Mr. Alexander of Arkansas 
Mr. Buechner of Missouri 
Mr. Bustamante of Texas 
Ms. Byron of Maryland 
Mr. Clement of Tennessee 
Mr. Glickman of Kansas 
Mr. Hertel of Michigan 
Mr. Hutto of Florida 
Mr. Kanjorski of Pennsylvania 
Ms. Kilpatrick of Michigan 
Mr. Konnyu of California 
Mr. LaFalce of New York 
Mr. Lancaster of North Carolina 
Mr. LaRocco of Idaho 
Mr. Michel of Illinois 
Ms. Morella of Maryland 
Mr. Ruppie of Michigan 
Mr. Slattery of Kansas 
Mr. Symington of Missouri 
Mr. Symms of Idaho 
Mr. Tucker of Arkansas 
Mr. Walsh of New York 
Mr. Warner of Virginia 
Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair an-

nounces that 23 former Members of 
Congress have responded to their 
names. 

The Chair now recognizes the Presi-
dent of the Association. 

Mr. HERTEL. I thank the Chair. 
It is always a distinct pleasure to be 

back in this revered Chamber, and we 
appreciate the opportunity to be 
present today and to give you the an-
nual report of the U.S. Association of 
Former Members of Congress. I will be 
joined by some of our colleagues in re-
porting on the activities and projects 
of our organization. 

Before we get to this report, however, 
it is my distinct honor and pleasure to 
present our 2011 Distinguished Service 
Award to Senator John William War-

ner of the great State of Virginia. Be-
stowing our association’s highest 
award on John Warner was an easy de-
cision. In all his endeavors and public 
service, be it in our Nation’s military 
at times of war, be it while serving in 
the administration, or be it in the 
United States Senate, John Warner has 
led by example and commendable dis-
tinction. 

We have asked another of our col-
leagues, who has lived a life of public 
service guided by the same values and 
principles as Senator Warner, to intro-
duce our 2011 honoree. 

I might just add a personal note. 
When I came to this Chamber 30 years 
ago, there was a titanic battle going on 
much as we have today regarding our 
economy and the deficit; and the mi-
nority leader, Bob Michel, was arguing 
against and solidifying his forces 
against my Speaker, Tip O’Neill. Here I 
was a freshman, 31 years old, and 
watching all of this and feeling all of 
this. Even in the emotions of the time 
and the high importance of the debate 
and the outcome, even being new here, 
I had the greatest respect for Bob 
Michel as the opposition leader. 

There is something about seeing 
somebody in the opposition and having 
that trust and that respect of that per-
son that’s an underlying factor that 
adds to the strength of our democracy 
and something that’s a necessary les-
son, I think, of history for people to 
know today that you can differ with 
somebody so completely on the issues 
and not see them as an enemy, but a 
worthy adversary who themselves love 
your country just as much. That’s 
what Bob Michel, I think, stood for and 
does today to all of us, to the Congress 
and to the people of the United States. 

It is my great honor to introduce Bob 
Michel, Leader Bob Michel, to go for-
ward with the introduction. 

Mr. MICHEL. Madam Speaker, and 
my fellow colleagues of yesteryear and 
today, I am delighted to have been 
asked to introduce John Warner this 
morning. I have known John for many 
years when we both served in the Con-
gress and now we are currently work-
ing together down at Hogan Lovells. 

Most of you know him as the recent 
Republican Senator of Virginia and the 
sixth husband of the late Elizabeth 
Taylor. 

Well, that’s all well and good, you 
know; but for my introduction for this 
occasion, I would also like to fill in 
some of the gaps to prove what a great 
choice the former Members of Congress 
organization made in singling him out 
to receive this year’s Distinguished 
Service Award. 

John enlisted in the U.S. Navy dur-
ing World War II in January of 1945 
shortly before his 18th birthday. He 
served until the following year, leaving 
as a petty officer 3rd class. He then 
went on to college, Washington and 
Lee University. 

He joined the Marine Corps in Octo-
ber of 1950 after the outbreak of the 
Korean War and served in Korea as a 

ground officer with a 1st Marine Air-
craft Wing. He continued in the Marine 
Corps Reserves after the war, eventu-
ally reaching the rank of captain. He 
then went on to law school at George 
Washington University here in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

In 1969, John was appointed Under 
Secretary of the Navy during the Nixon 
administration. In 1972, he succeeded 
John Chafee as Secretary of the Navy, 
and then President Ford subsequently 
appointed him director of the Bicen-
tennial Administration. 

John actively entered the political 
arena in 1978 when he was chosen to re-
place the Republican candidate for the 
Senate who died in a plane crash 2 
months before the election. Some of us 
older Members remember that tragic 
day very well. He was narrowly elected, 
but then reelected five times to become 
the longest-serving Republican Senator 
from Virginia. 

During Senator Warner’s 30-year ten-
ure in the Senate, he served on any 
number of committees, as you all well 
know; but I think he will always to be 
remembered for the lengthy service as 
chairman of the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee, where he was viewed 
as one of the most influential Senators 
on military and foreign policy issues. 

Senator Warner was always elected 
and reelected as a Republican, but he 
was no ideologue. In fact, he had a very 
checkered voting record over the years, 
but he was always willing to openly de-
bate the issues, priding himself in 
working hard to reach agreement on 
the great controversial issues of the 
day. 

In 2008, the Office of the Director of 
National Intelligence awarded John the 
first-ever National Intelligence Distin-
guished Public Service Medal. 

In 2009, the Secretary of the Navy an-
nounced it would name the next Vir-
ginia Class submarine after John War-
ner. 

And, finally, in 2009, the British Em-
bassy in Washington, D.C., announced 
that Queen Elizabeth II would name 
John Warner an honorary Knight Com-
mander for his work strengthening the 
American-British military alliance. 

I have just really skimmed the sur-
face of all the awards, citations and 
plaudits that Senator Warner has re-
ceived during his long and most distin-
guished public record of public service. 
Suffice it to say, John Warner, the in-
dividual, is a very humble man and 
cringes at the thought of receiving an-
other honor and award. 

But we fellow members of the Asso-
ciation of Former Members of Congress 
wanted him to know how revered he is 
among us and hope one more burst of 
applause in his honor will extend his 
life and talents for many years to 
come. 

Ladies and gentlemen, distinguished 
former Senator Warner. 

Mr. HERTEL. Well, it’s so wonderful. 
I want to thank the Leader. I didn’t 
mention, by the way, the Leader won 
that titanic battle back then 30 years 
ago as he did many others. 
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On behalf of the Association of 

Former Members of Congress, it is my 
great pleasure and honor for me to 
present our 2011 Distinguished Service 
Award to Senator John Warner of Vir-
ginia. The plaque is inscribed as fol-
lows: 

The 2011 Distinguished Service Award is 
presented by the U.S. Association of Former 
Members of Congress to Senator John Wil-
liam Warner for his lifetime of exceptional 
public service. While representing the State 
of Virginia for thirty years, Senator Warner 
was the Chairman of the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee, Vice Chairman of the Select 
Committee on Intelligence, and Chairman of 
the Rules Committee. Outside of Congress, 
Chairman Warner was a sailor in World War 
II; a Marine Lieutenant during the Korean 
War; and served as Under Secretary and Sec-
retary of the U.S. Navy during the Vietnam 
War. In every endeavor, he has fulfilled his 
duties with honor, distinction, and true pa-
triotism. His service to our country is exem-
plary. Senator John Warner is an inspiration 
to us all and his former colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle salute him. 

Washington, DC, June 14, 2011. 

Senator Warner. 
Mr. WARNER. Madam Speaker, col-

leagues, friends and others, I remember 
one time attending a graduation as a 
speaker; and as we walked down the 
aisle, ‘‘Pomp and Circumstance’’ was 
playing, and the heart was infused with 
enthusiasm. I had a sheaf of papers 
under my arm; and a young student 
jumped up, one of the graduates, and 
pressed into my hand a little piece of 
paper and said, ‘‘Please read this.’’ 

So in the course of the invocation I 
read it, and it was some of the most 
prosaic and valuable bits of wisdom I 
ever received. It simply said, ‘‘Blessed 
are ye that are brief, for ye shall be re-
invited.’’ 

Whether I am invited or not, to have 
this moment to stand on this floor and, 
mind you, I believe, I am almost posi-
tive in the 30-plus years that I was here 
I never did it before. It seems to add to 
me and my family and all others a very 
significant chapter in my humble op-
portunity to serve this Nation in many 
ways. 

Madam Speaker, if I may be personal 
in addressing the presiding officer, it 
would not have happened without your 
tenacity and drive and skill in ram-
ming this nomination through. I thank 
you. 

I should recount the many things 
that the presiding officer and I did. For 
my colleague, Steve Symms, we rep-
resent the Senate, the two of us, we 
were together many years in that insti-
tution. 

But dear friends, at moments like 
these you are struck with humility, 
but you reflect back on all those who 
served with you, and you also reflect 
upon those serving today and tomor-
row; and I hope that the individual and 
collective accomplishments of each of 
us shall always serve as a guide for 
those to follow. 

Because this country, in my 84 years 
of life, has never faced a more complex 
situation, be it with regard to our own 
internal and external security, as well 

as our domestic economy, and we need 
the finest of minds to sit in this Cham-
ber and the other body to try and reach 
solutions for this Nation because we 
are becoming more and more the object 
of derision and less envy than the years 
in which we were so proud to serve in 
this institution and America was all 
powerful. 

But we also must be mindful that 
each of us got here by a certain 
amount of initiative and drive, but we 
got here because a lot of others helped 
us along the way. 

Fellow colleagues in Congress and 
those when I was in the Department of 
Defense, I learned, I listened and 
learned and followed their guidance to 
perform the duties that I was under-
taking in those chapters of public serv-
ice. My years in the Pentagon were 
during some of the most stressful years 
in Vietnam; and how well I remember, 
as Secretary, the evenings when I re-
turned home to sit down and write the 
notes to the families that had lost a 
loved one in those battles. 

So here we are today, having plucked 
from the many, another, to stand in 
that long line of distinguished individ-
uals who so proudly and so humbly 
have accepted this award. So, once 
again, let us hope that our contribu-
tion has laid a foundation for those 
who now occupy these seats and those 
that will follow to guide this great Na-
tion. 

I thank you again. I thank you very 
much. I thank the dear Lord for the 
guidance that he has given me through 
these many years. 

As I said, blessed are ye that are 
brief, for ye shall return. 

Ms. MORELLA. You are most deserv-
ing, Senator Warner. You honor us. 

The President resumes. 
Mr. HERTEL. I am certainly so 

happy to hear Senator Warner’s re-
marks, and we also included a scrap-
book there of his colleagues’ congratu-
latory statements, and I want to thank 
again Leader Michel for his wonderful 
introduction and the honor he does all 
of us by helping us and giving us ad-
vice. 

I see that some Members have joined 
us since our proceedings started, so I 
welcome you. At the conclusion of our 
report, you will have the opportunity 
to give your name to the House Clerk 
for the roll call. 

As President of the organization, it is 
now my duty to report to the Congress 
about the activities of the U.S. Asso-
ciation of Former Members of Congress 
since our last annual meeting in June 
of 2010. 

Our association is bipartisan. It was 
chartered by Congress in 1983. The pur-
pose of the U.S. Association of Former 
Members of Congress is to promote 
public service and strengthen democ-
racy abroad and in the United States. 
About 600 former Members, Senators 
and Representatives, belong to the as-
sociation. 

Republicans, Democrats and inde-
pendents are united in this organiza-

tion in their desire to teach about Con-
gress and the importance of representa-
tive democracy. We receive no funding 
from the Congress. All the activities 
which we are about to describe are fi-
nanced via membership dues, program- 
specific grants and sponsors, or via our 
fund-raising dinner. Our finances are 
sound, our projects fully funded, and 
our 2010 audit by an outside accountant 
came back with a clean bill of financial 
health. 

We again have had a very successful 
and rewarding year. We have continued 
our work serving as a liaison between 
the current Congress and legislatures 
overseas. We have created partnerships 
with highly respected institutions in 
the area of democracy-building and 
election-monitoring. We have devel-
oped new projects and are expanding 
others, and we again sent dozens of bi-
partisan teams of former Members of 
Congress to teach about public service 
and representative democracy at uni-
versities and high schools both in the 
United States and abroad. 

Our Congress to Campus program, 
our Civics Connection, our People to 
People programs are the things that we 
are going to be talking about now when 
this organization was created over 40 
years ago. The former Members who 
founded our association envisioned this 
organization to take the lead in teach-
ing about Congress and encouraging 
public service. They were hoping that 
former Members could inspire the next 
generation of America’s leaders. 

Over the years we have created a 
number of programs, most importantly 
the Congress to Campus program, to do 
just that. The Congress to Campus pro-
gram was established 35 years ago as a 
way to reach college students. It has 
since grown into a civic education ef-
fort that also brings former Members 
into the high school civic education 
classroom, as well as connects former 
Members with students as young as 
middle school age. 

When I was in college quite a long 
time ago, we had Senator Ribicoff 
come to Eastern Michigan University. 
The Senator spent an entire evening 
with us, and he answered all our ques-
tions and talked about public service. 
After, I asked him, I said, Senator, why 
are you here? What are you running 
for? Are you running for President? 
Why are you here? 

He said, I’m here to get you people 
involved in public service. He said, 
Don’t you remember what John Ken-
nedy said? 

It just struck me. It struck me that 
that is the kind of program and the 
kind of moments that we have with 
students all across this country all of 
these 30 years that we have had this 
program in effect. We continue to work 
with our great partner, the Stennis 
Center for Public Service; and we 
thank them for their invaluable assist-
ance in administering this program. 

I now yield to the former President 
of our association, Jack Buechner of 
Missouri, along with Matt McHugh of 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:17 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K14JN7.094 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4086 June 14, 2011 
New York, the co-chairs of this great 
program. 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BUECHNER. Thank you, Madam 
Speaker, and I thank the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

When this organization was created, I 
am sure that the idea was that there is 
all these old codgers out there that had 
some free time, they ought to throw it 
in and improve the overall attitude of 
the country through the young people 
towards Congress. 

The truth of the matter is that the 
program is as enlightening for the 
Members who go to the campuses, one 
Republican, one Democrat. We usually 
spend 21⁄2 days. At that time, you meet 
with political science classes, student 
governments. You meet with the cam-
pus television or various media sources 
there. You meet with some faculty 
members, YRs, YDs. Occasionally a 
town-and-gown meeting where you will 
go and help conduct political science 
fora for faculty, students, and the gen-
eral public. They are just great oppor-
tunities. 

The Stennis Center is our partner. It 
is down at Mississippi State. It has 
helped coordinate, helped raise money. 
We have to pay our base administrative 
costs, and we ask the various colleges 
and universities to pay a small amount 
of money, a very nominal speaker’s fee. 
It does not go to you. If you show up, 
you don’t get anything, but the Asso-
ciation does. And then the school pro-
vides lodging. It will range from a Tom 
Bodett, keeping the light on, to stay-
ing sometimes in a pretty nice alumni 
center. They don’t change the sheets 
for you, though, so you just have to 
spend 2 days and get out. 

The participating students, what do 
they get out of it? They get a chance to 
meet real people who have been there. 
As was discussed before, the idea about 
public service, Senator Warner talked 
about it, Dennis Hertel talked about it, 
the idea of talking to these young peo-
ple about the idea and the practice of 
being involved, involved to the point 
where it is attractive to them so when 
they go and sit around and have a beer 
and some pretzels and a pizza—they 
want to talk about the people who are 
in elected office—they don’t start off 
with: Well, those bastards. They start 
off with something like: You know, I 
met this woman who served in Con-
gress. She told me how she got in-
volved in politics. 

I always tell people that I was presi-
dent of the Young Republicans when I 
was in college. Of course, I was at a 
Catholic men’s college during the Ken-
nedy campaign. I might as well have 
been the head of the young Satanists. 
But you know what, it was a learning 
experience. 

The students who come to these 
meetings are not just those majoring 
in political science. When I was at 
Northeastern University, one of the in-
teresting things was their drama de-
partment wanted to talk about aid to 

the arts. We had all of these people, 
and I have to tell you, it was an en-
lightening experience to listen to peo-
ple who thought there ought to be 
some sort of a salary paid to artists 
and actors and everything. I said: Well, 
you know, if I can tell you anything, 
don’t expect it from the government; 
but there should be a cooperation be-
tween the government and the arts, 
and your job will be to be advocates for 
that. 

I don’t know whether they believed 
me or not. 

But the hard work that is put in by 
the Members over that 21⁄2 days is pret-
ty substantial. 

I have to give some special note be-
cause this program would not work 
without Bryan Corder. Bryan, stand up 
and let everyone see you. 

He is obviously young and energetic, 
and his job is to coordinate with Broth-
er Rogers at the Stennis Center to help 
coordinate these visits. 

In fact, one of the shortages we have 
is getting Members to sign up. And, I 
mean, it is a commitment. You don’t 
get paid. It is 21⁄2 days. And some of the 
sites that we go to are not—it is not 
New York City and it is not Annapolis 
and it is not Miami. Sometimes it is 
out where you can honestly say the 
profit-loss is slipper, and it is not al-
ways easy to get in. It is not always 
easy to get out. But I will say this, it 
is always an intriguing and educational 
experience for the Members to go 
there. 

We had 20 different programs last 
year. In 2011 to 2012, this academic 
year, the project has continued to 
reach out, not just to colleges and uni-
versities, but community colleges and 
high schools. They can play an impor-
tant supplemental role in teaching 
about representative democracy 
through the high school level. We have 
continued our working relationship 
with the People to People Ambassador 
program that brings young people to 
our Nation’s capital for a week of 
events centered on the concepts of 
character and leadership. 

This year we expect the lineup of new 
schools to be, hopefully, at a record 
high. I want to be an advocate that 
after this presentation today, that you 
might meet with Bryan and sign up, 
sign up to be a volunteer. You don’t 
have to pick a particular date right 
away. And very importantly is the fact 
that if you are an alum and you want 
your school to be visited, give us the 
name. Give us a contact person. Per-
haps you have been an administrator 
yourself or are currently a lecturer at 
a university or college, or you’ve got 
one in your old congressional district. 
We need the contacts so we can contact 
these schools and take care of it. 

The involvement in this program al-
lows our Members living in the Wash-
ington area to speak to younger stu-
dents through the People to People 
program because they are bringing 
them in, but then we want Members 
who live outside to be able to go per-

haps 100, 200—although it is not first 
class travel, I want to advise you, but 
we will get you there and you will be 
better for the visit. 

Finally, I want to say that there are 
some people who have been extraor-
dinary in working with us. I just want 
to name Tom Davis and Martin Frost. 
They have been participants in this 
program truly year after year, espe-
cially even with the high school stu-
dents. 

So this has been a success for its 35 
years. It is getting bigger, and I think 
it is getting better. I would just want 
to exhort you all to sign up. And also, 
we need a word of thanks for Matt 
McHugh, my co-chair on this, because 
he has been tireless in his efforts to re-
cruit. 

Mr. HERTEL. I thank the gentleman 
from Missouri for his report and all of 
his hard work with Matt McHugh, and 
I want to talk for a moment about a 
new program that Dan Glickman and I 
have been developing with the Bipar-
tisan Policy Center, and we will have 
Jim Walsh of New York give a report 
on Common Ground. 

Mr. WALSH. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent. Madam Speaker, colleagues, good 
morning. It’s great to be with you. 

As you may recall from our last re-
port to Congress, the Association has 
put some energy and focus into the 
question of bipartisanship. Everything 
we do at the Former Members Associa-
tion is done in a bipartisan manner. 
Our leadership is comprised equally of 
Republicans and Democrats. Our dele-
gations are led by bipartisan teams of 
former Members of Congress, and our 
projects involve both Republicans and 
Democrats equally. We truly are a bi-
partisan organization where Members 
from across the political aisle come to-
gether for common purpose. 

We have found that, for a number of 
reasons, this type of bipartisan inter-
action has become more and more dif-
ficult for current Members. This devel-
opment has many causes, many of 
which are beyond the control of today’s 
Members. 

Our association, therefore, has cre-
ated a new undertaking, the Common 
Ground Project, with the purpose of 
finding ways in which Democrats and 
Republicans can work together for the 
good of this country. The origin of the 
Common Ground Project can be found 
in our Conference on Bipartisanship 
which we hosted last year at the Na-
tional Archives in partnership with the 
Bipartisan Policy Center. Three panels 
examined our current political dis-
course, how bipartisanship—or the lack 
thereof—has influenced our political 
decisionmaking process, and the way 
the media influences this Nation’s po-
litical climate. The concluding panel 
looked at concrete steps we might take 
to foster a more civil relationship 
across the aisle. 

Following the conference, we invited 
our membership to cosign a letter to 
all candidates for congressional office 
in the 2010 midterm elections. In the 
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letter, we asked for a focus on issue 
rather than divisive demagogy, and I 
am happy to report that over 150 
former Members immediately signed 
the document. 

Next, we decided to put some thought 
and effort into a structured program 
that could serve to foster a more civil 
and productive political discourse in 
this country. 

Our idea is to create an outreach 
modeled on our very successful Con-
gress to Campus program. Via a Con-
gress to the Community Project, we 
hope to reconnect America’s voters 
with their political process and encour-
age a respectful and productive debate 
on the many issues that we face. 

For example, a bipartisan team of 
former Members will have town-hall- 
like discussions focused on the budg-
etary process and deficit reduction. We 
will go into the community and bring 
different political points of view to the 
electorate, invite the voters to partici-
pate in this debate, and find some com-
mon ground. We will also find ways of 
bringing current Members into the con-
versation, and we will create opportu-
nities for current Members to get to 
know their colleagues from across the 
aisle a little bit better. It is my hope 
that when we return to the House 
Chamber for our report next year, we 
will be able to describe the first suc-
cesses of this new undertaking. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair thanks 
the gentleman from New York. 

At this time it is a great honor to 
recognize the distinguished Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Let me say good 
morning to all of you and welcome 
back. I see a lot of familiar faces here. 

Let me also congratulate John War-
ner on receiving the Distinguished 
Service Award. John and I obviously 
worked together over the years, about 
16 of them or so, and he is truly deserv-
ing of this honor. 

You have probably recognized over 
the course of this first 6 months in the 
new Congress that we are trying to run 
the House a little differently—a novel 
concept of allowing the House to work 
its will, more open debate, more 
amendments, and respecting the work 
of the committees. And I have to tell 
you, so far it has gone very well. I 
think Members on both sides of the 
aisle are appreciative of how the proc-
ess is working. As someone who came 
up through the committee ranks, who 
was a committee chair, I feel pretty 
strongly that the House works best 
when the House is allowed to work its 
will. I know a lot of people don’t really 
believe that, but I’m going to tell you, 
just continue to watch because I just 
think everybody ought to have a 
chance to participate. Every one of us 
represents 650,000–700,000 constituents, 
and I think every Member should have 
the ability to play a part in this proc-
ess. So, so far so good. We have a ways 

to go, but I am proud of the start that 
we have made. 

In addition to that, I think all of you 
know that our economy is not doing 
well. The American people are con-
tinuing to ask the question: Where are 
the jobs? 

At least in my opinion, we don’t have 
many options available to us. We all 
know that we have big mandatory 
spending programs that aren’t sustain-
able in their current form. Something 
has to be done. We all know what the 
problems are. Why don’t we just go fix 
them? 

I have had this same conversation 
with the President over the course of 
the last 5 months, and I really do think 
that this is the moment, this is the 
time for us to deal with these problems 
like adults: look at the problem and go 
solve it. You know, the problem around 
here, as you are all aware, is that the 
next election always kind of gets in the 
way of having the courage to do the 
right thing. So I have encouraged the 
President: forget about the next elec-
tion. We know what the problems are; 
let’s just go address them. 

So it is going to be something, I 
think, a little different than anybody 
has ever seen when this agreement 
comes together. It is hard to tell you 
at this point what it is going to look 
like; but I am going to tell you this, 
this is the moment. This is the oppor-
tunity to address these big, looming 
problems; and I don’t want to allow 
this opportunity to pass by. 

So let me say, welcome back. I would 
hope that you would also work on get-
ting more of our former colleagues 
back here. This is a big day for all of 
you, and I am proud of you, proud of 
the service you gave this institution, 
and I am proud of the opportunity I 
had to work with many of you over the 
years. Welcome. 

Mrs. MORELLA. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HERTEL. I want to thank the 
Speaker for taking the time for being 
our keynote speaker at our dinner this 
last year and for always helping us 
with our golf tournament. We know he 
couldn’t make it yesterday. Some of 
the people are sunburned here today 
because of that tournament. And, of 
course, the Democrats won. I think if 
the Speaker were there, it would have 
strengthened the Republican side far 
more. 

Mr. BOEHNER. There is always to-
morrow. 

Mr. HERTEL. We want to wish the 
Speaker well in his match with Presi-
dent Obama coming up this weekend. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

The Speaker has been great in taking 
time out of his busy schedule to come 
here, but also to be so very supportive 
of our association, and we appreciate 
that very, very much. 

Let me talk about that charitable 
golf tournament yesterday. A great ex-
ample of how powerful and productive 

bipartisanship can be is our Annual 
Congressional Golf Tournament. Four 
years ago, we took a 35-year tradition 
of the annual golf tournament between 
Members and former Members which 
pits Republicans against Democrats for 
a trophy, and we turned it into a great-
er mission. We converted it into a char-
itable golf tournament to aid severely 
wounded vets returning from the bat-
tlefields of Iraq and Afghanistan. 

Our beneficiary, the Wounded War-
rior Project of Disabled Sports USA, is 
as impressive and remarkable an orga-
nization as you are likely to find any-
where in this country. They use sports 
to help our wounded veterans readjust 
to life after a severe injury. They in-
volve the entire family in the sport, 
and they take care of providing all of 
the equipment and training. 

We held the fourth golf tournament 
yesterday; and between the four tour-
naments, we have raised almost a quar-
ter of a million dollars for this out-
standing organization. At yesterday’s 
tournament, we had almost 50 current 
and former Members from both sides of 
the aisle come together to support this 
great charity. We met with over a 
dozen of the wounded warriors. In addi-
tion, we were greatly honored by a 
visit from three members of the famous 
Easy Company, the World War II outfit 
made famous by Steve Ambrose’s book 
‘‘Band of Brothers’’ on which the high-
ly successful HBO miniseries was 
based. 

Yesterday was a very rewarding and 
memorable day, to say the least. To 
have these guys there, they are 88 
years old from the Band of Brothers. 
And right now this morning, they are 
over at the World War II Memorial for 
the first time in their lives. But to see 
them there with us yesterday and to be 
able to thank them for what they have 
done for our country was a great expe-
rience for all of us. 

And to be able to play golf with the 
wounded warriors yesterday and see 
how much better they are than any of 
us, to have that kind of fellowship with 
them and to see what this program can 
do was really satisfying. 

We want to thank Zach Wamp and 
Chet Edwards for their help in chairing 
this before when they were Members. 
They have joined us now as formers, 
and we gave an award to them yester-
day. We are so happy to have our new 
chairmen, JOE BACA and ANDER CREN-
SHAW, do such a great job of recruiting 
more active Members to that tour-
nament yesterday. 

I want to thank all four of these fine 
men, as well as my former co-chair of 
this undertaking, Ken Kramer from 
Colorado, who has done such a fan-
tastic job. It has really made a dif-
ference. I think all of us have much 
more satisfaction now in the tour-
nament that we used to enjoy for fel-
lowship, now for having a cause, the 
Wounded Warriors Sports Program, 
and it is really an honor to help our 
Nation’s heroes in this small manner. 

Now I want to call on Bob Clement 
from Tennessee. A year ago, we had 
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this first trip to China. We led eight 
Members over there; and since then, we 
have had a delegation of former Sen-
ators go over. And now Bob Clement is 
just back from the latest mission of 
House Members that have been over to 
China on behalf of the Association of 
Former Members of Congress. 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. CLEMENT. Thank you, Mr. 
President, Madam Speaker. 

It was a great honor and privilege for 
me to be with six former Members of 
the House of Representatives on the 
Democrat and Republican sides to go 
to China. The last time I was in China 
was 1995. I might say much has 
changed, and I sure miss those bicy-
cles. I think they’ve listened too much 
to the Western World. The bicycles are 
gone, particularly in the coastal areas, 
and the automobiles/motor scooters 
have truly taken over. China, as you 
all know, has still got a major chal-
lenge in being a developing nation. The 
coastal areas are most prosperous, but 
in the rural areas, where 700 million 
people live—half the population—they 
still live in abject poverty. 

I will say, with the Chinese—and I 
can speak for the entire delegation who 
were part of this experience sponsored 
by the Former Members of Congress 
Association—I was most impressed 
with their openness. We had the chance 
to meet with some of the top officials 
in government, business leaders, even 
including one billionaire China busi-
nessman, as well as the academic com-
munity—Chung Hua University, which 
is looked upon as the number one uni-
versity in China. All of those experi-
ences were very open. 

What I’ve noticed and observed is the 
fact that the Chinese Communists still 
control and dominate in China, but 
even kids in kindergarten are learning 
English, all the way from kindergarten 
up. The Communist Party is still in 
control, but China is not as isolated as 
it once was. Also, the Chinese know 
English, and every place we went, the 
vendors and the young people knew 
how to speak English because they re-
alize English is the universal language. 

No doubt China is going to be a su-
perpower even though it’s a developing 
nation. We had the opportunity to 
travel on trains 225 miles an hour, and 
their airports and rail terminals are 
phenomenal. I couldn’t believe that 
train. I mean, you could hardly feel 
any motion at all since it was such a 
smooth ride. Now they’ve got a new 
train that’s getting ready to go into 
operation between Shanghai and Bei-
jing, and that will be launched very 
soon now. 

So what I’m saying to you is that 
being involved with the Association 
and what we experienced was an eye- 
opener. I went on a lot of CODELs just 
like the rest of you did, but even as a 
former Member participating through 
the Association, all of us can make a 
major difference, and I encourage you 
to be involved and engaged as much as 
you possibly can. 

Another example of the unique role 
our association can play in inter-
national affairs is the Middle East Fel-
lows Project, which we administer in 
partnership with Legacy International, 
a Virginia foundation. We hosted last 
year almost 20 young professionals 
from the Middle East here in D.C. 
Their stay in D.C. was made possible 
by way of a grant from the U.S. De-
partment of State. The group, which 
spent about 1 month in Washington, in-
cluded lawyers, journalists and govern-
ment employees from Kuwait and 
Oman. In addition to the time spent 
with the former Members, our guests 
spent several weeks on Capitol Hill as 
visiting fellows in a number of congres-
sional offices, and there were several 
return trips which enabled former 
Members to travel to Kuwait and Oman 
for factfinding visits. Our bipartisan 
co-chairs for this program were Larry 
LaRocco and Scott Klug. 

I now yield the floor to the gen-
tleman from Idaho so he can give us 
more detail and more subject matter 
on this undertaking. Thank you. 

Mr. LAROCCO. Thank you, Bob, 
Madam Speaker. 

It was an amazing experience to be 
involved in this project that Bob just 
described to you all. We had a great 
team of young women and men from 
Oman and Kuwait. They were truly 
outstanding individuals in this group 
who were clearly destined to be leaders 
in their respective countries in the fu-
ture. I am pleased and proud that our 
association could establish a dialogue 
and a learning experience of this type. 
I use the word ‘‘dialogue’’ on purpose 
because we learned as much from our 
guests as they did from us. Countries 
obviously need to build bridges con-
necting people and decisionmakers. 
Countries need to find ways to commu-
nicate and dispel some myths that may 
exist, and countries need to lay the 
foundation so the next generation of 
leaders has the appreciation for the 
world beyond their borders. I strongly 
believe that our great association, via 
the Middle East Fellows Program, did 
exactly that. Our former Members have 
such a unique insight and appreciation 
of what it means to represent a con-
stituency and how to make the legisla-
tive process work. It is therefore alto-
gether fitting that we play this type of 
role and have this type of outreach. 

I want to focus for a minute on the 
role that the former Members played as 
mentors to these young men and 
women who came to our country. It 
was truly a great effort by our associa-
tion. Let me focus for just a minute on 
the outbound part of the program, spe-
cifically the delegation I had the pleas-
ure of leading to Kuwait and Oman 
with Scott Klug. 

In both countries, we met with our 
U.S. ambassadors, who were 100 percent 
committed to this specific public diplo-
macy initiative. We had ample time to 
visit with them and their staffs about 
regional and global issues. Our busy 
schedules were designed to put us in 

touch with many public and private 
sector entities in order to get a bal-
anced view of the relationships on 
many levels with the U.S. We were 
struck by the progress, for example, for 
women’s rights in both Kuwait and 
Oman. It is clear that they’ve made a 
commitment in this area. 

Clearly, both countries are building 
capacity to take their democratic in-
stitutions to the next level based on 
strong commitments to education and 
transparency. While both countries 
have economies based on oil, there is 
also an attempt to diversify their eco-
nomic bases. These two countries, 
Oman and Kuwait, remain strong allies 
of the U.S. in the Gulf, and since our 
visit, we have not seen the upheaval in 
these countries as in other countries in 
the region. 

I was very impressed with the dia-
logue that we had with the students in 
both countries. Of particular interest 
was meeting the young professionals 
we had seen in the U.S. in their native 
countries and hearing from them the 
value of their time that they spent 
with us in our program here in the 
United States and at the Nation’s cap-
ital. 

In addition to this delegation, an-
other former Member delegation vis-
ited the region. My colleagues Martin 
Lancaster, David Minge and Jack 
Buechner all had the same experience I 
had: that the people of Kuwait and 
Oman are extremely hospitable, eager 
to meet Americans, and very appre-
ciative of anyone interested in learning 
more about their great cultures and 
countries. There are many misconcep-
tions when it comes to the Middle East 
and America’s role vis-a-vis the Middle 
East specifically. It therefore was in-
credibly educational for all of us to 
participate in this experience, and I 
urge my colleagues to become involved 
in the Middle East Fellows Program 
when the State Department contract 
gets renewed, hopefully, in the very 
near future. 

I also want to extend a special 
thanks to the wonderful staff of Legacy 
International, without whom none of 
the trips or the great D.C. program 
would have been possible. I hope we 
will have a long and productive part-
nership with this fine organization. 

Thank you very much for allowing 
me to give this report to the Associa-
tion today. 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair thanks 
the gentleman from Idaho. 

The President continues to have con-
trol of the time. 

Mr. HERTEL. Thank you, Madam 
Speaker. 

Thank you, Larry, very, very much 
for your report, and Bob Clement. 

There are a number of other inter-
national projects involving our Former 
Members of Congress Association. Sev-
eral years ago, we created the Inter-
national Election Monitors Institute 
under the leadership of then-President 
Jack Buechner. It is a joint project of 
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the U.S. Association of Former Mem-
bers of Congress with the Former Mem-
bers of the European Parliament and 
the Canadian Association of Former 
Parliamentarians, a couple of whom 
are here today whom we’ll get to later. 

In addition to conducting multiple workshops 
for former legislators to train them for election 
monitoring missions, IEMI has sent delega-
tions to monitor elections in places such as 
Morocco, Ukraine, and—our most ambitious 
undertaking—Iraq. All IEMI activities have 
been made possible via a grant from CIDA, 
the Canadian International Development 
Agency. We thank them for their support. The 
original intent of the International Election 
Monitors Institute was to train former legisla-
tors and prepare them for the task of observ-
ing an election. We have since had some very 
productive discussions with our partners in 
Canada and Europe, and have arrived at the 
conclusion that this original vision, while still 
valid, needs to be broadened and expanded. 
Former legislators from all political walks of life 
can be a tremendous asset to those organiza-
tions that seek to strengthen democracy 
across the globe. We can help newly elected 
legislators as they find their footing in the re-
sponsibilities that come with representing a 
constituency at the federal, state or local level. 
We can help an emerging democracy as it 
seeks to implement an election result and fa-
cilitate a peaceful transition of power. We can 
help a legislative branch as it tries to assert its 
oversight power over the executive branch. All 
our delegations are comprised of legislators 
from the United States, Canada, and Europe. 
We are a truly international undertaking, and 
we do not play any role in implementing the 
foreign policy of either the United States, Can-
ada or the EU. We simply wish to help those 
countries that yearn for a transparent and ac-
countable form of government. In addition to 
changing this focus of the International Elec-
tion Monitors Institute, we are in talks with our 
colleagues from Australia and New Zealand to 
see whether a more global outreach and part-
nership might be possible. I hope to be able 
to report to you next year that a truly world- 
wide effort has been created. 

In addition to the great work of the IEMI, our 
Members play a role in the efforts of the 
House Democracy Partnership and the U.S. 
Department of State. The HDP is a current- 
Member undertaking that brings democracy 
building and legislative strengthening projects 
to a select number of countries across the 
globe. It is chaired by DAVID DREIER of Cali-
fornia and DAVID PRICE of North Carolina, and 
we thank them both for giving us the oppor-
tunity to participate. We provide expert opinion 
to Members and staff of parliaments in emerg-
ing democracies, and we conduct workshops 
and presentations at the direction of HDP 
staff. Just last month, one of our Members, 
Earl Pomeroy of North Dakota, traveled to 
Kosovo to provide some training and advice. 
Previous missions, all funded by the U.S. 
Agency for International Development, have 
taken our delegations to Kenya, Georgia, Po-
land, and Haiti. The missions are issue-spe-
cific, have an intense and active program, and 
give former Members the opportunity to share 
some of their experiences with current legisla-
tors in parliaments overseas. The House De-
mocracy Partnership is an extension of the 
great work begun by Martin Frost and Gerry 
Solomon as part of the Frost-Solomon Task 

Force. Clearly, former Members can play an 
important and productive role in this type of 
program, and we are thrilled to be included in 
the crucial and impressive work of HDP. 

As I mentioned earlier, we also have begun 
working with the U.S. Department of State. 
This partnership comes in several variations. 
We have connected bipartisan teams of 
former Members of Congress with U.S. em-
bassies overseas via webcasts. Our former 
Members sit in a studio in Foggy Bottom while 
the U.S. embassy abroad assembles an audi-
ence either at the embassy or at a university 
for a dialogue with our Members. Most re-
cently, we communicated with audiences in 
Austria and Belgium, first giving an overview 
of current U.S. politics and then engaging in a 
lengthy Q&A. Another State Department-spon-
sored program brings former Members directly 
to the embassies and consulates overseas. 
Sometimes former Members travel specifically 
as part of the State Department’s program. 
Sometimes the State Department will piggy-
back on a former Member who is visiting a 
country for business or pleasure. We think this 
is a great way to communicate with foreign 
audiences about the United States, about our 
foreign policy, and about our political process. 

In addition to the international work 
which I just highlighted, our associa-
tion also focuses on creating a dialogue 
involving current Members of Congress 
and their colleagues in legislatures 
overseas. Mainly, we achieve this ob-
jective via the Congressional Study 
Groups on Germany, Turkey, and 
Japan. 

At this time, I would like to call on 
the Honorable Jim Slattery from Kan-
sas, the former President of our asso-
ciation, for his report on international 
programs in Germany, Turkey, and 
Japan. 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SLATTERY. It is a pleasure to 
report on the work of the Congres-
sional Study Groups on Germany, Tur-
key and Japan. These bipartisan pro-
grams for current Members of Congress 
serve as invaluable tools for dialogue 
between lawmakers, and act as edu-
cational forums to create under-
standing between the United States 
and three of its most strategic part-
ners. 

The Congressional Study Group on 
Germany is the Association’s flagship 
international program, and is one of 
the largest and most active parliamen-
tary exchange programs between the 
U.S. Congress and the legislative 
branch of another country. Celebrating 
almost 30 years of active programming, 
the study group offers German and 
American lawmakers the unique oppor-
tunity to candidly discuss issues perti-
nent to both nations, including press-
ing international challenges. 

Following the Association bipartisan 
mandate, the Study Group on Germany 
is also overseen by a bipartisan team of 
current Members of Congress. The 2011 
Chairman and Vice Chairman of the 
Congressional Study Group on Ger-
many in the House of Representatives 
are Representative RUSS CARNAHAN, a 
Democrat from Missouri, and Rep-

resentative PHIL GINGREY, a Repub-
lican from Georgia. In the Senate, Sen-
ator JEFF SESSIONS, a Republican from 
Alabama, serves as co-chair, and the 
study group is in the process of finding 
a new Democratic co-chair since Sen-
ator Evan Bayh has retired. 

The study group’s programming con-
sists of periodic roundtable discussions 
on Capitol Hill for Members of Con-
gress, featuring visiting dignitaries 
from Germany or U.S. Government of-
ficials, annual seminars abroad or at 
home, and study tours and events 
geared toward senior congressional 
staff. Current Members of Congress 
chair the CSGC in a bipartisan manner. 
A few highlights for the Study Group 
on Germany’s events on Capitol Hill 
during this year’s programming in-
cluded: a luncheon discussion with Dr. 
Norbert Lammert, President of the 
German Bundestag; a panel featuring 
Under Secretary Robert Hormats; and 
a roundtable with the German 
Bundestag’s Defense Committee mem-
bers. 

The Congressional Study Group on 
Germany’s main pillar of programming 
is the Annual Congress-Bundestag 
Seminar that takes place in the U.S. 
every election year and in Germany 
every nonelection year. These 5-day- 
long conferences present Members of 
Congress and their counterparts at the 
German Bundestag the opportunity to 
come together for a series of in-depth 
discussions focusing on issues affecting 
transatlantic relations. The seminars 
also give lawmakers the chance to ob-
serve the domestic atmosphere of both 
nations as they evaluate the effects of 
their foreign policy decisions. 

The 27th Annual Congress-Bundestag 
Seminar took place the second week of 
May last year in Washington, D.C., and 
in St. Louis, Missouri. This year, the 
annual seminar is scheduled to take 
place in Berlin, Potsdam, and 
Wittenberg, Germany, at the end of 
June. Topics for discussion during the 
28th Annual Congress-Bundestag Sem-
inar will include: sustaining economic 
growth, relations between the Euro-
pean Union and the United States, and 
energy security. During this program-
ming year, the study group also took a 
delegation of eight chiefs of staff to 
Berlin and Frankfurt, Germany, on a 
Senior Congressional Staff Study Tour. 

Since its establishment, the Congres-
sional Study Group on Germany has 
been receiving generous support from 
the German Marshall Fund of the 
United States, and the Association 
would like to thank Craig Kennedy, the 
President of GMF, for his trust in our 
programming. To assist with adminis-
trative expenses, the Association also 
receives additional funding from a 
group of organizations making up the 
study group’s Business Advisory Coun-
cil, headed by former Member Tom 
Coleman of Missouri. 

Using the Study Group on Germany 
as a model in 2005, a Congressional 
Study Group on Turkey was estab-
lished. In only 6 years, the Study 
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Group on Turkey has become another 
major program of the Association and 
one of the most active parliamentary 
exchange programs between the U.S. 
Congress and the legislative branch of 
Turkey. Given Turkey’s strategic role 
in its region and position as a gateway 
between East and West, the Study 
Group on Turkey is essential in forging 
communication networks between cur-
rent Members of Congress and Turkish 
Government officials to discuss issues 
such as the Middle East peace process, 
energy security, and avenues of co-
operation in the region. 

The Study Group on Turkey is active 
only in the House of Representatives, 
and is again led by a bipartisan group 
of current Members of Congress. Rep-
resentative VIRGINIA FOXX, a Repub-
lican from North Carolina, and Rep-
resentative STEVE COHEN, a Democrat 
from Tennessee, are the co-chairs of 
this group. Representative ED WHIT-
FIELD, a Republican from Kentucky, re-
mains active as the study group’s im-
mediate past co-chair. 

Similar to the Congressional Study 
Group on Germany, the Study Group 
on Turkey hosts events for Members of 
Congress on Capitol Hill which are 
dedicated to U.S.-Turkey relations, an 
annual seminar at home or abroad, and 
events and study groups geared toward 
senior congressional staff. The study 
group held its second Senior Congres-
sional Staff Study Tour to Turkey dur-
ing the Easter recess this year, bring-
ing together eight chiefs of staff to 
learn about Turkish domestic politics 
on the eve of national elections and 
U.S.-Turkey bilateral relations. 

The Congressional Study Group on 
Turkey regularly features members of 
the Turkish Grand National Assembly 
and ministers of the Turkish Govern-
ment as well as U.S. Government offi-
cials in its events geared toward cur-
rent Members of Congress. During the 
2010/2011 programming year, the study 
group has hosted high-level guests such 
as the Honorable Egemen Bagis, Turk-
ish Minister for EU Affairs and Chief 
Negotiator of Turkey in accession 
talks with the European Union; and 
Ambassador Dan Benjamin, Coordi-
nator for Counterterrorism at the U.S. 
State Department. 

The Annual U.S.-Turkey Seminar is 
a significant aspect of study group pro-
gramming for each year. The seminar 
brings U.S. and Turkey legislators to-
gether with policymakers and business 
representatives to examine important 
bilateral topics and transnational 
issues such as terrorism and energy se-
curity. The seminar aims to inform 
Members of Congress about the con-
cerns of one of the United States’ most 
important allies. Moreover, the sem-
inar is an invaluable tool for creating 
and reinforcing personal relationships 
between Members of Congress and 
members of the Turkish Grand Na-
tional Assembly. 

The sixth Annual U.S.-Turkey Sem-
inar took place in Washington, D.C., in 
September 2010, and this year, the 

study group will take a delegation of 
current Members of Congress to An-
kara and Istanbul, Turkey, for its sev-
enth annual seminar. Topics of discus-
sion for this year’s seminar will focus 
on Middle East stability, prospects for 
the global economy, and growing U.S.- 
Turkey relations. 

The Association also organizes and 
administers the Congressional Study 
Group on Japan. Founded in 1993 in co-
operation with East-West Center in Ha-
waii, the Congressional Study Group 
on Japan brings together Members of 
the U.S. Congress and Members of the 
Japanese Diet for a series of discus-
sions covering issues of mutual con-
cern. A group of current Members of 
Congress chair the Study Group in a bi-
partisan manner. In the House of Rep-
resentatives, Congressman JIM 
MCDERMOTT of Washington and Con-
gresswoman SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO of 
West Virginia serve as co-chairs. In the 
Senate, Senators JIM WEBB of Virginia 
and LISA MURKOWSKI of Alaska take an 
active role in Study Group program-
ming. The Congressional Study Group 
on Japan has been funded since its in-
ception by the Japan-U.S. Friendship 
Commission, and the Association 
would like to give a special thanks to 
Dr. Eric Gangloff for his continued 
commitment to the success of the 
Study Group as Executive Director of 
the Commission and wish him well in 
retirement. 

The Association is proud of the work 
that we do in administering and en-
couraging these study groups, and we 
are, of course, looking forward to many 
more years of activity in this area. 

It’s good to see you all today. 
Mrs. MORELLA. Thank you, Mr. 

Slattery. 
Now the Chair has the distinct privi-

lege of recognizing the very important 
and distinguished minority leader, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
PELOSI). 

Ms. PELOSI. Good morning, every-
one. Thank you, Madam Chair, Madam 
Ambassador, Congresswoman, many ti-
tles, great leader. 

Thank you all very much for being at 
the Capitol today and thank you for 
your ongoing work on behalf of our 
country. I am honored to be here as the 
minority leader in the presence of a 
great minority leader, Bob Michel. He 
knows this job with a President of your 
party and without a President of your 
party. Again he is, as you know, an 
icon in this House, and anytime he vis-
its it’s a cause for celebration for us. 
And to be able to do so, to honor Sen-
ator John Warner, welcome to the 
House side, Senator Warner. The re-
spect that we have had for you over the 
years is only heightened by your ongo-
ing leadership now that you are a 
former Senator, but the fact is your 
imprint on this Congress has been a 
great one, not only substantively but 
officially in a bipartisan way. You’re a 
great leader. It’s an honor to welcome 
you and to join our Speaker in wel-
coming you to the House side. Good 

morning, Senator. Please give my love 
to Jeanne. 

And to Dennis Hertel and Connie 
Morella, thank you for your leadership. 
Listening to Congressman Slattery 
talk about the working groups and the 
rest, I am so impressed, because that 
you continue to do this work is very, 
very important. I just had the Ambas-
sador from Japan in my office, and I 
could just substitute that name for al-
most any country, but Japan in par-
ticular right now at a time of duress 
for that country, the appeal was to 
heighten our interparliamentary rela-
tionships, whether with former Mem-
bers, with staff, or with current Mem-
bers as well. 

JIM, thank you for the work that 
you’re all doing with those working 
groups to encourage them. Former 
Members are a fount of so much wis-
dom for us, Senator and Mr. Leader, 
Madam Chair, Dennis, you understand 
the institution, you have time to re-
flect, I hope—I hope you have time to 
reflect—on some of the issues while 
you served here and as you see our 
service here. 

We consider ourselves all colleagues 
to each other. Abraham Lincoln is our 
colleague. Anyone who ever served in 
this House, I believe, is our colleague. 
Daniel Webster, Abraham Lincoln, 
we’re part of a very proud tradition in 
the people’s House. 

I just want to tell you this 
anecdotally. All of the Speakers, 
former and present, have been invited 
to participate in the 200th anniversary, 
the bicentennial of the election of 
Henry Clay as Speaker of the House. 
This will take place in Lexington, Ken-
tucky, pretty soon. So, of course, we’re 
all reading up on Henry Clay to en-
hance our knowledge of what was going 
on at the time. It was pretty raucous 
at the time. He was elected the Speak-
er the first day he arrived, 34 years old, 
the youngest Speaker ever, but he was 
part a of an insurgent group of many, 
many freshmen who decided that they 
were going to take over the House, and 
his imprint here was a great one. 

In studying and in looking at his 
service over the years back and forth, 
Senator Warner, he started in the Sen-
ate and he decided that not much was 
getting done over there, so he decided 
to run for the House. And then eventu-
ally he went back to the Senate. It’s 
very interesting to see, because as peo-
ple, shall we say, comment on our com-
bativeness or our enthusiasm for ideas 
as we compete in this great market-
place of ideas called the House of Rep-
resentatives what the heritage and 
what the background is of that expres-
sion of difference of opinion. The gen-
tlemen that we have here, Leader 
Michel and Senator Warner, are exam-
ples of the civility we hope will be the 
hallmark that guides again our enthu-
siasm for the ideas that we bring to the 
Congress. 
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Thank you for your ongoing leader-

ship. Thank you for being an intellec-
tual resource to the Congress in a bi-
partisan way. I think I served with al-
most all of you, maybe not every single 
one but almost all of you, so I have a 
great appreciation for the contribu-
tions that you have made. Again, the 
imprint, the legacy that you have left. 
I know you’re very proud. I want you 
to know that we are as well. 

You have come at a very interesting 
time. The issues of budget and budget 
priorities and the values debate that 
goes with that is something that is not 
new to all of you. The challenges that 
we face in the world, our national secu-
rity is everything. We take that oath 
to protect and defend our national se-
curity. I know I don’t have to say that 
to Bev Byron, her great leadership on 
the Armed Services Committee. But 
also at a time where you have real- 
time communication, it’s so different. 
When Henry Clay was the Speaker of 
the House, a message could only travel 
as fast as a horse could gallop or a ship 
could sail. Imagine. And today in real 
time. In fact it’s even before real time. 
Before you even get out of the room, 
it’s been BlackBerry’d outside of the 
room, so the message is always ahead 
of you. Imagine the difference that 
that makes, in the participation of the 
public, in their reaction to events with-
out any explanation or context in 
which they have taken place but the 
fact that they are taking place. 

Again, you’ve seen this all happen. 
Some of it happened when many of you 
were here. Every day a new technology 
enhances our communication. We see 
that as a plus. We see how it promoted 
democracy in the Middle East. We hope 
for the best coming out of all of that, 
hopefully that it will be democracy, 
but the change that sprang from it. 

So in terms of how we represent, I 
say to the Members, you’re all inde-
pendent. Your job description and your 
title are one and the same: Representa-
tive. Representative. Sometimes it re-
quires leadership to give a national 
perspective to some of the decisions 
that you have to make that might be 
not clear at home at the time, and 
again especially with real-time com-
munication, you have to be ahead of all 
of that. That’s called leadership. 

Thank you for your leadership. 
Thank you for continuing your work 
together in a bipartisan way. Thank 
you again for being an intellectual re-
source. Thank you for the work that 
you do internationally because, of 
course, again, back to national secu-
rity, our first responsibility, to keep 
the American people safe and have our 
children grow up in a world where they 
can all reach their potential and their 
fulfillment because the world is at 
peace. 

I bring greetings from the Democrats 
in the House, but I hope I could say 
that we all join together, Democrats 
and Republicans, in saying thank you 
to all of you. 

Mrs. MORELLA. We thank you, 
Madam Minority Leader. 

Mr. HERTEL. I want to thank the 
leader so much for taking time today, 
but also for always being so supportive 
of our association. The woman that has 
achieved the highest office in the his-
tory of our country, to honor us today 
to talk about the history of Henry Clay 
and other former Speakers and leaders 
of their political party is such a great 
honor. 

I want to report to Leader PELOSI 
that the Democrats won that golf tour-
nament yesterday, and it will have 
that trophy. 

I want to now call on Beverly Byron. 
In addition to the international and 

domestic programs we have created to 
either teach about Congress or 
strengthen democracy abroad, we are 
tasked with highlighting the achieve-
ments of former Members and pro-
viding former Members with opportuni-
ties to stay connected with their 
former colleagues. One of the premier 
events we have is our annual states-
manship award dinner. In March of this 
year we hosted our 14th dinner, and 
like the preceding 13 years, we had it 
chaired by Lou Frey, who’s done such 
an outstanding job. He couldn’t be with 
us today, but he has asked our col-
league, Beverly Byron, to report on 
this last year’s dinner. Bev, for all 14 
dinners, has been one of our most ac-
tive dinner committee members. I 
would like to take this time and oppor-
tunity to introduce her and to thank 
Beverly Byron for all of her tireless 
work all these years for our associa-
tion. 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlelady from Maryland. 

Ms. BYRON. Thank you, Dennis. Let 
me also thank Lou for the terrific work 
that he has done over the years to 
make this statesmanship dinner such a 
success. It is greatly appreciated by 
the organization because it is our 
major fundraiser. 

The dinner this year was on March 
15. The Association was proud to host 
it. As in years past, the event was held 
at the Ritz-Carlton Hotel on 22nd 
Street in Washington. We had nearly 
400 guests in attendance. The evening 
was dedicated to celebrate the achieve-
ments of the 2011 statesmanship hon-
orees: former Minority Leaders and 
former Speakers of the House who dem-
onstrated exemplary service during 
their time in leadership. Speaker Tom 
Foley, Leader Dick Gephardt, Speaker 
Dennis Hastert, and Leader Bob Michel 
accepted the award in person, and al-
though Speakers Jim Wright and Newt 
Gingrich were unable to attend, they 
sent their best wishes. 

The evening began with remarks by 
former Member Lou Frey who recog-
nized the many honored guests in the 
room, including Speaker JOHN BOEHNER 
of Ohio and the Ambassadors of 
France, Germany, Taiwan, and the Eu-
ropean Union. After thanking the 
guests for their attendance, we had a 
moment of silence in recognizing the 
passing of our good friend and former 
President Jay Rhodes of Arizona. Lou 

then introduced former Member Larry 
LaRocco for what has become a yearly 
tradition: a live auction of congres-
sional memorabilia to support the As-
sociation’s civics programs. After din-
ner, Speaker JOHN BOEHNER gave the 
keynote address remarking on the im-
portance of Congress as an institution. 
We then recognized each honoree indi-
vidually and, at the conclusion of the 
evening, gathered them along with the 
Speaker on the stage to accept their 
awards. It was truly an historic night 
and the first time these past congres-
sional leaders were assembled on a 
stage in one group. Their acceptance 
speeches were remarkable, giving the 
insight about Congress, what it meant 
to serve, and the challenges of their 
leadership. We are especially proud 
that we were able to bring together 
Congress’s past leaders with Congress’s 
present leaders. It really was a very 
moving and memorable evening. 

The annual dinner assembles former 
and current Members of Congress, 
prominent business and community 
leaders, representatives from the diplo-
matic corps, and many foundations and 
NGOs with which the Association has 
partnered over the years. Past hon-
orees include our former Speaker, 
NANCY PELOSI, who just addressed us; 
Dick Cheney; the Greatest Generation; 
Secretary Lynn Martin; and others. 
The evening is our sole fundraiser and 
it makes possible some of the many 
programs my colleagues have already 
reported to you today on. 

Let me add to the long list another 
example of what former Members can 
contribute to today’s political edu-
cation. One of the lessons that we have 
learned from interacting with the 
American high school and college stu-
dents is that there is a void of real life 
experience and advice when it comes to 
civic education textbooks. To fill that 
void, our association, in conjunction 
with Lou Frey Institute at the Univer-
sity of Central Florida, has collected 
the words of wisdom our membership 
has to offer and edited two books which 
have since become published. The first, 
‘‘Inside the House—Former Members 
Reveal How Congress Really Works,’’ 
was published several years ago and is 
being used by political science profes-
sors across the country. This past sum-
mer, we published a follow-up volume 
entitled ‘‘Political Rules of the Road.’’ 
This book focuses on some of the rules 
of the road that we have learned during 
our political careers, and I thank the 
many former Members who took the 
time and submitted contributions to 
this collection. The book has been fea-
tured several times on C–SPAN and 
also was the subject of a 2-hour panel 
presentation at the National Archives 
last fall. You can find information 
about both books on our Web site, and 
I hope you all will take time to look at 
our Web site. I recommend them to you 
and anyone interested in Congress. 

With that, I yield back to our Asso-
ciation’s President, Dennis Hertel. 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan. 
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Mr. HERTEL. I want to thank Con-

gresswoman Byron for all of her great 
help for our association. 

Let me highlight quickly one more event that 
is a great way for our Members to stay con-
nected and also educate themselves about a 
place they may not be completely familiar 
with. Every year we host a Fall Study Tour 
and invite our Members to participate at their 
own expense. We do the organizing and plan-
ning, and our membership can join us, time 
and interest permitting. We have visited some 
wonderful and interesting places over the 
years, both in the United States and abroad. 
Last fall we put together an exceptional Study 
Tour which brought us to Puerto Rico. Former 
Member of Congress Carlos Romero Barcelo 
hosted our group and his wonderful wife Kate 
was instrumental in creating a program for us 
which was second to none. Our sincere 
thanks to both of them. What makes our Study 
Tours so interesting is that we can combine 
your usual tourist experience with a unique 
substantive program tailored to our member-
ship. In Puerto Rico we had meetings with the 
Puerto Rican Senate, with the Speaker of the 
Puerto Rican House, with the mayor of San 
Juan, and with the governor of Puerto Rico, 
the Honorable Luis Fortuno, who, incidentally, 
is also a former Member of Congress. This trip 
was a great learning experience. The people 
of Puerto Rico are rightfully proud of their is-
land and of their many accomplishments. 
Puerto Ricans have fought for our country dur-
ing all of our wars and there are many Puerto 
Ricans who right now are serving in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. The people of Puerto Rico are 
hard-working and industrious. But what struck 
us most is the great warmth and hospitality 
that you will find wherever you go on this won-
derful island. As I said, the annual Study Tour 
is like no other trip you can participate in, and 
it is the best way I have found to discover a 
country, its people, its culture, and its politics. 
I highly recommend to my colleagues that they 
consider participating in one of these trips. 
The next Study Tour will visit the Baltic Sea in 
mid-September with highlights that include 
Helsinki and St. Petersburg. And as I said be-
fore, all participants pay their own way, no As-
sociation funds are expended on this type of 
program. 

Let me at this point take a second to 
welcome our dear friends from abroad. 
We are extremely honored to have with 
us several representatives of former 
legislative associations in other coun-
tries. From the Australian Former 
Members of Parliament Association, 
we are pleased to have and to welcome 
Barry Cunningham and his wife. Thank 
you very much for being here. We look 
forward to working with you con-
tinuing into the future. From the Ca-
nadian Association of Former Parlia-
mentarians, it is our honor to be joined 
by Leo Duguay, Francis LeBlanc, and 
Don Boudria. Leo and Francis have 
been subjected to playing golf with me 
at our annual tournament, so they can 
attest to how bad I am at golf. We real-
ly appreciate them coming for our an-
nual meeting and for our fundraiser 
yesterday for the golf tournament 
charity for the wounded warriors. Also 
from the Former Members of the On-
tario Parliament, we thank David War-
ner for accepting our invitation. Our 

relationship with like-minded organi-
zations across the globe is tremen-
dously important to us, and we are 
very appreciative that all of you have 
come here today to be with us and to 
spend all this time in support of our ef-
forts. 

All the programs we have described, 
of course, require both leadership and 
staff to implement. Our association is 
blessed to have top people in both cat-
egories. I want to take this oppor-
tunity to thank our board of directors, 
30 former Members divided equally be-
tween our two parties, for their advice 
and counsel. We really appreciate it. 
Also, I would be remiss if I did not 
thank the other members of our asso-
ciation’s Executive Committee: our 
Vice President, Connie Morella; our 
Treasurer, Barbara Kennelly; our Sec-
retary, Jim Kolbe; and serving on the 
Exec as Past President, Jim Slattery. 
You have all made this association a 
stronger and better organization than 
it has ever been, and I thank you all 
for your time and energy. Your counsel 
has been most invaluable to me. 

To administer all these programs 
takes a staff of dedicated, enthusiastic 
professionals. I’m so sorry we’re under 
the deadline here, because I couldn’t 
talk enough about our staff. 

First of all, we have Elizabeth 
Ardagna, our Member Services Officer, 
and how much work she has done on all 
fronts. Member Services doesn’t cover 
all the different variety of things that 
she does. The golf tournament, she’s in 
charge of that. Without her, it 
wouldn’t have happened, and it 
wouldn’t have been so successful. This 
is a day-in and day-out thing. The pres-
sures of trying to work with Members 
of Congress and everybody’s schedules 
and fundraising and all the other en-
deavors that she’s done, we just want 
to thank her so much. 

Esra Alemdar, our International Pro-
grams Officer, we’ve never had such 
success of having such valued speakers 
but also having such great attendance 
of active and former Senators and 
Members that have come forward to it. 

Bryan Corder, Legislative Programs 
Manager, who’s again a utility player. 
He does everything that we need. Re-
garding this China delegation that Bob 
was just talking about, all the work 
that that took, all the work that it 
takes to keep all of our different study 
groups in operation; all the things that 
our members need along the way to 
help with our fundraising dinner and 
all the rest. Bryan just does such an 
excellent job. 

I come to Pete Weichlein, who we 
know is the epitome of our organiza-
tion. It wouldn’t exist without Pete, I 
guess is the simplest way to say it. He 
came up first working with our Ger-
man study program, and then when he 
took over as Executive Director, we’ve 
seen all of the difference of an organi-
zation that has the breadth to do inter-
national scale operations, to reach 
with partners in our own country in a 
way we never had before, with the Na-

tional Archives, the Bipartisan Policy 
Center, expanding Congress to Campus, 
so many different programs on the ho-
rizon. Without Pete’s leadership and 
dedication, it would be impossible. 

As some of the people said yesterday 
at the golf tournament, how do you get 
so much done with such a small staff? 
That is because of the superiority of 
our staff compared to any other, I 
think, in Washington DC. 

And then we talk about Sudha David- 
Wilp, our International Programs Di-
rector, who is leaving us to go to the 
German Marshall Fund in Berlin, Ger-
many. There couldn’t be a better asso-
ciation that is benefiting our organiza-
tion and the German Marshall Fund, 
that’s to be said for sure. She and her 
husband and her two daughters mean 
so much to all of us because of the dif-
ference she has made in all of these 
programs and partnerships internation-
ally. We could have never developed 
that kind of confidence and in-depth 
discussions and progress without all 
that Sudha has done. We hope to con-
tinue that relationship with her for-
ever. For all of us, it’s to our great 
benefit to have somebody of her supe-
rior intellectual ability, but person-
ality, and to combine those two things 
means that it’s been to the benefit of 
our organization and the people of the 
United States and the Congress of the 
United States because of all her hard 
work and accomplishments. Sudha, we 
thank you so much. 

Finally, in addition to our wonderful 
staff we benefit greatly from our volun-
teers who lend us their talents and ex-
pertise pro bono. None deserve more 
appreciation than Dava Guerin, who 
has taken on the role of our Commu-
nications Director. Finally, you might 
notice we’re getting some press cov-
erage, and it’s favorable, because of the 
great and wonderful work that Dava 
has done. She is just such a tremen-
dous professional. We’re just getting 
started this last month, but looking 
forward very, very much to going for-
ward with her expertise. 

Now I would just take this moment 
to thank all of you at the Association 
for all of the effort that you’ve put 
forth and all the dedication that you 
have. After these many years of public 
service, we have the epitome of Sen-
ator Warner and Bob Michel today 
showing that what can be done when 
we work together for Members of both 
parties. 

Cokie Roberts, our only honorary 
member, has said two things about 
former Members: one, they dress much 
better than they did when they were 
Members; and, two, they haven’t lost 
their partisanship, they keep that 
edge, they keep all those beliefs, but 
suddenly it’s all now for a bipartisan 
effort in public service, and what a dif-
ference that makes. Cokie is exactly 
right. That’s why I thank all of you 
and our association. 

Now we come to our final bit of busi-
ness before we must leave the Chamber 
today, in about 4 minutes, and that is 
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the election of new board members and 
officers. Every year at our annual 
meeting we ask the membership to 
elect new officers and board members. 
In the past we have done so in a sepa-
rate business meeting of the member-
ship, but it occurred to us that there is 
no better place for holding a vote than 
the Chamber of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and that’s what we’re 
going to do today. I therefore now will 
read to you the names of the can-
didates for officers and board members. 
They’re all running unopposed and I 
therefore ask for a simple ‘‘yes’’ or 
‘‘no’’ as I present to you the list of can-
didates as a slate. So you couldn’t have 
an easier election, and if we’re going to 
do it on the floor of the House, we want 
to make sure that it’s a sure thing, 
right? 

For the Association’s eight seats on 
the 2011 class of the Board of Directors, 
the candidates are: 

Jack Buechner of Missouri 
Martin Frost of Texas 
Lee Hamilton of Indiana 
Jim Kolbe of Arizona 
Bob Livingston of Louisiana 
Norm Mineta of California 
Jim Walsh of New York 
All in favor of electing these eight 

former Members to a 3-year term as 
our board of directors, please say 
‘‘aye.’’ All opposed, say ‘‘nay.’’ Hearing 
no opposition, the slate has been elect-
ed by the membership. 

Next, we will elect our Executive 
Committee. Connie Morella and I are 
finishing up the first year of our 2-year 
term. Therefore, the candidates for an-
other 1-year term as our Executive 
Committee are: 

Barbara Kennelly of Connecticut for 
Treasurer 

Jim Kolbe of Arizona for Secretary 
Jim Slattery of Kansas for Past 

President Exec Member 
All in favor of electing these three 

former Members to another 1-year 
term on our Executive Committee, 
please ‘‘aye.’’ All opposed, ‘‘nay.’’ 
Hearing no opposition, the slate has 
been elected by the membership. I 
thank you all very much. 

Now as we come to the conclusion of 
our program, it is my sad duty to in-
form the Congress of those former and 
current Members who have passed 
away since our last report. This list 
contains the names of our colleagues 
and friends, all of whom will be greatly 
missed. Let me just highlight one 
name, my close personal friend and our 
former President, Jay Rhodes. Just a 
year ago, Jay stood at this very lectern 
delivering this report to Congress in 
his capacity as our association’s Presi-
dent. That I am reading his name 
today and the list of these Members 
who have passed is so very sad for all of 
us who have been active with our orga-
nization and have known Jay so well. 
Jay was a great leader and dear friend, 
and we miss his guidance, intelligence, 
and his humor very, very much. He was 
someone who cared about all of us and 
that we all felt close to. It is a lesson 

for all of us to appreciate life and to 
appreciate the friendships that we have 
and our family and to hold them dear 
and close to us. 

I ask all of you to rise as I read the 
names as we pay respect to the mem-
ory of the people that I am about to 
list with a moment of silence. 

John Adler of New Jersey 
Robert Byrd of West Virginia 
Emilio Daddario of Connecticut 
Robert Duncan of Oregon 
Marvin Esch of Michigan 
Frank Evans of Colorado 
Robert Ellsworth of Kansas 
Geraldine Ferraro of New York 
Peter H.B. Frelinghuysen, Jr. of New 

Jersey 
Wayne Grisham of California 
Robert P. Hanrahan of Illinois 
William Harsha of Ohio 
Fred Heineman of North Carolina 
Arthur Link of North Dakota 
Steve Horn of California 
James Mann of South Carolina 
Karen McCarthy of Missouri 
James McClure of Idaho 
Owen Pickett of Virginia 
Howard Pollock of Alaska 
William Ratchford of Connecticut 
John J. Rhodes, III of Arizona 
Dan Rostenkowski of Illinois 
William Bart Saxbe of Ohio 
Stephen Solarz of New York 
Ted Stevens of Alaska 
Tom Vandergriff of Texas 
Harold Volkmer of Missouri 
Stuyvesant Wainwright, II of New 

York 
William Walsh of New York 
Thank you. 
That concludes the 41st Report to 

Congress by the U.S. Association of 
Former Members of Congress. We 
thank the Congress, the Speaker and 
the Minority Leader for giving us the 
opportunity to return to this revered 
Chamber and to report on our Associa-
tion’s activities. We look forward to 
another active and productive year. We 
thank all of you, members of the Asso-
ciation 

Mrs. MORELLA. The Chair again 
wishes to thank the former Members of 
the House for their presence here 
today. 

Before terminating, the Chair would 
like to invite those former Members 
whose names were not recorded as 
being present to give their names to 
the Reading Clerk. 

The meeting is now adjourned. 
The meeting adjourned at 9:47 a.m. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

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

f 

PRAYER 

Reverend Dr. Mark Smith, Ohio 
Christian University, Circleville, Ohio, 
offered the following prayer: 

Dear Heavenly Father, it is with 
praise and thanksgiving that we cele-

brate this day. As Psalm 118:24 says: 
This is the day that the Lord has made; 
let us rejoice and be glad in it. 

As we prepare for this session of the 
people’s House, may the wisdom of the 
Almighty flow to the hearts and minds 
of all those entrusted with the preser-
vation of our great democracy. May 
the Spirit of God cause our leaders to 
detest evil practices and embrace truth 
and righteousness. May each govern-
ment official be blessed with Your pro-
tection and grace. And may the 
warmth and smile of the loving God 
find its place in each person’s heart 
here today. 

We also ask for the protection of the 
great men and women serving around 
the world who defend our freedom. 

We pray these things in the sacred 
name of our holy God. Amen. 

f 

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. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. CICILLINE led the Pledge of Al-
legiance 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. 

f 

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. 

f 

CONGRATULATING ARMY NA-
TIONAL GUARD SPECIALIST 
TERRANCE MCKINNEY 

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

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
stand honored to represent Indiana’s 
Third Congressional District, which is 
home to one of the United States 
Armed Forces’ finest members, Army 
National Guard Specialist Terrance 
McKinney. 

After a 2-day competition between 
14,000 soldiers at Camp Atterbury Joint 
Maneuver Training Center, Indiana, 
from April 18–19, National Guard Spe-
cialist Terrance McKinney earned the 
title of Indiana’s Army National Guard 
Soldier of the Year. 

McKinney, at age 25, is now joined 
with 54 others as the best National 
Guard soldiers in the country. 

McKinney was also recognized for his 
exceptional achievement Friday, May 
20, 2011, at Victory Field in Indianap-
olis and moves on to compete at the re-
gional level. 
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McKinney is from Fort Wayne, Indi-

ana, and a member of Detachment 18 
Recruiting and Retention Command 
out of Muncie, Indiana. 

I congratulate Army National Guard 
Specialist Terrance McKinney for his 
achievements and am proud of Indi-
ana’s 14,700 members of the Indiana 
Army and Air National Guard. 

We owe endless gratitude to these 
men and women in uniform who have 
devoted their lives to our security, 
brought justice to the leader of al 
Qaeda, and continue to bring justice to 
those who seek to destroy us. 

f 

THE BENEFITS OF LOCAL AND 
REGIONAL FOOD SYSTEMS 

(Ms. PINGREE of Maine asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
all over this country, small, inde-
pendent farmers are making a living by 
farming in a way our parents or grand-
parents would recognize—raising high 
quality food and selling it close to 
home. 

The USDA recognizes the importance 
of this growing economy and has devel-
oped programs like ‘‘Know Your Farm-
er, Know Your Food’’ and research fo-
cused on local food systems. These pro-
grams are critically important. 

Later today, we will take up a bill 
that is accompanied by a report that 
will cripple these efforts with unneces-
sary bureaucratic requirements and by 
prohibiting research on local and re-
gional food systems. That’s right, the 
committee report actually urges USDA 
to stop doing research on the benefits 
of local and regional food systems. 

Mr. Speaker, more and more Amer-
ican families want to know where their 
food is coming from and want to buy it 
locally. Now is not the time to make it 
harder for small farmers to give con-
sumers what they want. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE NBA 
CHAMPION DALLAS MAVERICKS 
(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to celebrate the newly 
crowned NBA champions, the Dallas 
Mavericks. They came together, per-
severed, and played exceptionally well 
as a team. 

The MVP of the series, Dirk 
Nowitzki, will go down in history as a 
tireless worker and humble team play-
er who shined both on and off the 
court. 

I’m proud of the Mavs’ first-ever NBA 
championship title and hope there are 
many more to come. It is Flag Day, 
and I think it’s noteworthy that this 
team is emblematic of the American 
spirit—as individuals they are good, 
but when they come together, they are 
great. 

God bless Texas. God bless the Mavs. 
I salute you. 

BEST WISHES TO BRAD ADAMONIS 

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the United States Chal-
lenge Cup Junior Golf Foundation 
headquartered in East Providence, 
Rhode Island, which provides competi-
tive opportunities for young golfers 
throughout New England. 

Recognizing the need to expand ac-
cess to competition for young golfers, 
the Challenge Cup was founded thanks 
to the vision, passion, and dedication 
of Dave Adamonis, Senior, in 1980, and 
continues today under the strong lead-
ership of his older son, Dave, Junior. 

The Challenge Cup has enabled thou-
sands of young men and women to grow 
through the game of golf, resulting in 
hundreds of alumni advancing to com-
pete at the collegiate level, developing 
the careers of many golf professionals, 
and fostering the personal growth of all 
participants. 

As the 2011 United States Open begins 
this week, multiple Challenge Cup 
alumni are part of the field, including 
one of the tour’s first participants, 
Dave Adamonis, Senior’s younger son, 
Brad. 

I thank the Adamonis family for 
their immense contributions to Rhode 
Island and the national golf commu-
nity, and I wish Brad Adamonis the 
best of luck as he battles Congressional 
Country Club this week in hopes of 
capturing our national golf title. 

f 

DERIVATIVES 

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

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I rise this 
morning to talk about something that 
most Americans don’t know much 
about: derivatives. 

Derivatives are basically big bets on 
the future of the housing market, the 
future of oil prices that, amongst other 
things, AIG used to destroy itself, re-
quiring the Bush administration to put 
together a bailout package that was so 
controversial that we got to pay for. 

Derivatives are also used by specu-
lators to take position in energy mar-
kets. Don’t take it from me. Goldman 
Sachs says that $20 to $30 of the price 
of a barrel of oil today is associated 
with speculation in the energy mar-
kets. 

Now, you’d think given all this that 
we might regulate derivatives, which 
we haven’t done before, and you’d be 
right, except for the fact that the bill 
that we’re talking about today, the Ag-
riculture bill, would gut money for the 
CFTC, which will be the regulator of 
the derivatives markets. 

Now, the majority can’t say we 
shouldn’t regulate them. So, instead, 
in their zeal to deregulate everything, 
they’re saying let’s gut the regulators’ 
ability to look after these contractors. 

Sounds crazy? It is. 
f 

WE NEED TO KEEP OUR PROMISES 
TO OUR SENIORS 

(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, during 
these difficult times, we define our-
selves as a society and a country by 
how we treat those who are less fortu-
nate and those who are dependent. We 
also define ourselves by how we keep 
our promises, and this is why it is so 
important that we keep our promises 
to our seniors. 

I’m speaking, Mr. Speaker, about 
Medicare and the Republican plan to do 
away with Medicare as we know of it 
today. You hear many things, but we 
owe it to our seniors to be honest and 
up front with them as to exactly what 
this plan is going to do. 

You will hear that Medicare will not 
affect those seniors who are on Medi-
care now. That is not true. Seniors who 
are on Medicare now will see that 
doughnut hole reappear. In other 
words, they’re going to pay for pre-
scription drugs again. You will see fig-
ures like 3.9 million of them paying $2.2 
billion next year, alone, for that 
doughnut hole. 

We will also see that it will cost 
them a total of about $111 million next 
year because they will now have to 
copay for their wellness visit. 

This is not the way we keep our 
promises to the elderly. 

f 

b 1210 

SAVE MEDICARE AND MEDICAID 

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

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, we must save Medicare and 
Medicaid. With more and more people 
growing older and the costs of medical 
technology skyrocketing, the proposal 
to end Medicare would result in many 
seniors on a fixed income going bank-
rupt. The proposal to gut Medicaid 
would end up throwing our loved ones 
out of nursing homes and into the 
streets. I will tell you how Congress 
can best balance the budget. Just do 
these three things: Help create more 
jobs, help stop foreclosures, and help 
keep people healthy by providing 
health care to everyone. 

f 

THE DEMOCRATS’ JOBS AGENDA 

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the agenda 
of this House should be jobs, jobs, jobs. 
And yet here we are in June, and the 
Republican leadership has not put 
forth one single jobs bill, not one single 
jobs bill, and the American people want 
that. The Democrats have proposed the 
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Make It in America program, a Make It 
in America agenda that will close tax 
loopholes that encourage U.S. jobs to 
go overseas. It will provide hometown 
tax credits to small businesses to hire 
new employees and help sell their prod-
ucts and innovations overseas; to boost 
incentives to create clean energy jobs 
so we don’t have to spend so much 
money with our military and lives pro-
tecting oil imports from the Middle 
East; set requirements for the govern-
ment and its contractors to buy Amer-
ican products and services; and demand 
that China and other countries honor 
fair trade principles. Jobs is the agen-
da. The Democrats are offering a jobs 
agenda. I support it and ask the other 
side to come forth and try to help us 
create jobs. 

f 

FUND THE COMMODITY FUTURES 
TRADING COMMISSION 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, if I mentioned the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, 
there would be a lot of glazed-over 
eyes. But if I mentioned high gasoline 
prices and food prices that are going 
through the roof, the American public 
would understand that. So let me tell 
you that our Republican friends, who 
want a sea of deregulation so that con-
sumers won’t be protected, are attack-
ing the body that regulates speculation 
on gasoline prices and food. What does 
that mean? It means that every time 
you go to the grocery store as a work-
ing, middle class family, all you can 
see is the price of food going up, up, up. 
Yes, we have had storms, and we have 
had droughts. But the reason is, the 
speculators are gambling on food 
prices. They are gambling on gasoline 
prices. So the hardworking Americans 
that are working are getting the short 
end of the stick. 

Can you imagine, here we go with Re-
publicans again, defeating the con-
sumer. Democrats are ready to fight 
for jobs. We’re ready to get rid of those 
speculators and fund the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission that 
deals with protecting consumers. Is 
there no shame? Is there no shame? 
Protect the consumers and fund the 
CFTC. 

f 

WHITE CASTLE’S 90TH BIRTHDAY 

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

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to call attention to the 90th 
birthday of a restaurant. While it was 
started in Wichita, Kansas, in 1921, this 
restaurant then came to Ohio, came to 
Cincinnati, and it’s that little square 
hamburger, White Castle. And when 
you look at the Ingram family and 
what they’ve done across the Nation 

with their idea of an entrepreneurship 
of just a little square hamburger—they 
now have 400 stores in 11 States. This is 
a family company, and it employs 
thousands of people. 

The craze that Mr. Ingram created in 
1921 has grown in large part due to 
marketing, innovation, and adapta-
tions of service. It has been reported 
that White Castle was the first fast- 
food restaurant to advertise in news-
papers. It developed cardboard cartons 
for hamburgers, French fries, drinks, 
and even invented its own small type of 
semipermanent restaurant building. 
Mr. Speaker, ‘‘White Castle’’ was cer-
tainly a fitting name for this Ohio in-
stitution. Please join me not only in 
congratulating the Ingram family on 
the 90th birthday of White Castle but 
to remind ourselves of the importance 
of jobs and entrepreneurship in the 
United States. 

f 

THE REPUBLICAN MEDICARE- 
ENDING PLAN 

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

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to discuss the Republican end-
ing-Medicare plan. Now some on the 
other side have complained about the 
unfairness of characterizing the Repub-
lican plan as an end to Medicare. But, 
Mr. Speaker, I just call it like it is. So 
here are the facts about the Republican 
Medicare-ending plan: Seniors will pay 
approximately $6,000 more in out-of- 
pocket expenses, double their expenses 
today. They’ll lose benefits. They’ll be 
forced to negotiate—our seniors will be 
forced to negotiate with the big insur-
ance companies under the Republican 
Medicare-ending plan. Under the Re-
publican plan, seniors will immediately 
reopen the prescription-drug doughnut 
hole that we close. And so, Mr. Speak-
er, this is not a mischaracterization. 
It’s just speaking the truth to the 
power of the Republican Medicare-end-
ing plan for our seniors and for those 
who are approaching the age of 65. So I 
rise today, Mr. Speaker, to say that 
the Democrats are going to stand on 
the side of jobs, of working people, and 
of those who want to protect Medicare 
for future generations. 

f 

RECOGNIZING KATHRYN TUCKER 
WINDHAM 

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

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the passing of a 
great American. Kathryn Tucker 
Windham was a steward of the commu-
nity and one of Alabama’s most be-
loved authors and storytellers. Mrs. 
Tucker was a master storyteller, au-
thor of 24 books, a playwright, an ac-
complished photographer, popular pub-
lic television and radio personality, 

and a female reporter in a time when 
there were so few. Her spellbinding sto-
ries of life in Alabama and of the true 
Southern culture have captivated peo-
ple all across this world. 

On a personal note, growing up in 
Selma, Alabama, where she lived and 
did most of her writing, I heard Kath-
ryn Tucker Windham tell her ghost 
stories, which captivated my imagina-
tion and encouraged me to read and 
write. Her stories were an integral part 
of my childhood, and for that I will be 
forever grateful. Over the years, Kath-
ryn Tucker Windham built a well- 
deserved reputation as a respected 
writer and reporter. She was a true 
treasure, and her stories were a gift to 
all of the people of the Seventh Con-
gressional District and the State of 
Alabama. Her writings will serve as an 
outstanding legacy for not only her in-
credible talent but also for her bound-
less passion for the life of Alabamians. 
Therefore, I, TERRI SEWELL, the Rep-
resentative of the Seventh Congres-
sional District, do hereby recognize 
Mrs. Tucker for her numerous con-
tributions to the life of those in the 
Seventh Congressional District and the 
State of Alabama and our Nation. And 
I ask those present to join me in hon-
oring her and commending her for her 
many achievements across this Nation. 

f 

REPUBLICAN PLAN TO END 
MEDICARE 

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, first, again, I want 
to congratulate those Dallas Mavericks 
for winning the NBA championship, 
and also to rise in opposition to the Re-
publican plan to end Medicare. The Re-
publican budget replaces Medicare with 
an underfunded voucher system that 
eliminates the guaranteed Medicare 
benefit for everyone under the age of 
55. 

In the Dallas and north Texas region, 
the Republican plan would increase the 
out-of-pocket costs of health care cov-
erage by over $6,000 per year for 630,000 
individuals under 55. The Republican 
plan would immediately cut benefits 
and would require seniors in my con-
gressional district to pay an extra $47 
million for prescription drugs over the 
next decade. I urge my colleagues to 
protect our seniors and defend them 
against these reckless attacks on their 
health care and economic security, and 
also their peace of mind. 

f 

b 1220 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION FUNDING CUTS 

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

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, the 
American middle class wants Wash-
ington to create jobs and put unem-
ployed people out of work back to 
work. 
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But here we go again. The Repub-

licans show that they aren’t listening 
and that they don’t really care about 
protecting the middle class. Today, Re-
publicans are going to spend their time 
in Washington helping speculators, 
speculators inflate gas prices and food 
prices, making sure that oil companies 
keep getting unnecessary tax breaks. 

The Agriculture appropriations bill 
to be considered today by the House is 
just another part of the Republican 
agenda to reward millionaires while 
leaving everybody else behind. 

Tucked away in the end of the appro-
priations bill we’ll consider today is a 
provision that would cut money for the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion. Now what is the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission? It’s a cop 
on the beat. It’s a cop on the beat 
whose job it is to make sure that the 
speculators don’t drive up the price of 
commodities like gasoline, like food, 
like wheat, things like that. 

And at a time when the middle class 
is being squeezed by high gas prices, 
this is the wrong time to side with the 
millionaires and billionaires and 
against the American people. 

f 

TRICKLE-DOWN ECONOMICS DOES 
NOT WORK 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, the 90th anniversary of White Cas-
tle, the 25-cent hamburger I used to re-
member, it came in that little card-
board box. You could buy four of them 
for a dollar. The price has gone up now, 
but I’ve got a feeling if this Congress 
continues to do business like it has, we 
will be eating about two of those little, 
small hamburgers, for dinner every sin-
gle day. 

What they want to do, ladies and 
gentlemen, on the Republican side is to 
cut Medicare and gut Medicaid and do 
everything they can to take care of 
their wealthy patrons with another 
round of tax cuts. It’s like a drunken 
binge that they have been on with 
these tax cuts. 

Trickle-down economics, ladies and 
gentlemen, does not work. It has not 
trickled down. And, in fact, it has 
closed off to where all of the money 
stays up top. It never trickles down to 
the bottom. We have got to change 
that. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas) 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, June 14, 2011. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa-

tives, 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 
June 14, 2011 at 10:38 a.m.: 

Appointments: 
Mexico-United States Interparliamentary 

Group. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS, 

Clerk. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
BELARUS—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 112–35) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed notice 
stating that the national emergency 
and related measures blocking the 
property of certain persons under-
mining democratic processes or insti-
tutions in Belarus are to continue in 
effect beyond June 16, 2011. 

The flawed December 2010 Presi-
dential election in Belarus and its 
aftermath—the harsh violence against 
peaceful demonstrators; the continuing 
detention, prosecution, and imprison-
ment of opposition Presidential can-
didates and others; and the continuing 
repression of independent media and 
civil society activists—all show that 
the Government of Belarus has taken 
steps backward in the development of 
democratic governance and respect for 
human rights. The actions and policies 
of the Government of Belarus and 
other persons to undermine Belarus 
democratic processes or institutions, 
to commit human rights abuses related 
to political repression, and to engage 
in public corruption pose a continuing 
unusual and extraordinary threat to 
the national security and foreign pol-
icy of the United States. For this rea-
son, I have determined that it is nec-
essary to continue the national emer-
gency declared to deal with this threat 
and the related measures blocking the 
property of certain persons. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 14, 2011. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
MEXICO-UNITED STATES INTER-
PARLIAMENTARY GROUP 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to 22 U.S.C. 276h, and the order of 

the House of January 5, 2011, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Members of the House 
to the Mexico-United States Inter-
parliamentary Group: 

Mr. MACK, Florida 
Mr. NUNES, California 
Mr. BILBRAY, California 
Mr. CANSECO, Texas 

f 

AMENDMENT PROCESS FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 2021, JOBS 
AND ENERGY PERMITTING ACT 
OF 2011 

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Rules may meet the week of 
June 20 to grant a rule that could limit 
the amendment process for floor con-
sideration of H.R. 2021, the Jobs and 
Energy Permitting Act of 2011. 

Any Member wishing to offer an 
amendment must submit an electronic 
copy of the amendment and description 
via the committee’s Web site. Members 
must also submit 30 hard copies of the 
amendment, one copy of a brief expla-
nation of the amendment, and an 
amendment log-in form to the Rules 
Committee in room H–312 of the Cap-
itol by 5 p.m. on Monday, June 20, 2011. 
Both electronic and hard copies must 
be received by the date and time speci-
fied. 

Members should draft their amend-
ments to the text of the bill as ordered 
reported by the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce which is available on 
the Rules Committee Web site. 

Members should use the Office of 
Legislative Counsel to ensure that 
their amendments are drafted in the 
most appropriate format. Members 
should also check with the Office of the 
Parliamentarian, the Committee on 
the Budget, and the Congressional 
Budget Office to be certain their 
amendments comply with the rules of 
the House and the Congressional Budg-
et Act. If anyone has questions, they 
are asked to please contact the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2112, AGRICULTURE, 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT, FOOD 
AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2012 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 300 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 300 

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. 2112) making 
appropriations for Agriculture, Rural Devel-
opment, Food and Drug Administration, and 
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Related Agencies programs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2012, and for other 
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. Points of order against provi-
sions in the bill for failure to comply with 
clause 2 of rule XXI are waived except for 
sections 740, 741, 743, and 744. During consid-
eration of the bill for amendment, the chair 
of the Committee of the Whole may accord 
priority in recognition on the basis of wheth-
er the Member offering an amendment has 
caused it to be printed in the portion of the 
Congressional Record designated for that 
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amend-
ments so printed shall be considered as read. 
When the committee rises and reports the 
bill back to the House with a recommenda-
tion that the bill do pass, the previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo-
tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina is rec-
ognized for 1 hour. 

b 1230 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, House Reso-

lution 300 provides for an open rule pro-
viding for consideration of H.R. 2112, a 
bill which makes appropriations for 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, Republicans have of-
fered yet another open rule on this leg-
islation, something we did not see 
when Democrats were in the majority 
for 4 years. House Republicans are 
keeping their promise to the American 
people by submitting a bill that con-
tains no earmarks. House Republicans 
are keeping their promise to reduce 
spending and rein in the Federal deficit 
which threatens our very existence as a 
free country. This bill addresses many 
of the glaring inefficiencies of Wash-
ington by reducing wasteful and redun-
dant programs. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that, under 
the control of the liberal Democrats, 
kept growing and growing. In fiscal 
year 2008, this same bill had a price tag 

of $90.8 billion. One year later, fiscal 
year 2009, the liberal Democrats in-
creased spending by 14 percent to $103.3 
billion. And for fiscal year 2010, yet an-
other liberal hike in the cost of appro-
priations to the taxpayer to the tune of 
$125 billion, representing a whopping 21 
percent increase in spending. 

The liberals claim that any cuts in 
spending for any program covered by 
this bill drives more people into hun-
ger. Strange that they did not say that 
last year when these very same liberal 
Democrats cut $562 million from WIC 
so that they could spend it in unrelated 
matters. That is only one example of 
the lack of leadership, courtesy of our 
friends across the aisle. 

Lest we forget, it was their failed 
policies that ruined the economy when 
they were in charge of the power of the 
purse. Their habitual and unending 
spending increases have not helped the 
economy as they had promised but, 
rather, have saddled our children and 
grandchildren with outrageous debt to 
pay off. 

With better fiscal stewardship, our 
economy would be stronger and our 
country’s job creators would be able to 
provide the jobs that our Nation’s 
workforce is hungry for. According to 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, in Jan-
uary 2007—the month that the Demo-
crats took over Congress—unemploy-
ment was at 4.6 percent. Mr. Speaker, 
let me repeat that. According to the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, in January 
2007, the month the Democrats took 
over Congress, with a Republican 
President, unemployment was at 4.6 
percent. That number has nearly dou-
bled under the eyes of the liberal 
Democrats and the Obama administra-
tion. Last year, the Democrats failed 
to pass a budget or any appropriations 
bill. There has been a complete lack of 
leadership on their side of the aisle and 
at the White House. 

While it got very little publicity 
from the lame stream media, the Sen-
ate this year overwhelmingly rejected 
President Obama’s budget proposal on 
a unanimous vote of 97–0; unanimous 
opposition to the President’s budget 
and nothing said about it in the press. 
The Republican House budget that we 
sent to the Senate faired much better 
than the President’s budget. Again, Mr. 
Speaker, we’ve seen nothing but a lack 
of leadership from the administration 
and the liberal Democrats in Congress. 

The bottom line is that if we do not 
make sound and responsible fiscal deci-
sions that focus on reducing spending 
and making the government leaner and 
more efficient, we risk forfeiting con-
trol of our own purse to debtor nations. 
The simple truth is that we are cur-
rently borrowing 43 cents for every dol-
lar spent at the Federal level. To have 
foreign nations provide funds for so 
much of what our country spends is 
simply negligent and irresponsible. 
Even the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, Admiral Mike Mullen, has 
stated that the national debt is the sin-
gle biggest threat to our national secu-
rity. 

Taxpayers will be paying around $600 
billion in interest on the national debt 
by 2012. To put that figure in perspec-
tive, Mr. Speaker, the fiscal year 2011 
defense budget is $685 billion. In order 
to grow the economy and provide an 
environment in which Americans can 
prosper, we need to end expensive and 
ineffective government programs and 
remove the barriers of uncertainty 
that prevent employers from hiring. 

Many liberal elites are calling for 
higher taxes—higher taxes, Mr. Speak-
er—on hardworking Americans in order 
to pay for their irresponsible spending 
and fiscal decisions. The Democrat 
plan is to continue to borrow, spend, 
and tax, taking money out of the pock-
ets of hardworking Americans. 

A clear difference between liberal 
Democrats and Republicans is that Re-
publicans do not claim ownership of 
the salaries of hardworking Americans 
and businesses that create jobs. Elite 
Democrats believe that they are enti-
tled to take money from Americans 
and small businesses in order to carry 
out their liberal agenda, and job cre-
ators are left with whatever the liberal 
elites deem is necessary for them. You 
cannot help the job seeker by pun-
ishing the job creator with higher 
taxes and more government red tape. 

Mr. Speaker, American businesses 
need a clear perspective of what the fu-
ture holds in order to create American 
jobs and strengthen our economy. The 
uncertainty and mixed messages that 
the Obama administration provide are 
completely counterproductive to 
achieving any kind of economic pros-
perity. 

President Obama’s economic policies 
have consisted of bullying businesses 
to help union allies, such as the case in 
South Carolina where the NLRB is tell-
ing a private company where to do 
business for the benefit of Big Labor 
bosses at the expense of 1,000 jobs in 
South Carolina. 

When Americans needed a jobs agen-
da, President Obama and the elite 
Democrat-controlled Congress gave 
them a spending agenda. From the 
President’s first day in office in Janu-
ary 2009 through April 30, 2011, the 
economy has lost 2.5 million jobs, an 
average of 3,044 jobs lost every day. Ac-
cording to the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics, 150,000 new jobs are needed to be 
created each month just to keep up 
with population growth. The economy 
is not growing fast enough or strong 
enough to employ the 13.7 million 
Americans looking for work. 

But the liberal elites seem content 
on sitting back and watching agencies 
expand the bureaucracy by coming out 
with an unending stream of job-killing 
regulations. This in no way helps cre-
ate confidence in American business, 
jobs, or economic prosperity. The Dem-
ocrat elites, indeed, have made history. 
The result of their liberal agenda has 
been trillion-dollar deficits, historic 
debt, and historic unemployment. 

Mr. Speaker, we must empower 
America’s job creators, small busi-
nesses, families, and entrepreneurs to 
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lead us to real job growth. More waste-
ful Washington spending isn’t the solu-
tion. That’s why Republicans propose 
saving Americans over $800 billion 
worth of tax increases by repealing 
ObamaCare and by adopting the appro-
priations bills that we are proposing 
now. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gentle-
woman from North Carolina for yield-
ing the customary 30 minutes, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, before I get into my 
statement, I just, for the record, would 
like to point out to the gentlelady 
that, in response to her very political 
and partisan remarks, I want to remind 
her that George Bush came into office 
in 2000. Republicans were in charge of 
both the House and the Senate until 
2006. And so if you want to point fin-
gers at why this economy is in a ditch, 
I would suggest that my Republican 
friends look in the mirror. 

Mr. Speaker, budgets are moral docu-
ments. Budgets lay out our priorities 
and document what we think is impor-
tant for our country to succeed and our 
citizens to thrive. A few months ago, 
this Republican-controlled House made 
a statement by passing the Ryan budg-
et. With that vote, most Republicans 
showed that they want to end Medicare 
as we know it. But their budget did 
more than just undermine Medicare; it 
set the stage for the appropriations 
process. 

b 1240 

So here we are today to begin the 
consideration of the FY 2012 Agri-
culture appropriations bill. This bill, 
while not as high-profile as some oth-
ers, is one, I believe, to be of critical 
importance to our Nation and to the 
world. It funds many of the programs 
that keep our Nation and many parts 
of the world from going hungry. It 
deals with the most helpless people, 
the most vulnerable people, in our 
country and in the world. It protects 
the food supply so that our children 
and families don’t have to worry about 
contaminated food, and it provides im-
portant funds for rural America, in-
cluding critical funds for broadband 
Internet access and other rural devel-
opment programs. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is important in 
many, many ways; but like the Ryan 
budget, the FY 2012 Agriculture appro-
priations bill, as written by the Repub-
licans, is just plain wrong. This alloca-
tion is unworkable. So, quite frankly, I 
don’t care if you have an open rule or 
a super-duper open rule or a quadruple 
bypass rule. It doesn’t make any dif-
ference because this bill, as written, is 
unfixable. The only way to help pro-
grams that they cut that feed hungry 
people is to cut from other programs 
that feed hungry people, so there is no 
way to make this bill better. The bill, 
as written, in my opinion, is morally 
indefensible. Instead of making invest-

ments in our Nation’s agriculture and 
anti-hunger programs, this bill slashes 
funds for WIC, CSFP, TEFAP, P.L. 480, 
and the Food Safety Programs. 

And those aren’t just meaningless 
acronyms. 

WIC is the Women, Infants and Chil-
dren Program. Funds for WIC provide 
food and nutrition education to preg-
nant women, newborn children and 
kids up to 5 years of age. CSFP is the 
Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram, and it helps put food on the ta-
bles of America’s senior citizens. 
TEFAP is The Emergency Food Assist-
ance Program, and it provides assist-
ance to food banks that are struggling 
with decreased donations and increased 
demand during these difficult times. 
P.L. 480 is a program that helps provide 
American-grown food to hungry and 
impoverished people in developing na-
tions around the world. It’s known as 
Food for Peace. The Food Safety Pro-
grams protect our citizens from 
foodborne bacteria like E.coli and sal-
monella. 

Taken together, cuts in domestic 
anti-hunger programs total more than 
$500 million. Add in the cuts to P.L. 480 
and the McGovern-Dole School Feeding 
Program, and the cuts add up to well 
over $1 billion to programs, again, that 
provide food to hungry people here at 
home and around the world. 

As written, this is a pro-hunger bill. 
There is no other way to say it. No 
matter what anyone says, this bill will 
increase hunger here at home and 
around the world. A vote for this bill is 
a vote to willfully allow people in 
America and around the world to go 
without food. A vote for this bill is to 
take food from children and seniors, to 
allow food banks to open with half full 
and empty shelves. These aren’t just 
freezes in current spending. A freeze in 
current spending would be bad enough 
with the continued rising demand and 
rising food prices that people are facing 
here at home and around the world. 
That would be bad enough. No. These 
are real cuts that do real damage to 
real people. The only thing crueler 
than ignoring a hungry person is giving 
a hungry person food and then taking 
it away. 

No one would condone that, Mr. 
Speaker. Yet that’s what this bill does. 
We’re not just talking about that tired, 
old stereotype of the welfare queen 
gaming the system. No, Mr. Speaker. 

The bill we’re talking about are peo-
ple who play by the rules but who are 
struggling to make ends meet because 
of the difficult economy. We are seeing 
middle-income families who are now 
turning to food banks and food pan-
tries. In times of need, we are supposed 
to help our brothers and sisters in 
need. That’s what a community is 
about. That’s what our country is sup-
posed to be about. Yet this bill does 
not do that. Instead, it cruelly targets 
those who are hurting at no fault of 
their own. 

Yes, we are facing tough, difficult 
economic times. Yes, we need to ad-

dress the budget deficit. But what kind 
of Nation are we if we choose to bal-
ance our deficit on the backs of the 
poor and the hungry? What kind of 
Congress are we if we choose to cut the 
programs that protect our seniors and 
our children in favor of protecting gas, 
oil and farm subsidies? I want my col-
leagues to understand that those sub-
sidies, those examples of corporate wel-
fare, are all protected and have been 
protected by this new majority since 
they took office. What kind of people 
are we if we stand idly by and allow 
our children to go hungry? Nations go 
to war over food riots. We all watched 
with great interest what unfolded in 
Egypt with the protests and the de-
mand of democracy and freedom, but 
they were also demanding food. They 
were also rioting over the lack of food 
that people had in Egypt. 

This is especially tragic because it 
kind of demonstrates where the new 
majority’s priorities are. One of the 
first things they insisted on was that 
we protect the Bush tax cuts for the 
wealthiest people in this country. Don-
ald Trump got his tax cut protected, 
and we didn’t have to offset that even 
though it’s costing a great deal to our 
deficit and our debt. They didn’t offset 
it. They just wanted to protect it and 
have all the corporate welfare pro-
tected. So now they bring a bill to the 
floor, and they say, Well, we have to 
make tough choices. We have to make 
tough decisions. 

The tough decisions and tough 
choices they make are to cut the WIC 
Program. 300,000 people will be thrown 
off of WIC. That’s not tough on any-
body here in the United States House 
of Representatives—we’re all fine—but 
it’s tough on a lot of low-income preg-
nant mothers and their children all 
around this country. We can do better 
than that. Congress needs to do better 
than that, and this Nation should do 
better than that. 

This bill follows in the grand tradi-
tion of the Ryan budget. Like the Ryan 
budget, it does great damage to the 
American people. Like the Ryan budg-
et, it breaks our Nation’s great prom-
ise to protect our Nation’s citizens. 
Like the Ryan budget, in my opinion, 
this is morally indefensible. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
opposing this bill. I urge my Repub-
lican colleagues: Don’t do this. Don’t 
do this. Don’t try to balance the budget 
on the backs of the most helpless peo-
ple in our country and around the 
world. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. I yield myself such time 

as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I am always having to 

help balance out the comments that 
my good colleague from Massachusetts 
is making. He criticizes Republicans 
for keeping tax cuts. Well, I have to ex-
plain to him his President, a Democrat, 
supported that. Most Democrats here 
supported that last year. We didn’t 
keep tax cuts. We stopped tax in-
creases. Even the President and his 
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people have a little sense about eco-
nomics in that, if you raise taxes in the 
middle of a terrible economic situa-
tion, you create problems. 

I would also like to point out to my 
friend from Massachusetts that they 
were in charge for 4 years. It was dur-
ing those 4 years that we got into the 
mess that we got into. They controlled 
both Houses of Congress, and they con-
trolled the Presidency for 2 years of 
that. Yet they didn’t stop any of these 
things that they had talked about. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Will the gentlelady 
yield? 

Ms. FOXX. I will when I have com-
pleted my comments. I appreciate that. 

He refers to this legislation as the 
‘‘pro-hunger bill.’’ This tired claim by 
our liberal friends that Republicans are 
intent on starving children really goes 
beyond clichés now. 

Putting that aside, my friend from 
Massachusetts needs to understand, if 
he really cares about the funding for 
Federal food programs, he should vote 
for the underlying bill. Why? Because 
it provides $6 billion for the WIC Pro-
gram. Let me point out again that, last 
year, my colleague from across the 
aisle voted to cut the WIC Program, for 
a totally unrelated program, of over 
$500 million, $68.2 billion for food 
stamps, $180 million for the McGovern- 
Dole food program, and $18.8 billion for 
the Child Nutrition Program. 
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Perhaps these aren’t the funding lev-
els he would like to see, but I think my 
colleague knows that legislating is the 
art of compromise, and there are plen-
ty of Members who would like to see 
deeper cuts to further enhance effi-
ciencies in this program. 

The bottom line is that by voting 
against this bill, using his logic, Mr. 
MCGOVERN is actually voting to starve 
the children and to create more hunger 
by denying over $93 billion in overall 
Federal food assistance to the hungry 
people that he claims to support. In 
contrast, by voting for the underlying 
bill, he is voting to provide the funding 
he argues these programs so des-
perately need. 

Let me do a recap of what is in this 
bill, Mr. Speaker. Seventy-seven per-
cent of the bill is SNAP, that is food 
stamps, child nutrition and WIC. Child 
nutrition programs will receive $18.8 
billion in mandatory funding this year. 
That is funding that is on autopilot. 
This covers 68 percent of all school 
lunches and 85.5 percent of all school 
breakfasts, either free or at a reduced 
rate. 

The SNAP, or food stamp program, 
$68.2 billion, provides support to 45 mil-
lion people. Mr. Speaker, it is uncon-
scionable that we have 45 million peo-
ple in this country getting food 
stamps. That is a result of the policies 
of our Democratic friends across the 
aisle. Again, WIC, $6 billion; CAP, $136 
million; the McGovern-Dole Inter-
national Food for Education, Child Nu-
trition grants, $180 million. There is a 

lot that the liberals can be grateful for 
in this program. 

I would yield to a question from Mr. 
MCGOVERN, if he has a question to ask 
me. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I would just simply 
say to the gentlelady that, again, I 
would reiterate my view that this bill 
is morally indefensible the way it is 
written. 

The gentlelady talks about WIC. 
Under the cuts in this bill, and I say 
conservatively, between 200,000 and 
350,000 low income women and children 
will be thrown off of WIC. You mention 
the McGovern-Dole school feeding pro-
gram. The monies you cut in that pro-
gram would mean that we would serve 
5 million less children. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, the gentleman will have plen-
ty of time under his time to make the 
comments that he wants to make. I 
was more than willing to answer a 
question, but he will have time to 
make those comments when it is his 
turn. 

I would now like to yield 3 minutes 
to my colleague from Indiana (Mr. 
STUTZMAN). 

Mr. STUTZMAN. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding. 

I find it very interesting in listening 
to the discussion here today about 
whose responsibility it is to feed those 
who are hungry. I don’t think anybody 
on this floor would say that we don’t 
want to help someone who is in need of 
food or basic essential services. I think 
what this is is a discussion about the 
difference in philosophy in Washington 
about the role of government in Wash-
ington. 

There is plenty of blame to go around 
for all of the spending that has come 
out of Washington over the last dec-
ade—the last 30 years, actually. What 
we are doing is we are sinking our Na-
tion and our children, the children that 
we are talking about and whom we 
want to help and feed. We are actually 
giving them over $40,000 of debt. Each 
child that is born in this country is 
saddled with $40,000 of debt because of 
government spending that continues to 
grow more and more every year. 

I can tell you as an American farmer 
in Indiana that myself and many other 
American farmers and individuals are 
much better suited to help those who 
are in most need, in helping in the 
community, donating food, being a 
part of a food pantry. We are a gen-
erous Nation, and what has become of 
our ability to help is that we have a 
Federal Government that continues to 
saddle us with more and more debt, 
more and more taxes and regulation, 
making it much more difficult to make 
the profits with which we can then 
turn around and help our communities 
with food, with the basic services that 
our churches, our charities and many 
other organizations in our local com-
munities provide. 

Instead of us always looking to the 
government for that assistance, let’s 
back off of the American people and let 

them help themselves, when they are 
capable and when they are willing to 
do it, rather than continuing to put 
them further and further into debt. 

The Democrat Party talks about, 
Where are the jobs? Well, government 
doesn’t provide jobs. Indeed, the pri-
vate sector, people in our communities, 
entrepreneurs, people that want to ex-
pand their businesses to provide a job 
for that family that needs to provide 
for their children, they need the job, 
and there is not going to be enough 
government jobs to give them that op-
portunity. Instead, every time we take 
dollars away from the private sector, 
that individual who is out working 
hard, working 50 to 60 hours a week 
just trying to make ends meet, we are 
putting them in a very difficult posi-
tion where they are not able to pay the 
bills because we continue to make it 
much more difficult for businesses to 
be successful here. 

Small businesses are the backbone of 
this country, and until Washington, 
DC, backs off, the American economy 
is going to continue to struggle and 
families are going to continue to strug-
gle. 

I believe that this is a responsible 
bill that will instead help the Amer-
ican economy to grow and help Ameri-
cans. 

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

Let me assure the gentleman from 
Indiana that churches and faith-based 
organizations all across this country 
are doing their share. They are doing 
more than their share. Many of them, 
representing every faith denomination 
in this country, are up on the Hill 
today saying, We need you, those of 
you in Congress, to do your part, be-
cause this is not just a problem for 
charities to deal with. We all have to 
be involved in dealing with this issue of 
poverty and dealing with the issue of 
hunger in America and around the 
world. 

Let me say to my colleague from 
North Carolina, I will match my 
antihunger credentials against hers 7 
days a week. But in this bill that has 
been brought before us, the cuts in WIC 
would end food assistance for 200,000 to 
350,000 low-income women and children. 
That is a conservative estimate. 

She mentioned Food for Peace, how 
grateful we should be that they are 
throwing some scraps at the problem of 
international hunger. In this bill, there 
is a 39 percent decrease in Food for 
Peace title II funding, and it will put 
millions of lives at risk and undermine 
the ability of USAID to prevent fam-
ine. Food aid provided by USAID is a 
lifesaving measure for millions of vul-
nerable people overseas. According to 
USAID, these brutal cuts will mean up 
to 16 million people, mainly women and 
children, will not receive the lifesaving 
food aid. 

The gentlelady mentions the McGov-
ern-Dole program, which is near and 
dear to my heart. The McGovern-Dole 
program serves about 5 million people, 
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5 million children, children, in 28 coun-
tries. The $20 million cut to McGovern- 
Dole will end school meals for over 
400,000 children in the world’s poorest 
countries. We are literally, literally, 
taking food out of the mouths of these 
children. Imagine how that would 
make you feel if it were your child. 

So I say to the gentlelady and to the 
gentleman who just spoke, this is not a 
jobs bill that we are bringing to the 
floor here today. Unfortunately, my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
don’t want to bring a jobs bill to the 
floor. They are too busy trying to un-
dermine or underfund funding for Na-
tional Public Radio instead of dealing 
with more important issues. 

But this bill deals with the reality, 
and I don’t care who you want to blame 
for it, that there are tens of millions of 
our own citizens who are hungry in the 
United States of America, the richest 
country on the face of this Earth, and 
we have a choice to either try to help 
them out during this difficult time or 
to turn our backs. And the way this 
bill is funded, we turn our backs on 
millions of our fellow citizens. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am always 

very reluctant to talk about personal 
experiences on the floor, but I want to 
tell my colleague across the aisle that 
I grew up probably poorer than any-
body in this body. 
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And I know something about what it 
means to struggle to get food. I know 
what that’s all about. And let me tell 
you, there’s nobody here who feels 
more strongly that more Federal Gov-
ernment involvement in this is not the 
right way to go. What we need is to be 
able to develop policies that allow peo-
ple to get a job so they can provide for 
themselves instead of being dependent 
on the Federal Government to provide 
for them. 

Let me talk about my colleague says 
budgets are moral documents. Again, 
my colleague and I don’t agree on a lot 
of issues when it comes to policies, but 
we certainly agree on that: budgets are 
moral documents. And what the Repub-
licans have done with the budget that 
we passed here in this body this year is 
to say to the American people, We un-
derstand that budgets are moral docu-
ments. We passed a budget. The Demo-
crats didn’t even pass a budget last 
year. So they didn’t want to face up to 
it. 

I don’t know what that says about 
their morality, but I know what it says 
about Republicans’ morality. We have 
a strong sense of morality. We passed a 
budget. We’re being honest with the 
American people. We’re telling them, 
You cannot continue to spend above 
your means. The average person under-
stands that. And we are going to con-
tinue to be honest with the American 
people. We’re going to cut inefficient 
government programs wherever we can. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that right 
now, if you are a 3-year-old child in 

this country, there are 12 Federal feed-
ing programs to serve you. If you’re a 
10-year-old, there are nine Federal 
feeding programs. If you’re 65 years 
old, there are five Federal feeding pro-
grams. We do not lack for programs to 
help take care of the hungry people in 
this country, Mr. Speaker. 

What we lack is efficiency in our pro-
grams. And Republicans are going to 
do all that we can to make sure that 
we bring efficiency and effectiveness to 
whatever programs are funded here. 

I now yield 3 minutes to my col-
league from Georgia (Mr. GRAVES). 

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I just want to take the opportunity 
to address this because there is one 
issue facing this Nation right now that 
is far greater than what we’re even dis-
cussing at this point and that is jobs 
and the lack of jobs in this Nation as a 
result of 2 failed years of an experi-
ment that just didn’t work. 

Now, we can talk about spending all 
we want. We’re going to talk about 
that, I know, for the next day or two 
and over the next couple of weeks. The 
American people just expect us to deal 
with cutting spending here in the Fed-
eral Government. They just sent us 
here and they said, Just take care of 
your job. Get it done. Spend within 
your means. Don’t spend more than 
you get. And take care of your job. At 
the same time, understand what’s hap-
pening back home on Main Street. 

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, as I go 
home each and every week and I see 
the devastation that’s occurring all 
across all the communities in my dis-
trict, it is amazing to see the ‘‘For 
Sale’’ signs and ‘‘For Rent’’ signs that 
just pop up each and every week that 
are anew because of a failed experi-
ment that has occurred here. 

So we heard the gentleman a minute 
ago say the Republicans have no plan. 
Let’s talk about their plan and how ef-
fective it has been with, what, we’ve 
had 2 years now of at or above 9 per-
cent unemployment, 15 million Ameri-
cans looking for a job, deficit spending 
now going on $1 trillion for 3 consecu-
tive years. And yet we are on the eve of 
the week here in which we’re going to 
celebrate President Barack Obama’s 
claim of the ‘‘summer of recovery,’’ the 
1-year anniversary of that claim. 

I want to tell you, Mr. Speaker, there 
has been no recovery as a result of the 
policies passed by this administration. 
We must take a different direction. It 
starts here by cutting spending. It 
starts by reducing the size of govern-
ment. And the reason is very simple. 
Because the less the government has in 
its pocket, the less it’s spending, there 
is more left for the American people. 
And when the American people have 
more money in their pockets, they 
have the ability to expand their busi-
nesses, they have the ability to dream 
an idea, have a great idea, go out and 
invest in that idea. They have the abil-
ity to hire new employees. They have 
the ability to invest in new capital. 

But, instead, this Congress over the 
last couple of years has hoarded that 

wealth, kept it here in Washington, 
divvied it out to the winners that they 
choose just through their own pickings 
here. Who’s going to get the money of 
the American people? They dole it out 
left and right. Yet today, when we’re 
looking at giving it back to the Amer-
ican people, the other side stands 
against it once again. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s time to get Ameri-
cans back to work. We don’t do that 
through the expansion of the public 
sector. We do it through the expansion 
of the private sector. Let’s empower 
the American people and take some 
power away from the Federal Govern-
ment. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 10 seconds. 

I just want to correct the record. The 
gentlelady suggests that people should 
go get a job, and that’s the answer to 
the hunger crisis. A lot of the people, 
by the way, who qualify for these pro-
grams are working families. They’re 
the working poor. So we all need to get 
serious about the economy. I would en-
courage you to work with us on a jobs 
bill rather than on your right-wing 
radical social agenda that keeps on 
coming to the floor. 

At this point I would like to yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Thank 
you very much, Mr. MCGOVERN, for 
your leadership on this very important 
issue. To my colleague, the distin-
guished Congresswoman who is man-
aging for my friends on the other side 
of the aisle, there are probably many of 
us who have lived the American story 
and began life on the rocky side of the 
mountain. 

I rise because I happen to come from 
a district where my predecessor died on 
the side of an Ethiopian mountain. It’s 
a far, far place away from Houston. My 
predecessor was Congressman Mickey 
Leland. He was so driven by the vast-
ness of hunger, he was so much a sol-
dier of Robert Kennedy’s message that 
he didn’t allow danger to thwart him 
from trying to help people who were 
literally dying. And so he was carrying 
grain. And he had colleagues who were 
not on that flight, Tony Hall and Con-
gressman Emerson. And I would say to 
you that it really gets me in my heart, 
what we’re doing today, because my 
predecessor, a Member of Congress, and 
we’re described by many terms, but he 
felt that hunger was so severe that he 
helped found the Select Committee on 
Hunger. We have the Mickey Leland 
Hunger Center because hunger was pre-
vailing in America and around the 
world. 

So you can understand why I stand 
here today and tell you that it’s not 
good enough to feed 85 percent of the 
hungry children so that 15 percent of 
them don’t get breakfasts and don’t get 
lunches. That’s not something to give 
you a halo for or to give you an acco-
lade. Because so many of us understand 
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how stretching that peanut butter or 
stretching that soup or stretching 
minimal food, so many of us have ei-
ther heard those stories or experienced 
it. 

And in this bill, $2 billion is cut from 
food stamps. Do you realize that our 
soldiers and their families, young re-
cruits, are on food stamps? Does any-
one know the population that is on 
food stamps? Now, we’ve tried to make 
it better for them, but many of them 
are on food stamps. To cut the WIC 
program, you’re impacting children 
who are innocent. And then, of course, 
Food for Peace is not a throwaway. It 
is to simply stop the folks who are sim-
ply dying in deserts around the world. 

And $35 million has been cut from 
trying to increase the number of gro-
cery stores in urban centers and rural 
areas, to a certain extent, where there 
are no grocery stores where people can 
actually get fresh food. Try coming to 
my district and shopping for groceries 
in the local, down-the-street 2 by 4 
store, where food dates, which I have 
actually seen for myself, are years old 
and sitting on the counter where peo-
ple who only have foot transportation 
have to go and buy beans that are 
dated a year before or tuna that is 
dated a year before. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I tried 
to buy tuna as a test case, and I had to 
put it back on the shelf of a little 2 by 
4 in neighborhoods where people walk. 

Be reminded that Calvin Coolidge, a 
Republican President, followed in the 
1920s the same pattern, which is: give 
to the rich and let the poor die on the 
vine. He didn’t run again because he 
knew there was a collapse coming. His 
fellow Republican elected said, Give to 
the rich. And we had the 1928 collapse. 
We’re talking about where consumers 
and businesses are not buying or hav-
ing business, we the government must 
invest. And I believe, in the name of 
Mickey Leland, we’ve got to do a bet-
ter job of feeding the hungry. 
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate 
my colleague from Massachusetts talk-
ing about right-wing radicals because I 
associate myself with George Wash-
ington, James Madison, and Thomas 
Jefferson, who were right-wing radi-
cals, along with the other Founders. 

I would now like to yield 3 minutes 
to my distinguished colleague from 
Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS). 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to focus on what this bill does and 
what it does not do. 

First of all, it increases spending be-
cause mandatory programs are grow-
ing. The mandatory programs, like 
SNAP and Child Nutrition, are growing 
so rapidly that they exceed the cuts in 
the discretionary programs in this bill. 
So while my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle are talking about the 

dreadful calamity associated with the 
cuts in this bill, the fact of the matter 
is food programs get more money under 
this bill, and that’s because they are 
mandatory programs. The committee 
has no control over them. The only 
thing we have control over are the dis-
cretionary programs. 

SNAP is projected to grow almost $6 
billion, and Child Nutrition is pro-
jected to cost an additional $1.45 bil-
lion. Now, those and other mandatory 
spending add up to an additional $282 
million over the costs of fiscal year 
2012. So to call this a cut is not ac-
knowledging the additional spending 
that is mandatory and that is in the 
SNAP program and the Child Nutrition 
Program. 

Now, we, as Members of Congress, 
who are facing 1.2, 1.3 trillion more dol-
lars in spending every year than we 
take in and are racking up 14, soon to 
be more, trillion dollars in debt, this 
year we have now exceeded, in our na-
tional debt, the entire GDP of this 
country for 1 year. 

We cannot go on like this. We’re de-
stroying the country with spending. 
That’s the moral imperative that we’re 
discussing today. 

Consequently, let’s keep our eye on 
the ball. We’re not destroying spending 
for people in need. We’re actually in-
creasing it, $6 billion for SNAP and al-
most $1.5 billion for Child Nutrition. 
We’ve saved it in other areas. The Agri-
culture Committee’s budget includes a 
variety of priorities, including tradi-
tional agriculture spending like re-
search, animal and plant health and 
conservation, nutrition, food aid and 
safety, rural development, the Food 
and Drug Administration, and the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion. 

Spreading funding across this spec-
trum is a balancing act, and I would 
like to thank Chairman KINGSTON for 
his leadership on this bill. 

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

Listening to the gentlelady from Wy-
oming, one would get the impression 
that there are no other choices but to 
cut programs that help the poorest of 
the poor. 

There are lots of places we could find 
savings. We could begin by paying for 
the Bush tax cuts for the Donald 
Trumps of the world. We could maybe 
pay for these wars, or, better yet, how 
about ending these wars? We borrow 
billions and billions of dollars every 
week for the wars, and no one around 
here seems to want to pay for it. We 
could maybe take back some of the 
taxpayer subsidies to the Big Oil com-
panies. I don’t know why we’re sub-
sidizing oil companies. Or, better yet, 
maybe some of the generous agricul-
tural subsidies that go to a lot of 
places in Wyoming, I haven’t heard the 
gentlelady suggest that maybe we cut 
those subsidies. 

Instead, all the focus is on the most 
helpless people in our country. And it 
is just wrong. It is wrong. Don’t do 
this. We can do this better. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO), a great leader on this issue. 

Ms. DELAURO. I rise in opposition to 
this misguided rule. 

It unravels the bipartisan work of 
our Appropriations Committee. It calls 
for even more drastic cuts to the 
Women, Infants, and Children food pro-
gram than has already been suggested 
by the majority. In so doing, the rule 
puts the interests of Brazilian cotton 
farmers above the very real needs of 
American women and children. 

Everyone knows the WIC program 
provides nutrition assistance grants to 
States for low-income pregnant, 
breast-feeding, and postpartum women, 
infants, and children up to the age of 5. 
It serves 9 million mothers and young 
children nationwide, including 58,000 in 
my State of Connecticut. Nearly half of 
the babies born in the United States 
every year participate in the program. 
It is a short-term intervention that can 
help provide a lifetime of good nutri-
tion and health behaviors. 

Even notwithstanding this rule, this 
appropriation bill already threatens to 
slash WIC funding by $650 million. WIC 
is being slashed by $650 million. That 
means as many as up to 300,000 women 
and children will be turned away and 
forced to go hungry. In fact, Secretary 
Vilsack, the Secretary of the Agri-
culture Department, has warned our 
subcommittee that this number could 
be as high as 750,000 people, and I have 
his letter and his quote to confirm 
that. 

Now, understand that during the 
committee consideration of this, I had 
an amendment to restore $147 million 
to the WIC program. I paid for it by 
taking $147 million which we currently 
provide to Brazilian cotton farmers. 
That amendment passed with a bipar-
tisan vote. 

This majority has no problem spend-
ing money for Brazilian cotton farm-
ers, but they are loathe to do some-
thing for women and children in the 
United States. What this rule by this 
Republican majority has done is they 
took away this $147 million, they gave 
it back to the cotton farmers in Brazil, 
and then they have said find $147 mil-
lion, cut it from the WIC program or 
cut it from somewhere else in this bill. 

What are we doing here? Whom are 
they trying to fool? We’re going to give 
the money back to Brazilian cotton 
farmers. The majority decided that 
that was more important. That’s a 
fact. 

There are many egregious cuts in 
this appropriation bill, not just to WIC, 
to the Commodity Supplemental Food 
Program, which goes to low-income 
seniors. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. DELAURO. Thank you. 
The Emergency Food Assistance Pro-

gram, which goes to food banks, food 
pantries. 
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One out of five people in the United 

States today is going hungry, and we 
can’t find it within our purview here to 
provide the funding to do that. 

Again, Democrats and Republicans 
on the committee voted to take $147 
million, provide it to the WIC funding, 
take it away from the Brazilian farm-
ers. This Rules Committee, Republican 
directed, took the money and gave it 
back to the Brazilian cotton farmers. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle, take charge of what we did 
on our committee. Stand up for Amer-
ican women and children. Reject this 
rule. This is not what we voted for. 
This is not what the American people 
want. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished and elo-
quent chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. DREIER). 

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

b 1320 

Mr. DREIER. It’s a tall order that 
my friend from Grandfather Commu-
nity has just imposed on me, Mr. 
Speaker, but I will say it’s great to be 
standing here as we proceed with con-
sideration of the appropriations proc-
ess. Last year, we for all intents and 
purposes had no appropriations proc-
ess. When it was done, we all know it 
was shut down. We are here today con-
sidering the third appropriations bill 
under an open amendment process. 

Now, my friend from Connecticut has 
just characterized this as a misguided 
rule. Since 1837, Mr. Speaker, 1837—it’s 
been a few years—we have had within 
the rules of the House a structure 
whereby the authorizers have a respon-
sibility and the appropriators have a 
responsibility. She said that we some-
how are unraveling this very, very 
great and delicate compromise that 
was put together in the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Ms. DELAURO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DREIER. I’m happy to yield to 
my friend from Connecticut. 

Ms. DELAURO. There was a vote in 
the Appropriations Committee. It was 
an amendment and the fact of the mat-
ter is it was unprotected. 

Mr. DREIER. If I could reclaim my 
time, my next line, Mr. Speaker, was 
going to be to my friend from Con-
necticut, there happen to be 435 Mem-
bers of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, and we have a process 
known as appropriations. We also have 
an authorization process as well. 

Since 1837, the rule that my friends 
say is misguided, it has been the rule of 
the House. Mr. Speaker, to call it mis-
guided to comply with the rules of the 
House, something that our friends in 
the last two Congresses chose to ignore 
repeatedly, is outrageous. 

Now, as we listen to these reports of 
hunger that exist in the United States 
of America, I was just talking to the 

distinguished chairman of the sub-
committee, Mr. KINGSTON, who made it 
very clear that there may be a stu-
pidity factor, but the fact of the mat-
ter is there are so many programs that 
exist today, as Mr. KINGSTON reported 
up in the Rules Committee, that people 
do have an opportunity to benefit from 
those programs. 

We also are dealing with tremendous 
constraints that have been imposed 
upon us because of the fact that we saw 
an 82 percent increase in nondis-
cretionary spending over the past 4 
years, and what it means is, with a $14 
trillion national debt, we have to make 
some tough choices. We want to make 
sure—Mr. KINGSTON is working on this, 
as are the authorizers—we want to 
make sure that those programs that 
exist actually do provide an oppor-
tunity for three, not four or five, but 
three meals a day for people who are 
truly in need. 

And my friend from Grandfather 
Community, Mr. Speaker, pointed to 
the fact that we need to put into place 
a program that will encourage job cre-
ation and economic growth. For lit-
erally years, we’ve had languishing 
agreements that would open up new 
markets around the world in Colombia, 
Panama, and South Korea. We have not 
taken action on that. I hope very much 
that before August we do. That will 
help create jobs and get people who 
may have to look to government pro-
grams today in a position where they 
can, in fact, feed themselves. 

That’s our goal. We want to make 
sure that everyone has an opportunity, 
and we want to continue this process 
allowing Democrats and Republicans 
alike to be heard. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, a vote 
for this rule is a vote to cut WIC even 
further and give it to Brazilian cotton 
farmers. 

At this point, I would like to yield 
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Our Republican col-
leagues have chattered endlessly about 
making hard choices, but most of the 
hard choices they make today are hard 
only on the hungry, hard on hungry 
children, hard on hungry seniors. 
They’ve got tremendous cuts to the 
Women, Infant, and Children nutri-
tional assistance. It means as many as 
350,000 women and infants will be de-
nied assistance, including tens of thou-
sands in my home State of Texas. 

They made a hard choice. Instead of 
putting food on the table for those 
women and infants, they chose to send 
$147 million to Brazilian cotton farm-
ers. I think that’s not just a hard 
choice; it’s a very bad choice. Those 
young children will never achieve their 
full God-given potential if they arrive 
at kindergarten malnourished. 

Our food banks, are doing a tremen-
dous job. In Texas, they get the support 
of grocers, of retailers, of private con-
tributors, but they need this emer-
gency food assistance. I’ve been to 
those food banks. I’ve seen some of 

those rural food banks in times of eco-
nomic distress that are bare. The cup-
board is bare, and the lines are long to 
get that assistance. Republicans made 
a hard choice, hard on the hungry. 

The Republicans have finally found 
that the only bank they don’t want to 
bail out is the food bank. And the food 
bank needs that assistance. I say that 
we should reject this bill that takes 
the most from those who have the 
least. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 83⁄4 
minutes remaining. The gentlewoman 
from North Carolina has 3 minutes re-
maining. 

Ms. FOXX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
I would like to yield 21⁄2 minutes to 

the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. KING-
STON). 

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gentle-
woman for the time. 

I want to say to my friends from 
Texas and Connecticut that, number 
one, the DeLauro amendment which 
you alluded to that increases WIC $147 
million is intact, and that increase has 
gone on. We do have to offset it from 
another portion of the bill, and the rea-
son is because that Brazilian cotton 
agreement was a WTO agreement that 
President Obama agreed to. The money 
is restored. So if that helps clarify 
things, and if not, let me know. 

I want to just remind everyone, if 
you want to help hungry people you’ve 
got to have the money to do it. Now, 
both parties have overspent. For every 
dollar we spend, 40 cents is borrowed. 
Both parties. Under President Bush, in 
an 8-year period of time, the debt went 
up $3.5 trillion. Now, under President 
Obama, in a 3-year period of time it’s 
gone up $5 trillion, a 56 percent in-
crease. And President Obama now owns 
the wars in Iraq and Libya and Afghan-
istan in terms of this is his watch. He 
has had opportunity to change the di-
rection. He has not done so. So let’s 
quit hiding behind, We’re at war, and 
therefore, it’s the Republicans’ fault. 

I also want to remind my friends that 
the only budget that has passed either 
House is the Ryan budget, which is 
what we’re operating under. The Presi-
dent of the United States’ budget failed 
on the Senate floor 97–0. He did not 
even get HARRY REID’s vote. So we’re 
operating under the budget constraints 
that we have. 

Let me say this—very important 
about the WIC program. From Feb-
ruary 2010 to February 2011, the num-
ber of participants has dropped 300,000. 
The level now is 8.7 million. We will 
make sure no one falls through the 
cracks. There are three contingency 
funds which can be drawn on if that 
happens. And I want to point out for all 
the screaming and hollering and the 
self-righteousness, last year the Demo-
crats cut WIC by $562 million and put 
the money into an unrelated account 
that had nothing to do with hunger. It 
was a political settlement. Where was 
the screaming and hollering then? 

And I want to say this in terms of the 
World Food Program, if we want to 
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help these countries—and I am com-
mitted to it—we have to have our own 
financial house in order. Otherwise, all 
we’re doing, Mr. Speaker, is borrowing 
from our children to feed children over-
seas. That does not make sense. 

I appreciate it, and I urge everyone 
to support the rule. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, the ranking member on the Ap-
propriations Committee on this sub-
committee, Mr. FARR. 

Mr. FARR. Thank you, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, for yielding and I rise with con-
cerns with this rule. 

The rule in one part is good because 
it’s an open rule, allows unlimited 
amendments, but the rule on the sec-
ond part, which protects the work of 
the committee, fails to do so. This 
committee is about food. It’s about 
food production, about food packaging, 
about food delivery, and about feeding 
people. It is the largest poverty pro-
gram in the United States. We have a 
lot of poor people in this country of all 
ages, and instead of taking care of 
those people, this rule eliminates that 
protection. It protects those that have 
but not those that have not. 

I stand in opposition to the rule. 

b 1330 

Ms. FOXX. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this 
point, I would like to yield 2 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from California 
(Mrs. CAPPS), a leader on these issues. 

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the rule and the Agriculture ap-
propriations bill. Instead of helping 
Americans hit hardest by the recent re-
cession today, we are debating a Re-
publican spending bill that guts crit-
ical nutrition programs which literally 
put food on the table so that millions 
of low-income women, children, and 
seniors don’t go hungry. This bill hurts 
low-income seniors through cuts to the 
Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram. It cuts The Emergency Food As-
sistance Program, which could cause 
our local food banks to close their 
doors. And it slashes the budget of the 
Women, Infants, and Children, WIC, 
program, the effects of which will leave 
hundreds of thousands of women and 
children without adequate nutrition. 

WIC not only keeps our low-income 
families from hunger, but by empha-
sizing adequate nutrition, the program 
reduces the incidence of low birth- 
weight babies, combats the childhood 
obesity epidemic, and promotes school 
readiness by giving children the nutri-
tional building blocks their brains need 
to develop at a critical stage. More-
over, as it links these families to the 
local health infrastructure, it also in-
creases child immunization rates. 
These benefits are not just to the child 
and the family. In fact, the program re-
duces overall health care costs. For 
every $1 invested in WIC, we save about 

$2 to $3 in health care costs just in the 
first 2 months of life. This is an incred-
ible feat. It’s one that should be ex-
panded. Instead, the bill before us 
slashes these programs, plain and sim-
ple, with only one result: more Ameri-
cans going hungry. 

When I asked my local food safety 
net providers what the Republican cuts 
would do to our community, the an-
swer was clear: Without this assist-
ance, which choice will it be: rent or 
food? My constituents have been loud 
and clear on this issue, Stop trying to 
cut the budget on the backs of the 
poor, the elderly, and our children. 

I urge my colleagues to start listen-
ing to their communities. Vote ‘‘no’’ 
on the rule, and vote ‘‘no’’ on this dev-
astating bill. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I would like to yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN). 

Mr. Speaker, I have some sympathy 
for my good friend from Georgia, Con-
gressman KINGSTON. He got dealt a 
tough hand by a really unpleasant, 
mean-spirited, unnecessary Republican 
Budget bill. There are real con-
sequences for moving forward with the 
Ryan budget. But in a sense, this is the 
first debate of the 2012 farm bill. 

We have a farm policy that spends 
too much on the wrong people to do the 
wrong things. There are opportunities 
for us to rebalance the equities. Now 
you are hearing some debate about 
whether or not we should honor a WTO 
commitment to Brazilian farmers for 
$147 million a year. The only reason 
we’re doing this is because Congress, in 
its wisdom, would not cut back on the 
cotton subsidies that go to American 
farmers, that are inappropriate and un-
necessary. But instead of changing the 
system, we’re paying Brazilian farmers 
for our cheating. That’s goofy. And I 
think, at a minimum, we ought to rem-
edy that. Put it into nutrition for poor 
women and children. 

Now I will tell you that all you have 
to do is ask the hunger advocates in 
your community. Every Member of 
Congress has people who are dealing 
with the problem of hunger and food 
insecurity in their districts. I com-
mend my friend Mr. MCGOVERN for his 
leadership in dealing with the issue of 
hunger at home and abroad. We ought 
to be dealing with it here and now. 
This bill that’s coming forward ought 
to rebalance the equities with the cot-
ton subsidies for Brazilian farmers. 
There are other remedies. But we 
ought to look at every single amend-
ment that comes to the floor to change 
the farm bill allocation under appro-
priations as a first important step to-
wards rebalancing and having a 
healthy agricultural policy—— 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. To having an ag-
ricultural policy that serves our inter-
ests, those of our children, our fami-
lies; that gives more to farmers and 
ranchers and less to international 
farmers and huge agribusiness inter-
ests; that doesn’t slash environmental 
support for American farmers but helps 
us here at home. 

There is a better way. There is actu-
ally bipartisan support, if we can ever 
see our way clear to getting it to the 
floor. This debate this week is an im-
portant first step, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote accordingly. This is a 
battle we can win on a bipartisan basis. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I would inform my 
colleague from North Carolina that I 
have no further requests for time, and 
I am ready to close. 

Ms. FOXX. Then I will continue to 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule, first and 
foremost. And there are two reasons to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule. One is, the allo-
cation that has been given to the Agri-
culture appropriations bill is so low 
that it’s not fixable. I mean, the con-
cerns that you have heard raised on the 
floor today about underfunding WIC 
and underfunding these other programs 
that feed the hungry and provide nutri-
tion to feed our people, the only way to 
kind of restore those cuts is by cutting 
another program that does good things. 
So this is not even fixable. 

The second reason to vote against 
this rule—and I say this to my Repub-
lican colleagues in particular—is be-
cause if you vote for this rule, you will 
allow the Republicans to eliminate an 
additional $147 million from the WIC 
program because they have not pro-
tected the provision that was passed in 
the Appropriations Committee that 
took the money from Brazilian cotton 
farmers and gave it to WIC. Because it 
will not be protected, they will insist 
on a point of order, which means that 
that money will go from WIC back to 
the Brazilian cotton farmers at a time 
when Brazil’s economy is booming. 
That does not make any sense. As it 
stands right now, the WIC cuts alone 
would force 200,000 to 350,000 low-in-
come women and children off their 
rolls. If you vote for this rule, an addi-
tional 200,000 will be thrown off on top 
of the 200,000 to 350,000. That is just not 
right. 

As I mentioned at the outset, Mr. 
Speaker, this bill cuts not only WIC 
but it cuts CSFP, TEFAP moneys, PL– 
480, and the food safety programs that 
are so important to the well-being of 
all of our citizens. Food safety is not 
just an issue with regard to low-income 
people. Those people who are earning 
lots of money are concerned about the 
safety of their food, and this bill cuts 
that program quite substantially. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is about help-
ing the most vulnerable in our country 
and around the world. It doesn’t usu-
ally receive a lot of attention. There 
are not a lot of lobbyists down here for 
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poor people. There are not a lot of 
PACs out there that support issues 
that benefit poor people. But in many 
respects, this is one of the most impor-
tant appropriations bills that we con-
sider. And I do think it reflects on our 
values and what kind of country that 
we want to be. I believe that, given the 
fact that we’re the richest country on 
this planet, we ought to make sure 
that nobody in the United States of 
America goes hungry. I don’t know 
why that’s such a radical idea. 

And yes, we need to rely, in large 
part, on the faith-based communities 
out there that are doing incredible 
work. They’re working overtime, try-
ing to deal with the people who have 
fallen into poverty as a result of this 
economic crisis that we’re in. They’re 
doing all that they can, so to brush it 
off onto their backs more is just wrong, 
and it doesn’t represent the reality out 
there. We need to step up to the plate 
during these difficult times and help 
people get through this economic cri-
sis. And if you don’t respond, and if you 
want to ignore those who are strug-
gling, they just don’t go away. It re-
sults in other problems and other costs 
to our government and to our people. 
Hunger is not cheap. There is a price to 
pay for hunger. 

Globally, Mr. Speaker, let me just 
say that no war in history has killed so 
many humans and spread so much dis-
ease and suffering in any year as world 
hunger does annually. We have an op-
portunity to do something about it. We 
ought to do it. Vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule. 
Please, I say to my Republican col-
leagues, don’t do this. Don’t go down 
this road. We could do so much better. 
BASIC FACTS ON CUTS TO INTERNATIONAL FOOD 

AID PROGRAMS IN THE FY 2012 AGRICULTURE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT 
Emergency food aid, programs to address 

chronic hunger, and school feeding programs 
all receive their funding in this bill—not the 
foreign aid bill. They are central pillars of 
U.S. strategy to address global hunger and 
food security—and making sure they are 
fully funded is in our national security inter-
est. As Defense Secretary Robert Gates said 
last year, ‘‘Development is a lot cheaper 
than sending soldiers.’’ 

Food for Peace Title II Funding Cut 
A 39 percent decrease in Food for Peace 

Title II funding—and will put millions of 
lives at risk and undermine the ability of 
USAID to prevent famine. 

Food aid provided by USAID is a life-sav-
ing measure for millions of vulnerable people 
overseas. According to USAID, these brutal 
cuts will mean up to 16 million people, main-
ly women and children, will not receive life- 
saving food aid. 

The cuts to Food for Peace will mean dras-
tic cuts to our largest emergency food aid 
programs, including Darfur and southern 
Sudan, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Haiti and 
Ethiopia. 

U.S. food aid not only helps people survive, 
it supports U.S. national security interests. 
It promotes stability and goodwill, espe-
cially in Libya, Afghanistan and Pakistan. 

Our emergency and humanitarian food aid 
sends the clear message to desperate people 
in need: The American people care. This bill 
sends the opposite message—the American 
people don’t care at all. Go ahead and starve. 

U.S. food aid also supports domestic prior-
ities, helping American farmers and the jobs 
of American millers, truck and rail transpor-
tation freight systems, and shipping the 
commodities abroad on U.S.-flagged ships. 

My friends on the other side of the aisle 
might not have noticed, but the costs of 
commodities—the cost of purchasing food— 
have sharply escalated over the past year. 
This has already reduced USAID’s pur-
chasing power and the amount of food aid 
USAID can ship overseas. And now you’re 
adding draconian cuts on top of the global 
food crisis. 

McGovern-Dole Funding Cut 
McGovern-Dole was funded at $200 million 

in FY 2010, serving about 5 million children 
in 28 countries. 

The $20 million cut to McGovern-Dole will 
end school meals for over 400,000 children in 
the world’s poorest countries. We are lit-
erally taking food out of the mouths of these 
children. Imagine how that would make you 
feel if it were your child? 

b 1340 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

point out again what my colleague 
from Georgia said. It was President 
Obama’s agreement with the WTO that 
is forcing the funding for the Brazilian 
farmers. This is not something that 
Republicans did. 

Mr. Speaker, we cannot continue to 
ignore the facts. With skyrocketing 
debt and unacceptable unemployment 
rates, the Federal Government must 
learn to live within its means and be 
accountable for how it spends taxpayer 
money. 

House Republicans are continuing to 
fulfill our pledge to America and keep 
the promises we made to the American 
people before the election last Novem-
ber. I urge my colleagues to vote in 
favor of this rule. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to section 301 of H. Con. Res. 34, the 
House-passed budget resolution for fiscal year 
2012, I hereby submit revisions to the budget 
allocations set forth pursuant to the budget for 
fiscal year 2012. The revision is for new budg-
et authority and outlays reported by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on 
Defense, which are designated for the Global 
War on Terrorism. A corresponding table is at-
tached. 

This revision represents an adjustment pur-
suant to sections 302 and 311 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, as amended 
(Budget Act). For the purposes of the Budget 
Act, these revised allocations are to be con-
sidered as allocations included in the budget 
resolution, pursuant to section 301 of H. Con. 
Res. 34. 

ALLOCATION OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO HOUSE 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

[In millions of dollars] 

2012 

Discretionary Action ...................................................... BA 
OT 

1,019,660 
1,224,325 

Adjustment for Global War on Terrorism Reported by 
Subcommittee on Defense ........................................ BA 

OT 
118,684 
59,733 

Total Discretionary Action ............................................. BA 
OT 

1,138,344 
1,284,058 

Current Law Mandatory ................................................ BA 
OT 

745,700 
734,871 

Ms. FOXX. I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2012 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 2055) making ap-
propriations for military construction, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes, will now resume. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. OWENS. I am opposed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Owens moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

2055 to the Committee on Appropriations 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House forthwith with the following 
amendment: 

Page 30, line 17, insert before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘Provided further, 
That, in addition to the funds made available 
by Public Law 112–10 for ‘Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, Medical Services’ for fiscal 
year 2012, an additional $20,000,000 is appro-
priated for such account for advertising of 
assistance and services for the prevention of 
suicide among veterans (as authorized by 
section 532 of title 38, United States Code) 
for such fiscal year’’. 

Page 35, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve a point of order against the gen-
tleman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
offer this final amendment for the ben-
efit of those men and women returning 
from Iraq and Afghanistan, as well as 
for veterans of all wars in need of care. 

There’s been much debate in the 
House today about hard choices. Our 
veterans made hard choices, made dif-
ficult decisions, and many of them suf-
fer because of that. 
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This amendment is fiscally respon-

sible as it is fully paid for and, most 
importantly, it takes care of veterans. 
We are asking that approximately $20 
million be appropriated for such ac-
count to assist in the prevention of sui-
cide among veterans. 

I know as a young man—actually, as 
a young boy—I had uncles from World 
War I, friends of my father’s from 
World War II who suffered from PTSD. 
It wasn’t known by that term then, but 
clearly they did. 

When you go to Walter Reed, when 
you go to Fort Drum and you look into 
the eyes of the young men and women 
returning from Afghanistan and Iraq, 
you can see the pain. This is what we 
are called to deal with today. 

America’s troops have served with 
honor and distinction, accomplishing 
tremendous progress in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. While we have gone to great 
lengths ensuring that they have what 
they need to accomplish the mission, it 
is the will and determination of the av-
erage servicemember that is winning 
the fight for our country. 

The current wars have demanded 
much of soldiers, sailors, airmen, and 
marines overseas who carry out their 
mission under constant threat from 
enemy fire, IEDs, and other dangers, 
all the while away from their family 
and friends back home. In short, the 
men and women of the Armed Forces 
are winning this fight through their in-
credible personal sacrifice. 

As we all know, this sacrifice often 
includes great cost to the physical 
well-being of returning veterans, as 
well as mental health concerns from 
PTSD and traumatic brain injury. It is 
our duty, out of respect for their sac-
rifice, to ensure that every benefit they 
have earned is available to all return-
ing servicemembers. We can and must 
do more to care for them. This includes 
increased services to address PTSD and 
TBI, as well as adequate mental health 
services to prevent the tragedy of sui-
cide among returning combat veterans. 

As the Representative for Fort Drum, 
the most deployed unit in the United 
States Army, I am especially com-
mitted to seeing that members of the 
Armed Forces are afforded everything 
they need when they return home to 
their families and our communities. 
This amendment provides an additional 
$20 million for veteran medical services 
to give the Veterans Administration 
the resources it needs to provide these 
essential services. 

My amendment is fully offset and ful-
fills America’s commitment to the he-
roes that have sacrificed so much to 
defend America. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
this final amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I rise in opposition 

to the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 

gentleman from Texas continue to re-
serve his point of order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, I do. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes in opposition to the motion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
would point out that the Sub-
committee on Military Construction 
and Veterans Affairs has worked in an 
arm-in-arm, bipartisan way in support 
of our troops, in support of our vet-
erans. And we have provided funding 
for every need that was presented to 
the committee to help our men and 
women in uniform do the job that they 
do every day defending this Nation, to 
help our veterans as they move out of 
active duty into retired status, to help 
the Veterans Administration treat not 
only the veterans who have suffered or 
been injured in combat in defense of 
this Nation, but also those veterans 
who have suffered in some way psycho-
logical trauma that would put them at 
risk of suicide, a growing problem, and 
one that the committee is deeply con-
cerned about, and, in fact, the com-
mittee has fully funded at the Presi-
dent’s request of $69.9 million. The 
committee has provided essentially $70 
million at the President’s request, at 
the request of the Veterans Adminis-
tration. We have fully funded in every 
way the request of the professionals in 
this area, what they believe is nec-
essary to meet the need that they have 
determined is out there among the vet-
erans of this Nation. 

One of the great joys I know that all 
of us have as Members of Congress is to 
provide the support that is necessary 
for our men and women in uniform to 
do the extraordinarily difficult job that 
they confront every day and to ensure 
that their families have the peace of 
mind that their son, their daughter, 
their father, their husband, their loved 
one has been given every piece of 
equipment, every possible support 
logistically with the love and comfort 
and prayers that we all send them with 
their families. 

b 1350 

We as Members of Congress also have 
a sacred obligation to ensure that 
those men and women who are out 
there defending us don’t ever need to 
look over their shoulder, that they 
don’t ever need to worry that they are 
lacking in any way the equipment, the 
support. Everything that they might 
possibly need in the course of their day 
defending this Nation we have made 
sure, on the Appropriations Com-
mittee, that the men and women in 
uniform have. We’ve made sure that 
the Veterans Administration hospitals 
across the Nation have everything they 
need to take care of our men and 
women in uniform who have retired 
and gone on to the private sector to 
work in some other capacity. 

As a general rule, I’ve heard the 
number, the average time, that a man 
or woman serving the Nation may 
serve in uniform is—I think the num-
bers I’ve heard are about 36 months, 
but they will spend the rest of their life 
in the care of the Veterans Administra-
tion. And it’s an extraordinarily impor-
tant trust that our subcommittee 
takes very personally, as a truly sacred 

obligation on our part to make sure 
that these wonderful men and women, 
these extraordinarily courageous men 
and women who have sacrificed so 
much have everything they need when 
they move into the VA system, that 
the VA Hospital is providing them with 
the very best possible medical care, 
physically, mentally—and suicide pre-
vention, in fact, is one of those areas 
that we on the subcommittee have 
fully funded and worked again in a bi-
partisan way. 

In fact, our committee as a whole has 
always worked together in a very bi-
partisan way, and particularly the sub-
committees that deal with the men and 
women in uniform. Whether it be the 
Military Construction, the Veterans’ 
Affairs Subcommittee, or the Defense 
Subcommittee, the members of the Ap-
propriations Committee don’t pay at-
tention to party labels. We’re focused 
on what’s best for the men and women 
of the United States military. We’re fo-
cused on what’s best for their families 
and for the Veterans Administration, 
the health care that our men and 
women in uniform are given phys-
ically—again, mentally. And without 
regard to party, without regard to any 
other distinction other than what’s 
good for these men and women who 
serve our Nation, we have worked to-
gether without really any real serious 
disagreements. 

We, of course, have a problem today 
in the Nation of unprecedented debt, 
unprecedented deficits, record un-
funded liabilities. And the new conserv-
ative majority that controls the House 
today is determined to do everything 
we can to reduce the unconscionable 
burden that’s being passed on to our 
children and grandchildren. So we have 
found savings in this bill in money that 
was unspent, in accounts where money 
has been set aside for years and 
unspent, where savings have been pro-
duced from reduced cost of concrete 
and steel, reduced bid savings, for ex-
ample, that we then returned that 
money to the taxpayers. We found 
areas that we could save money, but 
not at the expense of our men and 
women in uniform. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Texas has 
expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to withdraw my reservation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation of the point of order is with-
drawn. 

Without objection, the previous ques-
tion is ordered on the motion to recom-
mit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
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this 15-minute vote on the motion to 
recommit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on the passage of H.R. 2055 and 
adoption of House Resolution 300. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 184, nays 
234, not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 417] 

YEAS—184 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 

Garamendi 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Ross (AR) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—234 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 

Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 

Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 

Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 

Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 

Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—14 

Andrews 
Broun (GA) 
Eshoo 
Giffords 
Jackson (IL) 

Lee (CA) 
Rangel 
Rokita 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 

Slaughter 
Speier 
Stivers 
Weiner 

b 1419 

Messrs. CASSIDY and SCOTT of 
South Carolina and Mrs. MYRICK 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. CARSON of Indiana, 
BUTTERFIELD, OLVER and ELLISON 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan). The question is 
on the passage of the bill. 

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 5, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 418] 

YEAS—411 

Ackerman 
Adams 

Aderholt 
Akin 

Alexander 
Altmire 

Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 

Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 

Kissell 
Kline 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Olver 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
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Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Reyes 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 

Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster 
Welch 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—5 

Amash 
Campbell 

Duncan (TN) 
Flake 

Paul 

NOT VOTING—16 

Andrews 
Broun (GA) 
Cole 
Davis (IL) 
Eshoo 
Giffords 

Herger 
Jackson (IL) 
Lee (CA) 
Rangel 
Rokita 
Roybal-Allard 

Slaughter 
Speier 
Stivers 
Weiner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1426 

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

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2112, AGRICULTURE, 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT, FOOD 
AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2012 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of the resolution (H. Res. 300) pro-
viding for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 2112) making appropriations for 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 235, nays 
180, not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 419] 

YEAS—235 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Capito 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 

Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 

Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—180 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 

Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 

DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kissell 

Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 

Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Ross (AR) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—17 

Andrews 
Berg 
Broun (GA) 
Cantor 
Eshoo 
Giffords 

Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lucas 
Rangel 
Rokita 

Schweikert 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Stivers 
Weiner 
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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. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I was 

unavoidably detained on official business and 
missed rollcall vote Nos. 417, 418 and 419. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall vote No. 417, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote 
No. 418 and ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote No. 419. 

Ms. LEE. Madam Speaker, I was unable to 
cast my votes earlier today. Had I been 
present to cast my votes, I would have voted 
‘‘yes’’ on the Motion to Recommit with Instruc-
tions on H.R. 2055, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
on final passage of H.R. 2055, and I would 
have voted ‘‘no’’ on House Resolution 300. 

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Madam Speaker, I 
was unavoidably detained for personal rea-
sons, resulting in my absence from recorded 
votes for H.R. 2055, the Military Construction 
and Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2012, and H. Res. 300. 

If present, I would have recorded my votes 
as the following: on rollcall vote 417 ‘‘aye,’’ on 
rollcall vote 418 ‘‘aye,’’ and on rollcall vote 419 
‘‘nay.’’ 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4108 June 14, 2011 
ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 

STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr. WALDEN. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Republican Conference, 
I send to the desk a privileged resolu-
tion and ask for its immediate consid-
eration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 303 

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE—Mrs. Noem. 
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA-

STRUCTURE—Mr. Fleischmann. 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS—Mr. Reed. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1380 

Mr. KLINE. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to be removed as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 1380. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Rules: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, June 14, 2011. 

Speaker JOHN BOEHNER, 
U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: I write to inform 
you that effective immediately I am resign-
ing from the House Rules Committee to join 
the House Ways and Means Committee. If 
you have any questions please contact me di-
rectly or your staff can contact Steve 
Pfrang, my Legislative Director, at 202–226– 
1919. 

Sincerely, 
TOM REED, 

Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1380 

Mr. KELLY. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to be removed as a 
cosponsor of H.R. 1380. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 

on H.R. 2112 and that I may include 
tabular material on the same. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-
ISTRATION, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2012 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CHAFFETZ). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 300 and rule XVIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill, 
H.R. 2112. 
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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. 2112) 
making appropriations for Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, and Related Agencies 
programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2012, and for other pur-
poses, with Mrs. MILLER of Michigan 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 Georgia (Mr. 

KINGSTON) and the gentleman from 
California (Mr. FARR) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself 5 minutes. 

I recommend to the Committee H.R. 
2112, the House Agriculture, FDA, and 
CFTC funding bill for fiscal year 2012, 
and I want to make a few remarks 
about it. 

Number one and foremost, because a 
lot of people are very concerned about 
the allocation for this bill and the 
funding level, I want to remind every-
body of a couple of things: Number one, 
our national debt is now 95 percent of 
the GDP. It’s $14 trillion. For every 
dollar we spend, 40 cents is borrowed. 

Now, both parties have fingerprints 
all over this. We have all overspent. 
For example, for 8 years under Presi-
dent Bush the national debt increased 
$31⁄2 trillion. Way too much. And yet, in 
contrast, in just 3 years President 
Obama has added to the national debt 
$5 trillion, an increase of 56 percent. 
And so much of this is due and owed to 
foreign countries, and much of it to 
China. Can you imagine what kind of 
deal Communist China, a major com-
petitor of ours, would impose upon us if 
they forced us to restructure our debt? 
We have to do it ourselves. 

Now, the House has passed the Ryan 
budget, which many people oppose, and 
I understand that. But I want to point 
out the President of the United States’ 
budget failed in the Senate 97–0. HARRY 

REID voted against the President’s 
budget. And in the House, the Congres-
sional Black Caucus offered a budget 
that failed. The Congressional Progres-
sive Caucus offered a budget and it 
failed. The Republican Study Com-
mittee offered a budget and it failed. 
The Democrat Caucus offered a budget 
and it failed. In the Senate, budget 
plans were offered by Mr. TOOMEY of 
Pennsylvania and Mr. PAUL of Ken-
tucky; both failed. The only budget 
that has passed either body is the Ryan 
budget, and that’s what we are looking 
at today, those numbers. 

Now, I understand there’s a lot of re-
luctance to make some of these tough 
decisions. Today in America 61 million 
people receive monthly government 
checks. That’s anything from welfare 
to Medicare to farm payments to vet-
eran retirement to Social Security— 
lots of people receiving lots of money. 
These programs are enormously pop-
ular, and they’re deeply integrated into 
our economic system and culture. 
Therefore, reforming these programs is 
very, very difficult. And to further 
complicate things, 47 percent of Amer-
ican households do not pay income 
taxes. For them the status quo is work-
ing just fine. 

So addressing these things is very 
difficult. And if you look at the spend-
ing pattern in the last several years, 
it’s frightening: March, 2008, $29 billion 
to bail out Bear Stearns; May of 2008, a 
$168 billion stimulus package from the 
Bush administration; in July of 2008, 
$200 billion to bail out Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac; then in November of 2008, 
$700 billion for TARP, or the Wall 
Street bailout; and then in January of 
2009, $878 billion for the Obama stim-
ulus program, which, by the way, 
Madam Chair, was to keep us from get-
ting to 8 percent unemployment. 

b 1440 

Now, we’re hovering between 9 and 10 
percent, and I don’t need to remind you 
but this is the 1-year anniversary of 
the ‘‘summer of recovery.’’ There has 
not been any recovery. We’re still look-
ing for those jobs. Spending our way 
into prosperity does not work. If it did 
work, we would be having prosperous 
times right now. 

So the Ryan budget for this bill is 
$17.25 billion, our reduction of $2.7 bil-
lion, approximately a 131⁄2 percent de-
crease in spending, and yet, despite 
this, because of the mandatory spend-
ing portion of this bill, the bill actu-
ally has a net increase, mostly driven 
by food stamps and the school lunch 
program, which have gone up about $7 
billion between the two of them. We 
still have a net increase in this bill. 

Now, there’s going to be a lot of dis-
cussion on lots of different accounts, 
and one of them is the WIC account, 
the Women, Infants, and Children ac-
count, something that I’m very con-
cerned about, something that all of our 
committee has always supported on a 
bipartisan basis. But last year, there 
was some money taken out of it, $562 
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million, to settle a lawsuit which had 
nothing to do with school nutrition. A 
lot of the critics are going to be saying 
WIC has never been cut. Last year, the 
Obama administration cut WIC $562 
million. 

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself 2 additional minutes. 

USDA numbers show that WIC par-
ticipation has dropped 300,000 from 
February 2010 to February 2011, yet we 
are still funding it at 8.7 million peo-
ple. We do not intend for anybody to 
fall through the cracks. If there is a 
shortage, there are three discretionary 
accounts that we can draw upon: a con-
tingency fund of $125 million; a carry-
over fund, which is in excess of $350 
million; and the Secretary’s inter-
change authority, which is $210 mil-
lion. 

There are a lot of things in WIC we 
can do to improve to make sure that 
children don’t fall through the cracks. 
Right now, for example, 49 percent of 
the kids in America participate in WIC. 
Do we really believe 49 percent are im-
poverished? Perhaps it’s oversub-
scribed. Maybe we can work with the 
WIC folks on that. 

We had a very healthy debate about 
WIC overhead, and the USDA has given 
us conflicting numbers on that. We’re 
planning to meet with the USDA and 
find out what the real story is. I under-
stand there may be amendments to say 
let’s all agree what an overhead limit 
should be for WIC and then not spend 
money on overhead for that. 

We are concerned about these things, 
but I want to close with this. Today, in 
America, a child under 5 years old is el-
igible for 12 Federal programs. After 
that age, he or she is eligible for 9 Fed-
eral feeding programs. At 65, you’re eli-
gible for 5 different Federal feeding 
programs. We want to make sure no 
one falls through the cracks and no one 
goes hungry, yet at the same time, is it 
possible that some folks are eligible for 
not just three meals a day but maybe 
four and five? 

And can we enter into that discus-
sion without a lot of finger-pointing 
and a lot of emotion? Can we also talk 
about the fraud and the misuse and the 
administrative costs without a lot of 
screaming and hollering? I think we 
can. I look forward to that debate, and 
I recommend passage of this bill. 

I. 14 percent down. 
Reflects the House Rep/Ryan budget which 

reflects our attempt to deal with the national 
debt. 

A. I don’t need to lecture anyone on the na-
tional debt but I need to remind all of us on 
a few facts: 

1. At $14T the national debt is 95 percent 
GDP. 

2. For every dollar we spend $.40 is bor-
rowed. 

3. While both parties have been responsible 
for this the spending by this administration has 
been tremendous. For example, the national 
debt under President Bush increased $3.5 tril-
lion in 8 years. Way too much! In contrast, 

however President Obama has increased it by 
$5T in 3 years. That’s 56 percent. 

4. Much of this almost half is due to foreign 
countries, China being a high leader. 

If we don’t address our debtor crisis eventu-
ally our creditors will. With a communist coun-
try as a major competitor can you imagine 
what China could impose on us? It’s nothing 
I want my children and future generations to 
deal with. We have to do it ourselves. 

B. Let me continue with the Ryan budget we 
hear non stop changes from its critics that it’s 
too harsh but where is their alternative? 

1. The Potus has been all but absent. In 
fact his own budget was rejected by the Harry 
Reid Democrat led Senate 97–0. 

2. Other proposals have been furled as well: 
a. In the House: 
Congressional Black Caucus. 
H. Amdt. 256 to H. Con. Res. 34. 
Failed by recorded vote: 103–303. 
Congressional Progressive Caucus. 
H. Amdt. 257 to H. Con. Res. 34. 
Failed by recorded vote: 77–347. 
Republican Study Committee. 
H. Amdt. 258 to H. Con. Res. 34. 
Failed by recorded vote: 119–136. 
Democratic Caucus: 
H. Amdt. 259 to H. Con. Res. 34. 
Failed by recorded vote: 166–259. 
b. In the Senate: 
Toomey’s plan to balance the budget in 9 

years: 
Failed 42–55. 
Rand Paul’s plan: 
Failed 7–90. 
3. Having failed to pass a budget in either 

the House or Senate, it seems the POTUS 
and Harry Reid have given up. That’s correct 
there no ongoing negotiations, conferences or 
hearings. They have totally abandoned their 
duty and obligations. 

C. One can understand cowardice when we 
look at political realties. 

1. Today in America 61 million people re-
ceive monthly government checks. That’s any-
thing from welfare to Medicare, to farm pay-
ments, veteran retirement and social security. 
Lots of people receive lots of money. 

2. These programs are enormously popular 
and deeply integrated into our economic sys-
tem and culture. Reforming these programs is 
at best politically difficult even if both parties 
dealt in good faith and earnestness. 

3. To further complicate the situation 47 per-
cent of American households did not pay in-
come taxes. For them the status quo is just 
fine. 

i. According to the tax policy center. 
D. Continuing our spending path has not 

created prosperity. Think about the big ticket 
items in the last few years. March ’08 $29 bil-
lion to bailour Bear Sterns, May ’08 $168 bil-
lion for the Bush Stimulus Package, July ’08 
$200 billion for the Fannie May/Freddie Mac 
bailout, Nov ’08 $700 Billion TARP/Wall Street 
Bailout. Jan. ’09 $878 billion for the Obama 
Stimulus bill which by the way was to keep 
unemployment below 8 percent but it has 
bounced between 9–10 percent ever since. 

Real growth comes from less government, 
less job killing regulations, a tax structure that 
is simpler, clean and fair. 

E. One last word on the Ryan budget. De-
spite the spending reduction in discretionary 
accounts be of entitlements, food stamps and 
school lunch there is a net increase in spend-
ing! That’s right at $17.25 billion, a reduction 

of $2.7 billion below FY2011 or 14 percent 
discretionary, the mandatory spending has still 
increased from $105 billion to $108.3 billion, 
resulting in an overall increase of 283 million! 
Food stamps have increased $5.6 and school 
lunch $1.5. Thus one more time underscoring 
the need for long term entitlement reform. 

II. Our bill attempts to move us in this direc-
tion. Mr. FARR and I have had 11 hearings. 
These were long with several rounds of ques-
tions. We don’t agree on all issues but we 
found much common ground and where we 
disagree no one was shut out of the process. 

III. I will now go through some specific ac-
counts. 

A. Research is funded at $2.2 billion. Almost 
half goes to Agriculture Research Service at 
$993 million. This allows ARS to focus on high 
priority items such as food defense and food 
safety. 

1. It also includes vital pest and disease re-
search such problems with the: 

Brown Marmorated Stink Bug. 
Commerants. 
Cotton Pests. 
Sudden Oak Death. 
Equine Disease. 
2. Finally, I would like to point out that the 

bill assumes ARS will close 10 facilities, as 
proposed in the budget, and provides USDA 
with the authority to transfer those facilities to 
a land-grant or other agricultural college or 
university that agrees to continue agricultural 
related research at the facility for a minimum 
of 25 years. 

One billion dollars on this account goes to 
the National Institute of Food and Agriculture 
(NIFA) and gives level funding for land-grant 
university research. 

B. Farm Programs are funded at $1.7 billion 
discretionary and $18.3 in mandatory or tradi-
tional as Ag programs specified in the five 
year authorized farm bill. 

1. These programs are the target of much of 
the criticism and at least one awkward int’l into 
agreement w/ the Brazilian government over 
cotton. Mr. Fluke offered an amendment to af-
fect this and committee act was passed; how-
ever if it is out of order and will be struck. 
Nonetheless our AS committees are planning 
to address it. 

2. Also in this section of the Bill is Farm 
Service Agency funding at a level of $1.46. 
Modernization of FSA technology systems re-
mains a committee priority. 

The MIDAS, Modernize and Innovate the 
Delivery of Agricultural Systems, request was 
$96 million on top of $49.5 million from last 
year but USDA had reprogrammed $23 million 
for salaries. The heart of the MIDAS initiative 
is to improve the delivery of FSA farm pro-
gram benefits and services through the re-en-
gineering of farm programs business proc-
esses and the adoption of enhanced and mod-
ernized information technology. 

3. Many members requested funding for the 
FSA Grassroots Source Water Protection pro-
gram and the bill includes $3.6 million for this 
program. 

Agricultural Credit loan levels are at $4.7 bil-
lion which is $95.8 million below the fiscal 
year 2011 level and the same as the fiscal 
year 2012 request. 

C. The majority of the $910 million in funds 
for the Marketing and Regulatory Programs is 
slated in the Animal and Plant Health Inspec-
tion Service-Salaries and Expense account at 
$790 million, which is $73.3 million below the 
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fiscal year 2011 level. These funds will allow 
the agency to continue to control and eradi-
cate plant and animal pests and diseases. The 
bill includes language that allows APHIS to ac-
cess emergency funding to address pest and 
disease outbreaks. 

In addition to other related programs at 
USDA’s Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Serves, this Bill provides $147 million for Spe-
cialty Crop Pests to control or eradicate 
invasive pests and diseases, especially for 
those pests and disease in California, and the 
west. Although this funding level is below the 
President’s Request, this Program is funded at 
$4.4 million above the level spent in the fiscal 
year 2010. Within the program, we have also 
supported language from members regarding 
Sudden Oak Death. 

D. Conservation Programs are funded at 
$787 million of which $770 million is for 
NRCS’s Conservation Operations, which is 
$99 million below the fiscal year 2011 level. 
This allows NRCS to maintain its core con-
servation mission and will drive efficiencies to 
create more farmer-friendly programs. 

The Watershed Rehabilitation Program is 
funded at $15 million, which is $3 million 
below the fiscal year 2011 level. 

In addition to discretionary appropriations, 
USDA will provide $5.8 billion to farmers and 
ranchers through its mandatory conservation 
programs in fiscal year 2012. 

(In the farm bill, the Agriculture Committee 
will review these especially the Conservation 
Reserve Program which pays farmers not to 
plant.) 

E. More than $2 billion is provided in the bill 
for Rural Development Programs including 
section 502 low income housing loan level of 
$24.845 billion. The President’s budget pro-
posed a loan level for direct loans for $211 
million and the bill provides for $845 million for 
this program that serves very low-income rural 
Americans. 

Rural Water and Waste—$730 million is 
provided for loans, which is $242 million below 
the fiscal year 2011 level. $430 million is pro-
vided for grants, which is $28 million below 
the fiscal year 2011 level. We received many 
requests from Members for funding for the Cir-
cuit Rider program, and the bill provides $14 
million for this purpose. 

Electric and Telecommunications Program 
level is at $7.3 billion in the bill, which is on 
par with historical levels. The bill denies the 
budget request to limit the use of electric 
loans to renewable energy and retrofitting, and 
requests a report on baseload generation 
needs. 

F. Food Safety and Inspection—$973 mil-
lion—a funding level that will allow FSIS to 
maintain meat, poultry, and egg products in-
spection, as well as to expand poultry inspec-
tion system that results in a safe and more ef-
ficient poultry inspection regime that will result 
in a safer food supply. 

III. Our committee had 2 good debates on 
the funding of Women, Infants, and Children 
(WIC) Nutrition programs. 

Our mark attempts to address the aggres-
sive marketing growth of WIC w/a funding 
level of $5.9 billion. Or 1.2 below FY 2011, 
which was 7,128,424,000. 

A. We will hear from many that this hurts 
the nations most vulnerable but lets look at 
some fact. 

1. Many critics act like WIC has never been 
cut but last year in order to pay for a com-

pletely unreduced program—a legal settlement 
on a farm loan dispute call Pigford the Demo-
crats cut WIC by $562 m. 

2. The latest data from the USDA shows a 
drop of 300,000 participants between fiscal 
year 2010 and fiscal year 2011. However; our 
level still funds at the higher number of 8.7 m 
people which is the projection for FY 2012. 

Now if that changes and there is in unex-
pected jump in participation then we have 3 
reserve accounts in which we can draw. 

Contingency fund: $125 million. 
Carryover Funds: $350 million+. 
Secretary’s Interchange Authority: $210 mil-

lion. 
3. So the issue is act one of kids at risk but 

one of politics. 
a. A couple of notes: 49 percent of children 

in America participate in WIC. Clearly a num-
ber that suggests it goes well beyond the 
poorest of our society. 

b. WIC is notorious for a high over head. 
As noted at the Full Committee hearing, ad-

ministrative—as defined by all overhead and 
program delivery costs—equals 45 cents per 
benefits dollar spent in FY 2010. 

8.9 million participants for March. From the 
beginning of FY2009 to March 2011 (most up- 
to-date data), average monthly participation 
has dropped by 440,000. 

c. WIC has had its share of fraud, yet WIC 
officials seem dedicated to only keeping their 
funding stream rather than addressing these 
issues. 

4. Finally going beyond the politics let’s put 
some force on it. Take a 3 year old child 
named Bob. Today Bob is eligible for 12 fed-
eral programs: 

Bob’s Food Assistant Programs: 
At age 3, Bob is eligible for 12 programs: 
1. Child and Adult Care Food Program 

(CACFP). 
2. Commodity Supplemental Food Program 

(CSFP). 
3. Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Program (FFVP). 
4. School Lunch Program (SBP). 
5. National School Lunch Program (NSLP). 
6. Special Milk Program (SMP) [Can receive 

if not on any other program]. 
7. Summer Food Service Program (SFSP). 
8. Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-

gram (SNAP). 
9. Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 

(TANF). 
10. The Emergency Food Assistance Pro-

gram (TEFAP). 
11. Women, Infant & Children (WIC). 
12. WIC’s Farmers Market Nutritional Pro-

gram (FMNP). 
At age 10, Bob is eligible for 9 programs: 
1. Child and Adult Care Food Program 

(CAFP). 
2. Fresh Fruit & Vegetable Program (FFVP). 
3. School Lunch Program (SBP). 
4. National School Lunch Program (NSLP). 
5. Special Milk Program (SMP). 
6. Summer Food Service Program (SFSP). 
7. Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-

gram (SNAP). 
8. Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 

(TANF). 
9. The Emergency Food Assitance Program 

(TEFAP). 
At age 35, Bob is eligible for 7 programs: 
1. Child and Adult Care Food Programs. 
2. Commodity Supplemental Food Program 

(CSFP). 
3. Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-

gram (SNAP). 

4. Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 
(TANF). 

5. The Emergency Food Assistance Pro-
gram (TEFAP). 

6. Women, Infant & Children (WIC). 
7. WIC’s Farmers Market Nutritional Pro-

gram (FMNP). 
At age 65, Bob is eligible for 6 programs: 
1. Child and Adult Care Food Program 

(CACFP). 
2. Commodity Supplemental Food Program 

(CSFP). 
3. Sr. Farmers Market Nutrition Program 

(SFMNP). 
4. Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-

gram (SNAP). 
5. Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 

(TANF). 
6. The Emergency Food Assistance Pro-

gram (TEFAP). 
At all ages, Bob can receive: 
1. Food Distribution Program on Indian Res-

ervation (FDPIR) if living on Indian Reserva-
tion & Not receiving SNAP. 

2. Disaster Assistance Program (D–SNAP) if 
family experiences natural disaster. 

3. Nutrition Assistance Block Grant (NABG) 
if family lives in U.S. Territory. 

This doesn’t sound like a nation that turning 
its back on the poor. Indeed the First Lady 
has made a campaign against over eating not 
hunger, and I will challenge our critics to take 
the discussion records from our learning. 
Google the world’s hunger and obesity and 
see which one we talked about the most. 

B. As I stated earlier overall this bill is a net 
increase and that increase comes from these 
safety net food programs. Child nutrition pro-
grams are funded at $18.8 billion which is 
$1.56 above last year. This provides 68.8 per-
cent of all school lunches and 85.5 percent of 
all school breakfasts at a free or reduced 
price. 

1. As respects to SNAP, the Supplemental 
Nutrition Assistance program, or food stamps 
there is a $5.66 increase approx 45 million 
people participate in this program. 

2. Again, the administrators tend to ignore 
these problems. Overpayments of $141 re-
ceipt in Michigan for steak, lobster, and sodas 
were reported. The man was later arrested for 
selling goods. 

3. Michigan man won 2 million in lottery and 
still uses food stamps WIC—ex-WIC worker in 
Atlanta stated that no ID, no address and no 
income information was needed to apply for 
WIC. There was also an undercover film about 
the WIC clinic. 

C. We have hope to allow some flexibility 
between emergency and developmental ac-
counts in order for groups like the World Food 
Program to meet unexpected challenges 
around the globe. I have met with Josette 
Sheeran and our food ambassador to the UN 
Ertharin Cousins, and commend their position 
and their commitment. Food air combines our 
humanitarian values and national security so 
our committee supports it. However; keep in 
mind we are borrowing from our own future 
generations to finance this, so we must be 
good stewards. 

Worldwide the U.S. provides 57% of food 
aid followed by EU 27 percent, and Japan 6 
percent. 

Food Aid and National Security/‘International 
Harmony’ 

We have heard several comments today 
about why we absolutely cannot reduce our 
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food aid programs this year. In spite of the 
fact that we are out of money, we have driven 
ourselves to a crippling level of debt and— 
from a more immediate perspective—we don’t 
have the allocation for this bill to provide more 
to any program, we are told it is impossible to 
cut international food aid, even as we cut al-
most every other single line item in this budget 
out of necessity. 

Among other arguments, we hear it is a na-
tional security imperative. There are legitimate 
national security aspects to this issue. Food 
aid does provide a market to drive our domes-
tic food production, which in turn helps ensure 
a perpetual safe and abundant domestic food 
supply as we provide surplus overseas. 

It also supports our merchant marine fleet, 
which provides an important cargo capacity for 
the armed forces in the event of a major de-
ployment. This surge capacity might not be 
available, at least at a similar cost, without the 
support of the food aid programs. 

However, I don’t think the argument that this 
assistance builds international goodwill to the 
U.S.—an enduring friendship that is recip-
rocated when we need it—pans out. For ex-
ample, I have here the voting practices in the 
United Nations for 2010 as compiled by the 
U.S. Department of State. This list includes 
the nations by region who have received as-

sistance through any of our international food 
aid programs along with the percentage they 
supported the U.S. position on votes the State 
Department deemed most important. Unfortu-
nately, we see numbers like 16 percent, 0 per-
cent, 30 percent, 36 percent, 27.3 percent, 
right down the line. 

It would be nice to see some of the oil rich 
countries to step forward and help out. 

IV. FDA. 
The Food and Drug Administration is funded 

at $2.2 billion which is $284 million below the 
fiscal year 2011 level of $2.457 billion. While 
the overall discretionary allocation to the sub-
committee was a reduction of 13.4 percent, 
the overall FDA reduction is 11.5 percent. 

Total funding for FDA, including user fees, 
is $3.684 billion versus $3.681 that was pro-
vided in fiscal year 1022. We passed in fall 
committee an amendment that urged FDA to 
use sound science in making decisions. 

V. CFTC. The Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission is funded at $171 million, which 
is $32 million below the fiscal year 2011 fund-
ing level. A number of concerns have been 
raised by the Inspector General at the Com-
mission that proposed rules are not under-
going a thorough cost-benefit analysis. 

VI. This bill takes spending to below pre- 
stimulus, pre-bailout levels while ensuring 

USDA, FDA, CFTC, and other agencies are 
provided the necessary resources to fulfill their 
duties. Our members have worked to root out 
waste and duplication and, where they have 
strayed from their core mission, we rein in 
agencies so they may better focus on respon-
sibilities for which they are intended. In doing 
so, we balance the urgent need for fiscal re-
straint with the necessity to provide and abun-
dant food supply, robust trade, prudent con-
servation measures, and strong rural commu-
nities. 

VII. Madam Chair, this legislation would not 
be passable without the great working relation 
I enjoy with our ranking member Mr. FARR. 
Again, we don’t always agree but we do try to 
communicate and put together a sound prod-
uct. I also thank all the staffers who have 
averaged about 50–60 hours a week since 
Dec. to make this happen. Matt Smith and 
Martha Foley with the Minority, and Rochelle 
Dornatt and Troy Phillips with Ranking Mem-
ber FARR’s office, our majority staff clerk of 
many years Martin Delgado and his team Tom 
O’Brien, Betsy Bina, and Andrew Cooper. 
From my personal office, Allie Thigpen, Mi-
chael Donnal, Adam Sullivan, Chris Crawford, 
Caroline Black, and Mary Carpenter. You 
might not see them on the House floor, but 
their fingerprints are all over the bill. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. I yield myself as much 

time as I may consume. 
I rise today as the ranking member 

on the Agriculture appropriations sub-
committee to draw concern to this bill. 
I know that we’re in tough budget 
times, but even in tough budget times, 
people have to eat. It’s my opinion that 
this bill makes it very hard for people 
to eat, particularly people who don’t 
have any money. 

The allocation for the FY 2012 Agri-
culture appropriations bill, as approved 
in the full committee, is $17.250 billion. 
This is $5 billion, or 23 percent, below 
what President Obama asked for. It’s 14 
percent below what Congress enacted 
last year. It’s 26 percent below what 
the Congress enacted the year before. 
It’s even below what we enacted in 
2008. So it has taken the wind out of 
the hopes and food lockers of people 
who are most poor. 

With the allocation that Chairman 
KINGSTON was given, I don’t envy his 
position. He was forced to make these 
drastic cuts that will affect every heart 
of farm country, and I do appreciate 
the effort that he has made to invest 
our very limited resources wisely and 
cost effectively. In tough budget times, 
everyone has to tighten their belts; we 
all know that. I want to point out, 
though, that it doesn’t matter if you’re 
a specialty crop producer in California 
or a cotton or peanut producer in Geor-
gia; if the resources are not available 
to deliver the program, then the effects 
felt by both producers and consumers 
in urban and rural areas are the same. 

I know my friend Mr. KINGSTON did 
the best he could but agriculture is 
about feeding people. This isn’t just 
about looking at the cost of every-
thing. It’s also examining the value. 
It’s about making sure that America 
has the production capabilities and 
enough food to go around domestically 
and internationally. The bill almost 
makes that difficult, if not impossible, 
especially where nursing mothers and 
infant babies are concerned, because 
the WIC program gets whacked. 

The bill also calls into question the 
United States’ commitment to our 
international neighbors who have hun-
gry and malnourished people that de-
pend on our assistance to stave off 
mass starvation because the Food for 
Peace program is chopped. 

I think there comes a point in budget 
exercise when you starve the program 
so much that it just can’t function. I 
fear that this is where this bill is 
going, with several of the funding lev-
els in this bill, such as implementing 
the Food Safety Modernization Act and 
the Dodd-Frank and Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission. 

The United States is the greatest ag-
riculture producer in the world. We 
produce more and we produce it more 
efficiently than any other country, but 
this bill will undermine the very re-
sources that support our agricultural 
supremacy. I feel it is important to use 
this bill to strengthen our rural econ-

omy by investing our precious Federal 
resources, investing in expanding mar-
kets for agricultural products and sup-
porting international economic devel-
opment; by investing in developing al-
ternative markets for agriculture prod-
ucts; by providing financing needed to 
help expand job opportunities and im-
prove housing, utilities, and infrastruc-
ture in rural America, which the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture is respon-
sible for; and most specifically, en-
hancing food safety and improving nu-
trition and health by providing food as-
sistance and nutrition education and 
promotion. These are the things that 
America does best. 

Madam Chairman, as we move 
through this bill, through the process 
again, I want to make sure that you 
understand that there are dire con-
sequences to adopting this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I yield 4 minutes to 

the distinguished chairman of the com-
mittee, the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. ROGERS). 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the chairman for yielding the time and 
congratulate him and Mr. FARR on pro-
ducing, I think, a good bill. 

The bill answers the call from Ameri-
cans to reduce government spending 
while still providing for critical pro-
grams that keep American agriculture 
competitive in a global economy. The 
$125.5 billion in both discretionary and 
mandatory funding in this bill will help 
our rural communities to thrive, pro-
vide daily nutrition to children and 
families, and keep our food and drug 
supply safe. 

However, we can’t spend at the rate 
we used to. We’ve hit the debt ceiling. 
We’re borrowing more than 42 cents on 
every dollar we spend. We’re mort-
gaging our children’s futures. We have 
to rein in spending, even if it may not 
be the most popular thing to do. 

Accordingly, Chairman KINGSTON and 
his subcommittee did not provide the 
agencies and programs funded by this 
bill with carte blanche. This bill trims 
lower priority services, eliminates du-
plicative and wasteful programs, and 
limits funding and increases oversight 
for agencies that have been less than 
transparent with taxpayer money. All 
in all, this bill cuts nearly $5 billion in 
discretionary spending from the Presi-
dent’s request. 

b 1450 

With this legislation, we are helping 
to put the Department of Agriculture, 
the FDA, and the other agencies funded 
by this bill back on a sustainable budg-
et path that is accountable to the tax-
payers of this country. In addition, 
more than taking the first steps to 
help balance our budgets, we’re taking 
the necessary steps to increase trans-
parency. 

Not only does this legislation encour-
age, but it requires, each and every 
agency to submit spending plans for 
every program funded by this bill. This 
commonsense oversight will go a long 

way in demonstrating to the American 
public our commitment to fiscal re-
sponsibility. 

I am confident not only that Chair-
man KINGSTON and his subcommittee 
have made the smart, but necessary, 
cuts in this bill to help balance our 
budgets but also that this bill ade-
quately funds important government 
programs, including ag research, rural 
health and economic development, and 
safety net food and nutrition services. 

I want to commend the chairman, 
the ranking member, the sub-
committee members, and the staff all 
for their dedicated and thoughtful 
work on this bill, and I urge support in 
its final passage. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS), the distinguished 
ranking member of the full committee 
and an outstanding player in the Rose 
Bowl from the University of Wash-
ington. 

Mr. DICKS. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from California yielding. 

With an allocation that cuts $2.9 bil-
lion below the current level and $5 bil-
lion below the amount requested by the 
Obama administration for the next fis-
cal year, the subcommittee has drafted 
an Agriculture appropriations bill that 
drastically reduces funding for food 
programs that serve women, children, 
and the elderly, and for the Food and 
Drug Administration, among other 
drastic cuts. 

The economy is still struggling, 
Madam Chairman. Unemployment is 
still far too high, and people around 
the country are still hurting. American 
families need help just to make ends 
meet. The bill slashes funding for WIC, 
the Women, Infants, and Children Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram, and the Commodity Supple-
mental Food Program, leaving more 
people to fend for themselves during 
the worst recession since the Great De-
pression. 

While I am pleased that we were able 
to provide a slight increase for the WIC 
program in full committee markup 
with the acceptance of the DeLauro 
amendment, this bill still drastically 
underfunds this critical program. This 
bill reduces funding from $6.73 billion 
this year, 2011, to $6.5 billion, a cut of 
more than $650 million below current 
levels. The Center on Budget and Pol-
icy Priorities estimates that the dras-
tic reduction would require us to turn 
away anywhere from 200,000 to 350,000 
eligible low-income women and young 
children next year. That’s a tragedy. 
Unemployment is still hovering around 
9 percent, and the economic recovery 
has faltered since the new Republican 
majority took the reins with their il-
logical ‘‘cut and grow’’ strategy. 
Again, this is no time to be pulling the 
rug out from underneath the people 
who can least afford it, Madam Chair-
man. 

The cut to the budget of the Food 
and Drug Administration represents 
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another perfect example of the Repub-
lican majority’s commitment to short-
sighted budgeting. In the aftermath of 
several nationwide recalls, Democrats 
in Congress passed a food safety bill 
that added new and important capa-
bility to the FDA, but this bill actually 
moves us backward in protecting our 
food supply and medical products. It is 
12 percent below the current level and 
21 percent below the amount requested 
by the administration. These cuts will 
increase the risk of recurring out-
breaks of food-borne illness. The FDA 
would inspect fewer firms that manu-
facture food and conduct fewer inspec-
tions of imported food. 

This bill also takes a shortsighted 
approach with respect to our inter-
national food aid programs, cutting 
Food for Peace by $457 million below 
current levels and the McGovern-Dole 
Food for Education Program by $19 
million, 10 percent below 2011. By 
slashing funding for these critical over-
seas programs, we risk exacerbating 
food insecurity and strife in some of 
the most vulnerable parts of the world 
and are essentially undermining our 
own national security interests. 

Beyond food programs, there are nu-
merous other programs that take egre-
gious cuts. Notably among those is the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion. The CFTC takes a cut of $30 mil-
lion below current levels and is funded 
at $136 million below the President’s 
request. 

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

Mr. FARR. I yield the gentleman 30 
seconds. 

Mr. DICKS. The requested increase 
for FY 2012 is needed in order to imple-
ment the measures put forward in the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street reform bill 
and provide oversight and regulation of 
the options and futures markets that 
wrought such havoc on our economy 
just a few years ago. 

One can’t help but notice the efforts 
in this bill to drastically cut food as-
sistance to the poor while actively un-
dermining any efforts of oversight and 
regulation of the wealthy on Wall 
Street. So I urge all Democrats to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this bill. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. FORTENBERRY). 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I thank the 
gentleman from Georgia for the time. 

Madam Chair, farmers are good 
Americans. They understand our tight 
budgetary times and the need to tight-
en the belt, and they are willing to do 
their part. But before we vote on this 
bill, which does some very heavy lift-
ing in this regard, let’s consider the 
profound benefits American agri-
culture brings to people across the 
country. It’s about food security. 
Today Americans pay only 10 to 12 per-
cent of their income on food, compared 
to those in other nations who pay up to 
50 percent or more. Ag policy now is 
also about economic security, energy 
security, and even national security 
and global stability. 

Agriculture, Madam Chair, is one of 
the few bright spots in the American 
economy. Agriculture is consistently 
one of the few trade areas where the 
U.S. still holds a positive trade bal-
ance. And exports are growing as the 
world demands more and more Amer-
ican-grown food. Last year, ag exports 
neared $108 billion, and projections in-
dicate an even stronger total this year. 

Agriculture is also helping strength-
en our energy independence. From 
rural wind and solar farms to biofuels 
and biogas production from livestock 
waste, we are beginning to see the vast 
potential of renewable sources found on 
America’s farms and ranches. 

Not only does food security bolster 
our own national security, but it also 
aids in global stability. Our farmers 
help feed the world and keep the peace 
in understated but very important 
ways. In my home State of Nebraska, 
for instance, our farmers are rebuilding 
war-torn fields in Afghanistan, coun-
tering the illicit poppy trade and help-
ing to create a new sustainable and 
lawful agricultural production. I just 
came from a ceremony where we sent 
off 57 members of the agricultural unit 
of the Nebraska Air and Army National 
Guard, who will be using their farming 
skills to help the Afghan people with 
new irrigation techniques and new 
models for wheat and grassland produc-
tion. 

Our farmers participating in global 
agricultural training projects achieve 
key humanitarian goals as well. We 
have made significant gains in empow-
ering women producers, which gives 
rise to greater equality and social mo-
bilization and engagement in their 
local communities. For instance, they 
are helping to rebuild Haiti’s deci-
mated agricultural sector in the after-
math of the terrible earthquake. And 
through various U.S. agricultural food 
aid programs, they are combating glob-
al hunger. 

Again, Madam Chairman, American 
farmers are ready to do their part and 
help fix our Nation’s fiscal mess. But in 
cleaning up this mess, it’s very impor-
tant not to forget about the hard work 
our farm families put in day in and day 
out to help feed and fuel and protect all 
of America. 

Mr. FARR. How much time do we 
have remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
California has 221⁄2 minutes remaining, 
and the gentleman from Georgia has 19 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. FARR. I yield 3 minutes to the 
distinguished Member from Ohio, 
MARCY KAPTUR, the former ranking 
member of this committee. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I want to thank the 
ranking member from California (Mr. 
FARR) for his hard work and Mr. KING-
STON, the chairman from Georgia, for 
bringing this bill before us today. And 
I am really sorry I can’t support it. At 
a time of such instability in the Amer-
ican economy, this committee bill sim-
ply further destabilizes one of the most 
productive sectors of the American 

economy, agriculture, further, it hurts 
all Americans who depend on the De-
partment of Agriculture for nutritional 
support during these hard times that 
we are experiencing. 

This legislation has some of the most 
destructive sections in it that elimi-
nate, for all practical purposes, the 
Rural Energy for America Program, 
that was supposed to take America 
into a new energy future. It takes the 
cops off the beat at the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission to hold Wall 
Street accountable and clamp down on 
speculation. We all know that hasn’t 
been happening. 

b 1500 
The drastic decrease in the nutrition 

and commodity supplemental food pro-
grams hurt people across this country 
and with decreases in the WIC pro-
gram, children will be harmed. They 
can’t speak for themselves here. As 
well, there is a dangerous directive in-
cluded in the bill that would further 
erode the minimal competition in the 
meat industry in which real competi-
tion hardly exists at all. We must de-
fend our farmers and ranchers to be 
treated on an equal par with the big 
packers and processors through the 
grain inspection, packer, and stock-
yards agency. Later in the consider-
ation of the bill, I’ll be dealing with 
that in a different way. 

But let me just say a word about the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion. The level of funding provided in 
this bill is inadequate. We all know it’s 
inadequate because of the mess we face 
in the derivatives market today. The 
small agency called the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission provides 
a critical bulwark against the gouging 
of the American people in the type of 
manipulation, speculation, and out-
right fraud that led our country into 
the worst economic recession since the 
Great Depression. 

With gas prices now rising above $4 a 
gallon and food prices just sky-
rocketing, who’s really the watchdog 
in charge of implementing market re-
forms to protect the consumer by regu-
lating the market to prevent excessive 
speculation in all fields? I’d hate to 
think that this bill is being purpose-
fully underfunded to prevent robust 
regulation of speculation and allow 
these massive interests on Wall 
Street—and in the Chicago futures 
market—to continue doing what they 
have been doing, and that is gouging 
the pocketbooks of the American peo-
ple, whether it’s gas prices or food 
prices or mortgage speculation. 

Just to give you an idea, this pro-
posal would not fund the agency to im-
plement reforms contained in the 
Dodd-Frank bill in a futures market 
that’s grown from $13 trillion back in 
the mid 1990s to over $600 trillion no-
tional value today. The bill’s funding 
level basically takes the cops off the 
beat. It takes the watchdogs away. And 
one might say, the bill gives a green 
light for Wall Street to harm America 
again. 
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The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-

woman has expired. 
Mr. FARR. I yield the gentlewoman 

another 30 seconds. 
Ms. KAPTUR. In sum, this bill falls 

far short of what America needs. I 
mentioned the nutrition programs, and 
their serious underfunding affecting 
seniors, children and women across our 
Nation. I want to thank the chairman 
for accepting an amendment to restore 
just $1.3 million to the Rural Energy 
for America Program, as America 
struggles to regain our energy inde-
pendence. But we are a very long way 
from restoring our liberty. Rural 
America simply has to be a full partner 
in this effort. This bill does not do 
that. GIPSA needs to be strengthened 
not weakened and the CFTC must be 
allowed to severely regulate the future 
markets and clamp down on specula-
tion to prevent another meltdown. 

And though we disagree on this bill 
and its funding levels, I congratulate 
both the new chair and ranking mem-
bers on their hard work over the last 
several months to prepare this bill, 
though imperfect, and bring it to the 
floor. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
vice chair of the Republican Con-
ference, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS of 
Washington. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding, and I ap-
preciate his commitment to the future 
of America’s agriculture. 

I rise in support of this legislation 
because I believe that it sets the im-
portant priorities that must be made in 
order to rein in the runaway spending 
of previous Congresses while still pro-
viding funding, important funding, for 
agriculture’s safety net, vital research, 
oversight, and increased opportunity. 

I grew up in eastern Washington, 
working on my family’s orchard, where 
the number one industry is agriculture, 
and I know what it’s like to pick and 
eat what you pick and have your fam-
ily’s livelihood depend on the success 
of your annual crop. 

For the last 16 years, I have actively 
engaged the agriculture community in 
eastern Washington to identify solu-
tions to ensure farmers remain produc-
tive and competitive. The success of 
the farmers in eastern Washington and 
all across our Nation hinge on two im-
portant issues: The ability to adapt 
and apply cutting edge research, and 
the ability to access markets. 

H.R. 2112, for the first time, directs 
ARS to prioritize its research and 
make the vital investments to see 
those top priorities implemented. We 
must all remember that it’s the Amer-
ican farmer who has fed the world for 
the last hundred years, kept our Na-
tion’s food prices low as a percentage 
of our income, and has done more to 
combat poverty around the world than 
any other antipoverty program; and 
it’s, in large part, due to scientific 
breakthroughs in agriculture research. 

We need to be focusing on research 
that has the potential to affect the 

global population. Two such initiatives 
have national and international impor-
tance, and those are crop protection 
and production research housed within 
the ARS. These initiatives are on the 
front line of the fight against stem 
rust, Ug99, stripe rust, which all have 
the potential to eliminate our Nation’s 
and, in turn, the world’s wheat supply. 

I applaud the gentleman from Geor-
gia and his subcommittee for recog-
nizing and including this specific lan-
guage in the report to study and pre-
vent the spread of these harmful dis-
eases. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I yield 2 
minutes to the Member from Memphis, 
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. I appreciate the Member 
from Carmel yielding time to the gen-
tleman from Memphis. 

This is unfortunate. Mr. KINGSTON, in 
presenting his side of the budget, was 
almost apologetic about WIC, and I can 
understand that, why he would be apol-
ogetic. 

This is a sacred portion of the budget 
to people on my side of the aisle, and it 
should be sacred to all people in Amer-
ica—newborn mothers, babies, and chil-
dren under 5 who are identified as nu-
tritionally at risk, and yet we are cut-
ting that budget 13 percent. There’s 
good reason you’d be almost ashamed 
to introduce it. And the way he intro-
duced it showed concern. He thought it 
was difficult, and it is. 

The fact is some people talk about, in 
difficult economic times, everybody 
has to tighten their belt and everybody 
ought to tighten their belts equally. 
Well, what about the obesely wealthy? 
They’re not being asked to tighten 
their belt at all. In fact, there’s not a 
belt big enough to go around their 
obesely successful selves. They are 
doing great. 

And it seems like in this budget 
there are only about two things that 
seem to be sacred. One is tax cuts for 
the rich. The Bush tax cuts that were 
created when there was a surplus cre-
ated by a Democratic Congress and a 
Democratic President, Bill Clinton. 
Those tax cuts were passed because we 
had a surplus. Now we’ve got a great 
deficit and they are being extended, 
and even to people making over $1 mil-
lion a year. There is rejection of having 
them pay more so that mothers, ba-
bies, and children under 5 identified as 
nutritionally at risk can get the WIC 
payments. There’s something wrong 
here. 

Economists estimate that for every 
$1 invested in WIC, there are savings 
between $1.50 and $3 in health care 
costs just in the first 60 days after an 
infant’s birth. Talk about a return on 
investment. 

However, my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle obviously think this 
return isn’t good enough and so we 
should gut the program, just like what 
they want to do with Medicare, until it 
can no longer function adequately to 
serve so many of the Americans who 
need it the most. 

This measure funds the WIC program 
at $686 million less than the current 
level, which is the equivalent of kick-
ing off 475,000 eligible mothers, infants, 
and children. 

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

Mr. FARR. I yield the gentleman an 
additional minute. 

Mr. COHEN. It’s equivalent to kick-
ing 475,000 eligible mothers, infants, 
and children off one of the most cost- 
effective programs in our country. It 
will cost Tennessee over $1 million. If 
we get rid of tax breaks for million-
aires and billionaires for 1 week, we 
could pay for the entire WIC program 
for a year. 

I cannot see this. It seems to me it’s 
distorted values, and I would ask that 
they reconsider and put the WIC pro-
gram back to its basic level. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
CRAWFORD). 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Madam Chair, 
along with my Republican colleagues, I 
share a commitment to fiscal dis-
cipline in the fiscal year 2012 budget. 
And while it’s important to find sav-
ings and carefully consider every item 
in the budget, it’s also important to 
maintain commitments that have al-
ready been authorized. 

The 2008 farm bill authorized the Bio-
mass Crop Assistance Program, or 
BCAP for short. So I stand here today 
to support at least partial funding for 
the BCAP program. In my district, 
hundreds of farmers have worked hard 
in preparation for planting a variety of 
switchgrass called Miscanthus 
giganteus, which has proven to be a 
viable cellulosic biofuel feedstock. In 
fact, 1 acre is capable of producing 20 
tons of biomass, as opposed to corn, 
which produces less than 8, on average. 

This program will help our country 
produce renewable energy and accel-
erate economic growth. I hope my col-
leagues in the House will keep an open 
mind about the program and will find a 
way to give it the priority it deserves 
as this bill moves through the legisla-
tive process. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished Member 
from California (Mr. GARAMENDI), 
former Lieutenant Governor of the 
State of California. 

b 1510 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you, Mr. 
FARR. 

Each piece of legislation that passes 
the House is really a reflection of our 
values. It speaks to our heart; it speaks 
to what we care about and what’s im-
portant to us. This particular bill does 
that in a way that more than ever 
highlights values. Is it about children, 
about infants? Or is it about tax breaks 
for the very, very wealthy? Is it about 
safe food? Or tax breaks for oil compa-
nies and subsidies for oil companies? Is 
it about those people around the world 
that are hungry and the Food for Peace 
program that provides them with 
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enough food to be able to survive and 
to live? Or is it about a continuation of 
very fat, unnecessary farm crop sub-
sidies? 

It’s about our values. It’s about what 
we care about and what we think is im-
portant. And if there’s anything that’s 
important in life, it’s food. It’s the 
ability for our youngest children—I 
was on this floor not more than 2 hours 
ago with my granddaughter, 11 months 
old. Out there in America there are 
hundreds of thousands of young chil-
dren that will not have the food that 
they need to be able to be healthy, will 
not be able to have the care they need. 
This is about our values. 

What does this bill say of our values? 
It says that those children are of little 
value. Is that what this is about? Is it 
about those people around the world 
that are starving that will not have the 
Food for Peace program? Is that the 
value of this Congress, that we cannot 
find the money, in this wealthiest of 
all nations, to provide the health care 
for our young children and the food for 
those around the world? 

What is it that we care about then? 
The very wealthy? About Wall Street? 
About the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission not having the money that 
they need to regulate the programs 
that brought this country to its knees? 
What is it that we value? Big question. 

In this bill, obviously there’s a great 
difference in what we value on our side 
and what this bill, brought to us by the 
Republican majority, values. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, may I 
inquire as to the time remaining. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Georgia has 16 minutes remaining, and 
the gentleman from California has 14 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from South Dakota 
(Mrs. NOEM). 

Mrs. NOEM. Madam Chairwoman, we 
have important things to discuss, and 
it truly does deal with our values. 

As the previous speaker was talking 
about his grandchild that was on the 
House floor previously, I wondered if he 
had told the grandchild that from the 
moment they were born they owed 
$47,000 in Federal debt. That is their re-
sponsibility because of the spending 
that’s gone on and because of the fact 
that when we are going to start with 
feeding programs and distribute food to 
other countries, we’re going to borrow 
money from other countries and have 
our grandchildren and great-grand-
children pay for that so we can do that. 

So this discussion truly is about val-
ues and getting back to our priorities 
and getting back to what’s important 
in this country, and it’s fiscal responsi-
bility. There are tough decisions to 
make, but we talk about what we need 
to do. And the fact that we’re increas-
ing food and nutrition programs and 
spending shows that we dedicate our-
selves to those values and taking care 
of our children into the future while re-
membering that we’re not going to sad-
dle them with a debt that they cer-
tainly cannot pay. 

Madam Chairwoman, I rise in support 
and to speak a little bit about the Bio-
mass Crop Assistance Program, the 
BCAP, which is addressed in this bill as 
well. I just want to talk about some of 
the projects that have offered some al-
ternatives in South Dakota. 

This program, authorized in the 2008 
farm bill, is part of our all-of-the-above 
energy program. BCAP promotes sec-
ond-generation biofuels refined from 
renewable biomass and can reduce our 
dependence on foreign sources of en-
ergy. 

I have been a firm supporter of an 
all-of-the-above American energy plan, 
and this can certainly continue to play 
a role in that. It reduces barriers that 
farmers face to diversify their farms. 
BCAP, if funded and used as the pro-
gram was intended as cellulosic 
biofuels, can spur economic growth in 
rural areas such as those in South Da-
kota. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I rise to point out that once 
again we find ourselves in a familiar 
situation. Once again, under the guise 
of fiscal responsibility, austerity, and a 
blind allegiance to supply-side voodoo 
economics gimmicks, Republicans have 
brought forth another effort to cut 
away the social safety net, this time 
kicking low-income mothers and their 
young children into the depths of hun-
ger and food insecurity. 

It’s like deja vu. Just months ago, 
Democrats defended the American peo-
ple from the Ryan Republican plan to 
turn Medicare into a voucher program. 
Unfortunately, the plan to get rid of 
Medicare was passed with the unani-
mous support of every single Repub-
lican in the House. Now, here we stand 
once again trying to prevent Repub-
licans from delivering a swift kick to 
the stomachs of low-income mothers, 
many of whom are already struggling 
to get by during this economic down-
turn. 

Reducing WIC funding by more than 
half a billion dollars in the name of 
deficit reduction while unanimously 
refusing to eliminate or even decrease 
tax cuts for big businesses, oil compa-
nies and wealthy individuals, Repub-
licans have forgotten one of mankind’s 
most basic human values: upholding 
our moral responsibilities to our fellow 
man. 

Recently, I received a gift from the 
House Members Bible study group, and 
I do appreciate it. My heart compelled 
me to open it today. When I turned the 
pages separated by the book divider, I 
was at Mark 6:33, and nothing could 
have been more appropriate for the 
day. It was the passage on Jesus feed-
ing his followers. 

Just as Jesus walked with his disci-
ples, preaching the Gospel and healing 
the sick, he also fed 5,000 of his fol-
lowers who would have gone hungry 
without those five loaves of bread and 
two fish. 

If Jesus can feed 5,000 people with 
five loaves of bread and two fish, then 
surely America, the wealthiest Nation 
in the world, and surely this Congress, 
the greatest deliberative body in the 
world, should continue to provide for 
Americans in their time of need. 

Just as Jesus provided for his fol-
lowers, He also broke with tradition 
and compassionately watched as His 
followers ate bread with impure 
hands—as they were called—unclean 
hands. This upset some of those right-
eous observers, and they asked Jesus, 
‘‘Why do your disciples not wash ac-
cording to the tradition of the elders, 
but eat their bread with impure 
hands?’’ Jesus called them hypocrites 
and then He said, ‘‘Neglecting the com-
mandment of God, you hold to the tra-
dition of men.’’ Is that what we’re 
doing here today? Does the man-made 
rule of reducing our country’s debt 
trump our moral responsibility to pro-
vide for Americans in their time of 
need? 

We as Members of Congress must also 
feed the hungry among us. Isn’t this 
our moral and civic duty? According to 
the USDA, 750,000 of our fellow citi-
zens, women and children, could be 
turned away from WIC. This is uncon-
scionable. And the result is crystal 
clear—more Americans will be left to 
fend for themselves in their time of 
need. 

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

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I yield the 
gentleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mean-
while, the $800 million that we give 
away on one week of tax breaks for 
millionaires and billionaires, we could 
ensure, with that $800 million, that 
over 9 million WIC participants receive 
nutrition, education, food and services 
for an entire year. 

America is better than this. Don’t 
hurt the women and the children who 
need help. I stand opposed to this bill. 

b 1520 

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

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I yield 5 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Boston, Massachusetts, 
Mr. STEVE LYNCH. 

Mr. LYNCH. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Madam Chair, I speak in favor of a 
measure that will be coming up short-
ly, offered by my friend Ms. DELAURO, 
which goes to a major weakness in the 
underlying bill. 

The core mission of the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission is to en-
sure the integrity and transparency of 
derivatives markets. Yet, despite the 
recent spike in gasoline prices and de-
spite the great difficulty we had in this 
recent financial crisis with respect to 
commodities-based swaps, we have to 
come to the floor today to fight for 
funding for the one agency that would 
police that activity. It is, indeed, unbe-
lievable that this House would consider 
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a proposal that would eviscerate the 
agency with the central responsibility 
for regulating the commodities mar-
kets. 

But here we are. 
The price of everyday items, from 

milk to gasoline, depends on the fair 
and open operation of commodities 
markets policed by the CFTC, the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission. 
The recent spike in gasoline prices is 
not due to a shortage of supply, as we 
have seen, or increased demand. Clear-
ly, this is a problem of unchecked spec-
ulative interests making money off the 
commodities markets as there are 
some who believe that as much as $27 
of a barrel of oil today is the result of 
sheer speculation. 

It is our hope that through the Dodd- 
Frank regulatory reform bill the 
CFTC’s responsibilities will be ex-
panded to include oversight of the 
nearly $300 trillion in previously un-
regulated domestic swaps on the mar-
ket today. This is a key step to bring-
ing the shadow markets, which helped 
crash the economy, under sensible reg-
ulation. This is where the CDOs, CDSs 
and other complex derivatives deals 
were made. This is how AIG helped 
bring down the economy. We have to 
regulate this financial market and 
these financial products. However, the 
notional size of the market that the 
CFTC now must supervise has in-
creased seven-fold, and the CFTC needs 
more resources. But in this bill, we will 
see its budget slashed. Instead of giving 
the agency the tools it needs to pre-
vent another financial collapse, we are 
planting the seeds for the next finan-
cial crisis. 

The result of this Republican legisla-
tion to delay reform and the under-
lying bill to starve this agency would 
allow large, interconnected financial 
companies to engage unsupervised in 
activities and transactions similar to 
the activities that got us into this cri-
sis in the first place. This would per-
petuate an era of no oversight, no regu-
lation and no transparency—in a simi-
lar fashion that nearly destroyed our 
economy. CFTC Chairman Gary 
Gensler has warned that denying fund-
ing to this agency and delaying the im-
plementation of Dodd-Frank will 
greatly ‘‘increase risk to the American 
people and leave significant uncer-
tainty in the marketplace.’’ 

The CFTC is vital to the proper func-
tioning of our financial markets and 
the American economy. Underfunding 
the commission is deeply irresponsible, 
so I urge my colleagues to support the 
DeLauro amendment to properly fund 
the CFTC. 

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

Madam Chair, I wanted to respond to 
the discussion of the CFTC. It’s very 
interesting to me that there are those 
Members of Congress who believe that 
bureaucrats control the price of oil. 
While bureaucrats certainly do have in-
fluence on the price of oil, if you’re 
really concerned about the price of oil, 

you need to drill for it. It’s pretty sim-
ple—increase the supply. 

Folks forget that Alaska is twice the 
size of Texas. The Arctic Wildlife Re-
serve area is the size of South Carolina. 
The proposed exploration area is 2,000 
acres. It’s about the size of National 
Airport here. We’re talking about a 
business card on a basketball court. 
Yet you hear over and over again from 
people—who, incidentally, do drive fos-
sil fueled cars—that we in America are 
inept and unable to drill for oil respon-
sibly. If you want to decrease the price, 
you’ve got to increase the supply, and 
there is no better way than to drill 
your own oil. 

Think about the absurdity of Presi-
dent Obama going down to Brazil and 
telling them, We want you to drill off-
shore. Apparently, the Brazilians are 
technologically more advanced than we 
are, and the President has much more 
of a comfort level with the people of 
Brazil than he apparently has with the 
people from Louisiana or from Texas or 
from Florida. He goes down to Brazil 
and says, Go ahead and drill offshore. 
We’re going to lend you money, and by 
the way, we want to be your best cus-
tomer. 

Now, he never mentioned anything 
about the CFTC. 

Let me tell you what Democrat Com-
missioner Michael Dunn said. This was, 
by the way, on January 1, 2011: ‘‘To 
date, CFTC staff has been unable to 
find any reliable economic analysis to 
support the contention that excessive 
speculation is affecting the markets we 
regulate or that position limits will 
prevent excessive speculation.’’ 

What I suggest to you, Madam Chair, 
is that the discussion of the CFTC and 
oil speculators is a red herring. The 
real issue that the Democrats have 
failed to address is that of drilling for 
oil in order to increase supply. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, how much 

time do both sides have remaining? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

California has 6 minutes remaining, 
and the gentleman from Georgia has 12 
minutes remaining. 

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

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

I want to go back over this food situ-
ation. I and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, the ranking member, have had 
11 hearings on this. We’ve had 11 hear-
ings on the Agriculture bill, not on 
feeding programs specifically. 

I want to again remind the Chair 
that this bill represents a net increase 
in funding, which is largely driven by 
the increase of $5.6 billion in food 
stamps and in the School Lunch Pro-
gram of $1.5 billion. I also want to re-
mind Members of the many Federal 
feeding programs that we have. For a 3- 
year-old child, there are 12 different 
feeding programs. For a 10-year-old 
child, there are nine different pro-
grams. For a 35-year-old, there are 
seven programs, and for a 65-year-old, 

there are five programs that people can 
apply for. 

It is not the intention of this com-
mittee to let anyone fall through the 
cracks. The numbers that we have 
funded, for example, in WIC, con-
template what we believe is going to be 
the participation. Should that partici-
pation fluctuate, there are three con-
tingency accounts that the USDA can 
access. It would certainly be our inten-
tion to have those accounts accessed 
before anyone fell through the cracks. 

Now, I share in the frustration of the 
stimulus program that was supposed to 
create last year’s summer of recovery. 
I’m sorry it did not work, because I 
would like to be out celebrating with 
the President. Yet the stimulus pro-
gram, which was supposed to keep un-
employment below 8 percent, actually 
increased unemployment to the level of 
10 percent. Now it’s hovering a little 
bit above 9 percent. 

The best thing in the world would be 
to have prosperity, and I believe that 
we can get there. One way we should 
get there is by drilling our own oil be-
cause, if you want to keep food prices 
down, you’ve got to keep the cost of 
distribution down, which would be 
something, I’d hope, that we could 
work together on. 

I also think we need fundamental tax 
reform because I know one of the 
things that some on the committee 
have talked about are some of the tax 
loopholes taken advantage of by cer-
tain companies. I agree with them. 
That’s why I support the Fair Tax, 
which is a consumption tax. It would 
actually give a tax credit to the poor 
so that it does not disproportionately 
hurt them, but it would close all the 
loopholes. That would be something 
else that we could do that would create 
jobs in America. 

Finally, the excessive bureaucratic 
regulations that our farmers and small 
businesses have to put up with is kill-
ing job creation. If we want to do some-
thing to help people get off dependency 
and get to independency, we need to de-
crease the size of government. This bill 
moves us in that direction. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1530 
Mr. FARR. I yield 2 minutes to the 

distinguished gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO), the former 
ranking member of this committee. 

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

I want to comment on my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle, who con-
tinue to make reference to wanting to 
reduce the deficit and that they are the 
only ones interested in reducing the 
deficit and that is what this debate is 
all about. The fact of the matter is 
that Democrats and Republicans are 
very interested in reducing the deficit. 
The biggest difference occurs in where 
one starts to effectuate a change in 
debt reduction, and I will tell you that 
that is what the basic divide is here. 

Now, there are a number of ways in 
which we can reduce the deficit. One is 
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that we can look at the $41 billion in 
the oil subsidies that we grant every 
year. The oil industry is flush with 
money, when one CEO can make $21.5 
million a year, make profits that are 
overwhelming, and gasoline in the 
State of Connecticut is $4.39 a gallon 
for regular gas. So let’s start with the 
$41 billion and we can reduce the def-
icit. 

How about the $8 billion that we pro-
vide to multinational corporations to 
take their jobs overseas? Now, that is 
another place where we could shut 
down the loopholes, gain some money 
and reduce the deficit. 

There is also a third area. What 
about agriculture subsidies; not to 
small farmers, not to dairy farmers, 
but to big agribusiness. It might be of 
interest, in a political article that ap-
peared this week, to indicate that 
there are some Members on the other 
side of the aisle whose States and 
whose families are rich in the subsidies 
they are getting from the Federal Gov-
ernment. We could start there. 

Why are we starting with women, in-
fants, and children and nutrition pro-
grams? That is an absolute dividing 
line of where one’s values are. Demo-
crats want to reduce the deficit. The 
place is: Where do you start? That is 
where your values are. We don’t start 
with women, infants, and children and 
nutrition programs. Let’s start with 
tax subsidies for the richest people in 
this country and with the special inter-
ests of this Nation. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs. 
LUMMIS), a great member of the com-
mittee. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

Madam Chair, this is my third year 
in this Congress. During my first 2 
years, the Democrats controlled the 
House, the Senate, and the Presidency, 
and during that time the subsidies or 
tax loopholes for the rich, for the oil 
companies, for these bailouts of Wall 
Street were going on just like they al-
lege they are now. And did they do 
anything about it when they controlled 
the entire government? No. Nope. They 
didn’t do anything. 

Instead, they created massive new 
entitlement programs. Instead, they 
did TARP part two without accounting 
for part one. They did massive bailouts 
of the auto industry. They created 
huge new health programs. They gave 
massive blank checks to bureaucrats. 
They increased spending at the EPA, 
one agency, by 39 percent in 1 year. It 
is incredible. They taxed, they spent, 
yet they didn’t go after the very people 
that today they allege are the source of 
the problem. 

Now, when the Republicans were 
elected in the House to do what the 
American people felt needed to be 
done, which is to grapple with spending 
first, spending being the problem in our 
country, amassing a huge amount of 
debt, deficits, borrowing money from 

foreign countries, risking our own 
credit rating, risking our own ability 
to borrow money, risking the value of 
our currency, now they are alleging we 
are addressing the wrong targets. 

Madam Chair, this very budget we 
are debating today increases spending 
for food programs. It increases funding 
for both food stamps and school lunch. 
It increases it more than we are cut-
ting spending for WIC and other pro-
grams. It increases spending for the 
human needs that are legitimate for 
the people in this country by over one- 
quarter of a billion dollars. 

Madam Chair, I allege that this is a 
responsible budget, that we are begin-
ning to get off that unsustainable path 
of spending that even the President ac-
knowledges and get back on a path 
where we can live more reasonably, 
where we can protect our currency, 
where we can protect our job market, 
where we can protect our tax structure 
and improve it in a way that makes 
America strong for our grandchildren. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, how much 
time does each side have remaining? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
California has 4 minutes, and the gen-
tleman from Georgia has 6 minutes. 

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

I would like to, first of all, com-
pliment Mr. KINGSTON, who is chair of 
this committee. He has come on as the 
chair, and I have come on as ranking 
member. We have both been on the 
committee for a long time and served 
under very distinguished chairs, two of 
whom are ranking members you heard 
here today. 

It is really tough, because he has 
been given the allocation to fit all the 
programs within the Department of 
Agriculture and Food and Drug Admin-
istration within the allocation given 
him, and one can argue that that is it. 
I mean, we have to hide behind the al-
location that was given. You have to 
do it. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Will my friend yield 
a minute? 

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I just wanted to say 
that we actually have had one more 
speaker show up. It sounds like you are 
closing. You might want to reserve 
some time. 

Mr. FARR. Let me say in this mo-
ment, in this allocation of time, that it 
is about values, and I think the big de-
bate here is not just about how you 
cut, squeeze, and trim spending. 

We have Members of Congress who 
have spoken today whose families re-
ceive millions of dollars in taxpayer 
money in commodity payments, in 
crop payments. We ought to be dis-
cussing that. What is the value of fund-
ing very wealthy people at the expense 
of taking food away from poor and 
starving children? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I yield 3 minutes to 

the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUR-
TON). 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Chair, more than 2 years ago, 
Democrats claimed that their trillion 
dollar stimulus package would keep 
unemployment below 8 percent, and we 
know now it is above 9 percent. 

Recently, the CBO released their an-
nual budget and economic outlook re-
port which projects the 2011 deficit will 
reach $1.48 trillion and our national 
debt, as everybody knows, is over $14 
trillion. We are borrowing nearly 42 
cents of every dollar we spend, much of 
it from the Chinese, and sending the 
bill to our children and grandchildren. 
Every child born today owes $45,500 to 
the debt. 

For the past few years, the American 
people have been told that government 
spending is the answer. They had their 
chance to prove this economic model, 
but it failed. It is time we changed our 
approach, because our country has a 
spending problem and not a revenue 
problem. Debt by the public is esti-
mated to increase to 94 percent over 
the next 10 years. Over 10 years, the an-
nual government spending will con-
sume an average of 23.5 percent of 
GDP, which is significantly higher 
than the post-World War II average of 
20 percent. 

In a 2010 article for the Cato Policy 
Report, economists Jason Taylor and 
Richard Vedder outlined the lessons of 
the largest public sector drawdown in 
our country’s history—the cuts to gov-
ernment spending after World War II. 
Taylor and Vedder point out that the 
Federal spending fell from $84 billion in 
1945 to $30 billion in 1946, a reduction of 
more than 60 percent. 

b 1540 

The point is that despite these warn-
ings from economists that this with-
drawal of Keynesian stimulus would 
sure lead to a second Great Depression, 
civilian employment grew by over 4 
million between 1945 and 1947, with un-
employment remaining under 41⁄2 per-
cent in the first three postwar years. 
The postwar era provides a classic il-
lustration of how government spending 
‘‘crowds out’’ private sector spending 
and how the economy can thrive when 
government’s shadow is dramatically 
reduced. The lesson from the 1945–1947 
era is that a sharp reduction in govern-
ment spending frees up assets for pro-
ductive use and leads to renewed 
growth. 

When spending is slated to reach an 
all-time high of $3.7 trillion this year 
and we’re living through the weakest 
jobs recovery since the Great Depres-
sion, it’s time to get our fiscal house in 
order. Vigorous and sustained eco-
nomic growth, fueled by investment 
and entrepreneurship, is needed for the 
private sector to create more jobs and 
increase incomes of the poor. In turn, 
this will generate the revenues that 
governments need to expand access to 
health, education, and infrastructure 
services and help improve productivity. 
Spending cuts work; tax increases 
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don’t. Despite the evidence, many lib-
erals continue to call for more spend-
ing, more taxing, and red tape. 

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

Mr. KINGSTON. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. These ideas 
won’t solve the problem; they are the 
problem. Washington needs to stop cre-
ating uncertainty and get out of the 
way. 

I commend the Appropriations Com-
mittee, Chairman ROGERS, and Chair-
man KINGSTON for crafting a bill that’s 
$5.041 billion, or 22.6 percent less than 
the President’s fiscal year 2012 budget 
request, and $2.672 billion, or 13.4 per-
cent less than the fiscal year 2011 en-
acted level. However, I believe the fi-
nancial catastrophe facing our Nation 
requires us to do even more, and so I 
hope my colleagues will realize this 
and do what is necessary to get our fis-
cal house in order. 

Mr. FARR. I yield myself the balance 
of my time. 

Madam Chair, we’ve heard a lot 
today. We’ve heard a lot about spend-
ing, because that’s what this bill is. It 
is an appropriations bill. But the talk 
about spending is wrong because it’s 
not putting into the priorities what is 
really important in our service to the 
people of this country. We don’t need 
to be here to protect the rich and to 
protect multinational corporations. We 
need to be here to protect the rights of 
people who don’t have the wherewithal 
to have enough food on their table to 
take care of their kids. 

What you’ve seen in the debate today 
is tax spending for the rich is okay; tax 
spending for the poor is not. Tax 
breaks for oil companies are okay; food 
for the poor is not. Cutting our Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission is 
okay, but paying for police to police 
for speculation and misuse of public 
moneys is not a worthwhile expendi-
ture. Our priorities are not straight, 
and that’s why there’s so much criti-
cism for this bill. 

I applaud the chairman for working 
hard to try to get the committee to 
bring together a bill that could meet 
the allocation. But I think the alloca-
tion was all wrong and our priorities 
are wrong, and I ask my colleagues to 
oppose the bill. 

Mr. REYES. Madam Chair, I rise in strong 
opposition to the underlying bill for its drastic 
and extreme cuts to various critical food pro-
grams funded through the Department of Agri-
culture. While we face a great challenge in re-
ducing the deficit and creating jobs, the great-
er challenge is to do this in a way that is con-
sistent with our values. Slashing funds for pro-
grams that help put food on the table for the 
neediest of Americans, young children, preg-
nant mothers, the elderly, and those struggling 
to make ends meet, is not good policy. 

The Special Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program for Women, Infants, and Chil-
dren (WIC), the Commodity Supplemental 
Food Program (CSFP) which serves predomi-
nantly low-income seniors, and The Emer-
gency Food Assistance Program (TEFAP) 

which works with states to assist food banks 
are just some of the programs that were tar-
geted for extreme cuts. 

The cuts to WIC concern me the most. WIC 
provides food to new mothers, babies, and 
children under five who have been identified 
as nutritionally at risk. Nearly 50% of the ba-
bies born in our country each year rely on 
WIC. On top of that, it is incredibly cost-effec-
tive, serving nearly 10 million people each 
year, and costing less than $100 per person. 

In my district, nearly 54,000 children and 
women suffer from food hardship, and depend 
on WIC to make ends meet. 

This is yet another chapter in the Repub-
lican attack on working families to give hand-
outs to special interests. 

First they came after seniors who rely on 
Medicare, and now they’re coming after chil-
dren and mothers who rely on food assist-
ance. 

We cannot let Republicans destroy pro-
grams on which our most vulnerable popu-
lation depend to pay for $45 billion in tax 
breaks for millionaires. 

According to the Center for American 
Progress, if we got rid of tax breaks for mil-
lionaires and billionaires for one week, we 
would pay for the entire WIC program for a 
year. 

I urge my colleagues to protect working 
Americans, not millionaires and billionaires. 

Thank you. 
Mr. STARK. Madam Chair, I rise in opposi-

tion to the FY 2012 Agriculture Appropriations 
Act. This bill makes devastating cuts to nutri-
tion programs. It also undermines the ability of 
the Food and Drug Administration to protect 
our food supply and the Commodities Futures 
Trading Commission to rein in the reckless 
speculation that is driving up gas prices. 

The cuts to nutrition programs in this bill 
would put hundreds of thousands of our most 
vulnerable citizens at risk. Working families, 
the millions who remain out of work, and sen-
ior citizens trying to survive on fixed incomes 
are the Americans who continue to feel the ef-
fects of the recession most painfully. This bill 
adds insult to injury by literally taking food off 
of their tables. 

In my district, there are more than 90,000 
people facing hunger each day. That is unac-
ceptable. Fortunately, they have some sup-
port, including through the Women, Infants 
and Children (WIC) program, which offers nu-
trition education to pregnant women and moth-
ers and provides food to meet the nutritional 
needs of young children. The $686 million dol-
lars that this bill cuts from WIC means 
200,000 to 350,000 people will lose access to 
this program. 

This bill would also slash the Commodity 
Supplemental Food Program (CSFP), which 
primarily serves senior citizens living on less 
than $14,000 a year. The proposed $38 mil-
lion in cuts to this program would force 
150,000 seniors to lose the regularly delivered 
box of food that they depend on to survive. 

Perhaps those turned away from WIC or 
CSFP could go to a local food bank for assist-
ance? No longer. This bill cuts $50 million 
from the Emergency Food Assistance Pro-
gram (TEFAP) that supplies food banks, so 
the shelves will be empty when people come 
for help. 

Doing away with just one week’s worth of 
the Bush tax cuts is more than enough to pre-
vent the cuts to WIC, CSFP, and TEFAP pro-

posed in this bill. Yet that’s not what we’re de-
bating today. 

While Republican leaders defend their tax 
breaks for millionaires and billionaires, people 
are going hungry. Something is seriously 
wrong in this country if we are willing to pay 
for a week of tax cuts for the wealthy but can-
not afford to feed all of our people. 

We cannot balance the budget or erase the 
deficit by taking more away from those who al-
ready have the least. I urge my colleagues to 
stand with me and oppose the FY 2012 Agri-
culture Appropriations Act. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Chair, I rise in strong 
objection to the Fiscal Year 2012 Agriculture 
Appropriations bill. The bill before us is simply 
inadequate. While there is little disagreement 
that we must reach agreement on a balanced 
framework to reduce our deficit, we cannot do 
so by quite literally taking food from the 
mouths of children. This hinders our long term 
prosperity, and it is simply wrong. 

In expressing serious concerns about this 
bill, the Administration’s statement on this bill 
says: ‘‘The Administration strongly objects to 
the level of funding provided for nutrition pro-
grams that are critical to the health of nutri-
tionally at-risk women, infants, children, and 
elderly adults. The proposed funding levels 
would led to hundreds of thousands of partici-
pants being cut from the Special Supplemental 
Nutrition Program for Women, Infants and 
Children (WIC) and the Commodity Supple-
mental Food Program (CSFP), and reduce 
Federal support for food banks. These cuts 
would undermine efforts to prevent hunger 
and support sound nutrition for some of the 
most vulnerable members of our society.’’ 

The human impact of the bill would be dev-
astating. Hundreds of thousands of low-in-
come children, mothers and seniors would 
lose WIC assistance. The National Commodity 
Supplemental Food program estimates that 
more than one hundred thousand low-income 
seniors would lose access to nutritious food 
assistance. Feeding America estimates that 
approximately 32 million pounds of nutritious 
food would not be available at food banks and 
food pantries for working Americans struggling 
to feed their families. 

I want to say a word in particular about 
CSFP. This program is a vital component of 
our nutrition efforts because it reaches many 
seniors who qualify for no other program while 
providing delivery for those that are home-
bound. CSFP provides 600,000 food packages 
each month in 39 states and the District of 
Columbia, including seven new states as a di-
rect result of increased funding in Fiscal Year 
2010. This year 97 percent of the participants 
are elderly individuals with an income at or 
below $14,157. Food packages are designed 
to supplement needed sources of nutrients 
typically lacking in participants’ diets, and are 
delivered through local providers in a very cost 
efficient manner: the typical food package has 
a retail value up to $50 but costs the Federal 
governments less than $20 per participant 
package. 

Earlier this year, a number of us wrote to 
the Appropriations Committee requesting that 
funding for CSFP simply be held at the 2011 
level of $176.8 million. Not an increase, 
though there is certainly greater need, just 
level funding. Instead, the Committee cut 
CSFP by more than 20 percent. As a result, 
if these cuts become law, more than 100,000 
low-income seniors will be at greater risk of 
hunger. 
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Madam Chair, this bill represents the wrong 

priorities. Under the guise of deficit reduction, 
of which it does very little, it imposes harmful 
cuts on the most vulnerable among us. I urge 
all of my colleagues to reject it. 

Mr. BACA. Madam Chair, I rise today in 
strong opposition ot the unerlying bill—H.R. 
2112—the FY 2012 Agriculture Appropriations 
Act. 

With continued unemployment and high 
home foreclosure rates—these are tough eco-
nomic times for Americans everywhere. 

We all understand that our debt and deficit 
are significant issues—that we must begin to 
address with intelligent spending cuts. 

But it is essential that we reduce the deficit 
in a way that is consistent with our American 
values—and not on the backs of impoverished 
women, children, and seniors. 

The Agriculture Appropriations bill we are 
considering today undermines the food secu-
rity of the American people. 

In my district—in California’s Inland Em-
pire—my constitutents face a 16 percent un-
employment rate; and a food insecurity rate of 
almost 22 percent. 

Food banks throughout California are report-
ing a 30 to 40 percent increase in the number 
of people needing food assistance. 

This is the wrong time to cut nutrition bene-
fits for struggling American families. 

Unfortunately—the bill the House is set to 
consider—takes food off the table for low-in-
come women, children, and seniors. 

This bill: 
Cuts $650 million from WIC—causing hun-

dreds of thousands of women and children to 
lose benefits; 

Cuts $50 million from TEFAP—forcing strug-
gling familes to face empty shelves at the food 
bank; 

Cuts $38 million from the Commodity Sup-
plemental Foods Program—leaving thousands 
of seniors without help; and 

Cuts $2 billion from the SNAP reserve 
fund—at a time when a record 44 million plus 
Americans need this assistance. 

Sadly, this bill is just the next chapter in the 
Repubilcan Congress’s assault on middle 
class families. 

Already this year—Republicans have voted 
to end Medicare as we know it. 

And they’ve voted to cut thousands of jobs 
in order to give tax breaks to the ultra-rich, the 
big oil industries, and companies that ship 
jobs overseas. 

But with this bill—we may have sunk to a 
new low. 

It is wrong to dismantle the programs that 
our most vulnerable Americans rely on—in 
order to pay for $45 billion in tax breaks for 
millionaires. 

If we got rid of tax breaks for millionaires 
and billionaires for one week—we would save 
enough to pay for the entire WIC program for 
a year. 

During the last Farm Bill—in 2008—I served 
as Chair of the Agriculture Subcommittee on 
Nutrition. 

I am proud of the work we did to improve 
SNAP and other federal nutrition programs. 

These improvements helped feed 38 million 
hungry Americans. 

We must not turn back the clock. 
Let’s focus on the real priorities of the 

American people—and stop these misguided 
funding cuts. 

I urge my colleagues to protect the health of 
working families—and vote ‘‘no’’ on the under-
lying bill. 

Mr. HANNA. Madam Chair, as Co-Chair of 
the Congressional Organic Caucus, I rise 
today in support of adequate resourcing for 
the Organic Data Initiative, ODI, in Fiscal Year 
2012. 

Organic agriculture in my district in upstate 
New York and across this country is a thriving 
industry that is creating jobs and exporting 
American products across the world. Last 
week I visited an organic farm in Herkimer 
County that produces mike, beef, chicken, 
eggs, garlic and other vegetables, and field 
crops. 

The Organic Data Initiative collects and dis-
tributes organic agriculture price data. This 
data helps maintain stable markets for organic 
products, is crucial for the development of risk 
management tools, and is necessary to nego-
tiate organic standards equivalency agree-
ments with foreign governments. It is impor-
tant that the organic agriculture has the same 
access to data that other agriculture sectors 
currently enjoy. The Organic Data Initiative is 
cost-effective and is vital to ensure a contin-
ued upward trajectory for the organic industry 
in the United States. 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Chair, I rise in oppo-
sition to the underlying bill, H.R. 2112, the Re-
publican Appropriations bill for Agriculture, 
Food Safety and Nutrition Programs for the 
coming fiscal year. This bill drastically 
underfunds critical nutrition programs for hun-
gry people throughout the United States. 

This bill is yet another chapter in the Repub-
lican attack on working families. 

First, the Republicans tried to cut benefits 
for seniors who rely on Medicare. 

Then, they went after low-income families 
who rely on Medicaid. 

They tried to dismantle health care reform 
and leave people with pre-existing conditions 
at the mercy of profit-hungry insurance com-
panies. 

Now, they’re coming after hungry people 
who rely on food assistance. 

The bill cuts funding for the Women, Infants, 
and Children, WIC, nutrition program by more 
than $650 million below the fiscal year 2011 
level. The WIC program provides nutritious 
foods, counseling on healthy eating habits, 
and health care referrals to about 9 million 
low-income pregnant and postpartum women, 
infants, and children under five. WIC is an ef-
fective program with a long history of bipar-
tisan support. For the past 15 years, Con-
gresses and Administrations of both parties 
have always provided enough funds for WIC 
to serve all women, infants and children who 
qualify—until now. The Center on Budget and 
Policy Priorities estimates that the funding cut 
in this bill would force WIC to turn away be-
tween 200,000 and 350,000 eligible low-in-
come women and young children next year, 
including 32,000 to 56,000 women and chil-
dren in my home state of California. 

This bill also cuts funding for the Commodity 
Supplemental Food program, CSFP, by 22 
percent below this year’s funding level. CSFP 
is an agricultural commodity program that pro-
vides nutritious food packages to about 
604,000 low-income people each month, 96 
percent of whom are senior citizens who earn 
less than 130 percent of the federal poverty 
level. The Republicans’ proposed funding cuts 
would result in loss of food for at least 
130,000 low-income seniors. 

The bill cuts funding to The Emergency 
Food Assistance Program, TEFAP, by $51 

million and cuts TEFAP administrative funding 
for food storage and distribution by 23 per-
cent. TEFAP provides nutritious food commod-
ities to low-income Americans in need of 
short-term hunger relief. TEFAP commodities 
are distributed by organizations like soup 
kitchens, food banks, homeless shelters, and 
faith-based food pantries at churches, 
mosques and synagogues. These cuts would 
force many local organizations to turn away 
hungry people. 

Finally, the bill underfunds the Supplemental 
Nutrition Assistance Program, SNAP. SNAP 
provides monthly benefits to 44 million low-in-
come Americans using a grocery debit card. 
The Administration requested a $5 billion re-
serve fund for SNAP to assure that there 
would be adequate resources to help needy 
people in the event of continuing high unem-
ployment or unexpected increases in demand 
from events like natural disasters. The Repub-
licans cut the reserve fund by $2 billion. 

Meanwhile, the Republican budget extends 
the Bush-era tax cuts beyond their expiration 
in 2012 and cuts the top individual tax rate 
down to 25 percent from 35 percent. Accord-
ing to the Center for Tax Justice, the Repub-
lican budget cuts taxes for the richest 1 per-
cent of Americans by 15 percent while raising 
taxes for the lowest income 20 percent of 
Americans by 12 percent. 

Madam Chair, if we got rid of the tax breaks 
for millionaires and billionaires for one week, 
we could pay for the entire WIC program for 
a year. 

I urge my colleagues to stand up for work-
ing families—not millionaires and billionaires! 
Vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill. 

Mr. POLIS. Madam Chair, I rise today in op-
position to this legislation. Let’s take a step 
back and talk about what this bill does; In-
stead of ending wasteful subsidies that go to 
multi-million dollar agri-business, the Repub-
licans have decided to pay for a Brazil Cotton 
trade problem by cutting nutrition assistance to 
poor women and children, cutting conservation 
funding, and by raising gas prices for Ameri-
cans by cutting those policing wall street oil 
speculators. 

These subsides aren’t supporting family 
farms; they are supporting multi-billion dollar 
companies, changing the food we eat and the 
health of our country’s citizens. I commend the 
progress that Congressman FLAKE has made 
in the Committee to lessen these wasteful 
subsidies, and ask my colleagues to support 
other floor amendments, like the Blumenauer 
amendment, which will ensure that subsidies 
are capped ensuring that any needed help is 
distributed to those who need it, not simply 
concentrated amongst a few mega-corpora-
tions. 

Madam Chair, I also strongly support the 
Woolsey Amendment, which would allow the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture to continue de-
veloping scientific-based nutritional standards 
for school meals. This amendment supports 
the USDA rule that carries out the intent of the 
Child Nutrition Act passed last year. The 
standards in this rule are central to students’ 
nutrition, resulting in better child health, better 
student behavior, and better academic out-
comes. 

It’s been 17 years since the last update of 
the national school meal standards. The 
USDA recently proposed much-needed up-
dates to those standards based on consensus 
recommendations from the Dietary Guidelines 
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for Americans. The proposed updates will en-
sure that school lunch and breakfasts provide 
recommended amounts of fruits, vegetables 
and whole grains; fat-free and low-fat milk; 
less salt; fewer unhealthy saturated and trans 
fats; and moderate calories. Instead, too may 
schools are currently serving too much so-
dium, sugar, unhealthy saturated and trans 
fats, and starchy vegetables, such as French 
fries. To make this change, USDA received 
over 130,000 comments from advocates, par-
ents and concerned citizens in support of the 
rule. 

Yet, while school meal quality has been 
modestly improving in some schools, much 
more needs to be done. The proposed stand-
ards maximize the national investment in the 
school meal programs, helping to reduce both 
child hunger and obesity, and providing bal-
anced meals to 31 million children each day. 
Our current national investment in school 
lunch and breakfast is about $12 billion per 
year—we need to make sure that these meals 
are healthy. 

Delaying the rule—as this legislation would 
do—goes against what Congress passed and 
the president signed last year. It would dam-
age the opportunities of our current and future 
generations by denying them healthy school 
meals, which limits their ability to live healthy 
lives. That’s why this amendment is so impor-
tant. 

We have heard specious arguments that the 
law saddles school districts with unfunded 
costs and mandates. Besides a 6 cent in-
crease in school lunch reimbursements, the 
law’s nutritional improvements in both school 
meals and school snacks will help increase 
student participation in school meals by 
900,000 students according to USDA, raising 
school district revenues by an estimated $7.5 
billion over the next five years on top of the 
$3.2 billion from the 6 cent increase. So there 
is funding for better nutritional food for chil-
dren. Too many school districts are behind the 
times on ensuring that students have healthy 
foods. 

That is why we changed the law and why 
we need to move forward with timely imple-
mentation of the proposed rule. We need to 
get the most out of the national investment in 
the National School Lunch and Breakfast Pro-
grams. Our children’s health and educational 
outcomes depend on it. 

Madam Chair, this bill is simply bad policy. 
I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Chair, I rise today 
in strong opposition to the FY12 Agriculture 
Appropriations Bill. This measure includes a 
$650 million cut to the WIC Program, which 
would cut up to 1,000 eligible recipients in 
Rhode Island. 

This program provides nutritious food, coun-
seling on healthy eating, and health care refer-
rals for low-income women and children under 
age five. In Rhode Island, the WIC program 
collaborates with local culinary programs and 
farmers markets on cooking demonstrations, 
healthy eating habits and children’s activities. 

While all our constituents are feeling the ef-
fects of the economic downturn, our most vul-
nerable citizens are disproportionately affected 
by job cuts, higher food prices, turmoil in the 
housing market and other burdens, and the 
impact can be devastating. Programs like WIC 
support these families and help put food on 
the table. 

It is our responsibility to ensure that children 
born into poverty have the same opportunity to 

achieve the American Dream as any other 
child in our country and that cannot happen if 
children grow up malnourished and hungry. I 
urge my colleagues to vote against this bill 
and to reject these harmful cuts. 

Mr. FARR. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I have no further re-
quests for time, I move passage of the 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered read for amendment under 
the 5-minute rule. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment who has caused it to 
be printed in the designated place in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those 
amendments will be considered read. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2112 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 
are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for Ag-
riculture, Rural Development, Food and 
Drug Administration, and Related Agencies 
programs for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes, 
namely: 

TITLE I 
AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS 

PRODUCTION, PROCESSING AND MARKETING 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, $4,293,000: Provided, 
That not to exceed $11,000 of this amount 
shall be available for official reception and 
representation expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, as determined by the Secretary. 

Ms. DELAURO. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from 
Connecticut is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Chair, I rise 
in opposition to the underlying bill and 
to the drastic and ill-conceived cuts to 
the nutrition programs that are pro-
posed in this appropriation. 

Under the majority’s bill, our govern-
ment cannot meet even its most basic 
responsibilities to the American peo-
ple. For example, the Women, Infants, 
and Children program provides nutri-
tion assistance grants to States for 
low-income pregnant, breast-feeding, 
and postpartum women, and infants 
and children up to the age of 5. It 
serves 9 million mothers and young 
children nationwide, and that includes 
58,000 in Connecticut, my State. In 
fact, nearly half of the babies born in 
the United States every year partici-
pate in this program. It is a short-term 
intervention that can help provide a 
lifetime of good nutrition and health 
behavior. Over the first 60 days of a 
child’s life alone, every $1 invested in 
WIC saves between $1.77 and $3.13 in 
health care costs. 

But the budget before us today would 
leave WIC with a $650 million shortfall. 

According to the Center for Budget 
Policy and Priorities, that means as 
many as 350,000 eligible women and 
children will be cut from the rolls. In 
fact, Secretary of Agriculture Vilsack 
has warned our subcommittee that this 
number could be as high as 750,000. And 
if you read his letter carefully, there is 
no carryover, there is no contingency 
fund, and there will be substantial re-
ductions in the number of people who 
will participate in the WIC program. It 
is unacceptable at a time of such great 
economic difficulty. With the unem-
ployment rate over 9 percent, more and 
more families are having to rely on 
these dollars. 

In the past, support for WIC has 
never been a partisan issue. For 15 
years, Republicans and Democrats have 
always worked together in Congress to 
see that every woman and child eligi-
ble for WIC can participate in this life-
saving program. In fact, Republicans 
and Democrats on our committee voted 
together to pass an amendment that I 
offered to provide $147 million more in 
funding for WIC before the Rules Com-
mittee today arbitrarily overturned 
that vote. 

We cannot be taking food out of hun-
gry people’s mouths here at home in 
order to subsidize cotton production 
and to subsidize Brazilian cotton farm-
ers. It makes no sense. As my col-
league, Mr. FLAKE, on the other side of 
the aisle noted at the committee mark-
up, it is quite ironic that we would sub-
sidize Brazilian agriculture so that we 
can continue to excessively subsidize 
agriculture here. This bill flies in the 
face of our longstanding bipartisan 
commitment. It will leave women and 
children hungry. 

WIC is not alone on the chopping 
block. The Commodity Supplemental 
Food Program provides nutritious food 
to low-income seniors and those mak-
ing less than $14,000 a year. According 
to a study by Feeding America, 30 per-
cent of these households in need have 
had to choose between food and med-
ical care, and 35 percent between food 
and paying for heat or utilities. But 
even in the middle of a very tough 
economy, this proposal slashes funding 
for the CSFP. That means an esti-
mated 150,000 seniors all across the 
country will lose access to this aid. 
They, once again, will have to go hun-
gry. 

Take the Emergency Food Assistance 
Program, which works with States to 
supplement food banks, emergency 
shelters, pantries, soup kitchens. Right 
now, the hard work these organizations 
do in helping ensure access to food is 
more important than ever. In fact, the 
demand for emergency food assistance 
has shot up 46 percent over the past 5 
years. This budget cuts funding for the 
Emergency Food Assistance Program 
by $38 million—nearly a quarter below 
last year’s funding. 

Yet, while placing this tremendous 
burden on our most vulnerable citizens, 
the majority budget finds money to 
give subsidies to oil companies and tax 
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breaks to the wealthy. In fact, the cost 
of the Bush tax breaks for millionaires 
for 1 week is more than the cost of the 
proposed cut to the WIC program for 
the entire year. One day’s tax breaks 
for the millionaires would pay for the 
Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram and for the Emergency Food As-
sistance Program. 

This is what the majority has done. 
It’s tax cuts for millionaires versus nu-
trition assistance. These are not the 
right choices for America. The Amer-
ican people know it. Gutting nutrition 
programs to pay for tax breaks for the 
rich is more than just a terrible invest-
ment in the future; it’s a failure of our 
responsibility to the American people. 

Oppose these reckless cuts. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Chair, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Massachusetts is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to again rise 
in strong opposition to the underlying 
bill and express my deep outrage over 
the deep cuts in food and nutrition pro-
grams that benefit some of the most 
needy and vulnerable people in our 
country. 

b 1550 
I am particularly outraged at the 

cuts in WIC. As we heard from our col-
league from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO), WIC is one of the most ef-
fective programs that exist. There has 
been a strong bipartisan tradition of 
fully funding the Special Supplemental 
Nutrition Program for Women, Infants 
and Children—WIC—to ensure that 
every eligible family that applies re-
ceives benefits. WIC is not an entitle-
ment, but we have made a bipartisan, 
concerted effort in the past to make 
sure that everybody who qualifies and 
who needs it can actually get it. This is 
the first time since that commitment 
was established that the appropriations 
bill is providing less funding than what 
is needed to serve all eligible young 
children and pregnant or postpartum 
women. 

Now, Republicans argue that some-
how they’re not cutting anything, that 
everything will be okay. That’s not at 
all the case. That’s, in fact, a complete 
distortion. We are told by organiza-
tions that monitor this that as many 
as 350,000 women and children would be 
thrown off the program as a result of 
these cuts. That’s a conservative esti-
mate. And since we’ve passed the rule, 
which does not protect the amendment 
that Ms. DELAURO got into the appro-
priations bill, which basically said that 
we’re going to increase WIC funding by 
cutting subsidies to Brazilian cotton 
farmers—that is not protected, so 
somebody on the other side of the aisle, 
I’m sure, will raise a point of order 
against that language, and just like 
that, $147 million will immediately be 
cut from the WIC program, throwing, 
again, 100,000 to 200,000 additional 
women and children off the program. 
This doesn’t make any sense, Madam 
Chair. 

We’re told by my friends on the other 
side of the aisle, well, don’t worry, all 
the faith-based groups will take care of 
everything; that’s what they’re all 
there for. Well, talk to any leader in 
any faith-based community in this 
country, and they will tell you that 
they are working overtime right now 
to try to provide for the struggling 
families in their communities. In every 
part of this country, from urban to sub-
urban to rural, faith-based commu-
nities are stepping up, but they cannot 
do it alone. They need us to be a part-
ner. I don’t know a single faith-based 
leader who would say to anybody in 
this Congress don’t adequately fund 
WIC or don’t adequately fund the 
TEFAP program or these other pro-
grams that provide food and nutrition 
to needy people. 

The fact of the matter is that is not 
an answer. To put the burden on the 
faith-based community is basically an 
excuse for us to do nothing, and that is 
just unacceptable. 

We’ve heard on the other side of the 
aisle, well, there are just so many pro-
grams out there, we’re just eliminating 
all the duplication and triplication. 
Again, this is just another justification 
to try to rationalize the cuts that are 
being made here, but there’s no basis of 
fact. That distortion ignores the fact 
that programs don’t overlap; they com-
plement each other. There is a dif-
ference between programs like SNAP 
and WIC and school lunch programs 
and summer feeding programs. They’re 
not all the same. They’re designed to 
complement each other. And in reality 
they do not provide enough benefits to 
eliminate hunger and food insecurity 
in this country. 

The problem is not that we’re giving 
too much to low-income families. The 
problem is not that we’re giving them 
too much food. That is not the prob-
lem. We have a hunger problem in the 
United States of America. Tens of mil-
lions of our fellow citizens don’t have 
enough to eat. And we’re the richest, 
most powerful country on the planet. 
We should be ashamed of that fact. We 
should be working overtime in this 
body to try to remedy that fact, to 
make sure that the neediest among us 
get what they need. 

By ignoring the plight of the poor, by 
ignoring the plight of those who are 
hungry in this country, they don’t just 
all of a sudden go away. What we do is 
we end up creating other problems 
which turn out to be more costly. Hun-
gry children can’t learn in school. Hun-
gry workers are less productive in the 
workplace. People who don’t have 
enough to eat tend to have their im-
mune systems compromised so that a 
common cold results in their staying in 
a hospital for a prolonged period of 
time. It costs this country a great deal 
that there is food insecurity in Amer-
ica. Hunger is not cheap. It costs a 
great deal, and we are paying billions 
and billions of dollars for that. 

I urge my colleagues to defeat this 
bill. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam 
Chair, I move to strike the last word. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam 
Chair, I don’t know how old my col-
league is who just spoke, but Lyndon 
Johnson worked very hard to pass what 
was called the Great Society. And 
when he passed the Great Society, he 
said we’re going to do away with hun-
ger, we’re going to do away with poor 
people, we’re going to do away with all 
the problems facing mankind in the 
United States. And what happened? 
Things are worse now than they’ve 
ever been with all these social pro-
grams. 

I just spoke a couple of minutes ago 
about what happened after World War 
II. In 1945 the spending was $84 billion. 
In 1946 it dropped 60 percent to $30 bil-
lion. So a 60 percent reduction in 
spending, but it freed up money for the 
private sector, and as a result, in the 
next 2 years there were 41⁄2 million new 
jobs. 

All these giveaway programs and all 
these programs that you guys talk 
about indicating that we don’t care 
about seniors, we don’t care about 
kids, we don’t care about anybody, 
we’re heartless, the fact of the matter 
is the thing that’s heartless is 9.1 per-
cent unemployment. The President, 
when he took office, said he was going 
to keep it under 8 percent. It’s 9.1 and 
it’s going up, not down. The economic 
figures we see today are terrible. Yet 
you want to continue to just keep 
spending money and spending money 
and spending money. 

What we need to do is we need to cut 
spending. We need to cut taxes so peo-
ple will have more disposable income. 
We need to cut business taxes so that 
business has more money to invest so 
they’ll create jobs and create plants 
and equipment. But, no, you want to 
just keep spending on these programs 
and don’t want to make any cuts. 

Spending is out of control. The short-
fall this year is going to be over $1.46 
trillion. We don’t have the money. The 
national debt is over $14 trillion right 
now, and it’s going to get worse over 
the next 10 years by about a trillion 
dollars a year. 

And yet every time we come down 
here and want to cut spending, you 
start saying we don’t care about the 
poor, we don’t care about the kids, we 
don’t care about seniors. And then you 
see ads on TV with the little old lady’s 
foot dragging as we throw her over the 
cliff. 

What kind of nonsense is that? If we 
don’t get our fiscal house in order, 
we’re all going over a cliff. This coun-
try is in terrible fiscal shape right now, 
and we have to get control of spending. 
And it really bothers me every time I 
come down here and I hear you guys 
talking about we don’t care about the 
children, we don’t care about the sen-
iors, we don’t care about anybody. 

What we care about is jobs and cre-
ating an economy that’s growing so 
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that we can once again become the 
great economic power of the world. But 
everything that’s going on with this 
administration and everything that 
you guys keep advocating is putting us 
more and more in the tank. 

And let me tell you something: The 
American people get it. And if you 
don’t think they get it, look at what 
happened in the last election. People 
are tired of the spending, tired of the 
runaway, giveaway programs. They 
want jobs that will create a growing 
economy. And we’re not going to get it 
with more and more spending. 

Keynesian economics, socialistic ap-
proaches to government do not work. 
Free enterprise does. And once again I 
want you to listen to these statistics: 

After 1945 we increased jobs by 41⁄2 
million. At the same time we cut 
spending by 60 percent because we freed 
up the free enterprise system. That’s 
what we ought to be doing right now if 
we’re going to lower unemployment 
and get this economy back on track. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. MOORE. Madam Chair, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from 

Wisconsin is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. MOORE. Madam Chair, I rise in 

strident opposition to the underlying 
bill. 

We’ve all heard Michael Masser and 
Linda Creed’s lyrics, ‘‘I believe the 
children are our future. Teach them 
well and let them lead the way.’’ The 
song is sung by every megastar and 
quoted at every whistlestop by every 
politician. 

b 1600 

Well, if we believe this, then our 
most basic and most fundamental obli-
gation of a civilized society is not only 
to teach them well but to feed them. 

The WIC program is the USDA’s larg-
est discretionary program that pro-
vides assistance to children up to 5 
years of age, to pregnant women, post- 
partum women, breast-feeding women 
who are nutritionally at risk because 
of inadequate nutrition and income. 

We’ve heard a great deal from the 
other side—just recently the previous 
speaker—talk about the importance of 
letting the free market system work, 
that we need jobs. Infants cannot work. 
They are helpless. And according to the 
most recent census, almost 20 percent 
of the Nation’s children are living in 
poverty. A recent report estimates that 
the annual estimated cost of domestic 
hunger is $90.4 billion, the cost of hun-
ger, the consequences of hunger. 

According to the American Commu-
nity Survey, almost half of the chil-
dren living in single, female-headed 
households in my district live in pov-
erty and about 39 percent in Wisconsin 
are poor. 

This program represents in any de-
cent society the basic obligation we 
have to our fellow citizens. Half of the 
babies born in our country each year 
rely on WIC. This bill cuts a dev-
astating $650 million from the WIC pro-

gram; and in my State, this represents 
about 4,800 people who would lose the 
WIC program. 

The Ryan budget cuts an astounding 
$833 million from the WIC program; and 
if you compare this to the Bush cuts, 
which gave the average millionaire a 
$139,199 tax break in 2011, or $2,700 a 
week, that comes up to a total of $866 
million to the wealthiest people in 1 
week. One week of the Bush-era tax 
cuts would pay that WIC for a year for 
the 20 percent of our kids in this coun-
try who are hungry. So that really, in 
my mind, demonstrates what the prior-
ities of this body are. One week of the 
Bush-era tax cuts could feed and fund 
this program. 

Now, if you truly believe that chil-
dren are our future, note that numer-
ous studies have shown that pregnant 
women who participate in the WIC pro-
gram have longer pregnancies, lead to 
fewer premature births, fewer low and 
very low birth weight babies, experi-
ence fewer fetal and infant deaths, seek 
prenatal care earlier in pregnancy, and 
consume more of such key nutrients as 
iron, protein, calcium, vitamins A and 
C. 

Now, if you’re not moved by the 
whole children are our future bit, at 
least be persuaded that not investing 
in WIC is a costly proposition, and I 
know the other side is very concerned 
about costs because several Members 
have pointed out that we have all these 
multiple feeding programs. They’re 
concerned with fraud, and God forbid 
some of these kids might be getting 
three, four, five meals a day based on 
funding of all these programs. 

But pre-term births cost the U.S. 
over $26 billion a year, with the aver-
age first-year medical costs of the pre-
mature, low birth weight baby roughly 
costing $49,000 compared to $4,500 for a 
baby born without complications. WIC 
prenatal care benefits reduce the rate 
of low birth weight babies by 25 per-
cent. 

Now, for those of you who support 
these gargantuan ag subsidies, moneys 
for the various wealthy, I commend to 
you the words of Theodore Parker, a 
minister and abolitionist in the early 
19th century who’s been quoted by both 
Abraham Lincoln, our 16th President, 
and by Dr. Martin Luther King, in 
their epic speeches. Theodore Parker 
said, ‘‘The miser, starving his brother’s 
body, starves also his own soul, and at 
death shall creep out of his great es-
tate of injustice, poor and naked and 
miserable.’’ 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Georgia is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. KINGSTON. First of all, I think 

it would be real interesting, my friend 
from Massachusetts, and I mentioned 
this to you yesterday. I think we would 
both enjoy to see what the results 
would be if we googled our hearing and 
put in the word ‘‘hunger’’ and put in 
the word ‘‘obesity,’’ which one showed 

up the most; and I believe you are 
going to find we talked far more about 
obesity than we did about hunger. 

The question that I have is, on the 
hunger, there are so many food pro-
grams out there and this bill does have 
a $5.6 billion increase in food stamps 
and $1.5 billion increase in school 
lunch, that maybe you and I together 
could focus on where this hunger is be-
cause it could be that there’s maybe an 
ignorance issue more than a hunger 
issue, ignorance in that people do not 
know how to get these programs that 
are out there. 

Let me yield to my friend from Mas-
sachusetts. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Let me just say 
that I don’t think poor people are igno-
rant. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Then let me reclaim 
the time, because I’m trying to have an 
adult conversation, and I clarified what 
‘‘ignorant’’ means, and if you don’t 
know about a program, then you’re ig-
norant about its existence. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. If the gentleman 
will yield, I would also say, the gen-
tleman raised the issue of obesity. 
There is a relationship between food in-
security and obesity and poverty and 
obesity. And so what we’re talking 
about here is the importance of good 
nutrition, and the fact of the matter is 
that a lot of the people that we are try-
ing to target some of these programs to 
don’t have access to good nutrition. 
They live in food deserts where they 
can’t buy good food, where they can’t 
afford fresh fruits and vegetables. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Let me reclaim the 
time, because I wanted to continue the 
discussion. One of the things that per-
haps we could do a better job at is not 
only explaining to people where these 
programs are but also coordinating the 
actual program. 

Now, the previous speaker said that 
some children—and I can’t quote her 
exactly—might be getting four or five 
meals a day. I think it would be good 
in a time of fiscal restraint that we 
talk about, well, can we coordinate 
better. 

Let me yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. I think we’re all for 

efficiency and good coordination, but I 
just want to read one line from a letter 
that Secretary Vilsack sent up here, 
where he says that he is confident the 
proposed funding level in your bill 
would lead to a substantial reduction 
in the program, meaning the WIC pro-
gram, likely by hundreds of thousands 
of participants per month. That is sub-
stantial. That is something we can’t af-
ford. 

Mr. KINGSTON. And that is substan-
tial. But let me say this, the numbers 
that we’re operating on, 2010, there 
were 9.2 million participants. This 
year, it’s 8.9. Next year, the projection 
is less than that because 450,000 people 
less are on it. The base number on the 
bill would be about 8.3 million; but 
with the contingency funds, it could go 
over 9 million people. And as I have 
said to my friend from Massachusetts 
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before, we want to make sure no one 
falls through the cracks. 

But I’m looking at these numbers, 
too, and I know that the group that has 
been cited many times, the numbers 
that they’re using are a different base 
than what we’re using. So I think some 
of this is actually about, well, what is 
that level, and I’m thinking it is the 8 
to 9 million. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. I would also just 

point out to the gentleman that there’s 
another phenomenon going on here, 
and that is the rising cost of food. So 
the numbers that group that you’re re-
ferring to has mentioned are pretty 
conservative. Food costs have been 
going up and up and up, and I think 
every American family can feel that. 
As a result, we’re going to need to step 
up and not undermine these programs 
that, quite frankly, provide people 
basic nutrition of food. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I agree that there is 
an unknown factor on the rising cost of 
food that we’re not sure about. 

Will the gentleman also agree with 
me, though—and we’ve had a very spir-
ited debate, which I know my 
friend—— 

Mr. MCGOVERN. But it’s not an un-
known factor. Food prices are rising. 

Mr. KINGSTON. We don’t know the 
percentage food prices are rising, but 
we do know that this budget would 
allow with contingencies 9 million to 
participate, which is above the current 
level. 

Now, I’m hoping that the economy 
does turn around, but I think it’s very 
important, though, for us to be talking 
about some of these things that are in 
the mix like solid numbers, coordina-
tion of benefits, and also sources that 
people can go to, because the gen-
tleman said, Folks don’t know about 
this program, and we want to help 
them out. 

b 1610 

Ms. DELAURO. I want to offer some 
solid numbers. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Let me yield to my 
friend from Connecticut with the hopes 
that when my time runs out, my friend 
will yield to me as well. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah). The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong 
opposition to the underlying bill where 
the House GOP guts critical food as-
sistance programs that help America’s 
low-income and less fortunate families 
at a time when they need it the most. 
This is yet another chapter in the Re-
publican attack on working families to 
give handouts to special interests. 
First they came after seniors who rely 
on Medicare, and now they’re coming 
after our young children and their 
mothers. 

Millions of Americans are now strug-
gling to get through the worst econ-
omy since the Great Depression, and 
America’s food assistance programs are 
proving to be an essential safety net 
for the jobless and low-income families 
of America. At a time when the need is 
greater than it’s been in generations, 
Congress should be reaffirming our 
commitment to helping these needy 
families, not pulling the rug out from 
under them. But alarmingly, that’s 
just what the Republican Agriculture 
appropriations bill does. 

This bill slashes funding for the nu-
trition program for Women, Infants, 
and Children by $686 million. WIC is a 
program that provides low-income 
pregnant women, new mothers, infants, 
and children with nutritious foods and 
improved access to health care. This 
funding is critical to ensuring Amer-
ica’s new mothers, babies, and young 
children are fed right and grow up to be 
healthy, happy kids. But these slash- 
and-burn cuts completely end food as-
sistance for up to 350,000 low-income 
women and children nationwide. Re-
publicans, take the target off these 
kids. 

Now let’s distinguish between waste-
ful spending and investments that help 
the less fortunate get back on their 
feet. How can anyone say that WIC is 
wasteful when it serves nearly 10 mil-
lion people each year for less than $100 
per person? To some, these dollars may 
not sound like much, but they mean all 
the difference for mothers like Aman-
da. 

Amanda was blessed with three chil-
dren after she was told she couldn’t 
even have one. But working in the food 
industry simply wasn’t enough to sup-
port a family and certainly not one 
with as many needs as Amanda’s. She 
has one son with disabilities, another 
that was born prematurely, and a third 
that requires special formula. All these 
demands quickly stretched her fi-
nances and her time. She couldn’t af-
ford the basics for her baby, like ce-
real, peanut butter, milk, and juice, 
much less the special formula that 
kept her son healthy. She was strug-
gling to get by. But with WIC’s help, 
she was able to make ends meet and 
even found time to get her bachelor’s 
and master’s through online classes 
while raising her kids. Now she is a 
registered nurse working on her Ph.D. 
And it was taking that first step to 
join WIC that helped keep her children 
healthy and helped her make a better 
life for her family. We should be invest-
ing in Amanda and her children, the fu-
ture of our country, not leaving them 
to fend for themselves. 

But instead of helping build a strong-
er American workforce for our future, 
the Republicans are providing more 
breaks so Big Oil can line their pock-
ets. This same bill blocks efforts to 
rein in oil speculators that are manipu-
lating the energy markets at the ex-
pense of American families at the 
pump. And, in fact, in April, Goldman 
Sachs found that this type of unregu-

lated speculation adds over 20 percent 
to the price of oil, and that’s why our 
gasoline prices are going sky high. 

So what was the Republican reaction 
to this? They slashed $30 million in 
funding from the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission which would stop 
this illegal speculation in the oil mar-
kets. So, as they gut funding from 
struggling mothers and tiny babies like 
this, Republicans are keeping gas 
prices high and pouring more profit 
into Big Oil’s coffers. 

We cannot balance the Nation’s budg-
et on the backs of everyday Americans 
just so that Big Oil can make big prof-
its. Stop these cruel cuts to women, 
children, and infants. 

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Chair, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Chair, I rise in oppo-
sition to the underlying bill. 

A mother’s greatest fear is not being 
able to provide food and security for 
her children, not being able to provide 
nourishment for her kids to grow up 
and to learn. She worries about where 
she will find their next meal. Each 
morning, she is greeted by growling 
stomachs and an all-too familiar sense 
of anxiety. This mother is desperate to 
provide food for her hungry children 
and depends on our local food banks. 
But when she arrives at the food bank, 
she finds that the shelves are empty. 
That is the time at which her anxiety 
turns to fear and desperation. 

Some of you might think that I am 
exaggerating, but if you come to my 
district and visit the city of Cleveland 
and other parts of my district, you can 
meet people who, for them, this is their 
reality, just as it is the reality for peo-
ple throughout this Nation who rely on 
essential nutrition programs like 
TEFAP, WIC, and SNAP. 

The Emergency Food Assistance Pro-
gram, better known as TEFAP, pro-
vides food to low-income Americans in 
need of short-term hunger relief 
through food banks. This bill caps 
TEFAP funding at $200 million, which 
is a $51 million cut; and, in addition to 
that, another $12 million in grants for 
TEFAP for storage and distribution 
equipment is also being cut. These cuts 
affect the storage of food that requires 
refrigeration, forcing many food banks 
to only provide unhealthy, nonperish-
able foods. 

And to my friend Mr. KINGSTON, 
there is, indeed, a correlation between 
hunger and obesity. Twenty-five per-
cent of the food distributed at Cleve-
land food banks is from TEFAP, and it 
is some of the most nutritious food 
they have available. Even without the 
cuts that are proposed in this bill, food 
banks are facing a shortage of food, im-
pairing their ability to provide for 
their communities. Parents turn to 
food banks especially in the summer 
when school is out, when their children 
no longer have a guaranteed breakfast 
and/or lunch 5 days a week. 

And it didn’t stop at TEFAP. Also on 
the chopping block is funding for WIC 
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and SNAP. Nearly 50 percent of the ba-
bies born in this country each year rely 
on WIC. The proposed cuts to SNAP 
and WIC would result in hundreds of 
thousands of low-income women, in-
fants, and children losing needed nutri-
tion assistance. These massive cuts to 
WIC would force vulnerable families to 
go hungry, to be completely dependent 
on food banks which, unfortunately, 
are losing vital funding through this 
legislation. 

WIC provides food to almost 9 million 
low-income pregnant and nursing 
women and young children. This bill 
cuts WIC by over $800 million; and it’s 
estimated that, because of these cuts, 
between 350,000 and 475,000 mothers and 
young children will be eliminated from 
the program. If we can just get rid of 
the tax breaks for millionaires and bil-
lionaires for 1 week, as my colleague 
has said, we can pay for the entire WIC 
program for an entire year. These cuts 
will cripple families and could have a 
detrimental effect on the futures of 
these children. 

A quarter of the people in my district 
have difficulty accessing affordable 
food. But the chairman, Mr. ROGERS, 
indicated, ‘‘this legislation reflects 
hard decisions to cut lower priority 
programs so that our Nation continues 
on the path to fiscal recovery.’’ 

To a hungry child, SNAP and WIC 
are not low-priority programs. These 
cuts will not set our Nation on a path 
to recovery but, rather, make it sig-
nificantly more difficult for mothers to 
ensure the safety and health of their 
children. 

So what we are doing is punishing 
children for being poor. That is what 
we are doing. We’re not talking about, 
necessarily, adults. Children have done 
nothing to us. I don’t know how we 
sleep at night. The Bible tells us—and 
I know my friends like to talk about 
faith, and I am a person of strong faith. 
The Bible tells us that the poor will al-
ways be among us. So we need to make 
a provision to take care of the poor. 

First, Republicans came after seniors 
who rely on Medicare, and now they’re 
coming after children and mothers who 
rely on food assistance. Who’s next, 
Mr. Chair? 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
legislation and protect our children 
and pregnant women. 

b 1620 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in strong opposition to the under-
lying bill, H.R. 2112, because of the 
deep cuts to the Women, Infants and 
Children’s program. 

I’ve always been told that you can 
measure the greatness of a society by 
how well it treats its young, how well 
it treats its old, and how well it treats 
those who have difficulty caring for 
themselves. All of us know that there 

is no way that children, infants, can 
adequately care for themselves. 

The WIC program serves pregnant 
women through pregnancy up to 6 
weeks after birth, or after pregnancy 
ends; breast-feeding women up to the 
infant’s first birthday; and non-breast- 
feeding women up to 6 months after the 
birth of an infant or after the preg-
nancy ends, as well as infants up to 
their first birthday and children up to 
age 5. 

Poverty and an identified medical or 
nutritional risk are two eligibility re-
quirements. Nutritious foods, nutrition 
education, and referrals to maternal 
and child health services are among 
the program’s benefits. WIC serves 45 
percent of all infants born in the 
United States. 

Now, there is no way that anyone can 
suggest that any of these individuals, 
especially the children, had anything 
at all to do with their level of poverty 
or the fact that there is not nutritious 
food available to them. And even if 
there were not food desserts, they 
wouldn’t have the money to purchase 
what was available. 

How one can reconcile taking milk 
out of the mouth of babes, or how one 
can suggest that some way or another 
we are spending money when, as the 
gentlelady from Wisconsin pointed out, 
the additional health care cost result-
ing as a result of the individual’s not 
having basic food and care far out-
weighs any money that you could pos-
sibly spend. 

And so it’s not a matter of spending. 
It’s a matter of investing. How do you 
invest in America? You invest by pro-
viding for those who have the greatest 
amount of need. 

I know that we debate whether or not 
we are spending more than we’re tak-
ing in. Well, there’s a way to rectify 
that. We just take in more. We just 
charge people more who can afford to 
pay. 

I don’t believe in overspending. I 
don’t believe in having huge deficits. 
But I don’t believe in seeing people suf-
fer and die because the society in 
which they live will not provide for 
them the basic necessities of life. 

I urge we vote against this legisla-
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NUGENT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

I do want to continue the discussion 
which we’ve had with our friends on 
the other side by pointing out some-
thing I think is very important. I have 
the vote from the CLAIMS Act, No-
vember 30, 2010, on which I voted ‘‘no.’’ 
This vote cut WIC $562 million. So far 
every speaker who’s been on the floor 
voted ‘‘yes’’ to this bill. So in terms of 
following the rhetoric, it’s very dif-
ficult. 

I also want to point out we had a 
vote earlier this year, no, late last 
year, on extending the Bush tax cuts. I 
voted ‘‘no.’’ Did others on that side 
vote ‘‘no’’? 

I’m glad my friend from Connecticut 
did. 

I also want to point out we had a 
vote last week on the Kucinich amend-
ment to get us out of Libya. I voted 
‘‘no’’ on that. I’m not sure how you 
guys voted. I know my friend, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, has been an absolute, very 
consistent critic of the money that we 
are spending and engagement we are 
having in the Middle East. And I re-
spect his philosophy on that. 

But the reason I want to point this 
out is because it appears that when one 
side tries to cut the budget, they’re 
pushing children out the door. But 
when another side cuts the budget, it’s 
okay. 

Ms. DELAURO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KINGSTON. The gentleman from 
Florida controls the time, and I rec-
ommend that he does yield to you. 

Mr. NUGENT. I yield to the gentle-
lady from Connecticut. 

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida and the gen-
tleman from Georgia. Let me first 
comment on the $562 million. There 
have been several references to this in 
the course of the afternoon. This is the 
truth of this effort: $562 million in 
unspent WIC funds were cut last year. 
But the cut did not affect any partici-
pants. The reason it didn’t affect par-
ticipants is that WIC foods cost less. 
There were fewer participants in fiscal 
year 2010, so the funds were not needed. 
That shows you that because there was 
extra money in WIC last year, the 
funds—— 

Mr. NUGENT. Reclaiming my time, I 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I want to comment 
on that. But that’s exactly what we’re 
doing. 

Ms. DELAURO. But the—— 
Mr. KINGSTON. My friend from Con-

necticut, you know that’s what we’re 
doing. 

Ms. DELAURO. Can I finish? 
The Acting CHAIR. Members will 

suspend. The gentleman from Florida 
controls the time. To whom does he 
yield? 

Mr. NUGENT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia has the time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. The participation in 
WIC in 2010 was $9.2 million. Today it’s 
about $8.8 million. This bill, because 
the level has dropped and is dropping, 
is at a level of $8.3 million, but can go 
over $9 million with the contingency. 
So I believe that when you cut WIC 
last year, you did it in good faith. I 
would only ask that you give us that 
good faith too. 

Ms. DELAURO. If the gentleman 
from Florida would continue to yield, 
the cut in this bill is different because 
it does result in the loss of benefits to 
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participants. That’s not my word, but 
the Secretary of Agriculture has said 
hundreds of thousands. 

And from our last conversation, 
which we didn’t finish, you asked about 
rising food prices. And this is from the 
Center for Budget and Policy Prior-
ities. I’m not making up the numbers. 
If the cost of WIC foods increases by 2 
percent between fiscal years 2000 and 
2012, the smallest increase likely, the 
proposed funding cut would force WIC 
to serve roughly 200,000 fewer people in 
2012 and 2011. If it goes to 5 percent, the 
food cost, you’d have to cut roughly 
350,000 people. These are actual num-
bers. 

Mr. NUGENT. Reclaiming my time, I 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Let me say my 
friend from Connecticut will agree, 
though, that if you, on your side, had 
not cut WIC $562 million, that money 
would still be there right now. 

Ms. DELAURO. The fact of the mat-
ter is what we are not asking about is 
not utilizing funds if we don’t need 
them. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is yielding to the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. The point that I’m 
making, Mr. Chair, is that WIC is $562 
million, not because of any Republican 
action, but because of the Democrat 
action. And you know what? I don’t 
question anyone’s motives on this side, 
and I admire their passion. And my 
friend from Connecticut is one of the 
most passionate persons in this body 
when it comes to WIC. And I respect 
that. 

But we also have to look at some of 
these numbers because if they’re just 
air-dropped into this bill, then I can 
certainly understand their outrage. 
But if we look at the long term, where 
WIC was 2 or 3 years ago, where it’s 
going, and the fact that there are three 
contingency funds to pick up the slack 
on this, not to mention a number of 
other good programs. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

b 1630 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Tennessee is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COHEN. The gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. DAVIS) brought up a quote 
about how you look at government. 
And it was Hubert Humphrey who said 
that governments are judged on how 
they treat those in the dawn of life— 
the young; in the twilight of life—the 
old; and the shadows of life—the dis-
abled, people with handicaps. And that 
is the way you should judge it. I some-
times think with this budget and what 
we’re seeing here from the other side is 
they think the way you judge a govern-
ment is by the way it treats the mil-
lionaires, the billionaires, the way it 
treats the oil and gas industry, or the 
way it treats the Wall Street folks who 

do the hedge funds. And I think if 
that’s the way you’re being judged, it’s 
going to be a harsh, harsh condemna-
tion. 

My friend from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) 
came down and he spoke and he said 
something about, look at what hap-
pened in the last election. Well, I’ll tell 
you what happened in the last elec-
tion—it was in New York State and the 
people spoke loudly. In a district that 
in 2010 was strongly Republican, they 
said we don’t want Medicare destroyed, 
we want to keep Medicare, and they 
elected a Democrat. And the people are 
seeing what these budget cuts are 
doing. 

One of the reasons we’ve got all these 
problems and the reasons why we have 
more and more people falling into 
needs for the SNAP program and the 
WIC program and others is because the 
middle class is disappearing in this 
country because jobs are being shipped 
overseas. We’re giving millionaires and 
billionaires tax breaks, and we’re say-
ing everybody should share, but the 
sharing isn’t going to the rich; it’s only 
going to the poor people, and they’re 
getting cut and cut and cut. 

This WIC program, Women, Infants 
and Children, should be the last place 
anybody would consider cutting, it 
should be the absolute totally last 
place; and yet the cuts are there, 13 
percent. The fact is those people are in 
the place in life where if we don’t give 
moneys to the food for pregnant moth-
ers we’re going to have more infant 
mortality. In my district, we’ve got an 
infant mortality rate similar to Third 
World countries. We’ve tried to have 
programs passed up here to deal with 
infant mortality and to study it and to 
try to save the lives of babies, and 
we’re not going to be doing that. 

I’ve heard a lot from the other side 
about being pro-life. We have a dif-
ference on that. I’m pro-choice, but I’m 
pro-life after birth. And pro-life 
shouldn’t just be during a period of ges-
tation; it should include a time after 
birth. And we’re not hearing pro-life- 
type statements and pro-life-type budg-
et provisions; it is all about saving 
money on the backs of the poor. This is 
something that is not appropriate, and 
it’s something that I think should 
shame the other side. 

Mr. KINGSTON is a fine man. I heard 
him say he voted against the Bush tax 
cuts, which I did. I got confused on 
what you did on Libya, but I don’t 
know what that had to do with it. You 
voted with KUCINICH? Well, I didn’t. I 
don’t know what it has to do with 
women, infants, and children. There’s a 
whole lot going on in Africa. That’s an-
other issue. 

The bottom line is he’s a good man, 
but he has a bad provision here, and he 
could see to it that we change that. 
The women and the infants and the 
children are dependent on the man 
from Georgia to try to come up with a 
provision to help them. 

The lady from Connecticut wanted 
some more time a few minutes ago, and 

I would like to yield to her on this 
issue. 

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

The point was is that we are looking 
at the potential and the fact of in-
creased food prices. And again, the 
numbers are not mine, they belong to 
an organization that has very good cre-
dentials on both sides of the aisle in 
this town, the Center on Budget and 
Policy Priorities. They are very clear 
that if that 2 percent increase in food 
price—and that’s viewed as the small-
est increase likely—happens, we will 
see roughly 200,000 fewer people. If it’s 
a 5 percent increase in food prices, that 
there would be a cut of 350,000. 

The Secretary of Agriculture said 
that the proposed amount of money 
would lead to hundreds of thousands of 
people being eliminated from the pro-
gram. He also is very clear, as others 
have been, that there is no carryover 
money, there is no contingency fund. 
And the Center on Budget and Policy 
Priorities reiterates the same effort. 

With regard to the $562 million, my 
only point on that was, I am willing, 
others are willing to say if the funds 
are not needed at that juncture and 
they are extra, yes, they can be used 
for something else. No one is saying 
that the numbers have to be static all 
of the time. But the fact of the matter 
is we are in a different period in 2011 
going into 2012, where there is much 
more serious economic difficulty—ris-
ing food prices, rising rates of people 
who need these programs—and we’re 
just saying let’s have the money that 
we need in order to move forward. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chair, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. MATSUI. I rise today in opposi-
tion to the underlying bill. This legis-
lation makes dangerous cuts to essen-
tial antihunger and nutrition pro-
grams. 

In addition to their plan to privatize 
Medicare, House Republicans are now 
proposing to cut the Women, Infants 
and Children program, otherwise 
known as WIC. This is a much-needed, 
Federally funded health and nutrition 
program which provides support, re-
sources, and education to low-income 
women. 

This preventative public health nu-
trition program connects mothers with 
prenatal care, increases healthy birth 
outcomes, and educates new mothers 
about caring for their children and pro-
viding healthy food options for their 
families. 

In my home State of California, there 
are 82 WIC agencies serving over 1.4 
million women, infants, and children, 
but the bill before us today cuts $650 
million from the program, and these 
cuts we cannot afford to make. 

There are two WIC programs at work 
in my district, and I recently saw first-
hand the critical demand and needs for 
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their services. I witnessed a long line of 
women trying to provide for their fami-
lies and trying to receive the support 
they need to have a healthy pregnancy. 
This WIC office alone has a case load of 
over 32,000 individuals a month but can 
only serve 30,000 because of a lack of 
resources. 

In this economic downturn, people 
who never before knew about WIC now 
find themselves relying on its services 
to feed their families. These include 
State workers who were furloughed, 
nurses and teachers who have lost their 
jobs. Unfortunately, demand for these 
programs is increasing, not decreasing. 
With Sacramento’s unemployment rate 
at 12 percent, these resources are not 
only needed and appreciated but are 
vital. 

One recipient is a mother who once 
thought WIC was only about giving 
free food or formula to low-income 
families, but her perspective about the 
program changed dramatically when 
she enrolled in the program herself. As 
she was expecting her first and only 
child, she entered the program to help 
her family make ends meet. Through-
out her pregnancy, she received nutri-
tion information and referrals. Unfor-
tunately, she was diagnosed with ges-
tational diabetes, but because she was 
on WIC at the time she was seen by a 
dietitian every month. With WIC’s sup-
port, her baby was born healthy and 
she had the support she needed to pro-
vide for her family. 

But the cuts in this legislation do 
not end at WIC. The Commodity Sup-
plemental Food Program, which helps 
supplement meals for low-income indi-
viduals, and The Emergency Food As-
sistance Program, otherwise known as 
TEFAP, which provides food banks 
with food they distribute, are both on 
the chopping block. 

A month ago, I visited the Stanford 
Settlement Senior Center, which par-
ticipates in the California Emergency 
Foodlink Senior Brown Bag Lunch run 
by volunteers, many of whom are re-
cipients themselves. The California 
Emergency Foodlink distributes over 
80,000 pounds of food per month to ap-
proximately 8,000 low-income seniors in 
need in Sacramento County. For many 
of these seniors this is the only nutri-
tious food they will have for a week. 
TEFAP also provides funding for ap-
proximately 18 percent of food that 
comes into the Sacramento food bank. 
This food bank provides a 5-day supply 
of emergency groceries to those who 
are struggling to get by, and over 18,000 
individuals receive fresh groceries from 
this site every month. 

In addition to all of the cuts I’ve 
mentioned, the legislation also in-
cludes report language to stop the 
process of updating the school nutri-
tion standards. It is essential for our 
students to have the nutrition they 
need to be productive and successful at 
school. In the Sacramento City Unified 
School District, approximately 67 per-
cent of students are eligible for free 
and reduced lunches. Without an in-

vestment in proper nutrition, these 
students will not only fall behind in 
their studies, they can also face serious 
health issues. 

b 1640 
Unfortunately, the legislation before 

us proposes some of the hardest cuts to 
endure. I urge my colleagues to oppose 
this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Wyoming is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, the 
speakers have chosen to cut $562 mil-
lion out of WIC, which would have car-
ried forward into this year, and this 
year would have carried forward into 
next year. That’s because the WIC Pro-
gram has a 2-year carryover. So, when 
the previous speakers voted to cut WIC 
by $562 million, they truly were cutting 
money that could have been available 
now. 

The reason they chose to cut that is 
they found a higher priority expendi-
ture than WIC, and when they made 
that choice, they took that money out 
of the program, money which could 
have been available now. They did that 
based on real numbers of WIC partici-
pation, not on estimates. They did it 
on real numbers, and the real numbers 
showed that WIC participation was in 
decline. 

We are now looking at about 8.3 mil-
lion per month in WIC participation 
with about 9 million per month 
fundable via contingency. We are look-
ing at funding WIC at 87 percent of 
what it has been. We’re not looking at 
decimating it. We’re not looking, like 
some people have said on the other 
side, at levels that will cause children 
to go hungry or to starve, as one of the 
people said on the other side of the 
aisle. We’re funding it at 87 percent of 
the level it has been. In addition, there 
are State food programs. There are 
county food programs. There are city 
food programs. There are religious or-
ganization food programs. There is the 
Salvation Army—501(c)(3)-type pro-
grams—neighborhood programs, Meals 
on Wheels programs, food banks; and 
there are goodhearted, wonderful 
Americans who help their neighbors in 
need. 

This is an adequate budget in tough 
economic times. In addition, as I said 
earlier, we are funding a net increase 
in food programs because we are in-
creasing the amount of money that 
will go to food stamps and school 
lunches. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Will the gentlelady 
yield? 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gentle-
lady for yielding. 

I guess my question to the gentlelady 
is: Does she believe we do not have a 
hunger or a food and security problem 
in this country and that everything is 
being taken care of? 

My other question is: Why are Bra-
zilian cotton farmers more important 
than poor pregnant women and their 
children?—because that’s another 
choice we’re making here. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. In reclaiming my 
time, I do not believe that cotton farm-
ers in either the United States or 
Brazil are more important than WIC 
Program participants. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Do you believe we 
have a hunger problem? 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, our 
committee is only able to look at dis-
cretionary spending. We cannot look at 
mandatory spending, and we cannot 
look at programs that are subject to 
the 5-year farm bill, such as subsidies 
for farmers. I think subsidies for farm-
ers can go by the wayside, and I hope 
that when the Ag Committee meets to 
restructure the 5-year farm bill that 
they will do away with farmer sub-
sidies. 

I think it is ridiculous that we are 
paying cotton growers subsidies in this 
country that violate the World Trade 
Organization to an extent that we then 
have to subsidize Brazilian cotton 
growers in order to rectify our viola-
tion of the WTO. That’s one of the 
most ridiculous things I’ve ever heard. 
I wish we could have addressed that in 
this bill. 

I wish we could have addressed the 
categorical eligibility that is available. 
Once you qualify for one type of Fed-
eral program, you’re eligible for all of 
them whether you need them or not. I 
wish we could address how much 
money people get on earned income tax 
credits. I wish we could make sure that 
100 percent of the people in this coun-
try paid a little bit of tax and that the 
rich people paid a lot more. 

None of that is true, and none of that 
is within the purview of the Appropria-
tions Committee with regard to discre-
tionary spending. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. I rise in opposition to 
the underlying bill. Mr. Chairman, it is 
often said that a society can be judged 
by how it treats its young, its elderly 
and the less fortunate. Today is a per-
fect example of that. 

Instead of feeding the women, infants 
and children, it appears that the Re-
publicans in Congress are slashing the 
Ag budget to make room for more tax 
breaks for the wealthy. Let’s have a 
look at how these priorities balance 
out. If we got rid of tax breaks for mil-
lionaires and billionaires for one mea-
sly week, we would pay for the entire 
WIC Program for a year—a full year. 
So let’s get this straight. 

During these times when there is a 
job shortage, when a person has a job 
but wages are lower than they should 
be, when the cost of food is very high 
and when we have low taxes on the 
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rich, pregnant women will go hungry 
and their babies will be born under-
weight so that someone can afford an-
other beach vacation. Kids will go 
without breakfast so that someone can 
buy a second home. 

First, the Republicans in Congress 
passed the Ryan budget act to dis-
mantle Medicare for our seniors and for 
our disabled. Now they want to take 
food from the mouths of needy children 
and women. Honestly, Mr. Chairman, I 
don’t know how they sleep at night. 

This shouldn’t be a partisan issue. 
There are WIC recipients in every sin-
gle congressional district in this coun-
try—red States, blue States. Hunger 
doesn’t see political affiliation. This is 
not some abstract political theory. 
There are real women and children in 
every single congressional district who 
will have to forgo meals. How many of 
us have ever given up a meal so that a 
child could eat or have explained to a 
3-year-old why there won’t be lunch 
today or have soothed a crying baby 
who won’t get formula? 

We should end this shameful spend-
ing of $10 billion a month in Afghani-
stan. We should bring our troops home. 
We should stop the war tax. We should 
tax millionaires and billionaires. We 
should create jobs. We should vote 
against this bill. Let’s show America’s 
working families that we stand with 
them and that we will be there for 
them during times of need. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 

Chairman, I know this is a very, very 
tough state of affairs and time frame 
that we are in. I also know this is a 
time when America calls upon all of us 
to stand not for our individual selfish 
interests but to look at the country as 
a united team that believes in lifting 
the boats of all people. 

I want to thank my friends who have 
struggled on this committee to deal 
with the bare necessities of life, of 
food. That is why I come today, unfor-
tunately, to oppose this legislation, be-
cause it does not take into account 
that without sustenance and nutrition 
that people die. 

b 1650 

It is plain and simple. We are not 
talking about knicknacks or trains, 
buses, highways, bridges, all very im-
portant and job creators, and in fact ef-
forts that the Democrats have made 
very clear that they are the job cre-
ating caucus for the press and push 
that we have made or are making in 
America. We have asked our colleagues 
to join us. But today we talk about 
feeding people. 

I rose earlier today to say that it is 
in the DNA of the 18th Congressional 
District, because one of my prede-
cessors, Mickey Leland, actually died 
delivering food to starving people 
around the world. He thought so much 

of hunger in America that he organized 
the Select Committee on Hunger, 
joined by Tony Hall and Congressman 
Emerson; and his legacy was that we 
cannot do without substance. 

So it makes no sense to cut $3 billion 
from WIC; a WIC program that indi-
cates that WIC moms are more likely 
to have initiated breast feeding than 
low-income non-WIC moms. Middle- to 
high-income moms are more likely to 
have initiated breast feeding than both 
WIC and low-income non-WIC. One in 
five children do not drink water easily. 
WIC children were more likely to drink 
juice daily than children not on WIC. 
Ninety-three percent of children drink 
milk daily. About one-quarter of all 
children had drunk seven or more 
sugar-sweetened beverages in the pre-
vious week. These are without the abil-
ity to have nutritious meals. This is in 
my own State of Texas, which indi-
cates that food does not matter in 
terms of how wealthy a State may be. 

So I can’t imagine why, as my col-
leagues have said, we can’t find $3 bil-
lion from the $10 billion a month that 
is being spent in Afghanistan and the 
moneys that have been stolen in Iraq, 
where we don’t even know where it is. 
It is all about priorities. 

So I rise today to express great con-
sternation over the cut in WIC and to 
indicate that WIC is about growing, it 
is about providing nutrition so that 
children can think, so that they can be 
able to be strong leaders. It is to grow 
children healthy, it is to stop disease, 
it is to provide the kind of immune sys-
tem that thwarts disease. 

In a State like Texas, the 18th Con-
gressional District which I represent 
has a strong work ethic. I am so proud 
of them. But they also have a rate of 
poverty that is frightening. Food inse-
curity in my district ranks number 32 
in the Nation. That means that there 
are only 31 districts ahead that have 
that degree of food insecurity. And yet 
I am going to have to go home and tell 
them that the priorities of this Con-
gress were something other than feed-
ing children and providing mothers, 
prenatal and prenatal condition and 
after birth, the kind of resources to 
provide for a healthy child. 

That means my pre-K little babies 
will be going to school hungry. That 
means they will come home to a non- 
dinner. And that means that we as a 
country have failed in our natural 
value that we all are created equal 
with certain inalienable rights of life 
and liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness. 

It is shocking to be able to stand 
here today and know they are cutting 
Medicare and Medicaid, and now they 
add insult to injury that they are cut-
ting food stamps and the WIC program. 
So I guess our soldiers, who them-
selves, young soldiers, young families 
on food stamps, will suffer as well. 

But the WIC program, that has got-
ten blamed for everything but what is 
right, and that is the Women, Infants 
and Children program provides nutri-

tion for healthy children, and to stand 
here today to have to look Americans 
in the face and those in the 18th Con-
gressional District who are 32nd in food 
insecurity and say that we do not have 
the money. 

Mr. Chairman, I am asking my col-
leagues to go back to the drawing 
board. Don’t put this bill on the floor. 
Take it off, because you are now hand-
ing to the children of this Nation a 
ticket that says no food at the end, no 
food at this table, no food. 

Mr. CICILLINE. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Rhode Island is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. CICILLINE. I rise in opposition 
to the underlying bill. 

Mr. Chair, I rise today in defense of 
76,000 residents of the First Congres-
sional District of Rhode Island, which I 
have the privilege of representing who, 
according to the advocacy group Feed-
ing America, are at risk of losing their 
ability to feed themselves and their 
families. That is because this week the 
majority party in the House is ready to 
vote on a measure that will undermine 
the safety net in this country designed 
for our Nation’s women, infants and 
children. 

Mr. Chairman, we all know that one 
of the greatest challenges before us is 
reducing our deficit, but we have to do 
it in a way that is consistent with our 
values, consistent with the values of 
our great country. And this week we 
will be voting on a measure that fails 
those values miserably. 

If the majority party has their way 
and denies necessary funding to a crit-
ical safety net for some of our Nation’s 
most vulnerable citizens, nearly 1,000 
women, infants and children in Rhode 
Island’s First District will be denied 
the assistance they need to survive. 

WIC represents the most basic obliga-
tion we have to our fellow citizens 
most in need—food and nutrition. On 
top of that, it is an incredibly cost-ef-
fective program, serving nearly 10 mil-
lion Americans each year and costing 
less than $100 per person. In my dis-
trict, more than 18 percent of the resi-
dents suffer from food insecurity and 
depend on WIC to make ends meet. 

At a time when the middle class in 
our country is being crushed with high 
unemployment and still reeling from a 
housing crisis that has left countless 
families in foreclosure, we are seeing 
more and more people in need of assist-
ance just to get by. And it is not just 
affecting people without jobs. It is 
folks who have a job as well, but they 
have had their wages cut or they have 
had their wages diminished or their 
hours cut. 

This is not the time to allow people 
to lose the lifelines they need to sur-
vive. We have helped the auto industry. 
We have helped big banks. It is time to 
sustain support for families that are 
most in need and have been most dev-
astated by this difficult economy. 

Yet we see again this week another 
attack by the Republican majority in 
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the House on working families while 
they continue to fight to protect sub-
sidies for Big Oil and to protect tax 
breaks for the outsourcing of jobs over-
seas. First they come after seniors by 
trying to end Medicare, and now they 
are coming after women, children, and 
infants who rely on food assistance. 

We should not be destroying pro-
grams upon which citizens rely for 
their most basic needs in order to fund 
tax breaks for millionaires and billion-
aires or big subsidies for the big oil 
companies. If we got rid of tax breaks 
for millionaires and billionaires for one 
week, we could pay for the entire WIC 
program for an entire year. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
proposal, to ensure instead that fami-
lies most in need who have been hard-
est hit by this recession have access to 
food and nourishment. We have the 
ability to provide nourishment to fami-
lies, and that is a cornerstone of a free 
and decent society. We cannot abandon 
this great responsibility. 

I yield to the gentlelady from Wis-
consin. 

Ms. MOORE. Thank you so much for 
yielding. 

I just wanted a few seconds to clarify 
something I have heard over and over 
again. We continue to say that first 
they have come after the seniors with 
Medicare and Medicaid and now they 
are coming after the children. No. We 
ended the entitlement to AFDC back in 
the nineties, and WIC is not an entitle-
ment like the SNAP program, the food 
stamp program. It is not an entitle-
ment like school lunch programs. 

So what this bill does is it double- 
downs on not providing food to infants 
and children. No, we have already cut 
the entitlement and snatched the safe-
ty net from underneath kids. This dou-
ble-downs on that. We have torn the 
safety net for children, and now we are 
pulling it through the shredder for the 
second time. 

As a person who has personally had 
sugar sandwiches, mayonnaise sand-
wiches and mustard sandwiches, I can 
tell you that funding this program at 
only 87 percent of its value will mean 
we will see a lot more malnourishment 
in our communities. 

Mr. CICILLINE. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Maryland is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
wanted to spend just a few moments 
putting our discussions in context. 
This year, the deficit will be perhaps as 
much as $1.6 trillion. 

b 1700 

Now, our total discretionary spend-
ing—that’s the money that we vote 
here to spend, and spend nearly a year 
doing it—is a little over a trillion dol-
lars. A bit more than half of that is the 
Defense budget. What that means is if 
we didn’t have any government that we 

vote to spend money for here, if we had 
no Defense, we had no Homeland Secu-
rity, if we had no EPA, if we had no 
NIH, if we had no WIC program, if we 
had none of the myriad Departments of 
government that serve us every day, 
we’d still have a half-trillion-dollar 
deficit. I’m not sure that the reality of 
this has gotten through to our Con-
gress or the American people. 

Another way of looking at this is 
that we have revenues of about $2.2 
trillion a year, but our mandatory 
spending—that’s interest on the debt 
and our means-tested welfare programs 
and Medicaid and Medicare and Social 
Security—are several hundred billion 
dollars more than that. What that 
means is that one second after mid-
night on January 1, we’re already in 
debt that year several hundred billion 
dollars, and we haven’t even started to 
pay for the defense of our country, for 
Homeland Security, for NIH, for the 
WIC program, or for any of these many, 
many programs that our government 
supports. 

There is no way with the meager cuts 
that we’re making in these budgets 
that we’re voting on that we’re ever 
going to get to anything near a bal-
ance. 

Mr. CONYERS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONYERS. Thank you very 
much, sir. We’re good friends. 

What you’re telling me, I presume, is 
that you approve a $650 million cut 
from the Women, Infant, and Children’s 
fund. Is that correct? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was just trying to 
put in context our discussion here and 
what it means. 

Reclaiming my time, we have a $1.6 
trillion deficit. We’re coming close to 
that this year. The Ryan budget was 
kind of an expression of his roadmap. 
And in the last Congress only eight of 
us had the courage to sign on to his 
roadmap, because it was pretty tough. 
This year, when he filed that roadmap 
again, I think 13 of us signed on. And 
then we had the Ryan budget, which is 
even tougher, I think, than his road-
map, but what else was there to vote 
for, and almost nobody read it, so we 
voted for it anyhow. 

The Ryan budget doesn’t balance for 
25 years. It doesn’t balance for 25 years. 
That means with that budget, with all 
of its austerity, for 25 years we still are 
accumulating more and more and more 
debt. Every six hours we have another 
billion-dollar deficit, which means an-
other billion-dollar debt. About every 
12 hours we have another billion-dollar 
trade deficit. 

Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to put 
our discussions in context. I have 10 
kids and 17 grandkids and two great- 
grandkids. I sure would like to leave 
them a country better than the coun-
try as I find it. And it’s going to be 
really tough to do that. What I want 
for us to do as Republicans and Demo-
crats, conservatives and liberals, is to 

sit down and talk through this. How 
are we going to solve this problem? 
Grandstanding and making these polit-
ical points is not going to get us there. 

Mr. Chairman, we have got to do 
something serious. I don’t see the Con-
gress doing that. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HOYER. I move to strike the last 

word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Maryland is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

I thank Mr. BARTLETT from Maryland 
for making the case. I tell my friends 
that when they say women and chil-
dren first, it means to save them, not 
to throw them overboard. Women and 
children first means that they are the 
most vulnerable and need to be lifted 
up, need to be protected, need to be 
given the hand up, not the handout. 

Ladies and gentlemen of this House, I 
rise in opposition to this bill. I thank 
my friend from Maryland, for whom I 
have great respect. I think in fact he 
did put this in context. We will not bal-
ance the budget on the backs of chil-
dren. We will not balance this budget 
on the backs of women who need nutri-
tion and health care. That’s not how 
we’re going to balance the budget. And 
the gentleman from Maryland made 
that point I think very effectively. 

If we cut out all defense and discre-
tionary spending, we wouldn’t balance 
our budget. That’s the magnitude of 
the problem that faces us. But a great 
country, America, should not ask our 
children who need nutritional pro-
grams, who need health programs, to 
pay the price—to pay the price of our 
responsibility because we have failed 
to pay for what we buy. 

But let us not repair to our little 
children and their mothers to pay the 
bill that we refuse to pay while at the 
same time we pass a rule the first day 
in this House that provides for $5 tril-
lion in tax cuts for the wealthiest in 
America, including me. I don’t want a 
tax cut if it means that a child goes 
hungry in America, the richest Nation 
on the face of the Earth. That is not 
my priority. That is not my morality. 
That is not my faith. Lift up the little 
children. 

Surely, America is not a country 
that wants to see its children go hun-
gry or its pregnant women go without 
services they need for healthy babies. 
Surely, America is a generous enough 
country to feed those who need food. 
My faith tells me to feed the hungry, 
house the homeless, clothe those who 
have no clothes. 

I rise in opposition to this bill and I 
rise in strong opposition to attempts to 
dramatically cut the food programs 
that serve some of our most vulnerable 
constituents. Erskine Bowles, a Demo-
crat, and Alan Simpson, a Republican 
and former member of the United 
States Senate, just issued a report. In 
that report it lays forth a number of 
premises on which that report is based. 
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And one of its first premises is: do not 
hurt the vulnerable in America. Be-
cause, as my friend from Maryland 
points out, that won’t get you to where 
we need to get. And we need to get 
there. I’m going to work with my 
friend from Maryland, a Republican, 
and all Republicans who know that we 
need to get to balanced budgets to re-
duce debt, and my friends on my side of 
the aisle. 

This appropriations bill would sharp-
ly reduce funding for the vital nutri-
tion programs for women, infants, and 
children. Surely, Americans did not 
send us a message to go to Washington 
and undermine women, infants, and 
children. At a time when we are still 
recovering from the worst economic 
crisis in a generation, where unemploy-
ment is unacceptably high, where peo-
ple have lost their homes, where too 
many people are in great distress, sure-
ly this is not a time to say, We turn 
our back on you. 

This bill is pushing to cut $37 million 
in support for hungry, low-income sen-
iors, not just women, infants, and chil-
dren. This bill cuts seniors as well. 
Surely, our people did not send us to 
this Congress to cut seniors. Also, $11 
million in support for our community 
food banks. By the way, if you visited 
your food bank, you know that there is 
more demand on our food banks than 
there has ever been. 

Ladies and gentlemen, reject this 
bill. Stand up for the values of America 
and of our people. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CONYERS. I would like to follow 
on to our great whip’s very moving 
statement and ask our good friend ROS-
COE BARTLETT, a distinguished Member 
from Maryland, whether or not he 
would pass a bill that would cut fund-
ing in the amount of $650 million for 
women, infant, and children out of the 
Department of Agriculture’s program. 
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So in the four decades that I have 
served and have been honored to serve 
in this Congress, I believe that we will 
have reached an all-time low today if 
we pass a bill that will cut funding for 
the Department of Agriculture’s 
Women, Infants, and Children program. 

Ladies and gentlemen, my brothers 
and sisters, how can anybody in Con-
gress with a conscience seriously con-
sider passing a bill, or even proposing 
one, that would result in more hunger 
for hundreds of thousands of the poor-
est and neediest low-income children 
across this Nation who are already suf-
fering from hunger and malnutrition? 

I fail to understand the logic of any 
elected official who serves in Congress 
who would actually support a $650 mil-
lion cut from the Women, Infants, and 
Children program during one of the 
worst economic downturns since the 

Great Depression without feeling some 
kind of moral or ethical guilt for doing 
so. 

The Women, Infants, and Children 
program serves nearly 10 million peo-
ple each year and costs less than $100 
per person. What could be more impor-
tant than supporting a Federal pro-
gram that provides nutritious food to 
new mothers, babies, and children 
under 5 who have been identified as nu-
tritionally at risk? 

Cutting the Women, Infants, and 
Children program for poor children and 
mothers is clearly an abandonment of 
our family values. Promoting policies 
that we know will result in scores of 
children feeling the painful sting of 
hunger, not being able to focus in 
school or not being able to do their 
homework, is far from what I would 
consider having good family values. It 
is simply un-American, immoral, 
heartless, and unconscionable to take 
food away from the mouths of hungry 
children in the name of deficit reduc-
tion. Ladies and gentlemen, have we no 
shame? 

The majority of Americans do not 
support slashing vital food and nutri-
tion programs for our Nation’s poorest 
children. Let’s get rid of the tax breaks 
for billionaires so all children in this 
country can live the American dream 
and not go to bed hungry at night. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I move to strike 
the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I rise today in 
strong opposition to H.R. 2112, the Ag-
riculture appropriations bill. And like 
so many before me, I’m particularly 
opposed to cuts in funding to provide 
food and nutrition to American fami-
lies, to pregnant women and infants 
and children and seniors and families 
struggling in this country to put food 
on the table at a time of rising unem-
ployment and poverty. 

I have to tell you I am at a loss to 
understand why my Republican col-
leagues are so insistent in providing 
even more tax breaks to millionaires 
and billionaires that they are willing 
to take food from children. In the Re-
publican world view, apparently, tax 
cuts to the very wealthy and subsidies 
to big oil companies and companies 
that send jobs overseas are a bigger 
priority than Medicare and Medicaid 
and education. And, again, in this bill 
they even take food out of the mouths 
of hungry children to give those tax 
breaks. 

Understand what this bill does. The 
Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram, which provides low-income sen-
iors with emergency food and nutrition 
education, is cut by more than 20 per-
cent, or $40 million. In this bill the Re-
publicans will take food out of the 
mouths of hungry, poor, old people. 

The SNAP reserve fund will get $2 
billion less. SNAP, formerly called food 

stamps, provides critical nutrition sup-
port to low-income families, and the 
reserve helps meet the demands cre-
ated by unexpected participation in 
higher-than-projected food costs, food 
costs everybody knows are going way 
up. And with high unemployment and 
food prices rising, the reserve fund is 
more likely to be tapped than ever be-
fore, and depleting reserve funds will 
increase the likelihood of a food crisis 
in the United States of America. 

Let me tell you what these cuts 
mean to people in Illinois. Lorraine 
Dzieginski is 82 years old and started 
receiving Social Security benefits at 
age 65. Her monthly benefit is $695 a 
month. But this amount doesn’t even 
cover her property taxes, her home in-
surance, her supplemental health in-
surance and utilities. That amounts to 
well over $700. She relies partially on 
the SNAP, or food stamp program, to 
feed herself. Her monthly benefit is $16, 
the minimum SNAP allotment. Repub-
lican cuts likely mean that other sen-
iors like Ms. Dzieginski will be turned 
away from SNAP if they find them-
selves in that circumstance next year. 
Our seniors deserve better. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Will the gentle-
woman yield? 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I want to remind 
you SNAP actually goes up $5.6 billion 
on this, and you’re not talking about 
it, but school lunch also goes up $11⁄2 
million. So I did want to say that the 
SNAP portion of this bill does go up 
$5.6 billion. 

I thank the gentlewoman for yield-
ing. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Thank you very 
much. It’s still $2 billion lower than 
the President’s request. 

We want to make sure the money is 
there at a time of high unemployment, 
of disappearing 401(k)s and savings. 
And the Emergency Food Assistance 
Program is cut by more than 20 per-
cent, or $60 million. And TEFAP pro-
vides commodities to food banks to as-
sist in relief efforts. And with unem-
ployment still high, and I know this in 
my district, many people who used to 
contribute to food banks are now wait-
ing in line to get the food to keep food 
on their tables. And with diminished 
Federal support, they may show up 
only to find empty shelves. 

And then we get to the WIC program. 
I’m a mother and a grandmother, and 
for the first time in American history, 
we will turn away eligible mothers and 
children from the program, an effective 
program. With it, infants and children 
can get a healthy start in life, and 
without it they can suffer from lifelong 
health problems. For every dollar 
spent, WIC provides health care savings 
of as much as $3—$3 for every $1 spent. 

So we talk a lot about children, 
we’ve talked a lot about seniors in this 
House, but let’s be clear. The choice be-
fore us is not whether we have to deny 
children food in order to reduce the 
deficit. The choice is whether we will 
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make millionaires and billionaires pay 
their fair share so that low-income 
mothers, infants, and children will be 
fed. 

The choice is clear. Vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this legislation. 

b 1720 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chair, 
I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. I rise 
today in opposition to the underlying 
bill, H.R. 2112, the Agriculture, Rural 
Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act of 2012, and the cuts to 
the WIC program. 

We want to talk about right to life. 
WIC is a right to life. It’s an essential 
program that offers nutrition, edu-
cation, breast feeding support, refer-
rals, and a variety of nutritious foods 
to low-income pregnant, breast feeding 
and postpartum women, infants, and 
children up to the age of 5. The pro-
gram is administered through county 
health departments, hospitals, mobile 
clinics, community centers, schools, 
public housing sites, migrant health 
centers and camps, and Indian health 
service facilities. 

In New York State, the WIC program 
provides services to nearly one-half 
million low-income women, infants, 
and children through 103 local WIC 
agencies statewide. Local agencies 
such as Brooklyn’s Healthy Start have 
provided WIC services to low-income 
women in my district for more than 20 
years. It is the work of the Brooklyn 
Healthy Start and other WIC programs 
who are on the front lines that are 
fighting against this country’s already 
shamefully high infant mortality rate. 
Decreasing funding to WIC programs 
will undoubtedly increase my district’s 
infant mortality rate and infant mor-
tality rates across this Nation. 

Given the spike in demand for WIC 
and other nutrition programs like 
SNAP and food stamps, school meals, 
summer, after-school, and child care 
food programs, it is unconscionable 
that the Republican-led Congress is 
seeking to cut these critical programs 
that help seniors, children, and low-in-
come people who aspire to be part of 
our Nation’s middle class. 

First, Republicans went after our Na-
tion’s seniors who rely on Medicare, 
and now they’re going after the chil-
dren and mothers who rely on our so-
cial compact for food assistance. If we 
got rid of tax breaks for multimillion-
aires and billionaires for just 1 week, 
we would pay for the entire WIC pro-
gram for a year. 

It is my belief that cuts to the WIC 
program are based on an ideological 
political rationale that defies human 
understanding and not an honest desire 
to cut deficits. This Agriculture appro-
priations bill continues to protect tax 
cuts for multimillionaires while having 
poor women and children stuck to pay 
the dear price. 

WIC has been shown to improve the 
health of pregnant women, new moth-
ers, and infants and children. The food 
provided through WIC is a good source 
of essential nutrients that are often 
missing from the diets of women and 
young children. WIC participants have 
longer, healthier pregnancies and fewer 
premature births. 

We all understand the need to reduce 
the deficit, but we must do so in a way 
that is consistent with our shared val-
ues. It is a moral imperative that we 
look after those who are forgotten, 
marginalized in our society. In the 
words of a prolific, poetic philosopher, 
Kanye West, ‘‘How could you be so 
heartless?’’ Republicans shouldn’t de-
stroy programs upon which citizens de-
pend on the most in exchange to pay 
for $45 billion in tax breaks for multi-
millionaires. Shame. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this bill and protect low-income 
women, infants, and children. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ELLISON. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, we’re 
told that we’re broke, we’re broke, and 
because we’re broke, we can’t possibly 
pay for things like women, infants, and 
children. We can’t have a jobs bill. We 
can’t build our Nation’s infrastructure. 
We can’t, we can’t, we can’t. We have 
to cut because, according to some, 
we’re broke. 

But when we think about how the 
bounty of this Nation is spread, we’re 
not so broke that we can’t give sub-
sidies to oil companies. We’re not so 
broke that we can’t ask the richest 
Americans to do a little more. We’re 
not so broke that we don’t call upon 
people whom America has benefited 
and allowed them to become million-
aires and say, You know what? Now 
your Nation needs you. We’re told, No, 
those people don’t have to sacrifice, 
but we’re broke. 

So women and infants and children 
and seniors, they have to sacrifice. 
They have to go without. They have to 
tighten their belts. It’s a shame. 

We’re not asked to be one America, 
to bear the burden together. If there’s 
a burden to be borne, surely oil compa-
nies can bear it with the American peo-
ple. If there’s a burden to be borne, 
surely the wealthiest among us can 
pitch in and help out. But not accord-
ing to the Republican majority. Ac-
cording to them, we’re broke, and the 
poor must suffer. The aged must do 
without. Those in need have to figure 
out how to make it one more day be-
cause we’re broke, and we have to take 
food out of the mouths of infants and 
pregnant mothers. And because we’re 
broke, we need to increase the risk of 
food-borne illness. And because we’re 
broke, we cannot afford to pay cops on 
the beat who are going to regulate the 
speculators on Wall Street who drive 
up the price of gasoline and food. We 

can’t pay for these important public 
servants because they say we’re broke. 
But we’re not too broke to ask our oil 
companies to help. We’re not too broke 
to ask the top 2 percent to pitch in. 

The day must come, Mr. Chair, when 
the poor are not thought to have too 
much and the rich are not thought to 
have too little. The day must come 
when we have to be one America and 
come together to deal with the burdens 
of this Nation and not leave the 
wealthiest and the most privileged 
scott free while the other people have 
to bear the burden of ‘‘we’re broke.’’ 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KUCINICH. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, my 

colleagues, what we really have here is 
a discussion not so much as to which 
party has moral superiority here, but 
it’s really a deeper question about 
what’s the purpose of our Nation and 
whether we are aligned with the 
Founding Fathers’ spiritual principles, 
because while the Founders separated 
church and State, they did not intend 
our Nation to be separated from spir-
itual principles. 

And I think that at this moment, if 
we really want to sincerely appreciate 
the dilemma that we have created with 
these cuts, we need to reflect on some 
of our own spiritual training for those 
of us who are Christian, when, in John 
21:15, Jesus was dining with his apos-
tles. And so when they dined, Jesus 
said to Simon Peter, Simon, son of 
Jonas, lovest thou me more than 
these? 

He said unto him, Yea, Lord, thou 
knowest that I love thee. 

And the Lord said to him, Feed my 
lambs. 

He said to him again, the second 
time, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou 
me? 

He said unto him, Yea, Lord, thou 
knowest that I love thee. 

And the Lord answered, Feed my 
sheep. 

He said unto him the third time, 
Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me? 

Peter was grieved because he said 
unto him the third time, Lovest thou 
me? And he said unto him, Lord, thou 
knowest all things. Thou knowest that 
I love thee. 

Jesus said unto him, Feed my sheep. 
There are spiritual principles at 

stake here. We know what the right 
thing is to do. We know that feeding 
the hungry is a corporal work of 
mercy. We know that we have a respon-
sibility to do this. We know that when 
the Bible says, Whatever you do for the 
least of my brothers and sisters, you do 
for me, in Matthew 25, that we’re actu-
ally referring to how spiritual is the 
act of feeding the poor. 
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This decision that we make with re-
spect to whether or not we are going to 
fully fund the Women, Infants, and 
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Children program does have profound 
spiritual consequences. We cannot es-
cape them. ‘‘For when I was hungry, 
you gave me food,’’ remember that. 
When I was hungry, you gave me food. 
You didn’t give me war. You didn’t 
give me a tax break. You didn’t give 
me an oil depletion allowance. When I 
was hungry, you gave me food. Who 
among you, the Bible asks, if his son 
asks for bread, would give him a stone? 
These are spiritual principles we’re 
talking about here. This really goes to 
the core of who we are as a Nation, 
whether we recognize people who are 
out there are suffering. People may not 
have a roof over their head. Mothers 
may be living in a car, having to tend 
to their children. 

America today is not the country it 
was at its founding, but it can be a Na-
tion that aspires to great things again. 
But it cannot do it if we forget the 
poor, if we forget the children, if we 
forget their mothers, if we tell them 
that, No, you cannot have the re-
sources you need to be able to provide 
proper nutrition to your child so that 
he or she can grow up in this United 
States of America to be a full partici-
pant in the affairs of this Nation. 

This is a defining moment for who we 
are as a Nation. This isn’t about 
whether we’re Democrats or Repub-
licans. This is about whether we are 
prepared to realign ourselves with the 
deeper truths of the spiritual mission 
of the United States of America. Feed 
the hungry. Feed my sheep. When I was 
hungry, you gave me food. Restore 
these cuts. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I yield to my 
honorable colleague from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gen-
tleman from Indiana for yielding. I 
want to make a couple of points. 

Number one, this bill increases food 
stamps by $5.6 billion. Now, somebody 
has said, But that’s not as much as the 
President requested. Well, it is an in-
crease of $5.6 billion. And I’m sorry, 
the President’s crystal ball isn’t al-
ways the best one. I don’t need to re-
mind you about last summer’s celebra-
tion of recovery or whatever it was 
called. School nutrition goes up $1.5 
billion under this bill. 

We did what has been done in the 
past with WIC. We fund the participa-
tion level that is anticipated. Last 
year, the Democrats voted to cut WIC 
funding by $562 million. I have got the 
votes right here for any Democrat who 
is not sure how he or she voted. I want 
to give you the vote. I will put it in the 
RECORD so everybody can have a 
chance to look at it because after a 
while, I have to wonder. I also have the 
vote record for extending the Bush tax 
cuts, which was signed by President 
Obama. I have the vote record for that. 
I want to say to some of my friends 
over there, I voted ‘‘no’’ on that. Very 
important. 

This bill funds WIC at 8.3 million par-
ticipants. Now, if it goes up to over 9 
million, the contingency fund is there 
to cover that. The contingency fund for 
WIC alone is $350 million. It would have 
been higher, Mr. Chairman, but the 
Democrats voted to cut it $562 million 
last year for an unrelated account. 
Now, to quote one of the well-known 
Democrats, That’s an inconvenient 
truth to some of the speakers here to-
night. But it is very important. 

It is not the intention of this bill to 
let anybody go hungry. And any time 
the Bible is quoted on the floor of the 
House, I think it’s a good thing. But I 
think there are some lessons in there 
that if there is a target on children’s 
backs, perhaps it’s the fact that our 
Nation is over $14 trillion in debt; and 
for every dollar we spend, 40 cents is 
borrowed, much of that from China. 
And who do you think is going to pay 
that back? It’s not going to be the gen-
erations who are making the decisions. 
It’s going to be the children. 

So what our challenge is, Mr. Chair-
man, is to balance the fiscal need with 
the heart, and I believe that this budg-
et very carefully does that. It increases 
food stamps $5.6 billion. It increases 
school lunches $1.5 billion. It funds WIC 
at a level of 8.3 million and has a con-
tingency that will cover over 9 million 
participants. So for all the drama that 
we’re hearing—and it is some very good 
rhetoric and some very good drama, 
but it’s not accurate. 

Now we could be talking about the 
WIC overhead, the WIC administrative 
costs. We could be talking about the 
fraud in WIC. We could be talking 
about the coordination of feeding bene-
fits. If a child is 3 years old in America, 
he or she is eligible for 12 different pro-
grams. At 10 years old, they’re eligible 
for nine programs. At 65, they’re eligi-
ble for five different feeding programs. 
Those are Federal programs. It does 
not mention any of the State or the 
local participation in programs that 
are out there. It doesn’t mention any 
of the charitable organizations that are 
out there. 

So, again, we’re hearing lots of great 
rhetoric, lots of drama; but it’s not ac-
curate. These numbers are important 
for reasonable debate for people who 
are trying to balance the runaway 
spending in this country—a 56 percent 
increase in the national debt under 
President Obama—and the need to take 
care of the poor. 

I want to say to my friend from Ohio 
(Mr. KUCINICH), because I know he has 
been very consistent—and I do cer-
tainly agree that everybody here has 
passion and conviction and idealism, 
which I think we all need more of—I 
voted with you, Mr. KUCINICH, last 
week. I think we are spending a lot of 
money in Libya. And those are things 
that are very important for us to be de-
bating on the floor of the House before 
the President of the United States—of 
either party—goes and obligates bil-
lions of dollars in a new overseas con-
tingency operation. We need to be dis-

cussing that. So I would say, put that 
on the table. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Chair, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. I rise in opposi-
tion to this bill in part because the 
truth of the matter is that the $562 mil-
lion that was cut in WIC funds last 
year did not affect participants. The 
reason it didn’t affect participants was 
that the WIC foods cost less and there 
were fewer participants in fiscal year 
2010. So the funds were not needed. 

Now, today it’s Flag Day, and we’re 
celebrating Flag Day, and I want to 
celebrate that great liberal of the 
United States of America, Richard M. 
Nixon. Richard M. Nixon put this pro-
gram in. Now, we all know he was a 
bleeding heart liberal. Right? He just 
couldn’t wait to give money to poor 
folks. And he also, by the way, put out 
here a universal health care plan. 

So there is some question you might 
ask yourself about why we have WIC. 
Well, the social safety net is like a spi-
der web, and there are a whole lot of 
places that you have to help people. We 
have Social Security, and we have un-
employment insurance, and we’ve got 
foster kid money, and we’ve got things 
for women and children. 

Now, the Republicans in this session 
have deliberately set out to go after 
women and children. The first place 
was Planned Parenthood. We don’t 
want to give any young women any in-
formation about anything having to do 
with getting pregnant. Now more kids 
get pregnant. They’re 16 years old. 
They have a kid, and they don’t have 
any counseling, and nobody talks to 
them about nutrition and gives them 
the things that they need. 

What is the result of that? The result 
of that is more low birth weight babies, 
more babies born with poor develop-
ment because they didn’t have the nu-
trition during the cycle of develop-
ment. Do you know how much is the 
average amount spent on a woman in 
the WIC program? It’s $100 to deal with 
the problems of infants and children, 
on average. 
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Now, I happen to know, being a phy-

sician, that if you get a premature 
baby who comes in at 2.5 pounds, and 
everybody’s so excited that we can save 
these kids, but let me tell you, it costs 
money. If you can deal with a pre-
mature baby at the hospital for under 
a quarter of a million dollars, you have 
a real miracle, and you could have pre-
vented it for 100 bucks. You could have 
saved—if you’re really about deficit re-
duction, I know you don’t care about 
human beings particularly, but you do 
care about saving money. If you’re 
going to save money, then you’re going 
to put it into the children at the begin-
ning. 

Now, there’s other reasons for that. If 
they don’t get good nutrition at the be-
ginning and they don’t get good brain 
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development and they don’t do well in 
school, they drop out; right? And then 
we don’t have a workforce in this coun-
try to do what needs to be done in this 
country. So we get immigrants to come 
in and do things. People don’t want im-
migrants, then feed the children that 
you insisted that women have in this 
country. 

You don’t want anybody to have any 
planning on birth, and then the kid 
comes and you won’t feed him, you 
won’t take care of him, and you’re 
going to pay the price. 

I remember, there used to be a tele-
vision commercial when I was a kid. It 
was called the FRAM commercial. It 
was an air filter on your automobile. 
And the commercial was, Pay me now 
or pay me later. Change the filter or 
you’re going to pay having the engine 
redone. 

That’s why we have all these kids 
dropping out of school, because we 
don’t take—that’s why it’s fascinating. 

The children’s feeding program in 
schools was from Harry Truman. Why 
did he do that? Well, they looked at the 
records of the Second World War and 
they rejected so many draftees because 
they didn’t have good bones. They were 
malnourished. They were maldeveloped 
and they weren’t fit to be soldiers. 
They put that school lunch program in 
so that they could make strong kids so 
we could have a strong army. 

This business about saving 100 bucks 
on a woman who has a child and 
doesn’t know—she’s 16 years old, she’s 
17 years old, she’s 18 years old. 

This is the most shortsighted bill I’ve 
ever seen. Vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the under-
lying bill and in strong support of the 
Women, Infants, and Children program 
that provides food to new mothers, ba-
bies, and children under 5 who have 
been identified as nutritionally at risk. 

WIC ensures that infants and chil-
dren grow in a healthy manner. The 
program reduces levels of anemia, in-
creases immunization rates, improves 
access to regular health care and So-
cial Services, and it improves diets. 

Nearly 50 percent of babies born in 
this country each year benefit from the 
WIC program, and the success of the 
program is clear. Numerous studies 
have shown that pregnant women who 
participate in WIC have fewer pre-
mature births, fewer low and very low 
birth weight babies, experience fewer 
fetal and infant deaths, seek prenatal 
care earlier in their pregnancy, and 
consume more key nutrients during 
their pregnancy. Simply put, WIC in-
fants are in better health than eligible 
infants not participating in WIC. 

But the benefits of WIC participation 
extend beyond the short term. A baby’s 
physical, cognitive, and emotional 
growth and development depend large-
ly on how much and what types of 

foods are eaten during pregnancy and 
the first years after birth, especially 
the first year after birth. This period is 
critical because more than half of a 
child’s brain growth is completed by 
the child’s first birthday, and mal-
nutrition during this period can cause 
irreversible diminution in brain devel-
opment. And so 4- and 5-year-olds 
whose mothers participated in WIC 
during pregnancy have better vocabu-
lary scores than children whose moth-
ers did not receive WIC benefits. This 
leads to better academic achievement, 
lower dropout rates, and other factors 
that we’re trying to work on. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, if we 
want our Nation’s children to be the 
strongest and smartest they can be, we 
need to make sure that our children 
are receiving the nutritional support 
they need during these formative 
years. 

Finally, WIC is cost effective. Serv-
ing nearly 10 million people each year, 
it costs less than $100 a person. And 
that cost is so low that if we suspended 
the Bush tax cuts for millionaires and 
billionaires for only 1 week, we could 
pay for the entire WIC program for a 
full year. And we save a substantial 
amount of that little cost by reducing 
health care costs. 

Medical costs for a premature baby 
are much greater than those for a 
healthy newborn. For a baby born 
without complications, the average 
cost for first year medical costs is 
about $4,500, compared to a premature 
or low birth weight baby which will 
cost about $50,000 in short-term med-
ical costs and significantly more in 
long-term costs resulting from high in-
cidence of mental retardation and 
learning disabilities. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, for those in-
terested only in the budget impact of 
WIC, the Department of Agriculture es-
timates that the health care cost sav-
ings within 60 days of a child’s birth 
are between $1.77 and $3.13 for every 
dollar invested in the WIC program. 
Let me say that again. The Depart-
ment of Agriculture estimates that the 
health care cost savings within 60 days 
of a child’s birth are between $1.77 and 
$3.13 for every dollar invested in the 
program. 

So, Mr. Chairman, the benefits of the 
WIC program are not speculative; they 
are clear. And I commend my col-
leagues that are here fighting to main-
tain funding for this important pro-
gram, and I urge others to do the same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TONKO. I move to strike the last 

word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chair, I rise in oppo-
sition to the underlying bill. 

It seems the Republicans aren’t stop-
ping at Medicare alone. Now they’re 
cutting crucial assistance to women 
and to young children. 

In addressing our Nation’s fiscal fu-
ture, we simply cannot afford to lose 

our values. When the going gets tough, 
are we a Nation that abandons our 
most vulnerable while giving tax 
breaks to millionaires and billionaires? 
Or are we a Nation that holds close the 
most basic obligations we have to our 
fellow citizens, food for young children, 
Medicare and Social Security for our 
seniors, and an education for our stu-
dents? 

We have many tough choices to make 
during these difficult economic times. 
Cutting a program that provides food 
assistance for families that would oth-
erwise go without should absolutely 
not be one of them. 

The WIC program is one of our Na-
tion’s most cost-effective and success-
ful programs. Nearly 50 percent of ba-
bies born in the United States rely on 
WIC. Ten million Americans benefit 
from this most basic food assistance at 
a cost of less than $100 per person. The 
drastic Republican cuts included in 
this legislation will leave as many as 
350,000 women, infants, and children 
without access to necessary food as-
sistance. 

The Capital Region of upstate New 
York, my own community, ranks 
among the 100 most in need of food as-
sistance. My constituents see the plans 
to cut Medicare and the plans to cut 
food assistance programs, and they are 
wondering why their health is being 
put on the line while some of our Na-
tion’s wealthiest individuals and cor-
porations are let off the hook with $45 
billion worth of tax breaks. 

The Republican budget simply 
doesn’t add up, Mr. Chair. Every $1 we 
invest in WIC saves up to $3.13 in 
health costs per child just in the first 
60 days after an infant’s birth alone. 
Cutting this program doesn’t cut 
spending, and it doesn’t even help re-
duce our long-term deficit. This pro-
gram brings down long-term health 
care costs and, most importantly, most 
importantly, it saves lives. 

In just 1 week, millionaire tax breaks 
cost our country $866 million and reach 
only 321,000 individuals. The WIC pro-
gram, on the other hand, costs $33 mil-
lion less for an entire year of serving 
9.2 million women, infants, and chil-
dren in need. 

It is clear from these numbers, Mr. 
Chair, where Republican priorities lie. 
We’re all concerned about the Federal 
deficit. But the majority continues to 
insist upon cutting programs that 
work and work well for America’s mid-
dle class and her families. 

WIC saves the taxpayers money in fu-
ture health care costs and ensures 
some of our most vulnerable citizens 
that they will have the most basic food 
and nutrition assistance. Recent polls 
show that 64 percent of Americans are 
concerned that this budget plan will 
take away needed protections for the 
poor and underserved. 

b 1750 
We have good reason to be concerned 

given the plan to end Medicare and this 
most recent attack on the WIC pro-
gram. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:27 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00064 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K14JN7.109 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4143 June 14, 2011 
In these tough times, we must stand 

together in solidarity. This is not the 
time to abandon our friends and neigh-
bors in need of a helping hand to make 
ends meet. From Medicare, to WIC, to 
education and housing assistance, we 
simply cannot turn our backs on our 
fellow Americans while we reward the 
wealthiest amongst us. That is not the 
compassionate thing to do, it is not the 
American thing to do, nor is it the an-
swer to solving our debt problem. We 
can and we must do better. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-

man, how many times will Republicans 
attempt to rob innocent Americans of 
their health and their wellness? First, 
they morally bankrupted themselves 
when they took a hatchet, or I should 
say a scythe—that’s that thing that 
the Grim Reaper walks with—they 
took a scythe to Medicare in the Ryan 
budget, attempting to increase the 
health care cost to seniors, and passed 
it unanimously, unanimous Republican 
support for the Ryan ‘‘Grim Reaper’’ 
budget plan that cut Medicare. It real-
ly destroyed Medicare as we know it 
and replaced it with a voucher system. 
That’s what they have passed in this 
House. 

And now the Grim Reaper is coming 
again, not to cut tax cuts to the rich, 
not to cut tax subsidies to big oil com-
panies. The Grim Reaper is not here to 
cut from wealthy individuals all of the 
tax breaks that they have been getting. 
No, the Grim Reaper is here to cut 
something that is fundamental to life, 
and that is money for food for human 
beings. The Grim Reaper, moving slow-
ly, not bouncing at all, just creeping 
through the night with his scythe, 
ready to cut the WIC program. 

I’m opposed to any effort to remove 
funding for nutrition assistance for 
women and children, leaving them to 
go hungry in the streets. During these 
difficult times, soup kitchens, pantry 
shelters, churches, nonprofits, includ-
ing many in my district, they have 
reached their limits in terms of the as-
sistance that they can give to those 
who need it. 

Mr. Chairman, the budget brought to 
the floor today will lead to a drastic 
multimillion-dollar shortfall for the 
WIC program, not only resulting in 
more individuals going hungry, but 
placing additional strain on many aid 
agencies who have already reached the 
end of their rope. 

This week, I have spoken to pastors, 
rabbis, and faith-based leaders of all 
stripes and haven’t heard a single one 
of them express support for reducing 
nutrition assistance. In fact, many of 
them today right now are roaming the 
halls of Congress speaking to anyone 
who cares to listen to express their op-
position to this bill. They are des-
perate, desperate to talk about the ef-
fects of these drastic cuts. 

I came down to the well of the House 
earlier today to speak about Repub-
lican efforts to take food out of the 
mouths of mothers and children across 
the country. Today, with the help of 
this bill, this Congress will accomplish 
something that has not been done in 14 
years. Today, it looks like this Con-
gress, as the Grim Reaper, will pass a 
bill that doesn’t provide enough money 
to serve all WIC participants. Instead, 
we will pass a bill that forces vulner-
able families to depend completely on 
the same food banks that have run out 
of food while we continue to subsidize 
tax breaks for millionaires, billion-
aires, and Big Oil. The Grim Reaper is 
not coming for them, doesn’t want to 
bother them. 

I can’t, in good conscience, support 
this effort of the Grim Reapers to rob 
low-income Americans of basic neces-
sities like food while giving millions to 
those who no longer need our assist-
ance. In a Nation as great as the 
United States, we should not be pro-
moting corporate welfare while taking 
food out of the mouths of hungry chil-
dren. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PASCRELL. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I be-
lieve we are broke, but we’re morally 
broke, that’s how we’re broke. Let’s be 
straight here. 

What’s our vision for America? 
That’s got to be the barometer. What 
do we want this country to be in the fu-
ture? We can say we certainly don’t 
want it to be fiscally broke, but no one 
comes to this well with clean hands. 
This is something we should be sitting 
down and talking about together, how 
can we solve America’s problems. 

So what’s our vision? It may be a bal-
anced budget, our vision; I could sup-
port that. It may be cutting waste and 
fraud; well, that sounds good, we 
should all be supporting that. It may 
be to get Americans back to work. 
Over 14 million are still unemployed. 
And the underemployed. It may be to 
halt the loss of our homes like we did 
on the Western frontier 150 years ago 
when people worked together to end 
those foreclosures. My vision does not 
include hurting our most vulnerable 
children and seniors just to make a 
point. You heard the gentleman from 
Maryland talk earlier about how little 
this means in bringing down the deficit 
for 1 year or 10 years. We’ve got our 
priorities screwed up. 

So yes, we want a balanced budget. 
Isn’t it interesting that the last Presi-
dent who balanced the budget was a 
Democratic President? Yes, we want 
business investment. And isn’t it inter-
esting that in the past four decades the 
only President that reached over a 10 
percent increase in business invest-
ment was a Democratic President? Bill 
Clinton; almost three times more than 

Ronald Reagan. Check your facts. We 
need a fact check here, a fact check. 

The last 4 years, the number of chil-
dren affected has grown from 12.4 mil-
lion to 17 million. Have we no responsi-
bility for that? In my district, 109,000 
constituents suffer from food insecu-
rity, only half of whom are eligible for 
Federal food aid programs. What do the 
other half do? Yet, here we are dis-
cussing cuts. 

And I understand neither party is 
privy to virtue on these issues, but you 
cannot tell me we can’t rise above if we 
have a vision of America that encom-
passes everyone, not just some and not 
just the few. The long-term effects of a 
child struggling with hunger does not 
add up to any real savings. If a child is 
hungry, he cannot learn. A child who 
can’t learn will not succeed in school. 
A child without an education will have 
difficulty finding a job. 

We know the records of those who are 
unemployed. And the records of how 
many years they are in school are 
greatly and essentially connected to 
how many years they have in school, 
and that tells you how many people are 
unemployed. 

b 1800 
The children affected by these cuts 

that you’re talking about in the Agri-
culture bill are our future. If they go 
hungry today, they will not be ready 
for tomorrow. 

I simply disagree, with all due re-
spect, with the other side’s logic be-
hind these cuts. It’s shortsighted, and 
we cannot simply cut the safety net 
while people are still in that net—sen-
iors, children, the working poor. It 
doesn’t make sense. What have we be-
come as a Nation? 

We’re not asking for handouts or 
giveaways. We are talking about people 
who are working, and many of them 
are poor. There are many of those, and 
it took a Republican President to rec-
ognize it. The Earned Income Tax Cred-
it was something that your side cre-
ated. So who would yet take away the 
incentive for people to keep working? 

The cuts that you have proposed to 
the Food and Drug Administration in 
this bill are $572 million below the 
President’s request. This means fewer 
inspectors and fewer inspections, plain 
and simple. Oh, I forgot. That’s the 
idea in this age of anti-regulation. So 
what we do want to do is go back to 
2008. Let’s go back to where we were. I 
say no. I say we are better than that— 
we are better than 2008—and if we work 
together, we can get over that hump. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. PELOSI. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. THORN-
BERRY). The gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, it is 6 
o’clock across America, or at least in 
the eastern time zone. Families across 
America are getting ready to sit down 
for dinner at their kitchen tables in 
many homes in our country. 
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Moms are saying to their children, 

‘‘Eat your vegetables. Eat your din-
ner.’’ 

But in some homes in America, there 
isn’t adequate food on the table, and 
there isn’t adequate nutrition for our 
children. It’s hard to imagine that one 
in five kids in America may go to sleep 
hungry tonight with pains in their 
stomachs because they just didn’t have 
enough food to eat. 

In its wisdom, the United States of 
America established the WIC Program 
awhile back for women, infants and 
children to make sure our Nation was 
strong. It was to make sure we fed our 
children. Our country made a decision 
that feeding our children was a pri-
ority. It sounds so obvious. Families 
make decisions within their budgets 
that they are going to feed their chil-
dren. They wouldn’t think of saving 
money by not feeding their children. 
Yet, for some in low-income areas and 
for others now, as this is into the mid-
dle class, it is very hard to make ends 
meet. 

So you wonder, in thinking of these 
people who are sitting down to dinner, 
how the Congress of the United States 
in trying to reduce the deficit, which 
we are all committed to do—that’s im-
portant to our children as well—would 
decide to balance that budget on the 
little, tiny backs of our children, many 
of whom don’t have enough to eat. 

I want to commend Congresswoman 
DELAURO for her leadership as a mem-
ber of the Ag Subcommittee of Appro-
priations and as the former chair of 
that subcommittee. She successfully 
passed an amendment in committee 
which had bipartisan support—it would 
have to have bipartisan support to 
pass—to restore $147 million to the WIC 
Program to feed the children. I con-
gratulate her for that. It is part of the 
bill that was supposed to come to the 
floor. The Republican leadership has 
decided not to protect that 
bipartisanly passed amendment. What 
we are seeing is that the cutting of 
support for Women, Infants and Chil-
dren is in the context of something big-
ger. 

At the same time as we are making 
these cuts, we are giving tax subsidies 
to Big Oil. The price at the pump is 
also an imposition on the budgets of 
these families, and that is something 
that we can do something about by 
ending harmful speculation. To do 
that, we have to fund the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission, which is 
in this bill as well. The Republicans are 
saying they want to delay, delay, 
delay, and defeat the enforcement of 
laws which would end speculation, 
which would reduce the price at the 
pump, Goldman Sachs said, by at least 
20 percent. At the same time, this same 
Republican majority has passed a bill, 
not once but twice, to abolish Medi-
care. 

Food, price at the pump, Medicare, 
these are assaults on the middle class 
that are hard to withstand. In fact, 
they are hard to understand. It’s hard 

to understand why we’d say to seniors, 
‘‘You’re going to pay more for Medi-
care, and for fewer benefits as we abol-
ish Medicare, while we give subsidies 
to Big Oil.’’ We are going to say to sen-
iors in nursing homes, ‘‘You’re going to 
go home and live with your families, 
who can probably ill-afford for you to 
do so, so we can give tax breaks to cor-
porations to send jobs overseas.’’ We 
are going to say to children whom we 
are not feeding that we are cutting 
education funding as well as making 
college more expensive for nearly 10 
million students in our country and, 
for some, making it unaffordable to go 
to college while we give tax breaks to 
the wealthiest people in our country. 

So they are cutting support for 
Women, Infants and Children while 
handing a blank check to speculators. 
They are ending Medicare while they 
give subsidies to Big Oil. These choices 
do not reflect America’s values and pri-
orities. These are tough choices. They 
will not bring the growth we need to 
expand our economy and put people 
back to work as we create jobs. They 
will not make America strong. As 
moms across America are saying to 
children right now at 6 o’clock in the 
East, ‘‘eat your vegetables; they will 
make you strong,’’ we are acting on 
this floor to do just the opposite—to 
cut the funding for the initiative that 
will help feed the children of America. 

It is unthinkable that a family would 
say, ‘‘We can’t afford to feed the chil-
dren.’’ It is unthinkable that a Nation 
committed to the future would say, 
‘‘We can’t afford to feed the children.’’ 
These families need our help. It’s a 
large amount of money, $147 million, 
but very small compared to the sub-
sidies to Big Oil and a small price to 
pay for the health and well-being of our 
children and for the strength of our 
country as we go into the future. 

So I commend Congresswoman 
DELAURO for her tremendous leader-
ship—for fighting for this, for not tak-
ing ‘‘no’’ for an answer in the com-
mittee. I would hope that we could pre-
vail on the floor, but the Republican 
majority has left little option for that 
to happen. 

I also want to commend Congressman 
FARR, now the ranking member on the 
Ag Subcommittee. Probably nobody in 
the Congress knows more about this. 
There may be some who are his equal— 
I don’t know—but probably no one 
knows more about this issue in his rep-
resenting an agricultural region as he 
does and also being committed to the 
health and well-being and to the good 
nutrition of our children so that they 
can be strong, so that they can learn in 
school and so that they can be a part of 
our great country in the best possible 
way for them. 

So I thank you, Ranking Member 
FARR, for your leadership as well. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WOMACK. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arkansas is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WOMACK. I appreciate the lead-
ership of our subcommittee chair, 
whom I will recognize and yield some 
time to in just a moment. 

Obviously, we are spending more 
than we make. I don’t know how many 
times we have to articulate the finan-
cial condition of our country: that we 
are borrowing over 40 cents on the dol-
lar for everything we spend. The coun-
try is in a financial crisis, and you’ve 
got Members on this side of the aisle 
who are doing everything they can to 
bring fiscal sanity back to the table 
and to put America on a different path. 

b 1810 
I am amused at how many times we 

continue to be portrayed as being in-
sensitive to women, infants and chil-
dren, to older folks, and how so many 
half-truths are being spoken about the 
things that this conference is trying to 
do in order to right America’s financial 
ship. 

Suffice it to say that we have much 
work to do, and it is our intent to do it 
in a way that is rational and feasible 
and brings this country back to fiscal 
order and can take away that cloud of 
uncertainty that continues to hover 
over the job creators in this country, 
the threat of higher taxes, the tremen-
dous deficit and debt, the overregula-
tion that is keeping those entre-
preneurs parked on the sideline for fear 
of higher costs to job expansion and 
higher energy prices. On and on and on, 
the challenges facing this country are 
many and we have much work to do. 

At this time, I would like to yield to 
the distinguished chairman of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Geor-
gia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas for yielding. I 
wanted to make a couple of points that 
I think are very important, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Number one, the only budget that 
has passed is the Ryan budget. The 
Democrats, for all their crying, have 
not passed their budget. The Demo-
crats are the majority party in the 
Senate. The majority party in the Sen-
ate, the Democrat Party, rejected 
President Obama, another Democrat, 
they rejected his budget by a vote of 
97–0. Now, what did HARRY REID and 
President Obama do after that? Noth-
ing. That is it. It went to the House. No 
problem. Where is the leadership? I 
guess it is the same place as the jobs 
are. We are still looking for it. 

If the Democrats were concerned 
about balancing fiscal responsibility 
and some of these vital programs which 
we are all trying to work through, then 
why aren’t they working on a budget? 
That is point number one. 

Point number two, this bill increases 
food stamps $5.6 billion and the school 
lunch program $1.5 billion. It also in-
creases from the committee mark WIC 
$147 million in the DeLauro amend-
ment. It will not be offset by the 
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Obama WTO cotton agreement, but it 
will be offset. That amendment is in-
tact as respects WIC. 

Number three, Big Oil. Well, when 
the Democrats were in charge of the 
House and the Senate and the White 
House, if they were concerned about 
tax cuts for Big Oil, why didn’t they go 
after them? What they did do is extend 
the Bush tax cuts, which I voted 
against. If they were concerned about 
the Bush tax cuts for the wealthy, why 
did President Obama and the Democrat 
House and the Democrat Senate extend 
them? I would ask you that, Mr. Chair-
man. 

What this bill does as respects WIC, 
it funds it at a level of 8.2 million in 
participation. Should it go up to 9 mil-
lion in participation, which is higher 
than the current level, there are three 
contingency funds that will pick up the 
difference. 

We have reduced WIC, as did the 
Democrats. The Democrats cut WIC 
funding $562 million. I have the vote 
right here. For those Democrats who 
are forgetting how they voted on it, 
they might want to look. But they 
voted to cut WIC funding. Therefore, 
the contingency fund is not as high as 
it could be. 

So if we want to talk about all these 
things, there is lots to talk about. But 
one thing that is very important for 
Members to realize is that no one is 
going to fall through the crack. 

I keep hearing about how this is 
going to starve people. WIC is $42 a 
month. That is why WIC isn’t the only 
program for these people. That is very 
important for everyone to remember. I 
don’t even think most Members, if you 
gave them a pop quiz, could say what 
WIC is, because it sounds like it is 
thousands of dollars a month. But I 
don’t believe $42 is anything more than 
a supplement. Yet that supplement will 
still be there, because, again, Mr. 
Chairman, we have funded this with an 
anticipated level of 8.3 million; but 
should it go up to 9 million—it has 
been trending down—but should it go 
back up, the contingency funds will be 
there that will pick up the difference. 

I thank the gentleman for his time. 
Mr. WOMACK. I encourage my col-

leagues to support the underlying bill, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. FARR. I move to strike the last 
word. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-

minded to address their remarks to the 
Chair. 

The gentleman from California is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise be-
cause I want to respond to my chair, 
who I respect deeply, but I think there 
is sort of a misstatement of fact here. 

The only budget that has ever been 
balanced in the last 20 years has been 
the budget that the Democrats did. We 
did an unholy thing that the other 
party can’t accept that is going to be 
necessary to balance any budget, and 

that is we had to increase revenues. 
And what did we do? We closed the tax 
loopholes on the richest families in 
this country and corporations. We 
closed loopholes. And we made a lot of 
cuts, because we also dedicated revenue 
from those loophole closures to pay off 
the deficit. And, guess what? We paid it 
off. We paid it off ahead of schedule. 

When the Clinton administration left 
town and the Bush administration 
came on, we had an $800 billion sur-
plus—a surplus. And what immediately 
did they do? They repealed the mecha-
nism that was balancing the budget 
and said, no, we will give back those 
tax loopholes to the richest people in 
the country. And then we go to war. 
Whenever in history we have gone to 
war, people have paid for it. Not these 
wars. We just put it on the credit card. 

So, Mr. KINGSTON, you know, let’s be 
factual about the Democrats being in 
charge. We were able to balance the 
budget, something that your party 
hasn’t done. 

And just on this whole WIC thing, we 
all know that the administration ad-
ministers the program and has to esti-
mate how many people are going to be 
in need. That is the way we put to-
gether these big budgets, whether they 
be Medicare or WIC or other kinds of 
things. And last year what we found 
out is that the estimates were not 
needed, so in fact there was a surplus. 
But it was based on fact after the fact, 
not ahead of time. 

This year the economy is down. We 
have heard many, many speakers talk 
about the impacts in their districts, of 
the number of people that are unem-
ployed and are seeking benefits like 
this. I think the chairman himself has 
indicated that almost 15 percent of the 
children in this country are using one 
or more of these programs. 

So this idea that this cut can be sus-
tained, when it is based on a guess-
timate, and a guesstimate that didn’t 
take in, one, the rising food costs, and, 
two, the number of people that are still 
unemployed, and, frankly, people that 
are underemployed, including members 
of the military and their families who 
depend on this WIC funding. 

So I just want to put it in some kind 
of perspective here, that the budget has 
been balanced by this party and paid 
for and left in a surplus, and the fact 
that the guesstimates on these WIC 
cuts are going to do more to do harm 
than to do good. 

I now yield to my colleague from 
Connecticut, ROSA DELAURO. 

Ms. DELAURO. I would reinforce 
what my colleague from California has 
said, but there is a repetition on the 
other side of the aisle that somehow 
there are contingency funds and carry-
over funds which can be used if there is 
a shortfall. You may continue to say 
it. It continues to be wrong. This is, 
again, the Center for Budget and Pol-
icy Priorities. The estimates reflect 
the use of all contingency funds, as 
well as the use of the carryover funds 
from fiscal year 2011 to close funding 

shortfalls, and the funding level would 
still result in the large participation 
cutbacks that have been outlined. 

There are no contingency funds and 
no carryover funds; and no matter how 
many times you say it, that money 
will not materialize. 

I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. FARR. I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I yield 

to the gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I just wanted to 

make sure that my friends, the ranking 
member and former ranking member, 
know that the contingency fund data 
that we get did come from the USDA. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to tell you about a 
young woman, a young woman named 
Sarah. She actually lives in a shoreline 
community in Connecticut in Rep-
resentative DELAURO’s district. She 
has got four kids. She was playing by 
the rules, did everything that we 
asked. She had a good job in pur-
chasing, and last year she got laid off. 
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She got laid off, like thousands of 
other Connecticut residents. She has 
four kids ages 7 to 15. Since that day, 
she has been confronted every day with 
a decision. She’s got about enough 
money to put one meal on the table for 
her kids. They’ll get one meal while 
they’re at school. And so she makes 
the decision: Does she put breakfast on 
the table to make sure that they have 
food in their bellies when they show up 
to school or does she put dinner on the 
table when they come back. That’s her 
daily challenge every single day. Now, 
she gets a little bit of help from a food 
bank, from a soup kitchen around the 
corner from her—a soup kitchen that 
likely gets money from The Emergency 
Food Assistance Program, one of the 
programs that is cut 25 percent under 
the President’s proposed budget. That’s 
her daily reality. 

Let me tell you a story about an-
other American. His name is Tony. He 
lost his job last year as well. He was 
the CEO of a big oil company. On his 
way out he got about a $1.6 million sal-
ary payout and a $17 million pension 
payout. He might be spending part of 
his summer on his yacht that he’s 
nicknamed ‘‘Bob.’’ He might be sailing 
in the J.P. Morgan Asset Management 
Round the Isle Race, like he was a 
summer ago as one of his oil rigs col-
lapsed in the Gulf. His struggle is that 
he’s only been able to raise about $1.6 
billion for his new oil exploration ven-
ture around the world. 

Franklin Roosevelt said, The test of 
our progress is not whether we add 
more to the abundance of those who 
have much; it is whether we provide for 
those who have little. 
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I have listened to my friends on the 

Republican side try to create a choice 
here today; that because our children 
later on are going to have to pay back 
the debts that this country owes, that 
we have to sacrifice the lives of kids 
who are living today. That’s a false 
choice. The two are not mutually ex-
clusive. The fact is we are making 
choices in the budget right now. We are 
making choices to give more and more 
money to the defense budget, which is 
already over-bloated, and cutting 25 
percent from The Emergency Food As-
sistance Program. We are handing an-
other $40 billion subsidy to the oil in-
dustry. And we’re cutting back funding 
for the Commodity Supplemental Food 
Program. As the Republican budget 
calls for, we are further cutting taxes 
for the richest 1 or 2 percent of Ameri-
cans while we underfund the WIC pro-
gram that gets badly needed nutrition 
to kids like Sarah’s kids. 

In my district, the story is the same. 
We’ve got 17 percent of households in 
my district who have reported going 
hungry. At the Friendly Hands Food 
Bank in Torrington they’ve had a 40 
percent increase this year. New Brit-
ain’s municipal food pantry has seen a 
hundred new families come through the 
doors this year. And they are watching 
with horror as we try to create some 
false choice between feeding kids today 
and protecting this country’s fiscal sit-
uation down the line. 

When I meet Republicans and Demo-
crats in my district, regardless of their 
political persuasion, they want this 
body to start working together to solve 
the biggest problems in this country. 
But I have news for my Republican 
friends. They want us to solve Sarah’s 
problem, not Tony’s problem. 

This budget, this bill, is a travesty, 
and I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TOWNS. I move to strike the last 

word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TOWNS. Let me thank Congress-
woman DELAURO and, of course, Con-
gressman FARR, for the work that 
they’re doing. 

Here we go again. I rise in strong op-
position to the underlying bill. This 
bill reduces the amount of funds award-
ed to public nutrition programs such as 
SNAP, WIC, and many other programs 
that lend assistance to families in eco-
nomically disadvantaged communities. 

This session of Congress has really 
been tough on those that are in need. 
First, our Nation’s seniors are threat-
ened with potential cuts to Medicare 
proposed by the Ryan budget. Now, 
hunger programs for women and chil-
dren are being targeted. It is a tough 
year indeed. But let me tell you, I was 
not sent to Congress to sit back and 
watch these crucial programs be cut. I 
came here to fight for their existence. 
And I don’t plan to stop now. I will not 
sit idly by as we destroy programs 
upon which citizens depend on the 

most to pay for $45 billion in tax 
breaks for millionaires and billion-
aires. It is a shame and it is a disgrace. 
For people to try and stand here and 
justify as to why we’re doing it just 
does not make any sense at all. If we 
get rid of tax breaks for millionaires 
and billionaires for 1 week—just 1 
week—I’m talking about 7 days—we 
would pay for the entire WIC program 
for 365 days. 

Mr. Chair, I’m greatly disturbed by 
the negative impact this bill will have 
on those individuals who depend on 
public assistance to feed their families. 
It is projected that the expected fund-
ing cuts will result in 350,000 people 
losing their WIC benefits. Nearly 50 
percent of the babies born in this coun-
try each year rely on WIC. On top of 
that, it is cost-effective, serving nearly 
10 million people each year and costing 
less than $100 per person. 

I don’t understand why we want to 
stand around here and try to hustle 
backwards. That’s what they say in my 
neighborhood. We need to make certain 
that we do what is right and is going to 
benefit the children. Let’s not forget 
that we’re here to serve and meet the 
needs of our Nation. Supporting this 
bill would be a great disservice to those 
who elected us to Congress. Supporting 
this bill will significantly cut the fund-
ing to programs that feed thousands of 
families. Supporting this bill will lead 
to the devastation of many hunger pro-
grams. There are many families who 
depend on government funding to put 
food on the table every day and every 
night. Voting in support of this bill 
will only make their lives more than 
difficult. I urge all of my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no.’’ This bill does not help those 
that are in need. It protects the mil-
lionaires and billionaires with their 
greed. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. BROWN of Florida. I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. BROWN of Florida. When you’re 

born, you get a birth certificate. When 
you die, you get a death certificate. 
That dash on your tombstone in the 
middle is what you’ve done to make 
this place a better place. 

I rise in strong opposition against 
this bill. I can’t believe that the Re-
publicans are attacking the disabled, 
the seniors, and now the children. I 
really do believe the Scripture, To 
whom God has given much, much is ex-
pected. They really do expect more out 
of this Congress, the people’s House. 

I may be the only person in the 
House with any institutional memory 
because it seems as if no one remem-
bers that we didn’t get in this mess 18 
months ago. No. When President Bill 
Clinton left us, he left us with a sur-
plus. And then we had 8 years of what 
I have called reverse Robin Hood. You 
know what I mean. You’ve got to be a 
certain age to know who Robin Hood 
was. But robbing from the poor and 
working people to give tax breaks to 
the rich. 

My colleagues talk about the fact 
that the President insisted on passing 
that $780 billion—not just for the rich 
and the millionaires, but the billion-
aires—in December. 

b 1830 
And everybody was slapping them-

selves on the back, what a great job be-
cause we didn’t raise the taxes on the 
average American. And I would have 
voted not to raise it on the average 
Americans, but I knew that in April we 
were talking about cutting funds, pen-
sion funds, and now cutting funds for 
the children, the babies. It is incon-
ceivable that we would cut funds to 
WIC, providing food for new mothers, 
babies, and children under 5 years old. 
Nearly 50 percent of the babies born in 
our country are on the WIC program. 
In my State of Florida, as many as 
19,000 people would be affected by this 
cut. 

Lawton Chiles, former Governor of 
Florida, former Senator, used to have a 
slogan: ‘‘This dog don’t hunt.’’ Folks, 
this dog don’t hunt. The American peo-
ple will wake up and wake up to what 
you’re doing and wake up to the fact 
that when you have your head in the 
lion’s mouth, the deficit, you’ve got to 
ease it out. You don’t destroy pro-
grams affecting children and babies 
and senior citizens while giving tax 
breaks to billionaires and millionaires. 
And the sad fact is, if we put it on the 
board tomorrow, the Republicans 
would vote again to give the tax breaks 
to the billionaires and millionaires and 
yet leave the children and elderly peo-
ple holding the bag. The American peo-
ple need to wake up to what’s going on. 
There is money in the House of Rep-
resentatives, but you’re choosing to 
give it to millionaires and billionaires. 

As I close, I really do believe what 
the Bible says: To whom God has given 
much, much is expected. And He’s ex-
pecting more out of the people of the 
House of Representatives. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask my 
colleagues to vote against any lan-
guage in the Agriculture appropria-
tions bill that would seek to cut fund-
ing for the WIC program. 

As you know, the Special Supple-
mental Nutrition Program for Women, 
Infants and Children, WIC, makes it 
possible for vulnerable children to have 
a healthy start. The Republican cuts 
will deny many children a chance to re-
ceive nutritious food by cutting WIC 
funding from $6.73 billion this year to 
$6.05 billion in 2012. This cut is a cut of 
more than $650 million below the fiscal 
level of 2011. And this is much less than 
the continuing cost of the high-end 
Bush tax cuts, oil company tax breaks, 
and various other write-offs for well-to- 
do taxpayers or powerful corporations. 

If we allow these cuts to take place, 
approximately 200,000 to 300,000 women 
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and children nationwide will lose WIC 
benefits next year. In fact, in the State 
of New Jersey, approximately 4,000 to 
6,000 low-income families will be 
turned away by WIC. This is very 
alarming to me because these cuts will 
negatively impact a substantial num-
ber of low-income women and children 
in my district. 

As a former public school teacher in 
the inner city of Newark, New Jersey, 
I witnessed firsthand the effects of 
hunger and malnutrition on children 
trying to learn. When they came to 
school to take tests, they couldn’t con-
centrate. They were unable to really 
focus on what they had before them. 
The reality is this: If a child is hungry, 
he simply cannot learn. If a child is 
hungry, he is unable to focus in class. 
What are his chances of thriving aca-
demically? If we are serious about clos-
ing the achievement gap and ensuring 
that students are career and college 
ready, cutting WIC will be in direct 
contradiction. 

In light of rising food prices and cur-
rent unemployment rates, it would be 
catastrophic to strip funding from this 
vital program. I strongly believe that 
by cutting WIC funding, we risk ne-
glecting and preventing children from 
getting a head start in recognizing the 
excellence of their human potential. 

We, as a nation, are still a great na-
tion. We are the wealthiest nation in 
the world. We have the greatest ideals 
and opportunities for people. But I 
think that we are being shortsighted. 
We have a problem and we will deal 
with it, as we have done for all other 
problems. In World War II, we had no 
navy. We had no army that was signifi-
cant. However, we built ships that 
floated. We trained people in 20 and 30 
days to rivet and to make our powerful 
defense mechanism work, and we won 
the war for the world. 

We can win this war of the deficit in 
this country. I think that even the con-
stituents of my good friends on the 
other side of the aisle, my tea party 
friends, my Republican friends—go 
back home and ask people, Do you 
want to pull the food out of the mouths 
of babes? Because from the mouths of 
babes ofttimes come gems. And if our 
Nation is going to be a great nation in 
the world, as we are today, we’re not 
going to do it by starving the children 
and harming the women. It’s uncon-
scionable, it’s disgraceful, and it’s a 
mark on the House of Representatives. 
It’s really something that shouldn’t be. 

Therefore, I urge my colleagues to 
vote against any provisions cutting 
funding for the WIC program. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Chairman, I 
strongly object to this bill. 

In his second inaugural address, 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt laid out, I 
think, a very good test for us. It was a 

test for this Nation at one of its most 
desperate periods. We, too, find our-
selves in a difficult situation. We do 
have a big deficit, and we need to make 
some tough choices. And today as we 
debate this piece of legislation, we are 
indeed making choices and we are 
being tested. We’re being tested about 
our values. We’re being tested about 
what we think is important. Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt suggested this be the 
test: 

‘‘The test of our progress is not 
whether we add more to the abundance 
of those who have much; it is whether 
we provide enough for those who have 
too little.’’ 

Ponder those words and apply those 
words to what we are debating and 
what we will soon vote for or against 
on this floor. The test of our progress, 
whether we add more to the abundance 
of those who have much. We’ve dis-
cussed many times here in the last cou-
ple of hours the options that are given 
to us on tax policy, continuing to pro-
vide subsidies to the wealthiest indus-
try in the world, the oil industry, not 
to the tune of a couple of billion but, 
when you add it all up, some $40 billion 
a year. Whether we continue to provide 
a tax break to the wealthiest in this 
Nation, those whose annual incomes 
are in the millions and, indeed, some 
who are even in the billions. We’re 
making choices and we’re being tested. 
That’s one option that our Republican 
colleagues seem to want to present to 
us. 

The other option is what we on the 
Democratic side have been debating 
and asking for, and that is the second 
part of what Franklin Delano Roo-
sevelt said, and that is whether we pro-
vide enough for those who have too lit-
tle. 

I was on this floor not more than 3 
hours ago with my granddaughter, 11 
months old. And in the arms of moth-
ers and grandfathers and grandmothers 
and parents across this Nation are chil-
dren of that age who depend upon the 
Women, Infants, and Children program, 
which this Republican appropriation 
brought to this floor reduces by 10 per-
cent. 350,000 children will not be able to 
have the food that they need, the care 
that they need to be able to be healthy, 
to be able to grow, and indeed in the 
future, to be able to pay, as we will 
today, one way or another, for the def-
icit that we have. 

b 1840 

A 10 percent reduction from last 
year, and is there anybody in this 
House that’s prepared to argue some-
how things are better out there and 
that a 10 percent reduction in the face 
of an increased number of women and 
children who need help, that that is a 
worthy choice for us to make? I think 
not. 

I think that this bill miserably fails 
the test that Franklin Delano Roo-
sevelt laid out during the Great De-
pression. This does not provide for 
those who have too little. 

And it’s not just in the Women, In-
fants, and Children program. Across 
the board, thousands, indeed, 48 million 
Americans become ill each year be-
cause of food-borne illnesses, and yet, 
in this budget, another 12 percent re-
duction from last year’s funding for 
food safety programs at a time when 
we have a new food safety program to 
implement. 350,000 Americans wind up 
in the hospital as a result of food-borne 
illnesses, and the Republicans want to 
cut the money to provide the protec-
tion for Americans. 

It’s about choices. It’s about values. 
What do you value in this system? Yes, 
we have a deficit. Yes, we must deal 
with it. And yes, according to our Re-
publican friends, we must take that 
food out of the children’s mouths; we 
must make sure that people will not be 
able to be healthy. I don’t understand. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from Wyoming 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Thank you, Mr. 

Chairman. 
My colleagues on the other side of 

the aisle did not produce a budget. My 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
did not raise taxes on the mineral in-
dustry as they now assert we should. 
My colleagues ran this House for 6 
years. My colleagues ran this House 
with a Democratic President and a 
Democratic U.S. Senate. The things of 
which they argue are the fixes are 
things you did not do when you were in 
control of all three: the House, the 
Senate, and the Presidency. 

Without a budget, with the Keynes-
ian philosophy that you attempted to 
implement, and it was worth a try but 
it failed, the massive increases in 
spending, in social programs, in enti-
tlement programs, the massive in-
crease in spending that amounts to 
ObamaCare, the massive stimulus bill, 
the massive efforts that you made, all 
the time asserting that you had some-
thing called Pay-As-You-Go, PAYGO, 
when, in fact, there were more excep-
tions to PAYGO than the rule ever pro-
vided. You took half a trillion dollars 
out of Medicare. You destroyed Medi-
care. You destroyed it. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Will the gentle-
lady yield? 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you. 
If the gentlelady from Wyoming 

would recall the years past, she would 
recall what is known as the Senate fili-
buster. The graveyard of legislation 
that the Democrats put forth many, 
many times died in the Senate as a re-
sult of their filibuster. 

With regard to the issues of entitle-
ments and this particular bill, we’re 
talking here about the issue of how we 
care for those who have little. I’d be 
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happy to debate with you on this floor 
or any other place the import of the 
stimulus program, and, in fact, most 
every economist argues that without 
the stimulus program we would have 
fallen into a great depression, not just 
a very serious recession. I’m sure the 
gentlewoman recalls those words. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Reclaiming my time 
from the gentleman, the crisis is worse 
than the people realize, and, in fact, in 
some respects, the people are way 
ahead of us on this, which is why the 
people of this country chose to elect 
fiscal conservatives to run this House 
during the current Congress, and we 
presented to the American people what 
we intended to do, which is cut spend-
ing. 

We told the American people we have 
a spending problem, not a revenue 
problem. The American people chose to 
give my party the opportunity to lead 
and to exhibit the fiscal restraint that 
the American people voted for in the 
last election. We are now exercising 
that fiscal restraint in a way that pre-
serves 87 percent of the funding level of 
the WIC program that is currently 
being alleged that we are destroying. 

Now, there are millions and millions 
of Americans who are functioning in 
this recession on 87 percent of what 
they used to make. In fact, we know 
that small businesses all over this 
country who are the drivers of our 
economy, the creators of jobs, are func-
tioning on far less than 87 percent of 
what they used to make. 

It is time for this House to exercise 
this fiscal restraint in a way that is 
sensitive to the needs of the people in 
this country, that we told the Amer-
ican people in November we would do. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair again 
reminds all Members that all remarks 
should be addressed to the Chair and 
not to others in the second person. 

Mr. NADLER. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, there 
seems to be a little amnesia in this 
Chamber today. In January of 2009, we 
were losing 775,000 jobs a month. Then 
the Obama administration and the 
Democratic Congress enacted remedial 
legislation and we stopped losing 
775,000 jobs a month. We started gain-
ing. We have gained a million and a 
half jobs in the private sector in the 
last year and a half, not enough with a 
million and a half jobs, but unfortu-
nately State and local government had 
to lay off 1.2 million people because we 
didn’t give them enough to prevent 
that. But we did reverse the results of 
the Bush policy of 8 years, which was 
775,000 jobs a month being lost. 

Don’t forget, in 2000, in the Presi-
dential election, the great debate was 
what should we do about the $5.6 tril-
lion surplus over the next 10 years. 
Bush got elected. They enacted the 

Bush tax cuts, which they said would 
stimulate the economy and pay for 
themselves. What happened? We had 
the slowest economic recovery of any 
economic recovery after any recession 
in the history of the United States, the 
only 8-year period in which we did not 
gain one net new job even before the 
2008 recession from which we are now 
recovering, albeit too slowly. 

The American people did not vote to 
kill remedial programs last year. They 
voted for jobs. They were told, Vote for 
the Republicans; we’ll get you jobs. 
You don’t see any jobs. So let’s forget 
this revisionist history. 

I rise in strong opposition to the Re-
publican effort to cut funding for the 
special supplemental nutritional pro-
gram for Women, Infants, and Children, 
known as WIC. This program provides 
food for low- and moderate-income 
mothers, babies, and children under 5. 
WIC provides the food pregnant women 
need to help their babies grow. After 
the baby is born, WIC provides the 
breast feeding support or infant for-
mula to make sure the babies continue 
to develop and to grow. And for young 
children, WIC provides staples like 
milk, eggs, bread, fresh fruits and vege-
tables. Nearly 50 percent of the babies 
born in the United States each year 
rely on WIC to get a healthy start to 
life. 

b 1850 

But in this time of rampant unem-
ployment, the Republicans oppose— 
they oppose extended unemployment 
benefits and now want to ensure that 
the wives and children of the unem-
ployed who don’t get unemployment 
benefits can’t get food and baby for-
mula. This bill says, Let them starve. 

This bill will mean that 200,000 to 
350,000 pregnant women and children 
will be denied food. Knocking these 
families out of the WIC program is an 
about-face on a 15-year bipartisan com-
mitment to ensure WIC funds cover all 
eligible women, infants, and children 
who apply. 

Shockingly, at the same time that 
the Republicans are demanding that 
pregnant women and children starve, 
they continue to promote tax holidays 
for millionaires and billionaires. If we 
suspended the Bush tax breaks to the 
wealthiest 1 percent of Americans for 
just 1 week, we could cover the cost of 
the Republicans’ latest cut of $833 mil-
lion to the WIC program. 

The debate over WIC funding, specifi-
cally, and the Federal budget, gen-
erally, is about priorities. By sup-
porting the Republican proposal to 
slash WIC funding, forcing thousands of 
women and children from the rolls, the 
Republicans are saying that America 
prioritizes tax holidays for those who 
need it the least over providing food to 
pregnant women, infants, and small 
children. 

Mr. Chair, make no mistake about it. 
This is about literally taking food out 
of the mouths of babies. This Repub-
lican bill is immoral. Food for women 

and children is more important than 
tax cuts for millionaires, billionaires, 
and oil companies. 

Reject this bill. Reject this bill, and 
maybe, just maybe, the Republicans, 
given enough time, will find their con-
sciences. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TIPTON. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Colorado is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Chair, you know, 
it’s remarkable, the theater that we 
see. Looking throughout America, 
throughout my Third Congressional 
District—at least in Colorado—I see 
people who care about their families, 
who care about our children. What are 
they asking for? Jobs. They want to be 
able to go back to work. And we’re see-
ing far too often, from the opposition, 
people that are willing not to be a step-
pingstone to American success but to 
become a stumbling block, to have us 
rely on another government program. 

The proposed cuts, these are minor. 
These are minor in the sense of the real 
life that real Americans are living 
today. Come with me. Come with me 
and walk through my district. I have 
communities that are not in a reces-
sion; they are in a depression. They 
need to be able to get back to work. 
What do I hear as I walk through those 
communities? City councils, county 
commissioners, small businesspeople 
are saying that they are being inhib-
ited from being able to get people back 
to work so that they can take care of 
their children, Mr. Chair, so that they 
can take care of their children by op-
pressive government regulations, by 
people who are not willing to allow us 
that opportunity to live that American 
Dream. 

I see, Mr. Chair, an America that can 
rise again and become the economic 
power that we all know that it can be; 
but this will not happen as long as we 
try to build reliance on government 
rather than the rugged individualism 
that has made this country great. 

Ms. DELAURO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TIPTON. In just a moment, 
ma’am. 

Ms. DELAURO. Thank you. 
Mr. TIPTON. We have an oppor-

tunity. We have a challenge. The ques-
tion is, Will we rise to meet that chal-
lenge? 

We have a $14.4 trillion debt in this 
country. Let’s put that in a little bit of 
context. Sunday night, we saw the NBA 
finals. You had LeBron James, maybe 
one of the best basketball players the 
world has ever seen. He signed for $40 
million a year to play basketball. Well, 
if he wants to earn just $1 trillion, he’s 
going to have to play basketball for 
25,000 years. 

This is the burden that we have put 
on the backs of our children and our 
grandchildren that they can no longer 
afford. The recipe is not the Keynesian 
economics that my colleague has 
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brought up. The answer is going to be 
found in the very solutions that made 
us the richest, the freest, and the most 
powerful Nation on the face of the 
Earth. That is going to be the free en-
terprise system. Let’s encourage it. 
Let’s get our people back to work. 
Let’s create those opportunities once 
again. 

Ms. DELAURO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TIPTON. I yield to the gentle-
lady from Connecticut. 

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

I would just talk about rugged indi-
vidualism. And I will just quote to you 
from the Citizens for Tax Justice: 12 
corporations, largest corporations in 
the Nation, pay an effective tax rate of 
negative 1.5 percent on $171 billion in 
profits. 

Mr. TIPTON. I reclaim my time, and 
I thank the lady for bringing up that 
very point, Mr. Chair. This is the real 
challenge that we face, and she points 
to it directly. We have an oppressive, 
convoluted Tax Code that is stripping 
American business of that opportunity 
to be able to create wealth in this 
country. Let’s simplify that Tax Code. 
Let’s not punish success in this Nation, 
but let us reward success in this Nation 
to be able to get our people back to 
work. 

Ms. DELAURO. Let’s get them to pay 
their fair share of taxes. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Colorado controls the time. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Chair, these are the 
challenges, and we have very distinct 
choices to be able to make. Will we 
continue to follow the pathway to pov-
erty of government programs, govern-
ment taxation, government solutions? 
Or will we follow that expressway to 
real enrichment in this country by get-
ting the American people back to 
work? 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I really want to thank Ms. 
DELAURO and Mr. FARR for their won-
derful, unbelievable work. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the underlying bill. Mr. Chairman, nu-
trition programs did not run our econ-
omy into the ditch. Nutrition programs 
did not drive us into debt or stop the 
banks from extending credit. But my 
colleagues want to cut programs to 
feed millions of women, infants, and 
children. Who is next? I ask you, Who 
is next? The Republicans went after 
the seniors’ Medicare. Now they are 
going after the babies. Who is next? 

Mr. Chairman, the WIC program is a 
necessity. It is a lifeline. It is our obli-
gation. This is not the way America 
treats our seniors. This is not the way 
America treats our mothers. This is 
not the way America treats our chil-

dren. This is not the America we want 
to live in. 

If we repeal the tax breaks for the 
wealthy for just 1 week, we could pay 
for this entire program. Make no mis-
take, this bill will reduce the number 
of people served by nutrition programs. 
Right now, over 50 percent of the chil-
dren born in our country rely on this 
program every single day, every week. 
They serve almost 10 million people 
each year. My beloved brothers and sis-
ters across the aisle know that, but 
they should also know that this bill 
will mean empty shelves at food banks 
and smaller portions at dinnertime— 
and not a dent in the deficit. 

Make no mistake, make no mistake, 
this bill will hurt people. It will reduce 
the number of people who receive as-
sistance. The poor, the sick, the moth-
ers, these little babies. They didn’t 
overspend our credit card. They didn’t 
do it. They didn’t overspend our credit 
card. Why are we doing this? Why are 
we punishing? Why are we cutting the 
WIC program? It is a lifeline. No one in 
this country should have to go hungry. 
It is not right. It is not fair. It is not 
the just thing to do. It’s not the good 
thing to do. 

The Atlanta Community Food Bank 
in my own district, in the heart of 
downtown Atlanta, is distributing 35 
percent more food than last year. Their 
funding would be cut as well. Countless 
people are already on the waiting list. 
One such man in my own district, 
Johnny Battle, this man worked all of 
his life, and he worked very hard. Mr. 
Battle is 71, and his wife is 76. He can’t 
look for work because his wife has fall-
en ill. He is her caregiver. 
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I say we should be their caregiver. 
We should look after those who are suf-
fering through no fault of their own. 

They receive emergency food assist-
ance from Antioch Baptist Church 
when they can and receive only $16 a 
month in food stamps. Assistance from 
the food bank would make a huge dif-
ference in their lives. 

Sixty thousand people depend on At-
lanta Community Food Bank to make 
it through the month. We cannot allow 
more people to be pushed onto the 
waiting list like Mr. Battle and his 
wife. 

Mr. Chairman, and my colleagues, 
our country is hurting. Our people are 
hungry. They need our help. This is not 
how America treats her children. This 
is not how America treats her seniors. 
This is not how America treats her lit-
tle babies, the mothers. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote 
‘‘no.’’ 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. KAPTUR. Rugged individualism. 

Oh, am I glad the gentleman brought 
that up. Rugged individualism pro-
duces a heartless bill like this. 

Now, if you look back to why we’re in 
the dumpster economically, go back to 
the 1990s. Read Alan Greenspan, a great 
advocate of rugged individualism, and 
Ayn Rand; right? Just drive them into 
the ground. Make all of his friends 
rich. JPMorgan Chase, Wells Fargo, 
Goldman Sachs, Morgan Stanley—it’s 
an interesting group of characters up 
there that took America to the clean-
ers. They took and outsourced our jobs. 
Now they took our home equity. 

And now, it’s getting so bad we even 
have a bill that’s going to take food 
away from about 350,000 women and 
children. Now, whose fault is that? 

Here’s a little note from somebody in 
my district. She says—she signed up 
this plate at the food bank, the local 
food bank. She said: Without help from 
the food bank, I would be on the 
streets. I struggle every day to make 
ends meet so my kids have a place to 
lay their heads at night. I have a job, 
but with two kids, it’s still very hard. 
I have a lot of trouble paying rent and 
bills. I just wish there were more help 
to parents like myself. 

That’s from the rural part of my dis-
trict. 

From the urban part of my district, a 
plate is signed at the food bank: My in-
come is spent on bills, which leaves 
very little money for me to purchase 
food for myself and my two daughters. 

Now, you know, the majority of peo-
ple in this House are Christian. And 
I’m not pushing that, though I am one 
of them. But the first Beatitude says, 
‘‘Feed the hungry.’’ It doesn’t say 
‘‘rugged individualism.’’ 

I’m as individualistic as anybody else 
in this Chamber, but I’ll tell you what. 
There’s a heartlessness that goes with 
people who take everything for them-
selves and turn their back on the rest 
of the American people. So when Big 
Oil makes record profits and pays no 
taxes, there’s something really wrong. 
There’s something really wrong with 
the country, and the American people 
know it. 

They didn’t clean house here last No-
vember because they thought you were 
better; they just wanted a change. And 
they’ll vote for it again if their lives 
don’t get better. And their lives won’t 
get better unless we fix what Alan 
Greenspan and Goldman Sachs and 
Bank of America and the whole rest of 
those buzzards up there did to this 
country. And they’re taking bonuses. 
In fact, they’re making so much money 
they take Members of Congress out. 
You know the average amount of a 
meal? $193, $193 a plate. These folks, a 
couple of bucks in a day they spend on 
food. 

So I stand with the American people, 
not those wealthy interests who took 
the Nation to the cleaners. You know, 
those hedge funds? They pay at a 15 
percent tax rate. 

Mrs. LUMMIS talked about businesses 
in her district. They pay at a 35 per-
cent rate. Why don’t we hold those ac-
countable up on Wall Street for what 
they did? Let them pay their fair share 
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of taxes. We couldn’t even take one 
penny of their bonuses, not a penny. 
This was the most gutless institution. 

And I’ll tell you what. The real straw 
that broke the camel’s back was 1998 
when Glass-Steagall was thrown out, 
an act that had separated banking and 
commerce. And you know the name on 
that bill? There wasn’t a single Demo-
cratic name. It was Gramm-Leach-Bli-
ley, all Republicans, and they shoved it 
through this House. I didn’t vote for it. 

And then Wall Street, oh, my gosh. 
You talk about rugged individualism. 
They hurt the Republic. They hurt our 
country, and they have not been held 
accountable. George Bush’s Chief of 
Staff, Mr. Bolton, he came from Gold-
man Sachs. He was there. He was there 
in the fall of 2008 when the Treasury 
was just opened up to them. Isn’t that 
an interesting coincidence? Very inter-
esting when you look back and see 
what really happened. 

I refuse to have the people of my dis-
trict or any district pay for what they 
did. I’ve got people who are lined up in 
our food banks because of unemploy-
ment, and I know who caused it. And I 
don’t have enough power to hold them 
accountable, but I hope God does, be-
cause what they’ve done is unforgiv-
able. Their rugged individualism is un-
patriotic. It is un-Christian, and it 
hurt this country. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the gentlewoman’s striking the last 
word a second time? 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chair, reserving 
the right to object, I want to say to my 
friend, the ranking member, that I un-
derstand the passion on that side and a 
number of people who want to start 
speaking, or who have been speaking. 
But if we are going to start speaking 
twice, then I hope you will give me the 
courtesy of speaking twice. I just want 
to mention that. 

I’ve just been informed Mrs. LUMMIS 
spoke twice while I was going to the 
restroom, so, once again, I will sit 
down. 

If I could continue on my reserva-
tion, I want to explain to my friend 
from Ohio that I was concerned about 
Members speaking twice. But I under-
stand that you’ve done that now with 
Mrs. LUMMIS, so I certainly will not ob-
ject. 

I withdraw my reservation. 
The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-

tion, the gentlewoman from Ohio is 
recognized for an additional 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman. 

I thank you for yielding. We may not 
agree on everything, but I think if we 
agree on some of the history that 
brought us to this point, maybe we can 
do something right for the Republic, 
and certainly for those people who are 
lined up across this country as victims 
of the abuse that came from that rug-
ged individualism for which there has 

been no justice. There has been no jus-
tice to this date. What a sad thing for 
us to say institutionally. 

If we look at this bill, nearly half of 
the babies born in our country rely on 
WIC, the Women, Infants and Children 
food program. They are in every dis-
trict in this country. And I can guar-
antee you, for all the big shots that 
cleaned up at the expense of the Amer-
ican people, they’ve never even been to 
a WIC site. They’ve never seen sat with 
moms. They’ve never sat with families 
trying to figure out how they’re going 
to make it from the beginning of the 
month to the end of the month on the 
few pennies that they have to live on. 

So I think that the sad fact of this 
bill is that, rather than Big Oil paying 
their fair share of taxes, rather than us 
taking those bonuses from those who 
truly don’t deserve them because of 
what they did to the Republic, for all 
the tax breaks that are going to com-
panies that are locating jobs overseas 
and taking our livelihoods away from 
us, the answer isn’t to take food away 
from those people that are paying the 
price. 

So I want to thank my colleagues, 
and particularly Mr. KINGSTON for not 
objecting, to Mr. FARR for the great job 
you’ve done in trying to bring some 
justice to this bill, and to say, in clos-
ing, that there are many people who 
talk about life. Without decent nutri-
tion, the children who will be affected, 
the hundreds of thousands of children 
who will be affected in this bill, their 
brains won’t grow as fast. They won’t 
have the kind of nutrients that produce 
strong bodies and strong minds for the 
future. 

This is the time to stand up in de-
fense for those who are defenseless. 
And particularly with this economy, 
the last place to cut is food. Every 
Christian in here knows that’s true. We 
need to do better as this bill moves for-
ward. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the bill on final vote, and I thank my 
colleagues for yielding me additional 
time. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
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Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. HIRONO. I rise in opposition to 
the underlying bill. 

Ours is a compassionate country. We 
have leaders who can put themselves in 
the shoes of Americans who are strug-
gling, doing their best. We have com-
passionate leaders on both sides of the 
aisle. This is why it is so inexplicable 
that the underlying bill, as well as bill 
after bill brought by the Republican 
majority to this floor, makes cuts after 
huge cuts to people’s programs—not 
corporate programs, not programs that 
hit Wall Street, but people’s programs. 
And again today, in this agriculture 
spending bill, we are targeting cuts 

that hit women, infants, children and 
seniors in Hawaii and nationwide. 

In my district in Hawaii, 19.5 percent 
of our residents experienced food hard-
ship in the last year. Let me repeat: 
nearly one in five people in my district 
did not have enough money to buy food 
that they and their family needed in 
2010. Today’s bill would cut crucial nu-
trition programs for thousands of Ha-
waii’s most vulnerable and hundreds of 
thousands all across the country. And 
while the richest in our country con-
tinue to get billions in tax breaks and 
the oil companies continue to get their 
billions in tax breaks, why are we bal-
ancing the budget on the backs of 
women, infants, children and seniors? 

First, today’s bill makes a $650 mil-
lion cut to the women, infants and 
children, WIC, nutrition program for 
fiscal year 2012. This would cut as 
many as 350,000 eligible low-income 
women and young children from the 
program. WIC provides nutritious food, 
counseling on healthy eating, and 
health referrals to pregnant, 
postpartum and breast-feeding women 
and their children under age five. This 
program has had well-documented suc-
cess in improving the nutrition and 
health of families in poverty. WIC has 
reduced low-weight births, anemia and 
hunger. Let’s put ourselves in the shoes 
of 350,000 women and their children 
who depend on this program. 

Second, the Emergency Food Assist-
ance Program supports food banks on 
all of our islands and across the Nation 
to support the hungry. I have visited 
many of the food banks in my State, in 
my district; and we know that there is 
a growing need. There are many, many 
more families now relying on food 
banks; and yet this bill cuts $12 million 
from food banks at a time of great, 
great need. Let’s put ourselves in the 
shoes of the hundreds of thousands of 
families all across our country who are 
relying on food stamps. 

Third, today’s bill cuts 20 percent 
from the Commodities Supplemental 
Food Program, which provides food 
packages to over 600,000 people nation-
wide, and 96 percent of these recipients 
are low-income seniors. You’ve heard 
others say ending tax cuts for million-
aires and billionaires for just 1 week 
alone would save $866 million. That is 
enough to support poor women, infants 
and children for the entire year. And 
when we say this bill brought to us by 
the Republicans literally takes food 
from babies to give tax breaks to mil-
lionaires and billionaires, we are not 
engaging in hyperbole. This is what is 
happening in this bill. 

Let’s get our priorities in order. Bal-
ancing the budget on the backs of our 
most vulnerable is totally indefensible 
when we are giving tax breaks to those 
people, the richest people in our coun-
try, corporations that are making bil-
lions of dollars. It’s indefensible. And 
where do we live? Do we live on Wall 
Street? People who want this bill, I 
think they live on Wall Street. Well, 
those of us who are opposing this bill, 
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we live on Main Street. That’s where 
the majority of our people live; they 
live on Main Street. They expect us to 
support those people—working people, 
families, women and children all living 
on Main Street. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose these 
anti-people, wrong-headed, downright 
cruel cuts to low-income women, in-
fants, children and seniors all across 
our country. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Chair, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Maryland is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. EDWARDS. I’ve been listening 
all afternoon and I’ve heard economic 
philosophy described as Keynesian and 
I’ve heard talk of fiscal conservatism 
and regulation and rugged individ-
ualism. We even heard talk of LeBron 
James. But one thing is really true, we 
haven’t heard anyone on the other side 
of the aisle talk about hunger, and 
even LeBron James is not hungry. 

So I want to talk about a really sim-
ple economic theory and it’s called 
hunger. It means when you wake up in 
the morning and you’re a young child 
in this country and your parents can’t 
afford to feed you, you’re hungry. The 
demand of hunger when you’re going to 
school and you can’t think through the 
school day because you’re hungry. It’s 
about going home on a weekend after 
receiving a school lunch on a Friday 
but not eating through the entire 
weekend because you’re hungry. And 
really, Mr. Chair, that’s the only eco-
nomic theory we need to discuss this 
afternoon. 

So just before I came to the floor, 
earlier in the day I had a physical. I 
had to go 10 hours without eating. I de-
scribed myself as starving. But clearly, 
neither I nor any Member of this House 
of Representatives knows what it’s like 
to be really hungry today. And so be-
fore I came to the floor, I had my piece 
of chicken. And you know what? That 
was more than the Republicans are pre-
pared to give America’s women, in-
fants, and children. 

And so I rise today in opposition to 
these extreme cuts to the Women, In-
fant and Children program and the un-
derlying bill. We know the program is 
essential to providing nutrition to our 
Nation’s most vulnerable children. 

Now, I don’t need a study to know 
what it means to be hungry; but stud-
ies show that women, infant and chil-
dren programs reap tremendous bene-
fits to the participants. They lead to 
fewer premature births, fewer fetal and 
infant deaths, and result in better cog-
nitive and physical health for children. 
That’s the difference between eating a 
nutritious meal and being hungry. 

I also rise today in support of my col-
league, LYNN WOOLSEY’s, amendment 
to block the GOP’s attempts to roll 
back our USDA nutrition standards for 
our children because not only are some 
of our children hungry, but we need to 
make sure that they are eating to a 

standard that allows them to learn in 
our classrooms. 

The WIC program is essential to en-
suring our youngest Americans receive 
the nutrition they need, and the under-
lying amendments will ensure that 
children continue to receive nutritious 
foods throughout their school day. 

Now, when I first came to Congress, I 
worked with our then-chairwoman and 
our friend, ROSA DELAURO, to secure 
the Afterschool Supper Program in my 
home State of Maryland for hungry 
children. We have fed millions of meals 
through this program. And so I know 
that in my State and all across the 
country the Women, Infant, and Chil-
dren program served 140,000 women, in-
fants and children every month in the 
last year. 

The program serves 9.2 million low- 
income families across the country. 
And as our Nation continues to recover 
from a recession, the benefits provided 
to these families are an essential safe-
ty net for our vulnerable populations. 
And according to Feeding America, 
there’s a 50 percent increase in need 
amongst families, seniors, and children 
right now. This is a time when ensur-
ing the economic security of the Amer-
ican people is critical, and we can’t 
stand by the Republican pledge to cut 
essential safety net programs. 

It’s no surprise to the American peo-
ple that the Republican Conference se-
lected yet another vulnerable group to 
slash while continuing to support big 
oil companies, farm subsidies and huge 
tax breaks for millionaires and billion-
aires instead of supporting women, in-
fants, and children. 

In this 112th Congress, this new and 
bold Republican majority began with 
an attack on women. They proceeded 
to attack our seniors with a plan to 
eradicate Medicare, and now they are 
committed to an attack on our need-
iest and the health of our neediest in-
fants and children. 

b 1920 
It’s actually really shameful. It’s 

even hard to talk about because it’s 
hard to believe, in America, that even 
those who sit on the other side of the 
aisle are willing to take away nutrition 
programs for needy women, infants and 
children rather than take away the tax 
breaks for billionaires and take away 
the subsidies for oil companies while 
our gas prices rise. I think that those 
on the other side of the aisle should be 
absolutely ashamed of themselves. I 
know that some of my colleagues have 
quoted Bible passages. I don’t know. 
Maybe quote the Statue of Liberty. 
What is happening in this House is not 
American at all. It doesn’t hold to the 
values that we hold to take care of our 
neediest, to take care of our poor. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Ms. EDWARDS. I’ll be gaveled down, 
but we need to support Women, Infants 
and Children and to stop the slash and 
burn on the Nation’s neediest children. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. HINCHEY. I rise in opposition to 
the underlying bill. 

People across this country have 
agreed that we have to reduce our def-
icit, but they also understand that we 
shouldn’t do it on the backs of working 
and middle class people who are al-
ready struggling to make ends meet. 
The Republican-sponsored Agriculture 
appropriations bill, on the other hand, 
cuts all the wrong things at exactly 
the wrong time. Here are five reasons 
that I plan on voting against it. 

First, this bill will raise gas prices by 
cutting anti-speculation efforts: With 
speculation at an all-time high, Amer-
ican families are paying now more than 
60 cents more per gallon at the pump 
than they should be; but instead of 
ramping up anti-speculation efforts, 
this bill cuts almost half the funding 
for the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission—the very agency charged 
with policing oil speculation. 

Second, this bill takes food out of the 
mouths of low-income mothers, babies 
and kids, cutting WIC for about 15,000 
people just in New York State alone: 
The bill cuts food assistance for preg-
nant women, infants and children by 
$650 million, or 10 percent, denying 
food and health counseling for up to 
475,000 low-income women, infants and 
young children throughout America 
over the course of the next year if this 
bill passes. The bill also would cut food 
aid for low-income seniors and would 
cut help for food banks. 

Third, this bill increases the risk to 
our food supply by cutting safety in-
spections: As many as 48 million Amer-
icans are sickened every year by con-
taminated food. That’s why, with my 
support, last year we stepped up efforts 
to increase the inspections of food 
manufacturing plants and imported 
foods. With new strains of E.coli sick-
ening hundreds throughout Europe, 
now is not the time to be gutting the 
funding for food safety inspections; but 
this legislation would do just that, 
making it impossible to implement the 
new safety standards and guaranteeing 
millions more Americans will get sick 
from bad food. 

Fourth, this bill cuts anti-childhood 
obesity efforts: Childhood obesity has 
tripled in the past 30 years. It’s an epi-
demic. Obesity costs our country $147 
billion a year in medical costs, and for 
the first time in American history, life 
expectancy for the next generation is 
going to be lower than for the current 
generation. But instead of boosting ef-
forts to combat this problem, the Re-
publican bill eliminates funding for the 
Healthy Food Financing Initiative, de-
signed to combat childhood obesity by 
bringing healthy foods to underserved 
urban and rural communities. 

Finally, this bill raises the cost of 
prescription drugs: By severely cutting 
funding for the Food and Drug Admin-
istration, American consumers will get 
food and medical products that are less 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:27 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00073 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K14JN7.135 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4152 June 14, 2011 
safe due to the erosion of essential 
oversight and prescription drugs that 
are more expensive as a result of the 
agency’s limited ability to approve less 
costly generics. 

Just for those five reasons, obviously 
big reasons, this bill should not be 
passed. While I oppose these cuts, I do 
support responsible ways in which we 
can reduce our deficit, such as cutting 
wasteful subsidies and give-aways for 
the oil industry, ending special tax ear-
marks for Wall Street bankers, and al-
lowing Medicare to negotiate for bulk 
rate discounts on prescription drugs for 
seniors in the context of Medicare. 
These reforms in and of themselves— 
just those few—would save hundreds of 
billions of dollars without harming 
working and middle class Americans 
who are already struggling to get by. 

This Agriculture appropriations bill 
accomplishes the goal of deficit reduc-
tion in the wrong way. Let’s move for-
ward with a plan that does it in the 
right way. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PALLONE. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I 
think it is easy for my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle to forget 
that this bill deals with programs on 
which the most vulnerable in our soci-
ety rely. 

My Republican colleagues are pro-
posing about $650 million in cuts to the 
WIC Program. This action would essen-
tially kick 200,000 to 350,000 women, in-
fants and children off the rolls. Now, 
the Republicans claim that getting our 
fiscal house in order requires shared 
sacrifice. However, they are only re-
quiring the sacrifice of those most in 
need. In fact, the cost of funding this 
program for 1 year is less than the rev-
enue that would be generated by end-
ing the Bush tax cuts to millionaires 
for just 1 week. Now you tell me, is 
that considered shared sacrifice? 

If we want to talk about being fis-
cally responsible, then there is almost 
no better investment and choice we can 
make than the WIC Program. For 
every dollar invested in WIC, $1.77 to 
$3.13 in health care costs are avoided in 
the first 60 days after an infant’s birth. 
Doesn’t this alone make fiscal sense? 

The WIC Program is preventative. 
It’s preventative in terms of public 
health nutrition. It is a mission-driven 
program that seeks to improve birth 
outcomes, improve the nutrition of 
women and children, and provide nutri-
tion education and food packages tai-
lored to meet the needs of low-income 
women and children. I can’t think of 
anything that is more preventative in 
nature and that ultimately saves 
money. 

WIC serves approximately 8.9 million 
low-income pregnant women, new 
moms, babies, and children under 5 who 
have been determined to be nutrition-
ally at risk. Are these really the people 

that my Republican colleagues want to 
carry the burden and weight of shared 
sacrifice? 

What do the Republicans expect? I 
mean, do you honestly expect your 
constituents to find relief if they’re not 
willing to provide even the most basic 
of services? You don’t even want to 
provide basic services for people in 
need. Where are they going to get relief 
in this economic downturn that we face 
right now? 

If my Republican colleagues continue 
to pursue this kind of action, they’re 
going to have hundreds of thousands of 
hungry and malnourished women and 
children on their consciences—and I 
really mean that, on your con-
sciences—and that’s not something 
that I am willing to accept. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this appropriations bill and to give the 
necessary support to our Nation’s most 
vulnerable members. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. DELAURO 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 14, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $136,070,000) (reduced by 
$136,070,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. DELAURO. My amendment of-
fered with my colleagues, Representa-
tives KAPTUR, BOSWELL, FARR, COURT-
NEY, LARSON, and WELCH, would restore 
full funding for the President’s request 
to the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 

The CFTC’s mission is to protect the 
American public from fraud, manipula-
tion, abusive practices, systemic risk 
related to derivatives, including specu-
lation in the oil markets that drive up 
gas prices, and to foster open, competi-
tive and financially sound markets. 
Funding the CFTC at the President’s 
request will put 159 more cops on the 
beat, will provide the agency with the 
updated technology it needs to prop-
erly regulate the multi-trillion-dollar 
derivatives market in order to protect 
American consumers, and will curb ex-
cessive speculation by Wall Street 
banks and oil companies. 

The current version of the bill, by 
gouging the CFTC by as much as $136 
million, makes it clear that the major-
ity is putting profiteering and special 
interests above the basic, common-
sense priorities of the American peo-
ple. Three years ago, we suffered an 
economic meltdown brought on by 
greed, corruption and a total lack of 
regulation in the Wall Street deriva-
tives market. 

b 1930 
We are still dealing with the eco-

nomic ramifications of that collapse 
today. Millions of jobs disappeared, 
millions of homes foreclosed on, mil-
lions of families are struggling every 
day to get by. 

If that were not burdensome enough, 
the same families are paying excessive 
prices at the pump right now because 
of dangerous oil speculation. Goldman 
Sachs has found that unregulated spec-
ulation adds over $20 per barrel to the 
price of oil. Even Exxon’s top executive 
recently conceded that the price of gas 
has been surging due to speculators, 
who now make up nearly 70 percent of 
the market. 

Because of all the bad behavior by 
Wall Street, we passed the Dodd-Frank 
financial reform bill in the Congress 
last year which would reintroduce 
transparency and accountability in 
commodities markets and protect the 
public from future malfeasance. Among 
these reforms was the strengthening of 
the Commodities Futures Trading 
Commission, their ability to regulate 
derivatives and to prevent speculation 
in oil. Yet in this appropriations bill 
the majority is now trying to starve 
the CFTC of the resources that it needs 
to do the job. 

The decision helps Wall Street firms 
and big oil companies. If it passes, Wall 
Street can continue the risky manipu-
lation of derivatives that brought on 
the last collapse. Big oil can continue 
to enjoy inflated profits every year due 
to artificially swollen oil prices. The 
losers are Americans families forced to 
pay more at the pump with this deci-
sion, or worse. Eviscerating the CFTC 
here, the majority is setting up tax-
payers to pay for yet another costly 
bailout of Wall Street. 

The choices made in this legislation 
are reckless and disturbing, more to do 
with ideology than basic economics. 
Yet it is part of a pattern by this ma-
jority. Under their watch, gas prices 
reached an average of around $4 a gal-
lon across the country, up dramati-
cally from the $2.78 national average in 
2010. And yet they still rush to protect 
billions in oil company subsidies, even 
as they cut the budget of the agency 
we know can do something about this 
speculation. 

CFTC has already made a difference. 
Earlier this year they charged five oil 
speculators with manipulating the 
price of crude, netting them more $50 
million, even as oil prices climbed to-
wards record highs of $147 a barrel in 
the summer of 2008. We need this type 
of accountability in our oil markets to 
protect American families. What we do 
not need is a Congress that puts the 
profit margins of Wall Street and oil 
speculators over the needs of American 
families and the American economy. 

We came here to represent the Amer-
ican people, not banks and oil compa-
nies, and that means giving the CFTC 
the resources that it needs to do its job 
properly. I urge my colleagues to put 
Main Street before Wall Street and to 
support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chair, I have a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his inquiry. 
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Mr. KINGSTON. I accept the amend-

ment and was wondering if we could go 
ahead and call the question and move 
on. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee 
is proceeding under the 5-minute rule 
and debate will proceed on the amend-
ment. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. It is interesting. I 
want to read this amendment, because 
I have heard some comments about 
this bill isn’t serious or whatever. Well, 
look at this amendment. I don’t think 
you could call it serious. It says on 
page 2, line 14, ‘‘after the dollar 
amount insert increased by $136 mil-
lion, reduced by $136 million.’’ 

The effect of this amendment is noth-
ing. It is a legitimate vehicle on a par-
liamentary rule to discuss something. 
But if there is a problem with the 
CFTC not doing its job or being unable 
to do the job because of this, there 
should be an amendment that address-
es that. This is not an amendment. 
This is just a discussion. But I will 
enter into the discussion. 

First of all, I want to quote Michael 
Dunn. He is a Democrat member of the 
commission. Here is what he had to say 
as far as oil speculation goes. ‘‘The 
CFTC staff has been unable to find any 
reliable economic analysis to support 
the contention that excessive specula-
tion is affecting the markets we regu-
late.’’ 

That is from the Democrat member 
of the CFTC. If I quoted a Republican 
member and they said the same thing, 
then the Democrats would be crying, 
no, no, no. But that was the quote of 
the Democrat member of the commis-
sion. 

Now, why are the Democrats so inter-
ested in blaming high energy costs on 
the CFTC? It is because they have op-
posed our own development of energy 
domestically. We do not want to ex-
plore for oil in Alaska, but the Presi-
dent of the United States goes down to 
Brazil and apparently understands or 
in his view believes that they are 
maybe technologically superior to 
Americans, that they can drill for oil 
off the shore of Brazil, and they can do 
a better job than the good people in 
Louisiana or Texas or Florida can. So 
the President of the United States, a 
Democrat, goes down to Brazil and 
says, drill for oil here, and we will lend 
you the money, and we want to be your 
best customer. 

Now, if we want to decrease the price 
of domestic energy, then we need to ex-
plore for our own energy, instead of 
this phony argument that somehow— 
and, by the way, I am not sure, but I 
think Goldman Sachs is a huge sup-
porter of President Obama. In fact, I 
think they were his second-largest con-
tributor. I am not 100 percent sure on 
that. I am sure somebody over here 
might be very quick to correct me if I 
am wrong. 

But I know this: that I have heard 
over and over again that somehow 
Goldman Sachs is the problem with 
this bill. I wasn’t listening to every 
single speech, but that was one of the 
things that we kept hearing. But if we 
want to decrease the cost of energy in 
the United States of America, you need 
to increase the supply and the produc-
tion of domestic energy and get away 
from this, well, it is the CFTC is not 
getting enough money. 

And I want to say this, which is very 
important about this budget number. 
The budget of the President of the 
United States, a Democrat, failed in 
the Senate, which is also run by the 
Democrats, by a vote of 97–0. Now, I 
keep hearing, not this bill, not here, 
not now. Well, where? The Ryan budget 
is the only budget that has passed ei-
ther body. It has not passed the Senate. 
But the President’s budget failed 97–0. 
So if the Democrats are concerned, 
then why aren’t they working on a 
budget that is acceptable to them? 

We had a number of budget votes 
here. None of them passed. There was 
one budget proposal, the RSC, Repub-
lican Study Committee budget that 
was Mr. GARRETT’s and Mr. JORDAN’s, 
and it failed because they felt the Ryan 
budget did not go far enough. But the 
Ryan budget did get a majority of 
votes. The President Obama budget did 
not. And what did the President and 
HARRY REID do when their budget 
failed? Nothing. They left. That was it. 
If they are concerned about funding for 
the CFTC and the USDA and the FDA, 
why aren’t they working on a budget 
that is more acceptable? Isn’t that 
what leadership is all about? 

So what we are having here now is, 
because we won’t explore for our own 
energy and we won’t develop it, we are 
going to blame it on the CFTC’s fund-
ing level. I think that this amendment, 
although it does nothing, I think we 
should move on to more serious discus-
sions. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I move 

to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, having heard the sub-
committee chairman’s discussion of 
this amendment, I now understand why 
he didn’t want to have a discussion of 
this amendment. He wanted simply to 
accept it so he would not have had to 
say nothing. Since it was not accepted, 
he did say nothing, he just took 5 min-
utes to say it. 

I take it back, he did say one very 
important thing, and it defines this 
issue. He apparently believes that spec-
ulation in oil is no part of the reason 
that oil prices go high, and he quoted a 
Democrat. He found a Democrat, one of 
the three Democratic members of the 
commission. The other two, of course, 
vehemently disagree. 

By the way, we did not say that this 
is something Goldman Sachs doesn’t 

like. Goldman Sachs is on the gentle-
man’s side. Goldman Sachs opposes 
regulation of derivatives. Goldman 
Sachs merely mentioned in an analyst 
report that they believe that $20 a bar-
rel of the cost of oil comes from the 
speculation that they engage in. Maybe 
they were bragging. They certainly 
weren’t objecting. 

Here is what speculation means. By 
the way, in our legislation that the Re-
publicans are trying to undo and in 
what the CFTC is trying to do, people 
who use oil are not regulated. An air-
line trying to hedge against volatility 
in prices, they are left alone. 

Here is what we want to say. If you 
do not use oil, if you never go near a 
barrel of oil, in fact, if you are one of 
those people whole never goes near the 
gas pump because you have got some-
body to pump it for you, if you never 
touch a barrel of oil and never use it, 
please do not buy it up, through deriva-
tives, so that you put up only a little 
bit, large amounts so that you can 
keep it off the market and the price 
goes up. That is what we want to do. 

b 1940 
The CFTC, we think, should be able 

to say to people who don’t use the com-
modity, Please don’t buy it up and hold 
it off the market so you can then sell 
it when the price goes up and make a 
profit. The gentleman from Georgia 
says speculation is not an issue. He 
says it’s drilling. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not know a thoughtful person who 
thinks that complex issues like the 
price of a commodity have a single ex-
planation, except the gentleman from 
Georgia. I wouldn’t want to violate the 
rules by suggesting that I would ex-
clude him from the ranks of the ration-
al, but every other rational person says 
that things like the price are set by a 
number of factors. 

No, I do not think speculation is the 
major cause. Neither does Goldman 
Sachs. Neither does Wilbur Ross, the 
great investor. They say it’s perhaps 20 
percent. So we’re not saying we’re 
going to cut the price in half. We are 
saying you can reduce it by 20 percent. 
And, by the way, it’s not just oil. We 
just had a debate about food. Well, 
frankly, the WIC program that they 
are cutting wouldn’t cost so much if we 
would also limit speculation in food 
prices. 

And here’s what we are talking 
about. Well, maybe the gentleman 
from Georgia speaks for his party. I’ve 
heard no dissent. The apparently offi-
cial Republican position is: Specula-
tion is fine. Let’s not interfere with 
speculation. It’s people who do not use 
the commodity, who don’t use oil, who 
don’t use the foodstuffs, if they want to 
buy it up and keep it off the market so 
they can then sell it when the price 
goes up—why else would they buy it? 
They’re not collectors. This is not 
stamps. This is not a hobby. It’s a way 
to make money. And how do they make 
money? By driving up the price of the 
commodity by buying it and with-
holding it and then selling it when 
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they can make a profit. What we want 
is for the CFTC to tell people who don’t 
use it, No, there are limits on what you 
can buy. And we believe that contrib-
utes to the price of oil, unlike the gen-
tleman from Georgia, who said, No, 
price only has to do with exploration 
and drilling. No one I think really 
thinks that—maybe not even the gen-
tleman from Georgia. What they do is 
to say, No, the CFTC won’t have that 
money. They in fact in their budget 
will give the CFTC less money in the 
next fiscal year than they have this 
year. 

We have given the CFTC new powers 
under the financial reform legislation, 
which they don’t like, to cover swaps. 
By the way, it’s not simply speculation 
that’s at risk here. AIG helped plunge 
this country into an economic disaster 
by an absolutely irresponsible use of 
derivatives. And that’s something, 
again, we would like the CFTC to be 
able to regulate. They were allowed to 
get in way over their heads. 

So what we have here is part of a 
one-two punch from the Republicans. 
They want to do it legislatively—and 
that will come up later—but here 
they’re telling the CFTC, You should 
get less money as we give you this 
complicated issue of derivatives than 
you had before. And by the way, they 
also have added a Catch-22. If you read 
the current Republican arguments, 
they are very critical of the CFTC for 
not moving quickly enough. They 
aren’t using the authority they’ve got. 

So, first, you complain that they 
aren’t doing enough. Then you reduce 
the money that they need. And by the 
way, these are complicated things. 
They need to be able to hire very smart 
people. They need to be able to hire im-
portant information technology. You 
cannot have dumb people regulating. 
And I will give credit to those people 
out there manipulating derivatives and 
speculating—they’re very smart. They 
have state-of-the-art equipment. And 
you want to put the CFTC in shackles. 
It is an effort to make speculation free 
of any regulation, with a consequent 
increase in food prices and energy 
prices. And I hope the bill is defeated. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. I move to strike the last 

word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of this amendment. We are 
slowly rebounding from a financial cri-
sis that crippled our economy and left 
millions of Americans out of work. 
Clearly, consumer protection is impor-
tant now more than ever. The Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, 
known as the CFTC, is an independent 
agency that protects market users and 
the public from abusive practices re-
lated to derivatives. This includes 
helping regulate oil speculation and 
food price speculation. 

Now, more than ever, we need a well- 
resourced CFTC. As Mr. FRANK pointed 

out, this is new legislation. The agency 
is growing by hiring people who are 
going to be regulators, and expects by 
September 30 of this year to have in 
place what we have given the money 
for last year, which is 720 full-time 
equivalent positions. They will help en-
sure that the public is protected from 
fraud, manipulation, and systematic 
risk, and they will make sure that 
Americans aren’t paying exorbitant 
prices at the pump and grocery stores. 
And the CFTC can do just that. 

In the past 3 years, the CFTC has ob-
tained over $1.3 billion in judgments 
for Americans who have been victim-
ized by thousands of profit-hungry in-
vestors around the country. And yet 
now, in fiscal year 2012, this bill, the 
Agriculture appropriations bill, slashes 
the budget of the CFTC by 44 percent. 
So the first time that we begin to regu-
late an industry, we are going to cut it 
back by 160 jobs they will have to let 
go. 

Now, remember, they’re regulating 
an industry that is seven times larger 
than all regulated industry and regu-
lated markets today. Seven times big-
ger than all regulated markets. This 
job cut will dangerously undermine the 
CFTC’s regulation of commodities and 
contribute to rising oil and food prices, 
as Mr. FRANK pointed out. This is bla-
tant fiscal irresponsibility because 
here’s what these cuts mean. The CFTC 
can’t put enough cops on the beat to 
prevent the big banks from making 
risky bets that could lead to another 
financial crisis. So the American tax-
payer will foot the bill to bail out Wall 
Street all over again. This puts the 
needs of Wall Street over the needs of 
Main Street. But you know what else it 
means? It means Americans will be ex-
posed to manipulation of oil and food 
prices at the very time when folks are 
scraping together pennies to pay for 
rent and cover groceries. 

Our job here in Congress is to be the 
best possible stewards of taxpayers’ 
dollars. And this shortsighted cut will 
yield absolutely no return on invest-
ment. In fact, we could be lining our-
selves up to lose big all over again. I 
urge my colleagues to support the 
DeLauro-Kaptur-Farr-Larson-Court-
ney-Welch-Boswell amendment to re-
store funding to the CFTC and avoid 
this misguided attack on the American 
taxpayer. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BOSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes. 
(Mr. BOSWELL asked and was given 

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BOSWELL. I rise to support the 
fair and necessary funding for the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission. 
The CFTC acts as a Wall Street watch-
dog, overseeing American markets that 
directly impact our Nation’s workers, 
businesses, and families. Refusing to 
responsibly fund this Commission puts 
our constituents in danger of higher 

gas prices, higher food prices, and a 
greater likelihood that Wall Street will 
once again take advantage of them. 
While the derivatives market has 
grown by 400 percent over the last 10 
years, the U.S. Government has failed 
to match that growth in regulators. 
Now the majority wants to take even 
more cops off Wall Street, and as some-
one has said, it’s like putting the Lit-
tle League champions up against the 
New York Yankees. With speculators 
making up 70 percent of market play-
ers and an industry that invests $25 bil-
lion in technology each year, the Com-
mission that regulates behavior on 
Wall Street cannot afford to be left be-
hind. Our taxpayers cannot afford to 
pick up the bill again. 

To monitor and regulate this market, 
and to protect American taxpayers, 
last Congress we passed the Dodd- 
Frank Wall Street Reform Act. And I 
might add that that was not a knee- 
jerk operation. We took months and 
months, many, many hearings, as you 
well know, working across the aisle to-
gether to try to do something that 
would prevent a re-happening of what 
we were going through and still have 
the aftereffect of. 

As ranking member of the sub-
committee that oversees the CFTC, I 
have heard from countless witnesses, 
including Chairman Gensler himself, 
that we must properly fund the CFTC 
to protect American consumers and 
market end-users. They need and must 
have the tools and the resources to do 
their job. Adequately funding the 
CFTC would allow the Commission to 
increase staff to do the job that Con-
gress directed them to do, which is to 
prevent another 2008 financial crisis. It 
would allow the Commission to keep 
pace with the growth of the market 
they are charged to regulate and invest 
$66 million in technology to improve 
oversight of electronic trading. 

Still, the majority is dead set on de-
laying and defunding the CFTC. This 
legislation returns the CFTC to their 
2008 level funding—the same level of 
funding that led to the taxpayer bail-
out of Wall Street and only allows half 
of what they need now to do the job 
correctly. Defunding and delaying this 
implementation is the majority’s hand-
out to Wall Street millionaires and bil-
lionaires, who have already been 
caught red-handed gambling with the 
pension plans of middle class Ameri-
cans and speculating the cost of oil $20 
a barrel beyond actual cost. 

b 1950 
This is why I support and have co-

sponsored the amendment to increase 
CFTC funding to the fair level of $308 
million. To fund the CFTC at 2008 lev-
els is an insult to the American tax-
payers who were asked to foot the bill 
in 2008 as a result of Wall Street’s reck-
less behavior. 

Our Nation has seen the effects of the 
2008 funding level and what happens 
when our market lacks proper over-
sight. We must protect our constitu-
ents from the vulnerable situation that 
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led to a financial collapse, and we must 
fairly fund the CFTC. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Chairman, 

I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gen-
tleman from Nebraska. 

I just want to say I find it incredible 
that I’m hearing people say that the 
fault of the Wall Street meltdown was 
because of the CFTC’s not doing its 
job. I cannot believe that the meltdown 
and the financial situation is now 
being attributed to the CFTC and, to 
avoid it, we have to put in more money 
for the CFTC. 

I voted against the Wall Street bail-
out. The President of the United States 
voted for it as a Senator, and again as 
President he wanted part two of it. So 
I’m not buying that the Wall Street 
bailout—AIG was mentioned earlier. 
That was done by the Fed. The Bear 
Stearns bailout, that was done by the 
Fed. The bailout of Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac, that was done by the 
House Democrats. 

So I don’t need to be sitting here lis-
tening to people preach to me about 
bailouts and that the solution to lower 
gas prices is to fund a bureaucracy. It’s 
a group that has been averaging about 
four regulations a year and between 
now and late summer 34 regulations. 

I understand that those in the Big 
Government circles of Washington love 
more regulations, more government 
growth; but to say to the taxpayers 
that funding CFTC at a higher, unprec-
edented level is going to avoid the need 
for bailouts is ridiculous. And, again, 
Mr. Chairman, I’m somebody who has 
consistently voted against these bail-
outs and these stimulus programs. 

I don’t believe that government is 
the answer. I think the market still 
has the answer. I did not support the 
Dodd-Frank bill. What this is—a lot of 
it is just an overreach, more govern-
ment telling people how to conduct 
their business. 

Do I think there’s a role for CFTC? 
Certainly I do. And can CFTC be effec-
tive? Yes. But their own Democrat 
member says, and I will quote again: 
‘‘The CFTC staff’’—not his personal 
opinion but the CFTC staff, which is 
over 700—‘‘has been unable to find any 
reliable economic analysis to support 
the contention that excessive specula-
tion is affecting the markets we regu-
late.’’ Now, that’s not my opinion; 
that’s what the Democrat commission 
member says the CFTC staff has re-
ported. 

Should we be concerned about specu-
lation? Yes, we should. But I don’t 
think it is fair for any Member of Con-
gress to go back home to the taxpayers 
and say, I’m going to bring down the 
price at the pump because I have put 
millions of dollars into a Washington 
bureaucracy and they’re really going 

to get tough on that Wall Street crowd 
now. 

If we want to bring down the price of 
energy in America, we have to increase 
our supply. And I don’t know of any 
other way to do it. Supply goes up and 
the cost goes down. If we want to help 
the consumers at the pump, we have 
got to explore and develop our own do-
mestic energy resources. And discus-
sion about CFTC funding comes second, 
third, fourth, fifth tier to that. So if 
the objective is to bring down the price 
of gas at the pump, let’s don’t pretend 
that increasing spending for the CFTC 
is going to achieve that. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Reclaiming my 
time, Mr. Chairman, let me add as well 
it’s a little difficult for me to sit here 
quietly and listen to the pontificating 
about Wall Street bailouts. I didn’t 
support the Wall Street bailout either. 

There are now five banks who control 
over 50 percent of the assets, deposited 
assets, in the country. Those banks 
that were deemed ‘‘too big to fail’’ in 
reality are too big to succeed. It’s the 
Main Street bank that’s under con-
stant competitive pressure from these 
large institutions that have been em-
powered by further consolidations by 
the actions of this very body. So it’s 
very difficult to sit here and take that. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COURTNEY. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Connecticut is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
support of this amendment, as someone 
who also voted against the Wall Street 
bailout. 

I, however, would certainly disagree 
with the conclusion that speculation is 
not a factor in the price of oil and cer-
tainly the huge swing that we have 
seen just in the last 6 months in this 
country. And I would cite ExxonMobil 
as my validator in terms of that point. 

On May 14 in Forbes Magazine, hard-
ly a Democratic left-wing publication, 
there was a story regarding an inter-
view with Rex Tillerson, the CEO of 
ExxonMobil, who stated that the real 
price with traditional supply and de-
mand for oil and gas should be roughly 
between $60 and $70 a barrel, not $115 a 
barrel, which it was back in mid-May. 
And this is what the article said: that 
Mr. Tillerson stated that the reason 
it’s above $100 a barrel is due to the oil 
majors using futures contracts to lock 
in current high prices and speculation 
that is engineered by the high-fre-
quency trading of quantitative hedge 
funds. 

Again, traditional supply and de-
mand, according to ExxonMobil, sug-
gests that the price of oil and gas 
should be roughly $60 to $70. Well, how 
will the CFTC bring us back to a mar-
ket that is actually connected to sup-
ply and demand forces as opposed to 
the market that we have today? 

Under Dodd-Frank, what the CFTC 
was given was the authority to impose 

position limits on noncommercial in-
terests that have swamped the com-
modities trading markets of this coun-
try since Congress foolishly deregu-
lated the commodities markets back in 
2000. Today, the number of noncommer-
cial traders in the commodities mar-
kets is twice what it was in 2000 and 
using virtually no money down, be-
cause the margin limits are almost 
nonexistent. They have basically hi-
jacked this market so that real end- 
users, the people who depend on futures 
trading to lock in positions, whether 
it’s airlines or back home in Con-
necticut whether it’s oil delivery guys 
who are trying to figure out whether 
they can offer lock-in contracts for 
next winter, they have been basically 
driven from this market. In Con-
necticut today you cannot get a lock- 
in contract for next winter because of 
the fact that these traders now have 
absolutely no confidence in whether or 
not this market will be in any rational 
place 6 months or 8 months from now. 

So the need for the CFTC to reimpose 
some reasonable ‘‘appropriate limits,’’ 
which is what the Dodd-Frank bill em-
powers them to do, is the reason why 
their staff needs to be put into place so 
that we can have a market that existed 
back in the 1990s, our parents’ com-
modities trading market, which was a 
stable market which was basically for 
the use of end-users and not for people 
who were using high-frequency trading, 
which the CEO of ExxonMobil cited as 
the cause of the swing in prices that 
we’re seeing. 

And let’s be clear here, folks. Sup-
porting this budget from the majority 
is not about being a deficit hawk. Sec-
retary Ray Mabus from the Navy testi-
fied before the House Armed Services 
Committee that every $10-a-barrel in-
crease of oil costs the Navy, in terms of 
annual fuel costs, $300 million a year. If 
you look at what the CEO of 
ExxonMobil says, the Navy right now 
is overpaying easily on an annualized 
basis anywhere from $300 million to 
$500 million a year, and that’s just one 
branch of the military. The Air Force 
uses a greater amount of fossil fuels of 
oil and gas than the Navy does. 

So if you are truly a deficit hawk, if 
you really want to make sure that the 
Pentagon, which is going to be going 
through some gut-wrenching decisions 
about whether or not to provide for the 
Warfighter in this country and protect 
weapons platforms that we need to de-
fend this country, then we need a high- 
functioning CFTC to make sure that 
the Pentagon as well as the rest of the 
government at the State and local 
level are not overpaying for gas and 
oil. 

The taxpayer has a huge stake in 
making sure that this agency, the 
CFTC, has adequate funds to do its job 
because the savings to not just con-
sumers and small businesses but the 
savings to the taxpayers will be in the 
billions and billions of dollars. It far 
exceeds any of the claimed savings that 
this budget seeks to obtain through the 
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cuts, through the unbelievably short-
sighted cuts to the CFTC in terms of 
being able to do its job. 

We should oppose this budget. We 
should support this amendment which 
is on the floor of this House. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. COURTNEY. No, I will not yield. 
Not only small businesses and con-

sumers but the taxpayer needs us to 
act to make sure that we have a ra-
tional oil trading market that is tied 
to real traditional supply and demand, 
which the CEO of ExxonMobil has told 
us is overpriced today to at least $20 to 
$30 a barrel. 

b 2000 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I was listening to the previous 
speaker’s arguments, and I’m glad to 
hear that he’s concerned about the U.S. 
Navy’s energy supplies, and I was going 
to ask him, if he had been kind enough 
to yield to me, whether he was in favor 
of us starting to develop our own en-
ergy resources here in the United 
States. 

We’ve got a tremendous amount of 
energy that our Creator has given us 
here in this country off the northern 
coast of Alaska, in the Western United 
States, in the gulf coast, and certainly, 
I would like to see the oil prices drop. 
The best way to get those oil prices to 
come down to a reasonable level is for 
us to start developing our own energy 
resources here in this country. Cer-
tainly, our oil and natural gas re-
sources need to be developed, clean 
coal energy, alternative sources of en-
ergy, nuclear energy, all these other 
things. 

And I just hear all this pontification 
from my colleagues on the other side 
about the CFTC and the oil specu-
lators. The best way to make the oil 
speculators lose money, which they 
would do when they increase the prices 
of oil by speculating on future prices, 
is by producing more oil here in this 
country. We’ve got a tremendous 
amount of uncertainty with all the 
things that are going on in the Middle 
East today, and that causes specu-
lators to think the price of oil is going 
up. 

Now, I’m not one who’s here arguing 
for the speculators by any means. I be-
lieve in the marketplace. I believe that 
the marketplace, unencumbered by 
government regulations and taxes, is 
the best way to control quality, quan-
tity, and cost of all goods and services, 
including oil. And the best way to do 
that is to lower the cost of oil here in 
this country, natural gas and all of our 
energy supplies for the U.S. Navy as 
well as for the Federal Government and 
for everybody, to lower the cost of gas-
oline at the pump. It’s best to develop 

our own natural resources, our God- 
given resources that are plentiful in 
this country. 

But I have seen in, now, three Con-
gresses that I have been here my Dem-
ocrat colleagues block every effort 
that we have made to develop our own 
resources. I never will forget in 2008, 
while we were coming during the Au-
gust break and talking about the Re-
publicans’ all-of-the-above energy pol-
icy, that a Democratic staffer said that 
the Democrat Party’s energy policy 
was drive a small car and wait for the 
wind. That’s not an energy policy. 

We need to develop the God-given re-
sources that we have here in this coun-
try, to lower the cost of gas at the 
pumps, to lower the cost of heating oil, 
particularly for our elderly citizens 
and poorest people across this Nation 
that this winter are going to be suf-
fering, suffering tremendously eco-
nomically because of the high cost of 
oil. 

It’s not the speculators and the CFTC 
that’s going to do that. Drilling for oil 
and natural gas and developing our 
own natural resources here in this 
country is going to be the solution. 
And I just encourage my Democratic 
colleagues to join with me and others 
here on our side, let’s develop these re-
sources, not just talk about the CFTC, 
not just talk about more regulations 
on the marketplace, because the more 
regulation we put on the marketplace, 
the higher the cost goes. So let’s get 
the regulatory burden off of the energy 
sector so that we can start developing 
our own God-given resources here in 
this country. 

So, if the gentleman had been kind 
enough to yield, I would have asked 
him and congratulate him on being 
concerned about our U.S. Navy and 
how much extra they’re paying for oil, 
for all the energy sources that our 
military has to spend. We’ve got to 
stop this outrageous spending that the 
Federal Government’s been doing, and 
the way to do that is lower the cost of 
energy here and that will help every-
body. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. KAPTUR. I move to strike the 

last word, Mr. Chairman. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. KAPTUR. I rise to associate my-

self with the fine efforts of Congress-
woman ROSA DELAURO and Ranking 
Member SAM FARR to point out the 
anemic funding that is contained in the 
base bill for the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission. The Republican 
bill reduces below the President’s re-
quest by 44 percent the necessary fund-
ing for staff for the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission and provides 
significantly fewer resources for the 
agency to do the job America expects. 

Now, why is this important? The 
CFTC is supposed to regulate betting, 
B-E-T-T-I-N-G, because really what’s 
going on is all the American people 
know is a very sophisticated type of 
gambling that when the bettors lose, 

rather than absorbing their losses, 
they come to the American people, but 
they’re very powerful and they create 
new mechanisms. They create mecha-
nisms. They don’t call it betting, but 
they have a term, ‘‘collateralized debt 
obligations.’’ That gives it a kind of 
luster. And from that, they might drive 
a credit default swap. 

But in the end, as the book by Joe 
Nocera, ‘‘All the Devils Are Here,’’ re-
counts what we really have is a Wall 
Street and a Chicago futures market 
that has run amok, where market ma-
nipulation, speculation, and outright 
fraud led our country into the worst 
economic recession since the Great De-
pression. 

Make no mistake about it: These 
folks are very powerful, and one of the 
most important trades involved in this 
very sophisticated gambling is oil. This 
particular chart shows the profits 
being made by the major oil companies 
and compares the profits in the first 
quarter of last year to this year. If you 
look at ExxonMobil, over $10 billion 
more profits this year than last year. 
And the list goes on. Whether it’s Con-
oco at $2 billion, whether it’s BP at $7.2 
billion, these folks are not hurting. 

President Obama said, back in April, 
that part of the oil problem and the gas 
price problem is speculation. He’s abso-
lutely right. Even Goldman Sachs, one 
of the big beneficiaries of the betting, 
admits that a huge portion of the in-
crease in the gas price is due to bet-
ting. And of all people, the chief execu-
tive officer of Exxon admitted in testi-
mony in the other body recently that 
$60 to $70 per barrel of oil, whether it’s 
$60, $70, $80, $90, $100, is actually due to 
speculation. So even those involved in 
it are admitting they’re crying for 
help. So let’s give it to them. Let’s give 
them the help they want and des-
perately need. 

This Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission has been charged with 
shining a bright light into the dark re-
cesses that Wall Street and the futures 
markets would love us to ignore. In 
fact, I think the currency markets ac-
tually got themselves exempted, so 
there’s huge sections of trades that are 
going on in our world today that aren’t 
even the subject, even if we were to 
have the staffing we need over at the 
CFTC, that would not be affected by it. 

But I ask myself: Could it perhaps be 
the intent and consequence of this re-
strictive funding proposal at the CFTC 
to prevent robust regulation of this 
market? If we look at what happened 
with mortgage-backed securities and 
all the derivatives that flowed from 
that, we know absolutely for certain 
that the lack of regulation is the rea-
son for our demise. 

We must make sure that the CFTC is 
able to take on speculation in the mar-
kets, and there’s no more nontrans-
parent market than this one in oil. So 
when the American people go to the 
pump and they cuss, they have to think 
about this little agency called the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion that back in 2000 tried to get the 
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right to regulate derivatives, and they 
were denied that right by a vote right 
here in the Congress, and most Mem-
bers had no idea what they were voting 
on because it was included in an omni-
bus appropriations bill. 

b 2010 
Isn’t that interesting? Legislating on 

an appropriation bill, and nobody found 
it. Well, they must have a lot of power 
in order to do that. So if we look at a 
few years ago when these derivative 
markets were worth about $13 tril-
lion—now nobody I represent, includ-
ing myself, can even imagine $13 tril-
lion. But that derivative market grew 
from the mid-nineties to the present 
where it was about $40 trillion, and we 
had 475 employees over at the CFTC 
trying to figure out what was going on 
in all these markets. Well, today that 
market is over $600 trillion in notional 
value and 15 times more than before, 
and there’s not sufficient staff in order 
to regulate these markets. It’s pretty 
obvious where we need support in order 
to rein in these abuses. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. WATT. I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from North Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Chairman, I don’t 
come to the floor very often anymore 
to debate. I have kind of changed my 
pattern. Eighteen years ago, 19 years 
ago, when I saw egregious things, I 
would be right here in the heart of the 
debate, ranting and raving, some peo-
ple would say. 

When my colleagues and sometimes 
my constituents now ask me, Have you 
lost your passion, I tell them that 
there are some reasons that I don’t 
come to the floor anymore. One is that 
I find that most of the time, my col-
leagues on the opposite side are tone 
deaf. They are not really listening to 
what anybody is saying to them. They 
are off on some radical right under-
taking, falling off the right edge of the 
Earth, and they are not listening to 
anything I say. 

They don’t share my values, and they 
don’t really care about this debate that 
we had, 3 hours of talking about 
women, infants, and children going 
hungry. They really don’t much care 
about that, I say to my constituents. 
And, third, they just make up stuff. 
You know, they have this—you know, 
if we repeat it enough, it’s got to be 
true, and we will convince the Amer-
ican people of about anything if we just 
keep saying it over and over again. Or 
they . . . have convenient memories 
that forget that it was President 
Bush—— 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will suspend. 

For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Nebraska rise? 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. The gentleman 
has accused our side of the aisle of 
lying. Is that a cause for having his 
words taken down? 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair con-
strues that as a demand that words be 
taken down. All Members will suspend. 
The gentleman will take his seat. 

The Clerk will report the words. 

b 2020 

Mr. WATT. Mr. Chairman, in the in-
terest of time, some people have said 
that I called somebody a liar and, obvi-
ously, that would be in violation of the 
rules. I am aware of that. So if I did, I 
ask unanimous consent that those 
words be removed from the RECORD. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from North Carolina may proceed in 
order. 

Mr. WATT. Can the Chair tell me 
how much time remains in my 5 min-
utes? 

The Acting Chair. The gentleman 
from North Carolina has 3 minutes re-
maining of his 5 minutes. 

Mr. WATT. All right. Well, let me try 
to pick up essentially where I was 
without offending anybody else. 

There’s some conveniently forgotten 
items that I think we need to be re-
minded of. Number 1, that it was Presi-
dent Bush who requested the govern-
ment bailouts. That occurred on his 
watch. It was President Bush that was 
responsible for the tax cuts for the rich 
that got us out of surpluses as far as 
the eye could see and into this deficit 
spending. And it was rampant specula-
tion and abuse of derivatives on Wall 
Street that resulted in a meltdown 
that made Dodd-Frank and the CFTC 
regulation that we’re here debating 
necessary. Those are the three impor-
tant things that I think we need to 
take note of. 

It also resulted in a tremendous eco-
nomic downturn that resulted in more 
people needing food stamps and the 
benefit of the WIC program. So these 
two things are really not disconnected 
from each other, the 3 hours of debate 
that we had previously and the debate 
on whether we are going to adequately 
fund the CFTC, which has been given 
authority under the Dodd-Frank legis-
lation to rein in the speculation that is 
taking place that’s driving up food 
prices, oil prices, and if we’re not care-
ful, will result in the same kind of eco-
nomic meltdown that we experienced 
that got us into this in the first place. 

So this whole process of being in de-
nial about this and ignoring the facts 
is something that I think we should 
not countenance on this floor. We need 
the CFTC to regulate derivatives and 
speculation. And to the extent that we 
cut the staff and the funding of the 
CFTC, we could be replicating exactly 
what led President Bush to say we 
needed a bailout in the first place. 

So, that’s what this debate is all 
about. I think it’s terrible that we are 
cutting funds under this bill for 
women, infants, and children, the most 
vulnerable in our society. But it’s even 

more terrible that we are going to run 
the risk of allowing the same kind of 
rampant speculation, unregulated, to 
get us back into another meltdown 
that will result in our being back here 
trying to figure out how to dig our-
selves out of this ditch. A year from 
now, 18 months from now, 2 years from 
now we’ll be right back here again. 

Now, this is not rocket science. It’s 
all just connected to each other. And 
my colleagues can deny it all they 
want. They can say that this is about 
drilling for oil in the United States. 
That’s not what it’s about. All of the 
science I’ve seen says there’s more sup-
ply of oil now than there is demand, 
and if we were operating in a regular 
domestic market on regular economics, 
the price of gas would be going down. 

We need to regulate the CFTC. We 
need to have them regulating deriva-
tives and speculation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting Chair (Mr. REED). The 
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. It 
seems that if I’m the American people 
watching this on C–SPAN tonight, I 
think we have a very clear picture of 
the difference between what the Repub-
licans want and what the Democrats 
want. 

Now, as my good friend from North 
Carolina very eloquently laid out the 
scenario of how we got to where we are, 
the question becomes: How do we solve 
this problem? The Democrats are say-
ing we got into this problem because 
we did not have the proper oversight to 
abusive practices, to manipulation, to 
the use of derivatives, and allowing 
them to use a leveraging position that 
brought great havoc to our economic 
system in a way that brought about a 
havoc to our economic system not seen 
since the 1930s and the Depression. 

The American people, under the lead-
ership of President George Bush and 
his Treasury Secretary Paulson, came 
to our Financial Services Committee 
with just one little piece of paper, but 
on that piece of paper it said, We need 
to be able to bring some oversight and 
regulation to this new area of deriva-
tives and credit default swaps. It is 
tearing a hole in our economy. We 
moved. We moved and we passed the 
Dodd-Frank bill. 

Now, what we have before us now is a 
continuation of a very misguided pol-
icy by the Republicans. Let me remind 
you, this same scenario was carried out 
to cut Medicare. It’s all been cutting 
programs, cutting efforts to respond to 
the basic needs of the American people. 

Now, my issue is this: If my Repub-
lican friends were very sincere about 
what they were doing—and let me qual-
ify that because I don’t want my words 
taken down. But ‘‘sincerity’’ is a very 
important word here. And my sincerity 
point is this: 

If they were sincere, why would they 
advocate cutting the very programs 
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that the American people need at the 
time and, at the same time, saying 
we’re in such dire budget consequences 
but yet we can give billionaires and 
millionaires $2.5 trillion, but we cannot 
adequately fund the CFTC to go in and 
have the power to put forward the very 
controls needed so that we will never 
have the kind of meltdown that we had 
before? 

That is the hypocrisy here, Mr. 
Chairman. That’s what the American 
people are watching tonight on C– 
SPAN in this debate, and I hope they 
see a very clear message of who it is 
that’s standing up for the American 
people at their time of need. 

b 2030 

And there’s no greater need than to 
rein in these speculators who have been 
a primary cause to the high rise in gas-
oline. That’s what they want us to do, 
and that’s what we’re doing. But the 
Republicans want to cut the budget so 
that we will not be able to have the 
staffing, so that we could go into the 
dark corners and the crevices and be 
able to shine the light and pull out 
these speculators that are driving up 
these gasoline prices to $5 a gallon. 

So I hope that tonight, after this de-
bate, the American people will clearly 
see who’s on the side of the American 
people. Without any question, without 
any doubt, it is the Democrats who are 
standing in the way to make sure that 
we do all we can to make sure the 
CFTC, our primary regulator, will be 
able to put in place those entities, 
those regulations that will prevent this 
meltdown from happening before and 
will rein in these speculators and give 
the American people the day that they 
deserve, a better day in the sun. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Nebraska is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Chairman, 

I think it’s important to address this 
issue of who’s on the side of the Amer-
ican people. We have a $1.6 trillion def-
icit this year. Over 40 cents on every 
dollar that the government is spending 
is borrowed. We have $14 trillion of 
debt. This is a very tough Agricultural 
appropriations budget. I don’t like it. 

The CFTC is a very important orga-
nization; it does very important work. 
I think as well there are structural 
flaws in the commodities markets. Fu-
tures markets that are designed to de-
crease volatility and mitigate risk are 
actually increasing volatility and caus-
ing risk. There’s a structural problem 
there. But the issue comes down to 
what are we going to prioritize and 
where. 

The CFTC has received—since the 
recklessness of Wall Street in 2008 and 
those bailouts that were voted on by a 
majority of this body—has received a 

53 percent increase in its funding. I 
wish it didn’t have to be reduced, but 
it’s being asked to share in this overall 
budget of reducing the entire cost of 
the Agricultural appropriations bill by 
a margin that is actually less than 
other parts of the bill. 

It’s a tough budget. I don’t like it ei-
ther. But we’ve got to try to tighten 
our belt in a responsible manner. And 
given the increases that have occurred, 
I think it’s important to have some 
historical perspective here. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chair-

man, I represent metropolitan Detroit. 
And not too long ago I took some cor-
porate officials for a tour of neighbor-
hoods on the city’s east side near 
where I grew up. I showed them blocks 
of big, beautiful brick homes, three and 
four bedroom homes. And when you got 
up close to those homes, you realized 
that none of them had windows, none 
of them. There were blocks and blocks 
and acres and miles of neighborhoods 
that have been devastated, devastated. 

Now, I’m a member of the Homeland 
Security Committee. My duty is to 
protect metro Detroit from terrorist 
attack or tornado or some other nat-
ural disaster, but it wasn’t a flood or a 
fire that destroyed those neighbor-
hoods. They were devastated because of 
foreclosures, foreclosures that this 
body—that I accused when I was a 
member of the Michigan legislature of 
not effectively addressing the housing 
crisis. But also foreclosures that were 
caused in part by a lot of rich folks 
around here who are hoping, praying, 
gambling, wishing, betting that home-
owners would lose everything that they 
have. What kind of country is this that 
we encourage people to make money— 
billions of dollars—off people losing ev-
erything? That’s outrageous. That’s 
not American. Come on, people. We 
want folks to get rich because families 
lose their homes and other neighbors 
stay in their homes but they lose their 
entire life savings that they invested in 
it? Of course not. 

This is why I ask us to support the 
Rosa DeLauro amendment, because the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion needs more staff, it needs more re-
sources. And some of you are saying, 
well, we can’t afford it. But look at the 
cost, the cost to our families, the cost 
to our local units of government that 
can no longer afford to hire police and 
fire, the cost to our taxpayers who are 
now living in fear of crime because 
they don’t have the protection of their 
first responders. That’s a cost that we 
cannot afford to bear. 

I urge all of you to support the 
DeLauro amendment. It’s something 
that we need, and it’s right for this 
country. We want people to earn 
money from offering value, not by de-
stroying neighborhoods. I’m appealing 
to the best in you, support this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Parliamentary in-
quiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Isn’t it true, for the 
record, that we do support the amend-
ment? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
has not stated a parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. I rise in 
strong opposition to the underlying bill 
and in support of the DeLauro amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, hardworking families 
all across America have been whip-
sawed in recent years by Wall Street 
and special interests who have had free 
rein to place bets on mortgages and 
place bets on future oil prices. And you 
know what? We fought back. We fought 
back, and we passed a Wall Street re-
form law that outlaws risky financial 
practices by banks and lenders and 
that protects consumers. 

Taxpayers should never, ever again 
be left on the hook for Wall Street’s 
reckless actions, and yet my GOP col-
leagues propose to do just that with 
this bill, let Wall Street off the hook 
and put consumers and our economy at 
risk again. This bill significantly cuts 
the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission. The CFTC is a major piece of 
the landmark Wall Street reform law 
because the law put cops back on the 
financial beat into areas where the fi-
nancial industry was left largely unsu-
pervised. And you know who suffered 
because of that? American families suf-
fered the firsthand consequences of an 
unsupervised and unregulated Wall 
Street. 

And now they’re proposing a real 
double whammy to the American fam-
ily, because my GOP colleagues are 
pairing their push to put consumers at 
risk and threaten their economic secu-
rity with their GOP plan to end Medi-
care as we know it and undermine re-
tirement security. 

I would have hoped that we would 
have all learned a lesson and that you 
do not return to the policies of the past 
that led to the financial meltdown and 
the economic hardship for all Ameri-
cans, but it appears that some have not 
learned that lesson. 

And you have to ask why, why are we 
trying to go back to the same policies 
that led to the meltdown and led to 
such pain all across the country that 
started back in 2007? 

b 2040 

I’ll tell you why. 
I have an article that was published 

during the debate of the Wall Street re-
form legislation. It is dated December 
8, 2009. The headline reads: ‘‘House Re-
publicans Huddle with Lobbyists to 
Kill Financial Reform Bill.’’ 
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The article continues: ‘‘In a call to 

arms, House Republican leaders met 
with more than 100 lobbyists at the 
Capitol Visitor Center on Tuesday 
afternoon to try to fight back against 
financial regulatory overhaul legisla-
tion.’’ 

Now, in another article written dur-
ing the consideration of H.R. 1, the 
headline reads: ‘‘Industry Looks to De-
rail Dodd-Frank Enforcement.’’ 

It continues: Republicans ‘‘make no 
bones about their goal: to defang Dodd- 
Frank,’’ our landmark Wall Street re-
form law that was put in place to pro-
tect consumers and hardworking Amer-
ican families. 

[From Roll Call, Dec. 8, 2009] 
HOUSE REPUBLICANS HUDDLE WITH LOBBYISTS 

TO KILL FINANCIAL REFORM BILL 
(By Anna Palmer) 

In a call to arms, House Republican leaders 
met with more than 100 lobbyists at the Cap-
itol Visitors Center on Tuesday afternoon to 
try to fight back against financial regu-
latory overhaul legislation. 

House Minority Leader John Boehner (R– 
Ohio) kicked off the 4 p.m. meeting, along 
with Minority Whip Eric Cantor (R–Va.) and 
GOP Reps. Kevin McCarthy (Calif.), Scott 
Garrett (N.J.) and Jeb Hensarling (Texas). 

‘‘The message was [House Financial Serv-
ices Chairman Barney] Frank and the Demo-
cratic majority are ruining America, ruining 
capitalism, and stand up for yourselves,’’ 
said a lobbyist who attended the meeting. 
‘‘They said, ‘Look, you all oppose this bill, 
but only a few of you have come out pub-
licly.’ ’’ 

In addition to asking trade associations to 
get their members in Congressional districts 
to write letters opposing the legislation, Re-
publicans asked for companies and trade as-
sociations to use their Democratic consult-
ants to gather intelligence on where mem-
bers of the Congressional Black Caucus and 
the Blue Dog Coalition are in supporting the 
legislation. 

INDUSTRY LOOKS TO DERAIL DODD-FRANK 
ENFORCEMENT 

(By Kelsey Snell) 
Wall Street and the banking industry, un-

able to stop Congress from passing the huge 
Dodd-Frank financial reform law last year, 
might get better traction this year by 
squeezing regulators through the budget 
process. 

For the second year in a row, President 
Obama is pushing for big budget increases at 
the Securities and Exchange Commission 
and the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission. But Republican lawmakers are 
headed in exactly the opposite direction, and 
they make no bones about their goal: to de-
fang Dodd-Frank. 

Both the SEC and the CFTC received broad 
new powers to regulate the financial indus-
try, especially the vast and largely unsuper-
vised swaps market for financial derivatives. 
Both agencies need to hire hundreds of addi-
tional people to both make and enforce a 
sweeping array of new rules and to revive 
their depleted enforcement ranks. 

But Congress has frozen their budgets at 
2010 levels, and House Republicans now want 
to slash them even more. 

In a multi-pronged assault, banks and 
other financial firms have been blanketing 
lawmakers with testimonials and industry- 
funding ‘‘studies’’ that warn about the lost 
jobs and lost economic growth that new fi-
nancial regulation could cause. 

But the real battleground is the budget. 

Under Obama’s budget, the CFTC would 
see its budget nearly double from about $169 
million in 2010 to $308 million. The SEC, 
which has new responsibilities to oversee 
hedge funds, private equity funds, and com-
plex new market tools, would see its budget 
jump from $1.1 billion to $1.4 billion. 

House Republicans would move the other 
way. Under the House GOP’s stop-gap spend-
ing bill to fund government operations for 
the remainder of this fiscal year, the CFTC’s 
budget would be slashed to just $112 million 
and the SEC’s budget would be essentially 
frozen at $1.07 billion. 

At a hearing Tuesday of the House Finan-
cial Services Committee, Republican law-
makers made it clear they wanted to stop 
the agencies in their tracks. 

‘‘When you look at this freight train of 
rulemaking that is running down the track 
to a July deadline, I think not enough alarm 
has been raised about the potential dev-
astating impact this rulemaking could have 
on the U.S.-based derivatives marketplace,’’ 
said Financial Services Capital Markets Sub-
committee Chairman Scott Garrett, R–N.J., 
in his opening statement. 

Mr. Chairman, we need to ask our-
selves: Who is being represented here in 
the Nation’s capital? Do we come to 
this House to represent the people or 
do we come here to represent the spe-
cial interests and the high-flying fin-
anciers of Wall Street who have al-
ready caused so much damage to this 
economy? 

The financial meltdown caused many 
people to lose their life savings, their 
pensions, their homes. I have had six 
foreclosure prevention workshops since 
2008 in Florida. These were largely mid-
dle class Americans, our neighbors, and 
we are here to fight for them and not 
for those who caused the damage to the 
economy. 

But do you know what? 
Since January, under this new major-

ity, day after day, we have to come to 
the floor of the House to fight the mis-
guided agenda of the majority that 
wants to roll back policies that are 
beneficial to the middle class—roll 
back Wall Street reform and end Medi-
care as we know it. Big Oil gets to keep 
its tax break, and companies still get 
breaks for exporting jobs overseas. 

Meanwhile, the GOP majority has 
not brought one bill to create jobs 
across our great country, and instead 
thinks it is wise to undermine the eco-
nomic and retirement security for 
American families, end Medicare as we 
know it, and roll back consumer pro-
tections under Wall Street reform— 
take the cops off the beat. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is time for 
Representatives to represent their 
neighbors back home, to get their pri-
orities in order—to represent these 
hardworking American families and 
put their interests before the special 
interests on Wall Street. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I strongly oppose 
the underlying bill, and I support the 
proposed amendment. 

Earlier today, we had a long discus-
sion about one portion of the bill that 
dealt with Women, Infants and Chil-
dren and the way in which the legisla-
tion inadequately funds the necessities 
for pregnant women, infants and chil-
dren to lead healthy lives. We are now 
on to another issue that is extraor-
dinarily important. 

In the ’90s, the idea of deregulation 
took hold and was expanded through-
out the 2000 to 2008 period, so much so 
that we had the financial meltdown. 
We had Wall Street bankers and hedge 
funds running wild, gambling on the fu-
ture, and America was the great loser 
in that gamble. 

Over the last several years, we have 
seen the derivative market increase 
from a $30–$40 trillion notional value to 
an over $300 trillion notional value 
today. Every day across the Wall 
Street tickers—across the wires—and 
in the back rooms of the hedge funds 
and the big banks, $300 trillion of risk 
is traded back and forth, risk that is 
not backed up by assets but by bets 
that are made. It is the great crap 
shoot in the alley of Wall Street—$300 
trillion. 

Where is the money? Where is the en-
forcer to make sure that the bet 
against Greece and the bet against the 
price of oil is going to be backed up? 
It’s not there. It is the shell game of all 
shell games. There are no assets. I was 
the insurance commissioner, and we 
understood a couple of things very 
clearly: If an insurance company were 
going to make a bet that something 
would go wrong, then they had to have 
the asset to pay if that bet ever came 
to pass. 

That’s not the case here. There is no 
regulation of this market. 

Understanding the need for this back 
in the 1930s, the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission was established to 
make sure that, if bets were made on 
the future price of grain, somebody 
would be able to pay if that bet had to 
be paid off. It worked okay until the 
great period of deregulation. Let’s un-
derstand the definition of ‘‘insanity.’’ 
It’s when you repeat what you did be-
fore and expect a different answer. 

This bill is asking us to, once again, 
repeat the deregulation of the deriva-
tive market by defunding, not pro-
viding adequate funding, for the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission. 
We are betting that things are going to 
work out, that this $300 trillion of no-
tional value out there in the derivative 
market is somehow going to work out 
okay. We learned in 2007 and 2008 that 
it doesn’t work out okay—literally col-
lapsing the entire financial market of 
the world. 

Okay. Speculation? Let it rip. We did 
that once before. It is insanity to as-
sume that this time it’s going to work 
out okay. 

This amendment puts back in the 
necessary money for the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission to ade-
quately regulate a huge market beyond 
the imagination of all of us. We need 
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this money. We need the systems in 
place to make sure that this derivative 
market is adequately regulated so that 
we do not, once again, find this Nation 
bailing out or falling into a great re-
cession and depression yet again. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Will my friend yield 
for a minute? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. No, I don’t think 
so because, I suspect, I’m pretty much 
out of time. 

Let us understand what is at stake 
here. It is the very nature of our econ-
omy to be able to survive in an era of 
rapid speculation that has driven up 
the price of oil. We know from Gold-
man Sachs and we know from the CEO 
of Exxon that some $20 of the $100-per- 
barrel oil price today is speculation. 
We can take a look at the other mar-
kets where speculation is also running 
rapid, and it is the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission that is specifi-
cally under Dodd-Frank required to 
rein in the excesses of this market, to 
end the speculation, to ultimately 
make a rational market out there for 
the futures market. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. NUGENT. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NUGENT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

I want to point out to my friend from 
California of a number of the previous 
speakers who keep speaking about the 
DeLauro amendment. The DeLauro 
amendment does not do anything. We 
accept the DeLauro amendment, but 
I’m not sure that the folks over there 
who are speaking for the DeLauro 
amendment have read the DeLauro 
amendment because, if they had, they 
would know that it does nothing to re-
store the funding. 

I will be glad to yield to my friend 
from California because I understand 
your speech was right, but that’s not 
what the amendment did. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida controls the time. 

Mr. NUGENT. I reclaim my time, and 
yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Let us understand that the under-
lying bill does not provide the nec-
essary money for the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission to conduct 
the necessary oversight and regula-
tions to adequately control the deriva-
tive market. 

Are we in agreement on that? 
Mr. NUGENT. I reclaim my time, and 

yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. KINGSTON. We are not in agree-

ment on that. No, I did not support the 
Dodd-Frank bill, and I can tell you 
some of the problems with it. 

The gentleman sounds like somebody 
who has studied the CFTC; but as you 
know, of the many rules which they 
are planning to implement under Dodd- 

Frank, some of them actually were im-
plied under Dodd-Frank and not spe-
cifically laid out. A number of them 
have no cost-benefit analysis, and a 
number of them will strap American 
companies and not the Asian or the Eu-
ropean markets. 
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The reason why that is important is 
because you are a market. You know, 
it is not like a manufacturing plant 
where you are making automobiles or 
tanks or something like that. The com-
modity business is more computers. So 
if you change the rules in an inter-
national marketplace where American 
companies have to deal with things at 
one level and their Asian and European 
counterparts and competitors don’t 
have to, then what is going to happen 
is these companies are going to go 
overseas. 

We keep talking about jobs, and the 
gentleman knows that this is the one- 
year anniversary of the summer of re-
covery, when I guess we were—I am not 
sure what we were celebrating last 
year because the jobs were not created. 
But this runs off jobs, and that is what 
we are concerned about. 

The CFTC has averaged four regula-
tions a year, and this year they want 
to put in 36 regulations. I am con-
cerned about the cost-benefit analysis. 
I am concerned that American compa-
nies will have a different set of rules 
than their competitors. I am concerned 
about the overreach. I am concerned 
about the way the rulemaking se-
quence is going. 

The gentleman also knows there is a 
lot of terms that they haven’t even de-
fined, like who is a swap dealer, a 
mega-swap dealer, a swap participant. 
And, by the way, I am not trying to fil-
ibuster. I think that franchise does not 
go to the Republican Party tonight. 

Mr. NUGENT. I reclaim my time, if 
you would allow me to speak just for a 
second. 

States and counties and cities have 
figured out that they don’t have the 
money to spend. America has got to 
figure out, the Federal Government has 
to figure out that we in fact have to 
cut spending. I hear this across the 
aisle all the time, that we all agree 
that America has a debt of over $14 
trillion and a deficit of over $1.4 tril-
lion. 

We hear the same arguments, but we 
never hear how are we going to do it, 
other than one gentleman that was up 
here earlier that said we just need to 
raise taxes. That is the answer to all of 
our problems. That is not the answer. 
The answer to our problems is really 
about using the dollars that we have, 
spending them efficiently and looking 
at ways to maybe work harder with 
less. 

I will tell you, as a sheriff, we had to 
cut our budget and we worked harder 
with less. And, do you know what? The 
Federal Government doesn’t believe in 
that. The Federal Government believes 
that how we solve a problem is to 

throw more people at it, to spend more 
money. And I think what the American 
people were telling us, what the Amer-
ican people told us back in November, 
was that we have got to get our house 
in order. We have got to get our spend-
ing under control. It is not about tax-
ing us to death. It is not about over-
regulating us. It is about bringing com-
mon sense back into the Federal Gov-
ernment that has been sorely lacking. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to the irresponsible cuts this 
bill makes to the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission budget and in sup-
port of the DeLauro amendment which 
allows us to debate this issue. 

These cuts to CFTC indicate that the 
majority believes that CFTC can carry 
out its duties with even less funding 
this year than they had last year, or 
that their duties aren’t of great impor-
tance to the American people to begin 
with. 

For those of us who may have forgot-
ten, the financial crisis was the result 
of some very bad bets, bets made by 
Wall Street firms in the unregulated 
$300 trillion derivatives market. The 
bankruptcy of Lehman Brothers, the 
collapse of the mortgage market, and 
the bailout of AIG and other firms are 
all a result of these bad bets. The 14 
million unemployed, the still weak job 
market, and the tremendous loss of 
hard-earned home equity and retire-
ment savings are also a result of these 
bad bets. That is why we worked so 
hard this last Congress to pass the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and 
Consumer Protection Act. This act 
gives CFTC tremendous responsibility 
for making sure that the public never 
again has to bail out the Wall Street 
firms that rolled the dice with tax-
payers ending up holding the bag. 

CFTC’s new responsibilities are im-
portant, and so is the job that CFTC al-
ready does. The current role of the 
CFTC is to regulate the commodity fu-
tures and options markets in the 
United States. What began as a market 
for buying and selling agricultural 
products has become a complex, wide- 
ranging market for financial contracts. 
These contracts are based on commod-
ities like oil, wheat, livestock, metal, 
and cotton, the types of products that 
we all use every single day. We have to 
prevent unnecessary increases in the 
cost of these necessities, increases 
brought about by speculation. 

Preventing speculative price in-
creases for basic necessities is vital to 
consumers in Hawaii. As the only is-
land State in the Nation, we must im-
port 85 percent of our food and 90 per-
cent of the oil we use for energy. We 
know what $6 a gallon gasoline is like 
in some parts of my district, and we 
constantly face higher prices than the 
mainland for food. 
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So I am strongly opposed to under-

funding CFTC, the cop on the beat that 
watches out for price manipulation. 
Without a strong CFTC, prices will in-
crease for our basic necessities while 
speculators pocket millions of dollars. 
Make no mistake about that. We know 
this is true because the oil executives, 
themselves, have told us this is so. At 
a recent congressional hearing, the 
Exxon CEO testified that oil should 
‘‘only’’ cost—‘‘only,’’ that should be in 
quotations—$60 to $70 a barrel. Instead, 
the price has hovered around $100. 
Why? Because of speculation. 

Clearly, to protect the public from 
fraud, manipulation, abusive practices, 
and systemic risks, we need to fully 
fund the President’s request for CFTC. 
This bill not only cuts $30 million from 
the current CFTC budget, it seeks to 
deny the agency the vital resources 
that it needs to meet its new respon-
sibilities under Dodd-Frank. This bill 
is a de facto repeal of Dodd-Frank. 
What the Republican majority can’t do 
up front, which is repealing Dodd- 
Frank, they are seeking to do by the 
back door by making sure CFTC can’t 
do its job as the cop on the beat. 

To keep things in perspective, the 
Republicans are taking a meat ax to 
people’s programs to address the $14 
trillion debt, and yet they are perfectly 
happy to give Wall Street traders a $300 
trillion unregulated playground. Talk 
about going backwards. Cutting the 
funding for an agency with such impor-
tant responsibilities is a roll of the 
dice, and, again, the people of America 
will be the ones who lose. 

Once again I ask: Where do we live— 
on Wall Street, which is where cutting 
CFTC is, or on Main Street, where the 
rest of us live? 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
the underlying legislation and the 
defunding of CFTC. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I am 
listening to my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle and I am really saying 
to myself, who are they kidding? They 
are saying that this effort to cut the 
CFTC is for deficit purposes because, of 
course, all agencies have to be cut in 
the name of cutting the deficit. But 
you have to look at everything, every 
cut and every agency in terms of what 
it actually does. 

And we all know, we all know what 
the GOP is up to. The Republicans side 
with big banks and Wall Street and big 
insurance companies and Big Oil and 
against the middle class. So here we go 
again. They are siding with the Wall 
Street speculators and the profiteers 
by cutting the CFTC. 

Well, what does the CFTC do? It is 
responsible for policing commodities 
trading and speculation, including oil 
and food products. Well, I have to tell 
you, last week we were at home, we 

weren’t in session, and what did I hear 
from my constituents? All of them are 
very concerned about the price of oil 
going up and about the price of food 
going up. So you are basically taking 
money out of the middle class people’s 
pockets. 
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The average American has got to pay 
more for oil because of speculation. 
And more for their food. And it hurts 
the economy because if people have to 
pay more money for that, then indus-
try, for example, has to pay more if 
they want to function, because the oil 
costs more. And it has a downward ef-
fect on the economy. It not only im-
pacts individual people and our con-
stituents who can’t afford to pay more 
for gasoline and for food, but it also 
has a downward impact on the econ-
omy itself because it means that busi-
nesses don’t expand, they don’t invest, 
and as a consequence we don’t recover 
from the recession. 

The Agriculture appropriations bill 
reduces CFTC funding by $136 million. 
That’s from the President’s request. 
What it essentially does is cripple the 
agency’s ability to do its job. And 
make no mistake about the Republican 
intentions. They’re defunding. And 
that’s the same as deregulation. And 
deregulation will allow the speculators 
and profiteers to engage in the same 
reckless actions that caused the finan-
cial meltdown on Wall Street. The end 
result with commodities is higher gas 
prices and higher food prices. The Wall 
Street speculators get rich while every-
one else pays at the pump and the gro-
cery store. The speculators treat the 
markets like a casino, but the risk of 
another market meltdown is harm to 
everyone else. 

Some industry experts say that spec-
ulators have added $15 to a barrel of 
oil. Goldman Sachs put the figure high-
er at $27 a barrel. The bottom line is 
that the Dodd-Frank bill brought more 
oversight to Wall Street and provided 
resources to empower the CFTC to po-
lice speculators. The Republicans are 
trying to cripple the CFTC by slashing 
its funding so much that it would force 
layoffs of one-third to one-half of its 
staff. They’re not doing this because 
they’re trying to save money, save the 
taxpayers’ money, trying to the reduce 
the deficit. They’re doing it because 
they want to cripple this agency, force 
layoffs of one-third to one-half of its 
staff. 

In case there are any doubts about 
the Republicans’ motives, they’re also 
pushing legislation that would delay 
all the reform measures in Dodd- 
Frank. Terms like derivatives, lever-
aged positions, future markets, buying 
long and buying short, these are for-
eign to many Americans, but it’s a vo-
cabulary of practices that can be 
abused as easily as they are used. Most 
Americans know that allowing Wall 
Street bankers to run wild contributed 
to financial chaos and the recession. 
What they need to know and what 

we’re stressing more and more on the 
floor is that allowing commodity trad-
ers to run wild contributes to higher 
gas and food prices. 

I am shocked, frankly—I shouldn’t 
be, but I am—that my colleagues on 
the other side, when you go home, 
didn’t you hear complaints about high-
er gas prices? Didn’t you hear people 
complaining about higher food prices? 
That’s what I heard when I went home. 
People want us to stand up for them. 
They want us to stand up for the little 
guy. They don’t want us to stand up for 
the speculators. They don’t want us to 
stand up for those people that caused 
the recession to begin with. And by 
doing this, all you’re doing is pro-
longing the pain—the pain for the aver-
age American who’s got to pay these 
higher prices and the downward impact 
on the economy. Because we know in 
the last couple weeks that the econ-
omy is struggling once again. We were 
starting to recover. But now signs are 
not good. So why in the world would 
you try to contribute to the same prob-
lem that caused this recession to begin 
with? A very simple answer: All you 
care about are the big banks, Wall 
Street, the big insurance companies, 
and Big Oil. The special interests. 
That’s who you’re for, and that’s who 
you’re always going to be for. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. DAVIS of California. I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-

man, this underlying bill muzzles the 
Federal watchdog agency now respon-
sible for regulating agriculture, en-
ergy, and financial markets while let-
ting speculators run loose. By cutting 
44 percent from the President’s budget 
request for the CFTC, the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission that 
we’ve been talking about, we’re saying 
it’s just okay to have fewer and less 
qualified regulators to protect us from 
market abuses, to protect our constitu-
ents from market abuses. Haven’t we 
learned any lessons? 

Speculation on Wall Street has 
caused massive harm on Main Street. 
Not sufficiently funding the CFTC will 
hamper our efforts to recover from the 
recession and hinder middle class pros-
perity. Commodity futures and options 
markets are complicated systems. We 
know that. They require a complicated 
skill set to understand. Some of the 
smartest people are engaged in doing 
this. But this bill ensures that the 
playing field is tilted toward those who 
are in favor of the same risky practices 
that led to the financial crisis. 

Without full funding the CFTC will 
have 159 fewer full-time employees and 
an inability to procure the technology 
needed to properly regulate the deriva-
tives market. If the last 5 years has 
taught us anything, we need more con-
sumer protections, not more market 
speculation that will drive up gas 
prices, food prices, and play Russian 
roulette with our financial system. 
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What is disturbing, Mr. Chairman, is 

that this bill continues the House ma-
jority’s assault on lower- and middle- 
income families who are struggling to 
put food on the table and gas in their 
cars. I cannot support, I will not sup-
port, a bill that refuses to protect 
American families. And so I urge my 
colleagues to please review this bill 
carefully and join me in opposition. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chair, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Mr. Chair. 
I rise today in support of my col-

league from Connecticut to properly 
fund the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, otherwise known as the 
CFTC. All eyes are upon us. Well, at 
least we hope they are. Unfortunately, 
the regulatory eyes of the speculating 
process are slowly being closed. The 
CFTC represents the cops on the beat, 
the regulators in charge of overseeing 
Wall Street speculators, the eyes of the 
watchdog, specifically as it relates to 
the price of oil we’re asked to pay. 

Let me be clear. Without a proper 
cop on the beat, the roads are not safe 
and wrongdoers will get away with 
whatever mischief they can. In the 
same way, without a cop on the beat of 
Wall Street, oil speculators will run 
rampant and drive the cost of oil and 
gasoline even higher than it is today. 
Make no mistake. Fluctuating oil 
prices with extremely high peaks make 
many on Wall Street extremely rich. 
But their gain becomes our loss. Their 
profit drains our pockets. Their greed 
causes our pain. Their joy drives our 
sticker shock at the pump, estimated 
to increase the cost per gallon by some 
671⁄2 cents due to speculation. 

To his credit, President Obama has 
asked for increasing the investment in 
cop count on the beat of speculators. 
Not only does the Republican bill re-
duce the President’s request, but it 
ends up providing less funds than we 
have available this year, all while the 
CFTC is supposed to prepare itself to 
take on the enhanced powers and re-
sponsibilities granted to it under the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform bill. 
This will mark the third time this year 
that House Republicans will vote to ef-
fectively cripple the CFTC by draining 
funds it needs to do its job. 

Since 1990, the number of oil specu-
lators has more than doubled—from 30 
percent of the market to nearly 70 per-
cent today. Even oil executives admit 
that oil prices are higher than they 
should be, with Exxon CEO Rex 
Tillerson recently testifying before 
Congress that a barrel of oil should 
cost some $60 to $70 based solely on 
supply and demand, not the $100 like it 
is today. Yet the Republicans are once 
again choosing Wall Street over Main 
Street. This bill chooses more pain at 
the pump over reason and fairness. 

The world’s largest commodity trad-
er, Goldman Sachs, recently admitted 

that speculation was to blame for high-
er oil prices, telling its clients that it 
believes speculators, like itself, had ar-
tificially driven the price of oil as 
much as $27 higher than supply and de-
mand would dictate. Nearly 90 percent 
of all traders betting on rising prices 
are speculators, while about 12 percent 
of those bets were held by producers, 
merchants, processors, and users of the 
commodity. 

Our families and small businesses 
simply cannot afford the Wild, Wild 
West of Wall Street that runs rough-
shod over our wallets and family budg-
ets. That is why I commend my col-
league from Connecticut for her leader-
ship on this issue and implore this 
body to increase the number of cops on 
the beat, not lessen them. And who 
wins in this scenario? The profit-rich 
oil industry, which is on pace to make 
over $100 billion in profit this year 
alone. 
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And who loses? You got it—working 
families and middle class Americans 
that work hard and play by the rules 
and now are asked to pay for this free 
rein that keeps driving up prices. 

We cannot keep mindlessly handing 
billions of tax breaks to big oil compa-
nies that don’t need it while they’re 
raking in record profits at our expense. 
Again, we simply can’t afford it. 

The best way we can control gas 
prices is by developing alternative 
technologies that will drive down our 
demand and compete in the market-
place. We can better use the billions 
going to oil companies in the form of 
tax breaks on clean energy alternatives 
that have the potential to make a real 
impact on our energy costs and on our 
wallets and will create jobs in the proc-
ess. 

With that, Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘no’’ 
vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 

Chairman, I rise to support the gentle-
lady from Connecticut’s amendment 
and thank her for her vision. 

I thank my good friend from Georgia 
who is the chairman of this committee, 
and I thank the manager who has rep-
resented our good friends very well to-
night. I thank them for their cour-
tesies. And I thank our ranking mem-
ber, Mr. FARR, for his passion about en-
suring that every person in America 
has an opportunity for good and 
healthy food. The Agriculture Depart-
ment and the work that the Agri-
culture Department does is both do-
mestic and international. 

But today we rise because there is an 
inequity and an unfairness. It is com-
plicated to discuss something called 
the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission. What is that and how does 
that have an impact on making sure 
that Americans have a quality of life 

that they are deserving of, hard-
working, everyday Americans that get 
up at the sign of dawn and carpool 
their children and go to work and re-
turn at the end and attempt to be able 
to provide for their families? The Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission is 
that arbiter. It’s the entity that will 
implement the consumer protection 
and armor that was given during the 
Dodd-Frank legislation. 

And how in the world can you work 
on behalf of consumers and Americans 
if the legislation that is before us oblit-
erates this commission, eliminates 600 
positions that would allow these hard-
working Americans to gain what they 
deserve? And what is that? A better 
quality of life. 

I am glad my good friend from New 
York cited the energy industry as rec-
ognizing themselves that the price of 
oil has gone beyond reason, that the 
gasoline prices have gone beyond rea-
son. But who is gaining? Speculators 
whom you cannot see. You couldn’t 
find a speculator if you tried. And that 
is the purpose of a commodity trading 
commission, which is to find the indi-
viduals that want to cripple the system 
and make sure that the American pub-
lic suffers. 

Look at this document that I’m hold-
ing in my hand. It lists the States and 
the districts that have the highest de-
gree of poverty, States and districts 
that, in essence, have individuals who 
do not eat, for example, who have to 
borrow from one payment or one bill to 
take care of another need. So maybe 
the electric bill goes or the home mort-
gage or the rent goes so they can actu-
ally feed their families. Or they put the 
car up and cannot get to work because 
they cannot afford the gasoline. 

This is what the underfunding of the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion will do. It will pile onto people 
who cannot afford any more pile-on; 600 
workers taken away from imple-
menting legislation and laws that pro-
tect the consumer from the daggers of 
high gasoline prices, the daggers from 
high food prices, and the daggers from 
a poor quality of life. 

There are people in the United States 
that go hungry. And in talking to sen-
iors while I was home, you cannot un-
derstand their life until you talk to 
them one on one. When they get their 
benefits that they worked so hard for 
and they have to parcel out dollars for 
their needs and they go to the grocery 
store and the food prices are soaring, 
that is speculation. That’s the specu-
lators raising food prices. So seniors 
can’t eat. Families that are on a single 
income, disabled persons, single par-
ents, they can’t have a nutritious 
meal; compounding them with the high 
costs of moving around, gasoline 
prices, the high cost of rent, and, of 
course, the difficulty sometimes in 
finding work. 

Let me say this. This administration 
and Democrats have been working hard 
to shove jobs out on this economy. And 
if you listen to the economists, they 
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believe that as bad as it is and how 
sympathetic we are and how we know 
that we can’t rest, that we’ve got to 
put a jobs bill out here, there is some 
suggestion that those businesses will 
be hiring because we’ve tried to make 
sure that we study the economy. Do 
you think they’ll be hiring with 600 
jobs thrown out of the commodity com-
mission that is supposed to regulate to 
ensure that consumers can get the best 
deal; that if you do get a job, you can 
pay for the gasoline; that if you’re in 
need of a healthy meal, you can go to 
a grocery store and actually pay for it 
because the speculators haven’t raised 
the prices of food? 

This is what we are talking about 
when we are arguing against the under-
lying bill and the elimination of $136 
million to devastate this commission 
so that consumers cannot be protected. 

Mr. Chairman, it’s time to recognize 
who’s boss. It is the American people. 
And I like them being a boss. I’m going 
to stand with my boss, the good boss, 
and fight for them to be protected. 
This bill does not do that. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. I yield to 

the gentlewoman from Connecticut. 
Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-

tleman. 
In 2002, Warren Buffett called deriva-

tives ‘‘financial weapons of mass de-
struction.’’ As Wall Street firms used 
these derivatives to construct highly 
leveraged speculative positions in 2008, 
these positions generated losses so 
large across the financial system that 
the Federal Government bailed out 
Wall Street to prevent a financial and 
an economic collapse. The cost of the 
bailout was $800 billion. By choosing 
not to sufficiently fund the CFTC, and 
we are talking about $130 million, the 
Republicans are ensuring average 
American taxpayers will once again 
have to bail out their friends on Wall 
Street potentially to the tune of $800 
billion. 

Tonight on this floor, we heard a col-
league say that the savings to the Navy 
in taking speculative trading out of the 
market would result in billions of dol-
lars saved with regard to the cost of 
fuel. We are talking about $130 million 
to protect taxpayers. 

The 2012 Defense bill is $118 billion 
for two wars the American people did 
not support. The previous administra-
tion spent hundreds of billions of dol-
lars without paying for it, and this ma-
jority is unwilling to pay $136 million 
to prevent another financial collapse. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle like to think that they’re 
talking seriously about deficit reduc-
tion, about a country going broke, and 
that what they’re here to do is to save 
money. 

Well, in trying to save $130 million, 
why don’t we, once again, take a look 
at the $8 billion that we supply for ag-

ricultural subsidies, not to small farms 
like dairy farms in my community or 
specialty crop farms, but to big agri-
business? What about the $8 billion to 
the multinational corporations to take 
their jobs overseas? Why aren’t we 
closing that loophole? What about the 
$41 billion to the oil industry where 
they’re reaping profits hand over fist 
and speculating, driving up the costs so 
that American taxpayers cannot afford 
to go to work, can’t afford to get their 
kids to school? 

That’s what this is about. If you’re 
really serious about it, do not perma-
nently extend the tax cuts to the 
wealthiest 1 percent of the people in 
this country. That costs $750 billion, 
none of which is paid for. It only adds 
to the deficit. 
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You do not want to spend $130 million 
tonight. This is a false construct. The 
people of this country see right 
through what it is you’re doing, and it 
is about protecting banks. It’s about 
protecting the oil interests. It’s about 
protecting the oil companies—that’s 
where you come down—and not pro-
tecting the American people and Amer-
ican families who are struggling, strug-
gling day in and day out to be able to 
provide a decent economic future and 
security for their family. 

Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana. Mr. Chair, I rise 
in support of the DeLauro amendment. 

The underlying bill slashes Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission funding to levels 
well below what is needed to implement the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act. Dodd-Frank will ensure 
the CFTC receives information on swap trad-
ing and it also directs the CFTC to set position 
limits on swaps and futures. These provisions 
are crucial to monitoring and understanding 
the role of speculation in the energy com-
modity markets. 

Oil rose above $140 per barrel in the sum-
mer of 2008, only to fall below $40 per barrel 
six months later. The prices of commodities 
rise and fall; however, it is difficult to explain 
a 70 percent price drop without wondering 
about the role of speculators. Just 10 years 
prior to that oil shock, in 1998, hedgers—pro-
ducers or commercial users of commodities 
who use the markets to offset price risk—out-
numbered speculators by a ratio of three to 
one. Now speculators outnumber hedgers by 
a ratio of four to one. 

CFTC Commissioner Barton Chilton feels 
that the increased amount of speculation in 
the market is a reason to put limits on specu-
lation. CFTC Chairman Gary Gensler has stat-
ed that it is necessary to ‘‘address excessive 
speculation through aggregated position lim-
its.’’ Even Goldman Sachs reported that spec-
ulators could be driving up oil prices by up to 
$27 per barrel, saying that there was an eight 
to 10 cent increase in the price of oil for every 
million barrels of oil held by speculators. 

With all this in mind, I cannot understand 
why Congress would move to handcuff the 
CFTC. Earlier this year, oil topped $110 per 
barrel and gas prices hit $4 per gallon. Pre-
vious oil price spikes have come in the sum-
mer, and already in April working families had 
to make tough decisions as gas prices ap-

proach the all-time high. While speculators 
may not be the single driving force behind dra-
matically increasing oil and gas prices, I do 
believe their role is not insignificant and that 
we must ensure the CFTC has the resources 
it needs to keep speculators in check. 

I believe it is unconscionable that while 
Americans face the prospect of a summer of 
record-high oil prices, this bill would deny 
funding to the CFTC for putting in place posi-
tion limits that could help deter, detect, and 
measure any inappropriate speculation that 
might drive up the costs of oil. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chair, I rise in support of 
the amendment by Representative DELAURO 
to H.R. 2112, the FY 2012 Agriculture, Rural 
Development, Food and Drug Administration, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 
which would fully fund the Commodities Fu-
tures Trading Commission (CFTC). By gutting 
funding for the CFTC, the underlying bill would 
fulfill the Republican agenda of dismantling the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act of 2010. 

As Ranking Member of the Subcommittee 
on Capital Markets and Government Spon-
sored Enterprises, I am very concerned that in 
the absence of this amendment, we will con-
tinue to see the same unregulated, un-
checked, and unmitigated speculation in the 
derivatives market that led to the financial col-
lapse, the impacts of which included: 

Over $10 trillion in household wealth de-
struction, with the average household losing 
23 percent of its stored wealth; 

Nearly 10 million lost jobs; 
Wage losses of approximately $3,250 per 

household; 
12 million expected foreclosures; and 
A 30 percent peak to trough decline in 

home prices. 
Moreover, by underfunding the CFTC, this 

bill would contribute to the high gas prices that 
are already harming our economy and our 
constituents. The CFTC wants to set position 
limits on speculative trading, including specu-
lation on gasoline. Without adequate funding, 
the CFTC will not be able to do this. 

We know that consumers felt the pain of 
runaway speculation at the pump. According 
to a recent poll by the Associated Press, 71 
percent of Americans said rising prices will 
cause some hardship for them and their fami-
lies, including 41 percent who called it a seri-
ous hardship. While gasoline prices have re-
cently declined—several weeks ago the aver-
age cost of a gallon of gasoline in Los Ange-
les was $4.27—if speculation on gasoline 
rises to the levels it was several weeks ago, 
gasoline prices will shoot back up. 

According to Goldman Sachs, speculation 
on gasoline alone added $20 to the price of a 
barrel of oil. The CFTC has a proposed rule 
that would prevent this type of abuse. But by 
underfunding the CFTC, H.R. 2112 would stop 
that rule, an action that will ensure that our 
constituents continue to feel pain at the pump. 

As you can see, Mr. Chair, it is our constitu-
ents who suffer the consequences of unregu-
lated derivatives. Underfunding the CFTC is 
not only irresponsible, it is a slap in the face 
to the taxpaying Americans that bailed out the 
institutions that cost them their retirement 
funds, their jobs, and their homes. 

This is why I support the amendment by the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut. If her amend-
ment is not adopted, passage today of H.R. 
2112 will come at the expense of these Ameri-
cans, who will see higher oil prices as a direct 
result of this bill. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:04 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00085 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\K14JN7.168 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4164 June 14, 2011 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-

man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. DELAURO 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 14, after the aggregate dollar 

amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $200,000)’’. 
Page 3, line 4, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $300,000)’’. 
Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000)’’. 
Page 3, line 19, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $300,000)’’. 
Page 7, line 17, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000)’’. 
Page 8, line 7, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000)’’. 
Page 51, line 18, after the aggregate dollar 

amount insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 
Page 53, line 17, after the dollar amount in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 

Ms. DELAURO (during the reading). I 
ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment be considered as read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. DELAURO. My amendment 

would transfer $1 million to the Center 
for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition 
at the Food and Drug Administration. 
The funding would come from the U.S. 
Department of Administration from 
several of the administrative accounts: 
Office of the Secretary, the Chief Econ-
omist, Budget and Program Analysis, 
Chief Information Officer, Office of 
Communication, and General Counsel. 
The intent is that it will be used to 
protect the American public from E. 
coli sickness originating from FDA- 
regulated foods. This is something we 
have to do. Our primary responsibility 
as the people’s representatives is to 
protect the health and safety of Amer-
ican families, and the current funding 
level for the FDA in this bill puts these 
at risk. 

We know that food-borne illnesses 
are always a major public health 
threat. They account for roughly 48 
million illnesses, 100,000 hospitaliza-
tions, and over 3,000 deaths in our 
country each year. Put another way, 
one in every six Americans becomes 
sick from the very foods they eat each 
year. 

Specific to E. coli, well over 200,000 
sicknesses every year are because of 
this one type of food-borne bacterial 
sickness, and the threat of a more seri-
ous outbreak is also very real. Right 
now in Europe we are witnessing just 
such a lethal outbreak. In Germany, 
thousands have been affected, hundreds 
have become sick, and 37 have died 
from an E. coli outbreak. Just this 

morning, a 2-year-old German boy per-
ished from kidney failure as a result of 
E. coli poisoning, which authorities 
think began with raw bean sprouts in 
northern Germany. 

This sort of fatal outbreak could all 
too easily happen here. In many ways, 
we have been extraordinarily lucky 
that it has not happened more often. In 
recent years, all types of food have be-
come contaminated and forced into re-
call from Froot Loops to SpaghettiOs 
and salami to eggs. We have to be con-
tinually vigilant on the food safety 
front to keep families safe. 

That is also why we passed the Food 
Safety Modernization Act last year, to 
give FDA the tools to better respond to 
food-borne illness outbreaks and to 
hold industrial food production facili-
ties to higher standards. But for no 
budgetary purpose to speak of, this leg-
islation would undo all of these over-
due and much-needed improvements. 

In so doing, it effectively ties the 
hands of the FDA, ensures it will not 
have the funds to implement or enforce 
the Food Safety Modernization Act or 
to fulfill its mandate to guard against 
contaminated foods. Once again, we 
will be stuck with the status quo, and 
that status quo means that people will 
continue to become sick and people 
may die. 

With so much food coming in from 
overseas, we should be improving our 
food safety system right now. For ex-
ample, the GAO recently issued a re-
port highlighting the shortcomings in 
our ability to ensure the safety of im-
ported seafood. 

I urge my colleagues to vote for this 
amendment to restore $1 million in 
funding to food safety efforts at the 
FDA. We should be doing more, not 
less, to keep our fridges and our kitch-
en tables safe. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I rise in opposition 

to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. And I wanted to say 
food safety is something that we all 
place a very high priority on and we’re 
very concerned about, and we have 
been watching this situation in Europe 
daily as we’re all concerned, and our 
prayers are with the people who have 
suffered and those who have died. 

I do want to read a quote that Sec-
retary of USDA Mr. Vilsack said yes-
terday, and I will just quote: Secretary 
John Vilsack said he is ‘‘reasonably 
confident’’ that U.S. consumers won’t 
face the same sort of E. coli outbreak 
now plaguing Germany. And we’re 
doing a lot and have done a lot in the 
last 15 years to make sure that we ad-
dress potential E. coli infection. For 
example, the type of ground beef that 
has had a repeated problem with it has 
actually been cut in half. 

Also, I want to say I do have con-
cerns about the FDA implementation 
of food safety. We hear quite often that 
48 million people have suffered from 

food-borne illnesses—a very high num-
ber, a number that we’re all very con-
cerned about—but only 20 percent of 
these are from known pathogens. If you 
look at it even further, 60 percent of 
the illnesses from known pathogens 
come from norovirus. 

And how do we address this? Well, 
CDC said on March 4, to update the 
norovirus, that appropriate hand hy-
giene is the likely most single impor-
tant method to prevent norovirus in-
fection and control transmission. Re-
ducing any norovirus present on hands 
is accomplished by thorough hand 
washing with running water and plain 
antiseptic soap. 

Now, in the FDA 630-page budget re-
quest, there was not one single men-
tion of norovirus. I would ask anybody, 
isn’t that odd to you? That’s something 
we need to be concerned about. Why 
would they not mention that, if nearly 
60 percent of the illnesses are from 
norovirus? 

Second highest cause of illness is 
from salmonella. And under the au-
thority that FDA had before the Food 
Safety Modernization Act and the au-
thority that the FDA has right now, 
they finalized the salmonella egg rule 
in July of last year, almost a year ago. 
According to the FDA’s own press re-
lease, FDA said that as many as 79,000 
illnesses and 30 deaths due to consump-
tion of eggs contaminated with sal-
monella may be avoided each year with 
new food safety requirements. They 
have that authority right now, and 
that was last year’s budget. They can 
still do it this year with this budget. 

The third highest cause of food-borne 
illness comes from crossbreeding, and 
crossbreeding is mentioned one time in 
FDA’s 2012 budget request as it was re-
lated to food defense. And the reason 
why this is important is because the 
FDA always seems to be ready to take 
on new initiatives, and yet it doesn’t 
seem to be tackling the food safety 
challenges that we have right now in 
an orderly fashion under its current 
budget. 

Now, the CDC statistics, which we 
got through hearings, go back to that 
48 million food-borne illnesses a year, 
128,000 hospitalizations, and 3,000 
deaths, very high numbers, numbers 
that we are all concerned about. But if 
you look at 311 million Americans eat-
ing three meals a day, that would be 
933 million meals eaten daily or 340 bil-
lion eaten each year. If you do the 
math on this, the food safety rate is 
99.9 percent safe. 

Why is that relevant? Because some-
thing’s working without the FDA and 
without the USDA and without the 
nanny state saying we’re in charge of 
everything. And that’s how the private 
sector—the private sector is a dirty 
word for many people in Washington, 
D.C. But food processing companies are 
very concerned about food safety and 
their customers’ safety, because the 
way you keep your customers coming 
back to buy more is to keep them 
happy, and that means to keep them 
safe. 
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And it would be hard for me to be-
lieve that some of the leading compa-
nies in America, such as McDonald’s or 
Burger King or Coca-Cola, have any-
thing on their minds except for food 
safety. 

So I appreciate the gentlewoman of-
fering this amendment, but it’s only $1 
million. And if it were a serious amend-
ment, certainly it would be more than 
that. But based on what we’ve seen so 
far, I don’t think this amendment is 
going to do anything. 

[From USA TODAY] 
VILSACK: U.S. LARGELY SAFE FROM 

EUROPEAN E. COLI OUTBREAK 
(By Dan Vergano) 

Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack said he 
is ‘‘reasonably confident’’ that U.S. con-
sumers won’t face the same sort of E. coli 
outbreak now plaguing Germany. 

But the European episode ‘‘reinforces that 
we need to remain vigilant here about food 
safety,’’ Vilsack said Monday, speaking with 
the USA TODAY editorial board. 

Public health experts, however, warned 
that another serious outbreak in the U.S. is 
just a matter of time and luck. 

‘‘Could it happen here? It already has,’’ 
says infectious-disease expert Larry Lutwick 
of SUNY-Downstate College of Medicine in 
Brooklyn, citing past U.S. outbreaks that in-
volved strains of E. coli other than the one 
that has struck Germany. 

He points to last year’s romaine lettuce-re-
lated outbreak of an E. coli strain that 
sickened 26 people, and the 2006 fresh spin-
ach-related episode that hospitalized 199 peo-
ple in 26 states. 

In Germany, officials backtracked Monday 
for the second time in a week and said test-
ing ruled out bean sprouts from an organic 
farm as the possible source for the outbreak 
that has killed 22 people and sickened more 
than 2,330 people across Europe. Testing ear-
lier ruled out cucumbers from Spain as the 
culprit. 

‘‘This investigation has been a disaster,’’ 
Michael Osterholm, director of the Center 
for Infectious Disease Research and Policy at 
the University of Minnesota, tells the Asso-
ciated Press. 

‘‘This kind of wishy-washy response is in-
competent,’’ he says, accusing German au-
thorities of casting suspicion on cucumbers 
and sprouts without firm data. 

Some U.S. health experts say government 
assurances face constant trials. 

‘‘Food isn’t just grown locally, it comes 
from all over the world, which poses a lot of 
challenges’’ for food safety, says epidemiolo-
gist Elaine Scallan of the University of Colo-
rado-Denver. She notes the current system 
heavily relies on rapid responses to out-
breaks but is not as well positioned to pre-
vent them. 

‘‘We are relying on state and local health 
departments to pick up these outbreaks, just 
like their equivalents in Europe,’’ she said. 

In January, President Obama signed a food 
safety act ramping up Food and Drug Admin-
istration authority to police food imports. 

But Caroline Smith DeWaal of the Center 
for Science in the Public Interest warns 
those inspections may be cut in the ongoing 
congressional budget battle. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
will be postponed. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON LEE OF 

TEXAS 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 

Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 14, after the dollar figure, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $25,000,000)’’. 
Page 5, line 5, after the dollar figure, insert 

‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The gentlewoman from Texas is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank 
the distinguished chairman from Geor-
gia, who I am hoping will be inclined to 
recognize the importance of this 
amendment and work with those of us 
who are interested in healthy food. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 
fund and seek to have the Secretary of 
Agriculture focus on the healthy food 
funding initiative. This initiative 
would increase the availability of af-
fordable healthy foods in underserved 
urban and rural areas and, as well, par-
ticularly through the development or 
equipping of grocery stores and other 
healthy food retailers. 

We call these ‘‘food deserts.’’ And the 
reason why I am standing next to this 
tragic picture of the disasters that 
have hit the American public is to em-
phasize what Americans go through. In 
this instance, we see a disaster of unbe-
lievable proportion, from Missouri to 
Alabama to the flooding that occurred 
up and down the Mississippi. I can as-
sure you that these individuals are suf-
fering from the lack of access to 
healthy food. We’ve got to get them 
back on their feet. 

This idea of food deserts impacts 
rural and urban areas, but it also im-
pacts the millions of Americans, thou-
sands upon thousands of Americans 
who have recently been impacted by 
disaster. Everything is gone. And al-
though they are now probably experi-
encing the distribution of food from 
food centers sponsored by FEMA and 
volunteers, they will come back to a 
food desert. Particularly in the African 
American and Hispanic communities, 
for example, food comes from fast foods 
and convenience stores. And as I indi-
cated before, those fast foods come 
from, if you will, the places where the 
expiration dates are sometimes way 
over the time of expiration. 

According to the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention, 80 percent of 
black women and 67 percent of black 
men are overweight. African American 
children from low-income families are 

at a much higher risk for obesity. 
Why? Because there is no access or lim-
ited access to good food. The CDC also 
estimates that African American and 
Mexican American adolescents ages 12 
to 19 are more likely to be overweight 
at 21 percent and 23 percent, respec-
tively. 

This amount of money will allow us 
to focus on the importance of cor-
recting food deserts. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
identified 92 food desert census tracks 
in Harris County alone, and that is in 
the 18th Congressional District. These 
areas are subdivisions of a county with 
between 1,000 to 8,000 low-income resi-
dents, with 33 percent of the people liv-
ing more than a mile from a grocery 
store. 

According to the Kaiser Family 
Foundation, 32 percent of all children 
in Texas are overweight or obese. 
These statistics underscore the stag-
gering effect food deserts have. 

I am asking that we look at the idea 
of ensuring healthy food. Targeting 
Federal financial assistance to food 
desert areas through the Healthy Food 
Finance Initiative will provide more 
healthy food to affected areas. 

We can create jobs, we can help farm-
ers, and we can bolster the develop-
ment in distressed areas. It is an easy 
fix, and the fix is to find a way to co-
operate, collaborate—not do a handout, 
not dole out—to make sure that we 
provide the incentives to come into our 
areas to ensure that we have a healthy 
child. 

This is a healthy child, we hope, get-
ting access to health care. But I can as-
sure you that their health is based 
upon not only health care but the food 
that this little one will eat. 

I can tell you, Mr. Chairman, that I 
represent communities that have the 
inability to access good food. This ini-
tiative will increase the availability of 
healthy food alternatives to the 23.5 
million people living in food deserts 
nationwide. 

We must be reducing the deficit, I 
agree, but cutting programs that pro-
vide healthy food—and create jobs, be-
cause it would certainly create jobs by 
adding access to healthy food and sites 
for healthy food, meaning grocery 
stores, farmer’s markets. All of those 
will be part of this initiative. And it 
would assist the many, many census 
tracks in Houston, alone, that are now 
suffering from the lack of access to 
good food. 

Just a picture of green vegetables in-
spires us to support this amendment. I 
would ask my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

I thank the Chairman for this opportunity to 
explain my amendment to H.R. 2122, which 
allocates an additional $25 million to the budg-
et of the Office of the Secretary, in order to 
fund President Obama’s Healthy Food Fund-
ing Initiative (HFFI). 

Funding HFFI will increase the availability of 
affordable, healthy foods in underserved urban 
and rural communities, particularly through the 
development or equipping of grocery stores 
and other healthy food retailers. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:04 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00087 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\K14JN7.174 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4166 June 14, 2011 
These ‘‘food deserts’’, communities in which 

residents do not have access to affordable 
and healthy food options, disproportionally af-
fect African American and Hispanic commu-
nities. Fast food restaurants and convenience 
stores line the blocks of low income neighbor-
hoods, offering few, if any, healthy options. 

Many of my colleagues across the aisle 
have made arguments about the economic cli-
mate, and the need for budgetary cuts, and I 
agree that we must work to reduce the deficit. 
We cannot, however, continue to make irre-
sponsible cuts to programs for the under-
served, lower income families, and minorities. 

Since the mid-1970s, the prevalence of 
overweight and obesity has increased sharply 
for both adults and children, and obesity is a 
grave health concern for all Americans. How-
ever, food deserts have taken a toll on low in-
come and minority communities and exacer-
bated growing obesity rates and health prob-
lems. 

According to the Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention (CDC), 80 percent of black 
women and 67 percent of black men are over-
weight or obese. African American children 
from low income families have a much higher 
risk for obesity than those in higher income 
families. 

The CDC also estimates African American 
and Mexican American adolescents ages 12– 
19 are more likely to be overweight, at 21 per-
cent and 23 percent respectively, than non- 
Hispanic white adolescents who are 14 per-
cent overweight. In children 6–11 years old, 
22 percent of Mexican American children are 
overweight, compared to 20 percent of African 
American children and 14 percent of non-His-
panic white children. 

Food deserts have greatly impacted my 
constituents in the 18th Congressional District, 
and citizens throughout the State of Texas. 
Texas has fewer grocery stores per capita 
than any other State. The U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) identified 92 food desert 
census tracts in Harris County alone. These 
areas are subdivisions of the county with be-
tween 1,000 to 8,000 low-income residents, 
with 33 percent of people living more than a 
mile from a grocery store. 

According to the Kaiser Family Foundation, 
32 percent of all children in Texas are over-
weight or obese. These statistics underscore 
the staggering effect food deserts have on the 
health of low-income and minority commu-
nities. In Houston and other cities across the 
country, local programs have proved that well 
targeted funding and assistance can create 
viable business outcomes and increase ac-
cess to healthy food. 

Targeting federal financial assistance to 
food desert areas through the Healthy Food 
Funding Initiative will provide more healthy 
food to affected neighborhoods, open new 
markets for farmers, create jobs, and bolster 
development in distressed communities. 

The Healthy Food Funding Initiative is not a 
handout or a crutch. Funding through this pro-
gram is intended to provide financial and tech-
nical assistance in support of market planning, 
promotion efforts, infrastructure and oper-
ational improvements, and increase availability 
of locally and regionally produced foods. 

This initiative will increase the availability of 
healthy food alternatives to the 23.5 million 
people living in food deserts nationwide. Yes, 
we must work toward reducing the deficit, but 
cutting programs that provide healthy food to 

those who simply do not have access to nutri-
tional options, is not the way. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word, and I 
wanted to object to this and explain 
the point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen-
tleman continue to reserve his point of 
order? 

Mr. KINGSTON. I continue to re-
serve. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. KINGSTON. The reason is that 

the amendment may not be considered 
en bloc under clause 2(f) of rule XXI be-
cause the amendment proposes to in-
crease the level of funding and outlays 
in the bill. And under the House rule, 
the amendment has to be budget neu-
tral with budget authority and with 
outlays. This only does one of those. 

I know the gentlewoman has worked 
very hard on this, and that was the in-
tent. But because the budget authority 
and outlay both have to be considered, 
that is what the problem is under rule 
XXI. I know the gentlewoman is an ex-
pert in this, has put a lot of time and 
a lot of compassion in it, and it is 
something that the committee is not 
turning our backs on at all. But that’s 
why we’re objecting to it. 

And I know that my friend from 
Houston is very passionate on this and 
will be back again doing other things 
to try to make sure that we address 
food deserts and so forth. I appreciate 
her conviction on that, and I wanted to 
explain that. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 
Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I would, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Texas is recognized. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. First of 
all, let me thank the ranking member, 
Mr. FARR, as well as his staff for recog-
nizing the importance of food deserts. 
And let me thank Mr. KINGSTON. If I 
might, I would offer, out of your 
thoughtfulness, I would even ask for 
the point of order to be waived in the 
face of 23.5 million individuals who live 
in food deserts. 

I will make the argument, in speak-
ing to the point of order and, particu-
larly, procedurally, of course, that, you 
know, it was a challenge to be able to 
frame language that would allow us to 
address this crisis. So I believe we 
made every effort to ensure that we 
were in compliance. 

It is my understanding that the lan-
guage or funding for this initiative was 
not in this legislation or pulled. We 
wanted to give the discretion to the Of-
fice of the Secretary to not leave 
places like this, that I just lifted up, 
disasters, suffering from not having ac-
cess to food. 

I would simply ask the gentleman in 
this moment when I’m asking for a 

waiver of the point of order to have the 
ability to work with this great sub-
committee to think of this as a valu-
able issue and to work on this point 
that has to do with helping those who 
live in food deserts. 

I yield to the gentleman. 

b 2140 

Mr. KINGSTON. I reluctantly have to 
insist on the point of order. It’s actu-
ally scored by CBO at $5 million, and 
that is beyond my authority to waive 
anything. And it’s not a numerical 
thing. It’s just a rule. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Do you 
have an interest in working together? 

Mr. KINGSTON. Let me say, we’ll see 
what we can do. I’m not fully versed on 
it. But the gentlewoman knows that 
the door is always open to my office, 
and we’ll continue to work with you. 
But I do have to insist on the point of 
order. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members may 
not yield or engage in colloquy on a 
point of order. The Chair is prepared to 
rule on the matter. 

To be considered en bloc pursuant to 
clause 2(f) of rule XXI, an amendment 
must not propose to increase the levels 
of budget authority or outlays in the 
bill. Because the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas proposes 
a net increase in the level of outlays in 
the bill, as argued by the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Appropriations, 
it may not avail itself of clause 2(f) to 
address portions of the bill not yet 
read. The point of order is therefore 
sustained. The amendment is not in 
order. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF TRIBAL RELATIONS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of 

Tribal Relations, $423,000 to support commu-
nication and consultation activities with 
Federally Recognized Tribes, as well as other 
requirements established by law. 

EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ECONOMIST 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Chief Economist, $10,707,000. 

NATIONAL APPEALS DIVISION 
For necessary expenses of the National Ap-

peals Division, $12,091,000. 
OFFICE OF BUDGET AND PROGRAM ANALYSIS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of 

Budget and Program Analysis, $8,004,000. 
OFFICE OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Homeland Security, $1,272,000. 

OFFICE OF ADVOCACY AND OUTREACH 
For necessary expenses of the Office of Ad-

vocacy and Outreach, $1,209,000. 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Chief Information Officer, $35,000,000. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FORTENBERRY 
Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Chairman, 

I have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 3, line 19, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$1,000,000)’’. 
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Page 39, line 10, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Chairman, 
before I begin the discussion on the 
amendment, I’d like to correct the 
RECORD in regard to something I said 
earlier. The CFTC budget is actually 
decreased by a slightly higher amount 
than the overall Ag budget, rather 
than a slightly lower amount. 

In addition to that, I do wish to ad-
dress a number of charges laid before 
the chairman of the Ag Appropriation 
Committee. We’ve heard for hours that 
this bill is about supporting Wall 
Street, Big Oil and tax breaks at the 
expense of food security. I think it’s 
very important to note that food secu-
rity is an important American value. 
It’s important to me. It’s important to 
many of us. So much so that in a time 
of very tight budgets, this bill actually 
raises food and nutrition spending by 
nearly $7 billion, approximately 7 per-
cent more than current levels, because 
there are many vulnerable Americans 
out there who now qualify during these 
very tight economic times. 

Secondly, I also wish to reiterate, I 
did not support the Wall Street bail-
outs. Many of us didn’t, both Democrat 
and Republicans. Five banks now con-
trol more than 50 percent of the depos-
ited assets in this country. Main Street 
banks, many of whom had no role in 
the reckless behavior on Wall Street, 
are now under the constant competi-
tive pressure from those banks that 
were deemed too big to fail, but in ac-
tuality are too big to succeed. 

Mr. Chairman, I’d also like to point 
out that I did not vote for the tax deal 
passed at the end of last year, an 11th- 
hour deal that was cobbled together be-
cause of the mismanagement of this in-
stitutional process. We could have done 
much better for the American people, 
both Democrats and Republicans. 

So the reality is this is a very dif-
ficult process we’re in now to right-size 
our budget and make government more 
efficient and effective. In that regard, 
Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to offer an amendment that in-
vests in renewable energy in rural 
America. 

Clearly, America needs a bold new 
energy vision, and this amendment, I 
believe, can help. A sustainable energy 
future must include the integration of 
conservation and new technologies, 
powered by clean renewable sources 
such as wind and solar, geothermal, 
biofuels, and biomass. Increasing our 
energy portfolio and the diverse range 
of opportunities available to produce 
energy domestically is all the more im-
portant in light of skyrocketing fuel 
prices. Rural America should continue 
to play an important role in this re-
gard. 

Specifically, Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would transfer $1 million 
from the United States Department of 

Agriculture Office of the Chief Infor-
mation Officer to the Rural Energy For 
America Program, also known as 
REAP. While I recognize the impor-
tance of funding for the Office of the 
Chief Information Officer, and its role 
in providing enhanced technology for 
the USDA, I believe it is appropriate to 
transfer a small amount by Federal 
standards, $1 million, to our Nation’s 
renewable energy efforts. 

The REAP program funds a wide 
range of renewable energy projects 
that stimulate rural economies, help 
create jobs, and address environmental 
concerns. This funding promotes en-
ergy efficiency and renewable energy 
production, and is directed to farming 
communities and rural small busi-
nesses. 

Mr. Chairman, renewable energy is 
changing today’s agriculture and rural 
communities. It is clearly in our na-
tional interest to help rural commu-
nities integrate a wide variety of re-
newable energy sources and technology 
as we move toward energy independ-
ence and environmental security. 

New development and signs of inter-
est in renewable energy production are 
booming, Mr. Chairman. This amend-
ment strengthens Congress’ resolve to 
creatively develop new energy options 
throughout America, and I urge its 
adoption. 

I want to also thank my colleague 
from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ) for his sup-
port of this amendment, a native son of 
Nebraska. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. We do accept the 
amendment with reservations. I want 
to say to my friend from Nebraska, 
he’s been working very hard on this 
amendment, particularly in the last 5 
hours. But we had a debate about this 
in the full committee. Ms. KAPTUR of-
fered an amendment that restored 
funding for the REAP account. It was 
my intention to zero it out because I 
do want to reduce the number of Fed-
eral programs that are out there. The 
full committee did restore it. I’m not 
sure what $2 million in that account 
will do. 

I do support renewable energy, but I 
will say that there are dozens of pro-
grams and dozens of research channels 
available to people for renewable en-
ergy, particularly in the rural area. 

So I want to say to my friend from 
Nebraska and from Minnesota that 
we’ll accept the amendment, but you 
need to keep your eye on us because 
it’s not a program I particularly like. 
And I’m very serious about eliminating 
as many programs as possible. So we 
need to continue talking about that. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia, first of all, for 
his generosity to us. And we certainly 
understand the position you’re coming 
from. 

And I think yes, it’s probably a small 
amount of money, but I think all of us 
recognize too the need to send a strong 
clear signal of the importance of these 
programs to the Senate and let them 
take a look at it over there. 

So with that, I do rise in support of 
the gentleman’s amendment. I want to 
thank my colleague from Nebraska for 
his hard work on behalf of all rural 
communities. 

I certainly urge support of this 
amendment. It restores $1 million to 
the REAP program. And the gentle-
man’s right. It is a small amount, but 
these are important programs. 

And I’d like to also thank Ms. KAP-
TUR from Ohio for putting that back in 
this program. REAP’s vitally impor-
tant for rural communities. Farmers 
and rural small businesses in my dis-
trict use REAP grants and loan guar-
antees to cut their energy bills and im-
prove energy efficiency. REAP allows 
farmers and small businesses to help 
move our country to cleaner energy fu-
ture by building wind, solar, biomass, 
anaerobic digester, geothermal, and 
cutting edge technologies that were 
funded by this. 

I think all of us recognize it’s far bet-
ter for us, Mr. Chairman, to get our en-
ergy needs and control our energy fu-
ture from here at home instead of put-
ting our national security, our energy 
security in the hands of countries that 
don’t like us. We spend $400 billion a 
year on imported oil from countries 
that hate us. They’ll hate us for free. 
We can keep the money at home 
through programs like this, investing 
in diversity to keep the jobs at home. 

And I want to say that I’ve seen this 
through the energy manufacturing sup-
ply chain in my district, that the spin-
off from these jobs in the private sector 
is incredibly valuable. 

b 2150 
Unfortunately, while I think the 

REAP amendment is a good one, the 
underlying bill I don’t believe reflects 
the priorities of rural America. 

Our farmers and ranchers clearly un-
derstand that we’ve got to tighten our 
belts, cut our budgets, and become 
more efficient. I simply think this 
piece of legislation puts a dispropor-
tionate burden on those that are doing 
so much for this country. A 25 percent 
cut over the FY10 bill is irresponsible. 
In fact, I would argue that if it doesn’t 
ensure that a safety net is there, that 
abundant, safe and affordable food sup-
ply that we keep talking about will be 
put in jeopardy. 

This bill decimates farm bill con-
servation programs, takes money away 
from proven nutrition programs, and 
strips, as you heard for the previous 3 
hours, the CFTC of critical resources it 
needs to regulate irresponsible behav-
ior. For that reason, I’m going to have 
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a difficult time supporting the overall 
bill. 

But I do believe the REAP program 
does give America a way to move to-
wards energy independence. I have seen 
these programs that have worked in 
my district. I believe it lets us take 
control of our energy future, lets our 
farmers and ranchers be part of the so-
lution, and lets us get back on the 
track to prosperity. 

So I want to thank the gentleman 
from Nebraska for his work on this and 
other issues in rural America, and I 
truly do thank the gentleman from 
Georgia for indulging us and for hear-
ing us and letting us put it forward. 

Mr. BOSWELL. Mr. Chair, I rise today in 
support of this amendment and to stand up for 
rural America and our Nation’s farmers. 

The appropriations bill in front of us today 
eliminates a program that helps rural commu-
nities invest in energy-efficient and renewable 
energy projects to improve their quality of life 
and local economies. 

The Rural Energy for America Program 
(REAP) has given Iowa farmers and busi-
nesses more than $57 million in grants and 
$74 million worth of loan guarantees since 
1993 when it started, according to the USDA. 

The majority of the projects have helped 
growers purchase higher-efficiency grain dry-
ing equipment which saves them thousands in 
propane costs. Additionally, helps farmers in-
stall geothermal heating and cooling systems 
and wind turbines. Just this year, Agriculture 
Secretary Tom Vilsack announced the Depart-
ment would begin award grants to rural gas 
stations to install gas pumps for ethanol-blend-
ed fuel. 

Iowa is the largest beneficiary of REAP 
funds, and I am committed to working with my 
colleagues in the House and Senate to reach 
a compromise on its funding. REAP has al-
ready been cut by 25 percent for this fiscal 
year and the majority’s intention to reduce its 
funding from $75 million to $1.3 million is un-
acceptable. 

When the House Appropriations Committee 
passed this legislation, Members chose to dis-
mantle a program that helps rural communities 
thrive and their economies grow in order to 
maintain tax breaks for oil and gas companies 
and incentives for companies that outsource 
American jobs. This is not about reducing 
spending. It is an outright attack on Middle 
America to protect Corporate America. 

I will not stand by as appropriators blindly 
cut spending in programs that truly grow the 
economy and support rural businesses and 
communities. 

Every American needs an affordable and 
accessible food supply grown in the most effi-
cient way possible. Effectively terminating the 
REAP program will reduce efficiency in food 
production, increasing prices in the grocery 
store, and, in the end, hurting every American 
family, not just rural America. 

I urge my colleagues to support this amend-
ment which will slowly rebuild the REAP pro-
gram and send a message to the Senate that 
this program is important to every American. 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Chief Financial Officer, $5,310,000: Provided, 
That no funds made available by this appro-
priation may be obligated for FAIR Act or 
Circular A–76 activities until the Secretary 
has submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress and the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform of the House of Representatives a re-
port on the Department’s contracting out 
policies, including agency budgets for con-
tracting out. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 3, beginning line 22, strike the pro-

viso relating to FAIR Act or Circular A–76 
activities. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I 
know that the Federal Government 
employs some 2 million executive 
branch, non-postal full-time and per-
manent employees; 850,000 of these em-
ployees hold jobs that are commercial 
in nature. Of the 850,000 commercial 
jobs, only a handful have been charac-
terized as government employees or 
private sector workers who can per-
form these activities more efficiently 
and more cost effectively. 

My amendment strikes the current 
insourcing language found in this legis-
lation which, as drafted, would prevent 
the funds spent by this bill from being 
used to conduct public-private com-
petitions or to direct A–76 conversions 
for any program, project or activity 
within the United States Department 
of Agriculture without a contracting 
report to Congress by the Secretary. 

Two weeks ago, the House voted in 
favor of striking similar problematic 
and anti-competitive A–76 language 
from H.R. 2017, the Department of 
Homeland Security appropriations bill. 
The same change and reversal of bad 
policy which I undertook at that time 
should also be implemented in this leg-
islation by striking this anti-competi-
tive, free market language. 

The A–76 process provides a valuable 
option for taxpayers and requires real 
competition. A former assistant direc-
tor at USDA, Shawn Kingsbury, man-
aged information technology programs 
at the Department. Mr. Kingsbury, in 
his tenure, implemented A–76 by 
transitioning to the first performance- 
based project management organiza-
tion within the USDA, and it resulted 
in over $100 million in savings. 

Without the ability to add competi-
tive insourcing, ballooning deficits and 
out-of-control spending will continue 
in our government. It is time that Con-
gress explores and gives all solutions to 
save taxpayers and the managers of the 
business in the government their hard- 
earned money. 

The Heritage Foundation has re-
ported that subjecting Federal em-
ployee positions which are commercial 
in nature to a public-private cost com-
parison will generate on average a 30 
percent cost savings regardless of who 
wins that competition. Rather than 
preventing market competition that 
would improve service and lower costs, 
we should be encouraging agencies to 
find the best way to deliver services to 
citizens of this great Nation. The role 
of government should be to govern, not 
to operate businesses inside the gov-
ernment. 

Our Nation’s unemployment rate 
stands at 9.1 percent. We must allow 
the private sector the ability to create 
jobs without an unfair disadvantage. 
We must get more results for our 
money. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this commonsense, taxpayer-first 
amendment and ensure cost-saving 
competition is available to the man-
agers within this agency. Congress 
should be looking to use all the tools 
that it can find to help save taxpayer 
dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this bill primarily be-
cause if it ain’t broken, don’t fix it. 

This has been a law for a long time. 
It allows our committee and the public 
to know what the A–76 circular review 
did. The report is on the Department’s 
contracting-out policies and its budget 
for contracting out, that information, 
which Congress has been getting year 
after year without any problems. The 
language has been in the bill for many 
years, and we have always received the 
report allowing the contracting-out ac-
tivities to proceed. It hasn’t stopped 
anything. 

The language specifically requires a 
report to go to the authorizing com-
mittee reflecting the agreement 
reached with the former Republican 
chairman of the Oversight Committee 
many years ago. It was his amendment 
that did this. 

I have to say personally too that I’ve 
done the A–76 circular contracting out. 
We have a military base in my commu-
nity, the Defense Language Institute, 
and the city of Monterey surrounds it. 
We ended up with an A–76 review, 
ended up where the city could provide 
the base operation services much 
cheaper than the Federal employees on 
the base, saving the Army about $4 
million a year and having much better 
services delivered. 

So, again, delivering this report to 
Congress seems to me hasn’t been a 
problem for anyone. And it ain’t broke, 
so I don’t think we ought to support 
fixing it with Mr. SESSIONS’ amend-
ment. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
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Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

CIVIL RIGHTS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, $760,000. 
OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of 
Civil Rights, $19,288,000. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Administration, 
$683,000. 
AGRICULTURE BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES AND 

RENTAL PAYMENTS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For payment of space rental and related 
costs pursuant to Public Law 92–313, includ-
ing authorities pursuant to the 1984 delega-
tion of authority from the Administrator of 
General Services to the Department of Agri-
culture under 40 U.S.C. 121, for programs and 
activities of the Department which are in-
cluded in this Act, and for alterations and 
other actions needed for the Department and 
its agencies to consolidate unneeded space 
into configurations suitable for release to 
the Administrator of General Services, and 
for the operation, maintenance, improve-
ment, and repair of Agriculture buildings 
and facilities, and for related costs, 
$209,505,000, to remain available until ex-
pended; of which $151,396,000 shall be avail-
able for payments to the General Services 
Administration for rent; of which $11,452,000 
shall be available for payment to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for building se-
curity activities; and of which $46,657,000 
shall be available for buildings operations 
and maintenance expenses: Provided, That 
the Secretary may use unobligated balances 
from prior years to cover shortfalls incurred 
in prior year rental payments: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary is authorized to 
transfer funds from a Departmental agency 
to this account to recover the full cost of the 
space and security expenses of that agency 
that are funded by this account when the ac-
tual costs exceed the agency estimate which 
will be available for the activities and pay-
ments described herein. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FARR 
Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 5, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $342,000)’’. 
Page 5, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $342,000)’’. 
Page 17, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $300,000)’’. 

Mr. FARR (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
waive the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I am offer-
ing this amendment to move funding 
from the Agriculture Building and Fa-
cilities and Rental Payments account 
and investing that money in the Or-
ganic Data Initiative. 

Organic agriculture is a very impor-
tant and growing sector of our farm 
and ranch community. It has continued 
to grow at a double-digit rate since 
Congress passed the Organic Act in 
1990. 

The office collects and disseminates 
data regarding organic agriculture 
through the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, the Economic Research Serv-
ice, and the National Agricultural Sta-
tistics Service. The organic sector 
should have the same access to data 
available to all agriculture—a building 
block to a successful U.S. agricultural 
economy. 

As the industry surpasses $29 billion, 
this information is vital to maintain 
stable markets, create proper risk 
management tools, and negotiate 
equivalency agreements with foreign 
governments. It is imperative that we 
continue to collect information gained 
by ODI. 

The AMS collects organic prices and 
disseminates the data through Market 
News Reports. 

b 2200 
NASS conducts surveys and collects 

data used for the Census of Agri-
culture. The ERS published the con-
sumer survey ‘‘Marketing U.S. Organic 
Foods: Recent Trends from Farms to 
Consumers 2009,’’ and continues to 
produce reports which used the data 
collected by AMS and NASS in addi-
tion to surveying Americans about 
their organic consumption patterns. 

This amendment is needed for the 
following reasons: 

The AMS needs to continue to ex-
pand organic price reporting services 
to more commodities and price points 
and distribute the data through Mar-
ket News, creating price stability. 

The NASS will be collecting more in-
formation on organic production in the 
next agricultural census. 

It is needed to understand the size of 
the organic industry and create risk 
management tools. 

The ERS is continuing organic eco-
nomic analysis and expanding to in-
clude organic trade data needed to ex-
pand export markets. 

The President’s fiscal year 2012 budg-
et requests $300,000 specifically for 
AMS to continue the collection of and 
distribution of data. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment to continue 
the Organic Data Initiative. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FARR). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from California will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 5, line 5, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,900,000)’’. 

Page 5, line 6, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,900,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $20,900,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. This amend-
ment simply reduces by 10 percent the 
account for Agriculture Buildings and 
Facilities and Rental Payments. 

My friend from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) 
and I have partnered to bring this com-
monsense amendment before the 
House, and I would like to thank him 
and his staff for all their hard work. 

Mr. Chairman, we are in an economic 
and fiscal emergency. The Federal Gov-
ernment spends too much money. It is 
irresponsible and immoral to keep 
spending beyond our means. Not only 
do we need to reduce our deficit, but we 
need to begin to make an impact on 
eliminating the huge debt that has 
been accumulating over the last few 
years. 

I greatly appreciate the effort and 
the difficult decisions the Appropria-
tions Committee must make. That 
said, we must continue to make mean-
ingful cuts to show the American peo-
ple and the President that we are seri-
ous about controlling spending and se-
rious about the future of our Nation. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense amendment. Let’s show 
the American people that we are seri-
ous about controlling spending and 
stopping the outrageous spending that 
has been going on here in Washington 
under Democrat as well as Republican 
leadership. I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I rise in op-

position to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR (Ms. FOXX). The 

gentleman from California is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FARR. I normally wouldn’t op-
pose this because it cuts from the ac-
count that I just tried to cut from, but 
I only cut $300,000 to pay for some-
thing. This amendment cuts $20 mil-
lion, and it pays for nothing. I just 
think that that’s not a very good prop-
osition. 

We have an awful lot of facilities 
that are around this country. Agri-
culture is everywhere—in every single 
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State and in almost every congres-
sional district. I happen to represent 
the leading agricultural State in the 
United States—California—where we 
grow some 40, 50 crops that no other 
State grows in addition to hundreds 
and hundreds of other crops, so we need 
facilities out there. 

I know this is an account that is easy 
to be offset, and as I said, I tackled the 
same account myself. Yet, since the 
gentleman opposed my amendment, I 
think it’s only good quid pro quo that 
I oppose his. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam Chairman, 
I rise in support of the gentleman from Geor-
gia’s amendment to cut $20.9 million from the 
Department of Agriculture’s Buildings and Fa-
cilities and Rental Payments account and redi-
rect those funds for deficit reduction. 

I commend the Appropriations Committee, 
Chairman ROGERS and Chairman KINGSTON 
for crafting a bill that is $5.041 billion or 22.6 
percent less than the President’s FY 2012 
budget request, and $2.672 billion or 13.4 per-
cent less than the FY 2011 enacted level. 
However, I believe the financial catastrophe 
facing our Nation today requires us to do even 
more. 

Recently, the CBO released their annual 
Budget and Economic Outlook report which 
projects that the FY 2011 deficit will reach an 
all time record high of $1.48 trillion; the third 
year in a row our Nation’s budget deficit has 
exceeded $1 trillion. Our national debt is a 
staggering $14.2 trillion, almost more than our 
entire economy. 

We are borrowing nearly 42 cents of every 
dollar we spend, much of it from the Chinese, 
and sending the bill to our children and grand-
children. Every child born today already owes 
$45,500 in debt they didn’t create. 

Now, more than ever, it is clear that we 
must be bold and take the steps necessary to 
tackle the unprecedented deficits and debt 
facing our country and get our economy mov-
ing again. I urge my colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle to work together on this bill 
to cut spending where we can, get our fiscal 
house in order, and protect the American 
Dream for our future generations. 

In light of the looming and ever growing 
Federal deficit, an amendment like this is sim-
ply common sense. It merely cuts $20.9 mil-
lion a modest cut of only 10 percent; a very 
measured step that reduces spending without 
threatening the mission of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Our country has a spending problem—not a 
revenue problem; support the Broun Amend-
ment. 

Mr. FARR. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS MANAGEMENT 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Department 
of Agriculture, to comply with the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act (42 U.S.C. 9601 
et seq.) and the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.), 
$3,393,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That appropriations and 
funds available herein to the Department for 
Hazardous Materials Management may be 
transferred to any agency of the Department 
for its use in meeting all requirements pur-
suant to the above Acts on Federal and non– 
Federal lands. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For Departmental Administration, 
$23,900,000, to provide for necessary expenses 
for management support services to offices 
of the Department and for general adminis-
tration and other miscellaneous supplies and 
expenses not otherwise provided for and nec-
essary for the practical and efficient work of 
the Department: Provided, That this appro-
priation shall be reimbursed from applicable 
appropriations in this Act for travel ex-
penses incident to the holding of hearings as 
required by 5 U.S.C. 551–558. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CLARKE OF 
MICHIGAN 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 6, line 11, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$5,000,000)’’. 

Page 46, line 22, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$5,000,000)’’. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan (during the 
reading). Madam Chair, I ask unani-
mous consent to dispense with the 
reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. This 

amendment would restore $5 million to 
the Women, Infants and Children 
Farmers Market Nutrition Program. 
This would allow low-income pregnant 
women and low-income women who 
have just given birth to purchase food 
directly from farmers to benefit their 
young infant children up to age 5. 

This is very important in many areas 
around the country, especially in the 
area that I represent, the city of De-
troit, where you don’t really have that 
many markets around. Many times, 
families—even young mothers—have to 
go to gas stations and drug stores just 
to purchase groceries. That’s not ac-
ceptable. That really encourages poor 
eating habits, poor nutrition, and it 
really increases our health care costs 
that all of us as taxpayers ultimately 
bear. 

So I urge you to consider this amend-
ment. It’s a fair proposal, and it’s very 
cost-effective. It provides low-income 
mothers and their children with good 

nutrition, which is the best medicine 
for health care—helping to get better 
nutrition to prevent people from get-
ting sick. 

The other thing, too, is that, 
throughout the entire debate on this 
budget, many of the speakers would 
say that those who benefit from these 
programs—low-income women, infants 
and children—really don’t have a voice, 
so many of us here in Congress have to 
be their voice. I’d like to say, though, 
that the people who have benefited 
from these programs do have a voice. 

My mother, Thelma Clarke, was a 
single parent, and she raised me. She 
was a child of the Great Depression. 
Ironically, during the Great Depres-
sion, she passed out in her school class-
room because of malnutrition. It was 
during the 1930s, and times were very 
dire in the city of Detroit. She was ex-
periencing tough economic times all 
the while I was growing up as a young 
kid and as a teenager. She vowed what 
happened to her would never happen to 
me, so she provided me with all the 
food I wanted—great meals with gro-
ceries that she purchased with food 
stamps. It worked for our family, so I 
want to say this, not just about this 
amendment but about the role of gov-
ernment. 
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I think the reason why this country 
is so great, and I thank God that my 
dad immigrated to this country, the 
United States, as opposed to another 
one, we are so great because we under-
stand the value of pooling our tax dol-
lars together to help each other. That 
makes this country stronger. It pro-
vides everyone, everyone, with an 
equal opportunity. That is what makes 
this country one of the most extraor-
dinary in modern civilization. So I ask 
for $5 million. Let’s give every child 
that same chance. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chairman, I 

rise in opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I was going to ask 
my friend if he is planning to offer his 
other amendment. Don’t you have an-
other related amendment? 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Well, it re-
lates to a different issue. It deals with 
food safety, and that comes right after 
this. It does amend page 6 as well. 

Mr. KINGSTON. You don’t have any-
thing else on this section of the bill? 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. At least 
not dealing with this specific subject 
matter. I do have an amendment that 
amends this same page, page 6, and 
page 17, but that deals with reinstating 
funding on a food safety bill. 

Mr. KINGSTON. You are taking from 
the same account twice? 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Let me 
consult with our staff here. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I wanted to explain 
to my friend about it. I am uncertain 
about this current amendment, but 
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that departmental account, as 
unglamorous as they are to all of us, 
has been cut about 15 percent, and then 
this cuts it, and then your food safety 
amendment will cut it as well. So that 
is what my dilemma is at the moment. 
I don’t know if anybody over there has 
actually heard from the department. I 
am assuming they are going to be 
against it. 

Also I want to point out to my friend 
that one of the things that I think our 
authorizing friends should do is com-
bine this program with food stamps 
anyhow, because there is duplication 
and overlap. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. FARR. The concern here is that 
this amendment double dips from the 
same account. Maybe we can work 
something out here. Mr. BROUN took 
money out of this account. I took 
money out of this account. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Reclaiming my 
time, we were talking earlier about 
some of the overlaps in these Federal 
food assistance programs. To me, this 
is a case where this is a program where 
there is a lot of overlap with food 
stamps, and we should look at that, re-
alizing that that is the authorizing 
committee’s jurisdiction. There is not 
much more that I can do than com-
ment on it. 

I yield to the gentleman from Michi-
gan. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Thank you 
very much, and I will ask for a vote on 
this. 

Mr. KINGSTON. With that, I with-
draw my objection, and we accept the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CLARKE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG OF 

INDIANA 
Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Madam 

Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 6, line 11, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$2,390,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 2, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$2,390,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Indiana is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Madam 
Chair, this amendment is quite simple. 
The amendment would simply reduce 
by a modest 10 percent that part of the 
USDA’s budget used for ‘‘general ad-
ministration and miscellaneous sup-
plies.’’ 

This category of spending is so broad-
ly defined that Washington bureau-
crats could use this money as a sort of 
gift card for these general administra-
tion and miscellaneous expenses. My 
amendment would put over $2 million 

of the money back into the spending 
reserve account to reduce our Federal 
deficit. That, of course, will lead to 
lower future taxes, lower future inter-
est rates and thus a lower future unem-
ployment rate. 

I was sent here by the great people of 
Indiana’s Ninth Congressional District 
to focus like a laser on creating jobs 
and to get our Federal spending under 
control so that we can keep our tax 
burden low. That will serve to the ben-
efit of businesses and all that work for 
them around our country. Since being 
sworn in on January 5, that has been 
my mission, and I know it has been the 
singular focus of many of my col-
leagues. 

So this simple amendment advances 
this mission by trimming more bureau-
cratic fat from Washington, and it sig-
nals to all job creators and to our fi-
nancial markets that we in Congress 
are serious, very serious, about cutting 
unnecessary spending wherever we can 
find it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member 

wish to speak in opposition to the gen-
tleman’s amendment? 

If not, the question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. YOUNG). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 

CONGRESSIONAL RELATIONS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Congressional Rela-
tions to carry out the programs funded by 
this Act, including programs involving inter-
governmental affairs and liaison within the 
executive branch, $3,289,000: Provided, That 
these funds may be transferred to agencies of 
the Department of Agriculture funded by 
this Act to maintain personnel at the agency 
level; Provided further, That no funds made 
available by this appropriation may be obli-
gated after 30 days from the date of enact-
ment of this Act, unless the Secretary has 
notified the Committees on Appropriations 
of both Houses of Congress on the allocation 
of these funds by USDA agency: Provided fur-
ther, That no other funds appropriated to the 
Department by this Act shall be available to 
the Department for support of congressional 
relations activities. 

OFFICE OF COMMUNICATIONS 
For necessary expenses of the Office of 

Communications, $8,058,000. 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General, including employment pur-
suant to the Inspector General Act of 1978, 
$80,000,000, including such sums as may be 
necessary for contracting and other arrange-
ments with public agencies and private per-
sons pursuant to section 6(a)(9) of the Inspec-
tor General Act of 1978, and including not to 
exceed $125,000 for certain confidential oper-
ational expenses, including the payment of 
informants, to be expended under the direc-
tion of the Inspector General pursuant to 
Public Law 95–452 and section 1337 of Public 
Law 97–98. 

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

General Counsel, $35,204,000. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
RESEARCH, EDUCATION AND ECONOMICS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Research, Education and 
Economics, $760,000. 

ECONOMIC RESEARCH SERVICE 
For necessary expenses of the Economic 

Research Service, $70,000,000. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CHAFFETZ 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 8, line 15, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $43,000,000)’’. 
Page 8, line 18, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $85,000,000)’’. 
Page 9, line 5, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $650,000,000)’’. 
Page 49, line 23, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,040,198,000)’’. 
Page 80, line 2, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$1,818,198,000)’’. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ (during the reading). 
I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Utah? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Utah is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Chair, this 

amendment deals with three different 
services within the Department of Ag-
riculture. The idea and the goal of the 
situation here is that perhaps they 
could take a reduction in funding, not 
totally zero them out, and really look 
at these duplicative programs as being 
something that can be ultimately uni-
fied over the course of time. My 
amendment simply drives down the 
cost of these, and the hope and desire is 
that they will somehow unify to do and 
accomplish what these duplicative 
services are. This relates to the Agri-
cultural Research Service, the Eco-
nomic Research Service, and the Na-
tional Agriculture Statistics Service. 

b 2220 

Now, the one other one that I would 
also point out that is funded is the Na-
tional Institute of Food and Agri-
culture, where we are not suggesting a 
reduction in the amount. But the over-
all goal here is to reduce the amount of 
the expenditure here 50 percent from 
2011 and 43 percent from the current 
bill. I think this is common sense. 

We have to make difficult decisions. 
We recognize the value the Department 
of Agriculture brings. A lot of people 
rely on these types of statistics and in-
formation that is needed so that we 
can make sure that we have the very 
best Department of Agriculture that 
we can. 

But in these tough and difficult eco-
nomic times, it is imperative that we 
make difficult decisions. And some-
times that means we are looking at du-
plicative programs, maybe scaling 
those back a little bit, and refocusing 
the mission so that they can actually 
do what matters most and prioritize 
their own mission. 
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So we think it is the financially re-

sponsible thing to do. I would urge my 
colleagues to look closely at this. I 
urge my colleagues to vote in favor of 
this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I rise in op-

position to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. This amendment cuts 
ERS by $43 million, and that’s the Eco-
nomic Research Service for Agri-
culture. Then it goes on to cut another 
$85 million out of the National Agri-
culture Statistical Service, which is es-
sentially the census of Agriculture. 
And then it goes on and cuts $650 mil-
lion out of the Ag Research Service, 
which is two-thirds of the entire budg-
et—and a budget that is absolutely to 
keep America competitive. 

This is an agrarian world we live in. 
If we’re going to stay ahead of the com-
petition and not have all our food im-
ported, we’ve got to stay ahead of the 
curve. That’s the think tank, the cre-
ativity of America. It’s also where we 
know whether we’re getting all the 
bugs and infestation that’s coming in. 
That’s what agriculture research is all 
about. 

It zeroes out the Food for Peace pro-
gram. My God, in the world that we’re 
living in now, we don’t want to have 
any friends left? It puts all that sav-
ings into a spending reduction account, 
does nothing to help anybody except do 
a lot of damage for agriculture, for all 
the economics of agriculture, the re-
search of agriculture, and the Food for 
Peace program. I think this is a very 
bad amendment, and I hope we strong-
ly oppose it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. JORDAN. Madam Chair, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. JORDAN. I first want to thank 

the committee, and in particular the 
chairman of the subcommittee, for the 
good work he’s done on the bill overall. 
But I support the gentleman from 
Utah’s amendment. Any Member of 
Congress can do this in their district. 
You’re at any group giving any speech 
and you say, Do you think maybe 
there’s a little redundancy, maybe a 
little duplication, maybe a little over-
lap in the Federal Government? And 
the whole audience begins to laugh and 
everyone raises their hand because 
they get the joke. 

In fact, we just had a hearing in the 
Subcommittee of Oversight dealing 
with regulation and overspending and 
the GAO was in there and they had 
done a study and we asked them, How 
many different means-tested social 
welfare programs are there? And they 
said, Well, we really can’t give you a 
number because we can’t tell; it’s so ri-
diculous in government. But there are 
over a hundred. 

They couldn’t even tell us. But what 
they did tell us was there’s a lot of re-

dundancy, a lot of duplication, a lot of 
overlap. The gentleman from Utah’s 
amendment just seeks to deal with 
that and says, Look, it recognizes a 
couple of facts. It recognizes that, yes, 
there is redundancy, but also we’re 
broke. In fact, it’s not we’re going 
broke. We are broke. And we have to 
cut some spending, just like every sin-
gle family, every single small business 
in this country has had to do over the 
last several years. 

Remember some of the numbers be-
cause at some point something has to 
give. And we’ve got to be willing to cut 
spending. We’ve got a $14 trillion na-
tional debt. We’ve run trillion-dollar 
deficits for the last 3 years in a row. 
The three largest deficits in American 
history have been in the last 3 years, 
and $200 billion we’re paying each year 
in interest. Right now, interest rates 
are at lowest levels—historically low 
levels. They’re going to go up. 

Something has to give. And the gen-
tleman from Utah has a basic amend-
ment which says, Let’s reduce the 
spending in five programs that the Fed-
eral Government doesn’t need and, 
frankly, cannot afford. And it would 
save the taxpayers of this great coun-
try $1.8 billion at a time when we’re 
going broke. Some people would say we 
are broke. 

So this is a commonsense amend-
ment, something we should do. It 
builds on the good work that the gen-
tleman from Georgia is getting ready 
to speak on, the gentleman from Geor-
gia, who’s the chairman of the com-
mittee, has already done. But it builds 
on their good work and respects the 
taxpayers. 

I would urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the 
amendment. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FARR. I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, frankly, I 
think that statement is a flat Earth 
statement because it doesn’t even look 
before you leap. It just says, Let’s 
whack because there’s redundancy. 
There is redundancy in our own body. 
We’ve got two eyes, two ears, two 
arms, and two legs. Why don’t we just 
whack one of them out because you’ve 
got the other one. 

Look at the consequences. ARS is the 
Agricultural Research Service. Do you 
know what they do? They look at how 
we can make a plant structure more 
healthy, how we can combat the bugs 
that come in. I represent a county 
where we have glassy-winged sharp-
shooters that affect the wine industry. 
It’s a multimillion-dollar eradication 
program. We wouldn’t know how to 
eradicate it without the research. We 
have the brown apple moth that infects 
nurseries, multimillion dollars of at-
tacks. This is a war, just like those dis-
asters you have been seeing on tele-
vision that are natural disasters. These 

are natural disasters, only they’re 
small little bugs. Or E. coli that we’ve 
talked about. Why would you want to 
cut the very service that keeps Amer-
ican agriculture healthy and competi-
tive? This amendment wipes out two- 
thirds of the entire budget. 

I’m one of those that thinks there’s a 
lot of redundancy in government, but 
what I do is try to get the agencies to-
gether in my district and figure out 
where they overlap and how we can 
consolidate them, how we can get them 
to do joint operations. I think if you 
want to really consolidate a lot of Fed-
eral Government, it’s going to take a 
lot more than just whacking away with 
an amendment making a list of zeroing 
out money for economic research for 
the census for agriculture. That’s the 
last thing we want to do. It’s a huge, 
huge market. You’ve got to have mar-
ket information. As I said, you cer-
tainly don’t want to whack ARS. 
That’s the competitive arm. That’s 
where America stays ahead of the rest 
of the world. 

So redundancy is a problem, but it’s 
not always smart just to knock off 
something because there’s more of it, 
just like your arms, legs, and eyes. I 
ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Madam 

Chair, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. I appreciate 

the gentleman from Utah bringing this 
forward. This is a time when we’ve got 
to be looking for every opportunity to 
be wise stewards of the taxpayers’ dol-
lars. And all we’re asking here is $1.8 
billion out of trillions of dollars of 
spending here in the Federal Govern-
ment, $1.8 million more. I think the 
taxpayers understand that. They ex-
pect that. 

I don’t know that anyone here has 
criticized the use of these funds, where 
it is going. It’s not that. It’s just the 
fact that the money is not there. How 
can you continue spending money you 
do not have? I think back on the aver-
age American families at home. They 
have to make difficult decisions. There 
are a lot of things that the average 
family would like to do each and every 
week; but if they don’t have the re-
sources to do it, they wait until they 
can save up and do it at another appro-
priate time. They enjoy it at a later 
date when they have the ability to do 
that. 

Madam Chair, right now we do not 
have that ability as a Federal Govern-
ment. For far too long we’ve spent too 
much. It’s not a partisan issue, nec-
essarily. Both parties are responsible 
for the reckless spending that’s gone 
on in Washington. But this is the day, 
this is the time that we can correct 
that course. We can correct the path. 
We don’t have to continue down this 
same path that’s been going on over 
and over and over again. The status 
quo is not acceptable. 

In fact, the American people, they 
deserve better. We have an opportunity 
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right now to send a strong message to 
the American people that $1.8 billion is 
being sent back to the taxpayers. Just 
imagine that—taking money from the 
Federal Government that it’s used to 
absorbing from the taxpayer and allow-
ing the taxpayers to choose how they 
wish to spend it. What a great concept. 
How novel is that, to allow the tax-
payers to choose how they invest their 
money, where they might spend it. 
Which leads to the number one issue 
facing this Nation—and it’s jobs and 
the economy. 

If we want to see the economy im-
prove, if we want to see revenues here 
in Washington improve, it’s not 
through tax increases. It’s through the 
economy improving. It’s through the 
GDP, the engine of this Nation moving 
once again. And how do we do that? We 
release the dollars we hold as a Federal 
Government and the additional dollars 
that we’re borrowing from foreign 
countries and we allow the private sec-
tor to hold that, allow the private sec-
tor to make those investments, allow 
them to be the dreamers. Those that 
have the ideas, those that have the 
ideas, entrepreneurs, allow them to be 
the risk-takers, the job creators we 
know they are and they want to be. 
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Instead, we hear again opposition 
which says, no, we know better as the 
Federal Government. Let us keep that 
money. Let us take it from your wal-
let. Let us distribute it out as we know 
best. I think I heard a speaker earlier 
today say the Federal Government is 
better at making decisions than the 
American people. I mean we’ve heard 
that concept expressed here already, 
that we know better. Well, the fact is 
the American people know better how 
to spend their money. 

So the gentleman from Utah brings 
up a great amendment that says $1.8 
billion in additional cuts, saving the 
taxpayers once again additional 
money. That only adds to the savings 
that the chairman of the subcommittee 
has already fought for, and I’m happy 
to serve with him on the committee. 
He’s done a fabulous job of taking us 
back to 2006 spending levels, an amaz-
ing effort on behalf of the sub-
committee, and this just takes it back 
just a little bit further. Surely we can 
do that for the American people to-
night in this House. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

I heard a very instructive quote. 
Even as important as this legislation 
is, in actuality it appears that my 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
simply want to zero out this whole ap-
propriation for the important agricul-
tural work that is done in this Nation, 
just zero it out. Mr. CHAFFETZ’s amend-

ment seeks to zero out a very impor-
tant program, which includes zeroing 
out Food for Peace, and it apparently 
ignores the basic purpose and the crisis 
that we’re facing dealing with food in-
security in the world. 

The United Nations World Food Pro-
gram acknowledges severe acute mal-
nutrition affects an estimated 20 mil-
lion children under the age of 5 world-
wide and is responsible in whole or in 
part for more than half of all the 
deaths of children. Malnutrition kills 
approximately 1 million children each 
year, or an average of one every 30 sec-
onds. 

This is not the direction we want for 
the world or the United States. There 
are priorities. And I ask my colleagues, 
what are their priorities? 

Now, I have a deal for them. Let’s 
make a deal. Let’s take the $10 billion 
that we’re spending every month in Af-
ghanistan and spread it out on deficit 
reduction. I will take up that challenge 
and accept that challenge. In fact, we 
will be able to put $1 billion or $2 bil-
lion every week for a 4-week timeframe 
in deficit reduction if we bring the 
troops home from Afghanistan. And 
while we do that, we’ll have the oppor-
tunity to answer the question that I’m 
asking to my colleagues: Who will 
stand by while a child dies, one every 
30 seconds around the world? 

Food for Peace is a program that our 
farmers have bought into from the per-
spective of the service and the Good 
Samaritan that they do by providing 
the goods of the world’s bread basket. 
The United States is the world’s bread 
basket. We have been blessed with the 
bounty of topography and weather, in 
spite of the disasters we’ve now faced, 
to be able to feed the world. And Food 
for Peace is that program. 

Just a few hours ago, I stood on the 
floor of the House and I mentioned my 
colleague, the Honorable Mickey Le-
land. Some of my new friends should 
read about this unselfish man. I know 
she didn’t ask me to call out her hus-
band’s name, but those of us who knew 
Mickey knew that he loved Congress-
man Emerson and Congressman Hall. 
They had a passion for finding out how 
can we stop the devastation of hunger. 
So they circled around programs that 
dealt with it, programs like Food for 
Peace or the Select Committee on Hun-
ger or a number of other programs 
around the Agriculture appropriations, 
not to waste money but to partner be-
tween the great agricultural agrarian 
society of the United States, and its 
ability to grow food, to also be able to 
provide for those who cannot. 

Do I have to say it again? We buy the 
food from our farmers. Let me make it 
very clear. In the very places where, as 
I showed earlier today, the devastation 
of tornadoes and floods, these people 
are trying to come back. Some areas 
did not suffer. They’re trying to get 
their goods to market. It cuts here in 
the very jobs that we are saying that 
we want to keep. We’re cutting jobs. 
We’re throwing people out of work, the 

work that farmers love. You try to get 
a farmer off his land or her land. They 
don’t want to go because they love the 
soil. They love producing food. They 
love helping people. Yet my friend 
wants to come and cut this program 
that creates jobs, buys the food, and 
sends it to starving, dying children. 

I don’t understand. In the legacy of 
our friends, some of them you did not 
know, but if you read about them, you 
will understand their passion and their 
heart. Mickey Leland used to bring us 
to tears because he would leave the 
devastation of Fifth Ward, Houston, 
where there was poverty, and he’d get 
on an airplane to deliver food to the 
dying around the world. He lost his life 
in the course of delivering food. 

My final word, Madam Chairman, is 
to ask my colleagues not to support 
this amendment and to support Food 
for Peace and support the underlying 
message of providing the jobs and a 
helping hand. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chairman, I 
oppose this. 

I want to say to my friends who have 
offered it, I did support this budget on 
the House floor and did support this 
302(b) allocation in full committee. 
However, as I pointed out several times 
to my Democrat friends during the 
course of the debate today, the only 
budget that has passed is the Ryan 
budget. The President’s budget failed 
in the Senate 97–0. The RSC budget fell 
on the House floor. The Congressional 
Black Caucus budget fell on the House 
floor. The Progressive Caucus budget 
fell on the House floor. 

Our job is to try to move this under 
the circumstances that we have and 
the restraints that we have. The bill 
before us represents a cut in discre-
tionary money of 13.4 percent, which is 
one of the largest cuts that we will be 
considering in the 12 appropriation 
bills. 

I want to point out also that in terms 
of P.L. 480, that account alone has been 
cut 31 percent. And I met with the 
World Food Program three different 
times now and certainly expressed lots 
of concerns about America’s role 
around the globe. We need to be en-
gaged in the countries that we are en-
gaged in. Sometimes this program is 
oversold as national security, which I 
believe it contributes to. It is not nec-
essarily everything people want it to 
be in national security, but it is a pro-
gram that keeps America engaged 
around the world and therefore pro-
motes stability around the world. And 
when you have instability, there is a 
concern in terms of national security. 
It also actually does have an implica-
tion for the merchant marine because 
there’s a cargo preference clause to it. 
It keeps the American merchant ma-
rine healthy, and those are the ships 
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that take our military equipment over-
seas during engagements such as what 
we have going in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE had raised some of 
the points about the war. I voted for 
the Kucinich amendment the other day 
because I do not think we should be in 
Libya at this time. I’m very concerned 
that that’s going to be one of those 
classic cases of mission creep, that 
right now we’re saying no troops on the 
ground, but after we get through blow-
ing up their buildings, who do you 
think is going to rebuild it? It’s going 
to be America. So that mission is going 
to morph into troops on the ground in 
one form or another. That’s why I 
thought the Kucinich amendment was 
appropriate. 

I want to just conclude, though, that 
I think the spirit of the gentlemen— 
and they’re very consistent in terms of 
their fiscal restraint, but, again, the 
only budget that has passed any body 
is the Ryan budget. 

b 2240 

One of the balancing acts of this, if 
you go too far, you lose votes; if you 
don’t go far enough, you lose votes. 
The Ryan budget got over the finish 
line and did not get all the Republicans 
voting for it, so I’m going to have to 
oppose this amendment, but I want to 
say to my friends, I appreciate the 
vigor in which you’ve offered it and 
your consistency on things. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Madam Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Wyoming is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Utah. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Thank you. I will be 
brief, Madam Chair. I recognize the 
spirit in which you are doing this, and 
I appreciate the process and the back- 
and-forth. 

I did want to say for the record, I 
would join with the gentlewoman from 
Texas, and I have advocated for a long 
time that we pull out of Afghanistan 
and that we put that towards deficit 
reduction. But I also think we have to 
bring back discretionary spending even 
further. 

And I would like to mention to this 
body that really what happens with the 
so-called Ryan budget, the budget that 
this House passed, is that sets ceilings 
but it doesn’t set floors, and I believe 
that one of the greatest threats in se-
curity to our future is the out-of-con-
trol debt and deficit that this country 
is encompassing. 

Let’s also remember that we spend in 
the neighborhood of $40 billion on U.S. 
aid. We haven’t been able to take care 
of our own pocketbooks in our own 
country, and so it’s very difficult to 
justify not only a very healthy and ro-
bust USAID budget—by the way, hav-
ing conducted oversight is not nec-
essarily accountable. You can’t go 
back and actually look at the account-
ing and see where all this money is 

flowing and what it’s doing. But let’s 
also remember that then we still have 
tens of billions of dollars to help people 
across the world. We have 149 countries 
in this world that are getting USAID 
money. They’re getting aid from the 
United States of America through var-
ious programs. 

So, again, I would just want to brief-
ly say I do think we can do better. I 
think we have to do better. The out-of- 
control spending in the past puts us in 
a perilous position where we spend $600 
million a day just in interest on our 
debt. And so when I look at $1.8 billion 
in reduction and I look at the fact that 
our interest payment is $600 million a 
day, the best thing we could probably 
do for the world and certainly for our-
selves is to get that deficit under con-
trol. We could do a lot more good in 
this world if we were to take care of 
our own financial pocketbooks, and we 
have not yet done that. 

I thank the gentlewoman for yielding 
to me. I appreciate the spirit of this 
body allowing me to add this extra 
comment. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Utah will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 8, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I rise to offer my amend-
ment that would reduce the budget for 
the USDA’s Economic Research Serv-
ice by $7 million. We don’t know what’s 
going to happen with the previous 
amendment, but whether it passes or 
fails, this would cut another $7 million. 
It’s just a modest 10 percent that would 
help end some of the duplicative re-
search the USDA is currently con-
ducting. 

For example, the USDA has four sep-
arate services that conduct research, 
as Mr. CHAFFETZ has already spoken 
about here on the floor. All four of 
these entities have numerous overlap-
ping issues, and it would be more fis-
cally responsible to simply consolidate 
them, and I wish we had done so. 

The American people have demanded 
that we cut the outrageous spending 
that’s going on here in Washington, 
and we must cut the spending in every 
corner of the budget possible. They de-
serve our very best efforts in being 
good stewards of their tax dollars. I 
urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. I rise in opposition to the 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. You know, it’s very easy 
to just go through and start cutting 
these services because they sound like 
they’re sort of bureaucracy offices, but, 
in fact, we’ve been on the committee a 
long time and we get, you know, over-
sight of these budgets. We get the Eco-
nomic Research Service to come before 
us. And I remember a couple of years 
ago when they were before us, and I 
think the committee really got en-
gaged because this is the research serv-
ice that does the study on the WIC pro-
gram, what the economic effects are, 
does the study on the economic condi-
tions of rural America, something 
that’s totally ignored. We’ve been find-
ing out from them that essentially 
rural America has been in a recession 
for the last 10 years, maybe even a de-
pression. 

So, if you’re going to have strategies 
which are going to include the Federal 
Government as part of your strategy, 
it’s also going to include local and 
State government, you’ve got to have 
the economic data on which to build 
those strategies. And I think to just go 
and take $7 million out of there be-
cause you can and get no benefit out of 
it and hurt what they do, I mean, these 
services, whether they be the Economic 
Research, that information is also used 
in our marketing activity. 

Now, it’s a little bit different than 
the census stuff that we talked about 
earlier, but I think that this is really a 
cut that does a lot more harm than the 
gentleman who’s introducing it intends 
to do, and I think if he really under-
stood what the full scope of the Eco-
nomic Research Service was he 
wouldn’t ask that he take 10 percent 
out of that Department just merely to 
reduce the amount of money that we’re 
spending. 

So I oppose this amendment, and I 
think it does big harm to rural Amer-
ica. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 
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The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE 
For necessary expenses of the National Ag-

ricultural Statistics Service, $149,500,000, of 
which up to $40,000,000 shall be available 
until expended for the Census of Agriculture. 

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Agricultural 
Research Service and for acquisition of lands 
by donation, exchange, or purchase at a 
nominal cost not to exceed $100, and for land 
exchanges where the lands exchanged shall 
be of equal value or shall be equalized by a 
payment of money to the grantor which 
shall not exceed 25 percent of the total value 
of the land or interests transferred out of 
Federal ownership, $993,345,000: Provided, 
That appropriations hereunder shall be 
available for the operation and maintenance 
of aircraft and the purchase of not to exceed 
one for replacement only: Provided further, 
That appropriations hereunder shall be 
available pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 2250 for the 
construction, alteration, and repair of build-
ings and improvements, but unless otherwise 
provided, the cost of constructing any one 
building shall not exceed $375,000, except for 
headhouses or greenhouses which shall each 
be limited to $1,200,000, and except for 10 
buildings to be constructed or improved at a 
cost not to exceed $750,000 each, and the cost 
of altering any one building during the fiscal 
year shall not exceed 10 percent of the cur-
rent replacement value of the building or 
$375,000, whichever is greater: Provided fur-
ther, That the limitations on alterations con-
tained in this Act shall not apply to mod-
ernization or replacement of existing facili-
ties at Beltsville, Maryland: Provided further, 
That appropriations hereunder shall be 
available for granting easements at the 
Beltsville Agricultural Research Center: Pro-
vided further, That the foregoing limitations 
shall not apply to replacement of buildings 
needed to carry out the Act of April 24, 1948 
(21 U.S.C. 113a): Provided further, That funds 
may be received from any State, other polit-
ical subdivision, organization, or individual 
for the purpose of establishing or operating 
any research facility or research project of 
the Agricultural Research Service, as au-
thorized by law. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NUGENT 
Mr. NUGENT. Madam Chair, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 9, line 5, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$2,000,000)’’. 

Page 48, line 11, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$2,500,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NUGENT. Madam Chair, every 
night millions of families sit down to 
meals where ingredients are produced 
here in the United States. The Agricul-
tural Research Service is a vital part of 
our Federal Government’s continued 
efforts to help farmers, producers and, 
ultimately, consumers. 

I firmly believe that the Federal 
Government has a terrible spending 
problem and that tough decisions must 
be made. 

b 2250 
I have the utmost respect for Chair-

man KINGSTON and all of the members 

of the Agriculture Appropriations Sub-
committee. They have done a great job 
of crafting this piece of legislation. 

My amendment would reduce $2.5 
million from the Foreign Agricultural 
Service and transfer $2 million of that 
money to the Agricultural Research 
Service. By adding these funds back to 
ARS’s budget, we will be helping guar-
antee that our farmers remain com-
petitive with farmers from other na-
tions. We should be supporting in-
creased food production here in Amer-
ica and maintain our domestic inde-
pendence in this area of our economy 
and not increasing our usage and de-
mand for foreign agricultural imports. 
There is still important work to be 
done by ARS, and that must be contin-
ued. There have been significant cuts 
made to the budget of ARS that jeop-
ardize research already in progress. 

During my 5 months in Congress, I 
have had the great pleasure to meet 
and interact with many farmers and 
ranchers in my district. These men and 
women are some of the hardest workers 
that I know. They are the first up and 
the last to go to bed. Research must 
continue to be funded in order to guar-
antee that America’s agriculture com-
munity is independent, that it remains 
the most productive and the greatest 
agricultural producer in the world. 

ARS’s work has resulted in an oat- 
based cholesterol fighter, a replace-
ment for blood plasma, a biofungicide 
to help prevent apple and pear rot—and 
I’m sure on grapes from California— 
and is a method to increase production 
of penicillin and other antibiotics. 

As you can see, ARS’s research suc-
cesses are not just limited to the agri-
cultural community, but they help all 
Americans. So my goal is to make sure 
that America remains strong as an ag-
ricultural producer, that we don’t 
outsource agricultural production to 
other nations to provide our food, and 
maintain a safe food source for Ameri-
cans. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. I move to strike the last 

word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. I am very interested. One 
of your colleagues just cut the heck 
out of this Department, and you want 
to add money back in. I am kind of for 
that. But I am kind of curious because 
I understand—and the question is, do 
you intend in the general provisions of 
this bill later to add some language re-
garding cattle research? 

Mr. NUGENT. We have withdrawn 
any other amendment. There is no 
other amendment. 

Mr. FARR. So there is no other 
amendment? This hasn’t to do with an 
earmark to try to stop closure of— 

Mr. NUGENT. Sir, there is no other 
amendment. We withdraw that amend-
ment. 

Mr. FARR. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I want to clarify 
some things on this that are impor-
tant. Number one, I want to make sure 
that we all realize that ARS is cur-
rently, in this bill, funded at $993 mil-
lion and that the Foreign Ag Service is 
at $175 million. And the Foreign Ag 
Service actually does have an invalu-
able role in representing U.S. agri-
culture overseas. And it’s not all about 
importing their products as much as it 
is working and making sure that it’s 
kind of a two-way street. 

But I wanted to yield to the gen-
tleman if he wanted some more time to 
explain it. My inclination is to take 
the amendment—although ARS, as I 
am saying, has a pretty big funding 
level already. And I just wanted to in-
vite you to speak a little bit more and 
maybe warm us up a little, because I 
am like Mr. FARR. There’s a lot of crit-
icism of ARS. So somebody coming in 
to increase it, the amendment is paid 
for. I don’t know that $2 million is 
going to help significantly one way or 
the other. 

Mr. NUGENT. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. KINGSTON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. NUGENT. Our goal with regards 
to strengthening ARS is to make sure 
that we strengthen the American abil-
ity to produce goods within this coun-
try. It is simple and focused. It’s about 
keeping American agriculture strong. 
While we may be asking to reduce what 
we send overseas, I think it’s more im-
portant that we have a strong agricul-
tural base here. 

I will tell you, just in my home 
State, that agriculture accounts for 
over a third of the income to the State 
of Florida. It is one of the three legs 
that support Florida. One is tourism, 
the other one is industry, but the third 
one that has been there for Florida in 
this downturn economy has been agri-
culture. So our goal is to make sure 
that Americans can depend upon Amer-
ican sources of food that are safe for 
Americans. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I will accept the 
amendment. I want to say to my friend 
from Florida, we’re going to be looking 
at all this as the process goes on, and 
we’ll certainly work with you. We, Mr. 
FARR and I and the committee, do ap-
preciate all the research that the ARS 
does and all of the good things. And I 
am glad to know that you are following 
them because I do think it’s a signifi-
cant agency within the USDA. 

Mr. NUGENT. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. NUGENT). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON LEE OF 

TEXAS 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 9, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $681,750,000’’). 
Page 44, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $681,750,000’’). 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The gentlewoman from Texas is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. As the 
gentleman rises, I ask myself the ques-
tion and I ask this body, Who will 
speak for the children? And that’s why 
my amendment attempts to fully fund 
the Women, Infants, and Children pro-
gram that provides food for the Na-
tion’s children. It provides Federal 
grants to States for supplemental 
foods, nutrition, education, and health 
care referrals to low-income pregnant 
and postpartum women, infants, and 
children up to 5 years old. 

We must remember that children 
have always been the largest category 
of WIC participants. Of the 8.7 million 
people who received WIC benefits, each 
month in fiscal year 2008, about 4.33 
million were children, and 2.2 million 
were infants. This bill cuts $650 million 
out of WIC, and I am so glad my good 
friend from Georgia—and I appreciate 
his friendship—just got up and said the 
Agricultural Research Service is pretty 
darn well funded, $900 million. 

I am simply asking to address the 
question of the staggering devastation 
of malnutrition in our children. And I 
have indicated that when you look at 
worldwide numbers, malnutrition can 
kill. But here in the United States, 
there are children that go to bed hun-
gry. There are women that do not eat 
properly. There are babies that do not 
get nourishment. 

In Texas alone, between 23,000 and 
40,000 people are expected to be dropped 
from the WIC program if the funding is 
not restored; and each and every State 
in the Union is going to receive that 
kind of devastating impact. Can you 
imagine 40,000 women, infants, and 
children not being able to eat because 
we won’t restore full funding? Texas 
has three of the top 40 districts with 
the highest national food hardship 
rates; and in the 18th Congressional 
District, there are 159,000 food insecure 
people. The food insecurity rate is 23 
percent, and Texas stands 32 in the Na-
tion out of 435 districts. We are 32 in 
food insecurity. 

So, let me just say, alongside of obe-
sity, eating wrong, we have to face the 
actual question of hunger. Children 
who are served by the WIC program in 
Texas are less likely to eat fast food in 
comparison to children who are not in 
this program. 

b 2300 

Again, I want you to look at this pic-
ture. Healthy children need to eat 
healthy. And I ask my colleagues why, 

in fact, would we not want to fully 
fund the program of women and infant 
children? 

I will say that the impact of not eat-
ing healthy is obesity and poor health. 
This healthy baby, healthy-looking 
baby has a future that is undetermined 
when you have an issue of lack of 
healthy food and access to such. 

So $650 million, when we’re, in es-
sence, funding research for $900 mil-
lion, I believe you can share a little, 
because the WIC program is beneficial 
in helping the most vulnerable in our 
country. 

I ask the question: Who will speak 
for the children? It is important that 
the WIC program, 9.2 million through 
10,000 clinics, among this group, 4.9 
million children, 2.1 million infants, 
and 1 million women have the ability 
to be served around the Nation. It’s a 
complementary program, having 
healthy mothers, healthy pregnant 
mothers to give birth to healthy ba-
bies, to raise healthy children, not 
obese, nourished and ready to be lead-
ers in this Nation. Who are we if we are 
not going to speak for our children? 

And I ask my colleagues to consider 
waiving procedural issues to ensure 
that children are served. I believe that 
is an important issue. And in my dis-
trict, in the 18th Congressional Dis-
trict, with 1,000 census tracts of people 
who are food insecure, I am arguing 
vigorously for the full funding of the 
WIC program to help our women, our 
infants, and their children. 

Who will speak for our children? 
What will their future be, and how will 
they lead this country if we do not in-
vest with them today? 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I rise today in support of my amendment to 
H.R. 2112 ‘‘Agriculture, Rural Development, 
Food and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2112,’’ as it re-
stores full funding to the Women, Infant, and 
Children (WIC) program. 

As the Founder of the Children’s Caucus 
and a Member of the Women’s Caucus, I 
have firmly stood in support of the nutritional 
needs of our Nation’s families. As a country 
we must protect and safeguard the health and 
nutrition of our Nation’s low-income families. 
Women, Infant, and Children (WIC) provides 
Federal grants to states for supplemental 
foods, nutrition education, and health care re-
ferrals to low-income pregnant and postpartum 
women, infants, and children up to age 5 who 
are found to be at nutritional risk. During the 
final quarter of Fiscal Year 2009, the number 
of women, infants, and children receiving WIC 
benefits each month reached approximately 
9.3 million. We must remember that children 
have always been the largest category of WIC 
participants. Of the 8.7 million people who re-
ceived WIC benefits each month in Fiscal year 
2008, about 4.33 million were children and 
2.22 million were infants. 

WIC is essential because it affords many 
women, especially women of color in lower in-
come brackets, the opportunity to care for 
themselves and their newborns after birth. 
Without programs such as WIC, many moth-
ers would not be able to maintain a healthy 

lifestyle during pregnancies and after child-
birth. 

Because of WIC, mothers can afford the nu-
tritional foods they need to sustain their preg-
nancies and avoid miscarriages, stillbirths and 
defects caused by malnourishment during 
pregnancy. 

Today, I am proud to support a full restora-
tion of funding to WIC. This program, which is 
distinctly American, demonstrates that we 
place a high value on feeding our Nation’s 
children and tending to the needs of our Na-
tion’s poor. 

Thomas Jefferson wrote in the Declaration 
of Independence that we are endowed ‘‘with 
certain unalienable Rights, that among these 
are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happi-
ness.—That to secure these rights, Govern-
ments are instituted among Men, deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the governed. 
. . .’’ I believe that it is no coincidence that 
life is listed first—for without it, the Founders 
realized, no other rights can be realized. Over 
many years, the millions of Americans who 
could not access medical services were de-
nied their right to life—a life with access to 
quality and affordable health care. 

Let me set the record straight, WIC is good 
for the American people and will go a long 
way in ensuring access to quality and afford-
able care to those millions of Americans who 
will need access to proper nutrition. WIC helps 
to ensure that our country will not succumb to 
one of the most staggering causes of death in 
children around the world: Malnutrition. Mal-
nutrition remains a significant problem world-
wide, particularly among children. It should not 
be a problem within the United States; that is 
why we have programs like WIC. According to 
the United Nations World Food Programme, 
severe acute malnutrition affects an estimated 
20 million children under the age of five world-
wide and is responsible in whole or in part for 
more than half of all deaths of children. Mal-
nutrition kills approximately one million chil-
dren each year, or an average of one every 
thirty seconds. This is not the direction we 
want to take the United States. 

Madam Chair, when I stand here today and 
reflect upon what we are about to embark 
upon, I cannot help but think of some of the 
last words that the Great Senator Ted Ken-
nedy shared in his letter to President Obama. 
The Senator said, ‘‘And so because of your 
(Obama’s) vision and resolve, I came to be-
lieve that soon, very soon, affordable health 
coverage will be available to all, in an America 
where the state of a family’s health will never 
again depend on the amount of a family’s 
wealth. And while I will not see the victory, I 
was able to look forward and know that we 
will—yes we will—fulfill the promise of health 
care in America as a right and not a privilege.’’ 
Well, Senator, your life’s work shall today be 
proven to not be in vain. I continue to stand 
by protecting the health needs of low income 
families. And, yes, this program ensures the 
health of infants and children will never again 
depend on the amount of their family’s in-
come. 

In the words of the great President John F. 
Kennedy, ‘‘the voters selected us, in short, be-
cause they had confidence in our judgment 
and our ability to exercise that judgment from 
a position where we could determine what 
were their own best interests, as a part of the 
nation’s interest.’’ 

Madam Chair, while my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle seem to believe that 
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without a cut to WIC this will harm Americans, 
nothing could be further from the truth. This 
bill is indeed in their best interests: 

There are 110 million school-aged children 
suffering from hunger every day, and they are 
counting on America’s leadership and gen-
erosity to provide them with an opportunity to 
break the cycle of poverty. The WIC program 
provides that leadership and generosity and it 
is for this reason that I urge my colleagues to 
join me in voting for restoring full funding to 
WIC. 

In the words of the great civil rights leader, 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., ‘‘We have also 
come to this hallowed spot to remind America 
of the fierce urgency of now.’’ We cannot wait. 
We will not wait to protect the lives of our chil-
dren. We can not delay in providing the most 
vulnerable citizens of this great Nation access 
to proper nutrition. 

FACTS ON WIC—THE 18TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 
In Texas, between 23,000 and 40,000 peo-

ple are expected to be dropped from the WIC 
program if the funding levels are not restored. 

Texas has 3 of the top top 40 districts with 
the highest national food hardship rates. In the 
18th Congressional district there are 159,000 
food insecure people. The food insecurity rate 
is 23% and ranks 32nd nationally. 

WIC COMBATS OBESITY 
Let us remember that 1 in 3 American 

adults is overweight or obese and more than 
9 million children are struggling with obesity. 
WIC aims to improve the eating habits of 
Americans, particularly our children through 
programs that provide children with healthy 
food. At its core, H.R. 2112 decreases funding 
for nutrition programs for children. 

Obesity is associated with 35 major dis-
eases including chronic and life-threatening 
conditions such as cancer, diabetes and heart 
disease. It is important to keep our nation 
healthy by providing access to high consump-
tion of vegetables and fruits to the future of 
our great country, our children. By supporting 
WIC we assure a healthy consumption of nu-
tritional foods for children whose only crime is 
that their families are poor. 

Children who are served by the WIC pro-
gram in Texas are less likely to eat fast food 
in comparison to children who are not in the 
program. These children are also more likely 
to eat home cooked meals. When children re-
duce their consumption of less fast food then 
they drastically lower their chances of devel-
oping heart problems, diabetes, and obesity 
which could again end up saving billions of 
dollars in the healthcare system. All the health 
issues that are currently contributing to health 
disparities among minorities in this country. 

Certain minorities have a higher rates of di-
abetes-related complications and death, in 
some instances by as much as 50 percent 
more than the total population. It is truly an 
epidemic. Combating obesity in from childhood 
utilizing programs like WIC is vital to decreas-
ing health disparities. 

24% of Texans were obese in 2001, the 3rd 
highest rate in the nation. Nearly 31% of Afri-
can American girls in the 4th grade were over-
weight and 52% were overweight or ‘‘at risk of 
overweight’’ in Texas in 2001. 13% of Houston 
high school students are overweight and 17% 
are at risk. Over 71% of African American 
Texans are overweight or obese. 

Over 34% of African American women are 
obese, compared to 19% of white women. 

44% of African American women are pro-
jected to be obese by 2020, and 47% by 
2040. 

OBESITY 
Although the obesity rates among all Ameri-

cans are alarming, as Chair of the Congres-
sional Children’s Caucus, I am especially con-
cerned about the childhood obesity epidemic 
among African-Americans. More than 40 per-
cent of African-American teenagers are over-
weight, and nearly 25 percent are obese. 

When ethnicity and income are considered, 
African-American youngsters from low-income 
families have a higher risk for obesity than 
those from higher-income families. Since the 
mid-1970s, the prevalence of overweight and 
obesity has increased sharply for both adults 
and children. Eighty percent of black women 
and 67 percent of black men are overweight 
or obese. According to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention (CDC), among 
African-American male adults aged 20–74 
years the prevalence of obesity increased 
from 15.0% in 1980 survey to 32.9% in the 
2004. 

There were also increases in overweight 
among children and teens. For children aged 
2–5 years, the prevalence of overweight in-
creased from 5.0% to 13.9%; for those aged 
6–11 years, prevalence increased from 6.5% 
to 18.8%; and for those aged 12–19 years, 
prevalence increased from 5.0% to 17.4%. 

Government reports indicate that an esti-
mated 17 percent of children and adolescents 
aged 2–19 are obese. According to the Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention, Afri-
can American and Mexican American adoles-
cents ages 12–19 are more likely to be over-
weight, at 21 percent and 23 percent respec-
tively, than non-Hispanic white adolescents 
who are 14 percent overweight. In children 6– 
11 years old, 22 percent of Mexican American 
children are overweight, compared to 20 per-
cent of African American children and 14 per-
cent of non-Hispanic white children. 

IMPACT OF OBESITY ON HOUSTON, TEXAS 
The obesity epidemic has also heavily im-

pacted my district in the city of Houston. In 
2005, Men’s Fitness Magazine ranked Hous-
ton the Fattest City in the Nation. In 2006, 
Houston ranked as number five and in 2007, 
it was ranked the sixth fattest city in the Na-
tion. 

These statistics underscore why we must 
continue to vigorously identify ways to address 
the childhood obesity crisis, by starting with 
programs such as WIC, that provides proper 
nutrition to low income families. 

As the debate over how to address the ris-
ing childhood obesity epidemic continues, it is 
important to continue to target and aid children 
who are nutritionally at risk. 
H.R. 2112 CUTS MORE THAN $650 MILLION FROM THE WIC 

PROGRAM 
Since this bill seeks to cut more than $650 

million from the WIC program, countless 
scores of women, children, and infants will 
also no longer have the same access to 
healthy food. According to the National WIC 
Association between 200,000–350,000 people 
will be cut from the program. That is hundreds 
of thousands of women, infants, and children 
who will not get the assistance they need. 
This is not simply about adding and sub-
tracting numbers on a page this is a family 
tragedy. We cannot ignore the nutritional 
needs of our children; we should not starve 

low income families. As our economy awakens 
from this long, cold, slumber we must ensure 
that our nation’s children are fed. This is a 
moral question. 

As financial hardships continue to impact 
millions of families, now is not the time for us 
to turn our backs on them. This is the time to 
show our compassion. I urge the full funding 
of WIC, because it will impact hundreds of 
thousands of people nationally, but also be-
cause it will end up costing billions more in the 
long run if we will have a nation of unhealthy 
families. Consider the consequences of chil-
dren who lack the necessary nutrition as they 
grow into adults who have high health costs. 

THE WIC PROGRAM HELPS FAMILIES 

The WIC program has been beneficial in 
helping some of the most vulnerable members 
of our country. 

Among the WIC’s goals is to improve health 
care access for low and moderate income 
women and children at risk of developing 
health problems which include obesity and 
type 2 diabetes. 

WIC served 9.2 million through 10,000 clin-
ics. Among this group were 4.9 million chil-
dren, 2.1 million infants, and 1 million women. 

WIC works with pregnant mothers to help 
reduce costs of prenatal care. Preterm births 
cost the U.S. over $26 billion a year. As a re-
sult of pregnant women getting the services 
they need, the National WIC Association 
states that Medicaid costs are reduced on av-
erage between $12,000 and $15,000 for every 
low birth-weight incident prevented. It is also 
estimated that $3.6 billion would be saved if 
current U.S. exclusive breastfeeding rates in-
creased to at least 50% at 6 months. 

FACTS ON WIC CUTS 

If WIC funds are not fully restored the im-
pact on low income families will be dev-
astating. An estimated 200,000 to 350,000 will 
be cut from the WIC program. That’s 200,000 
to 350,000 low income Americans who will be 
denied access to nutrition. 

The cuts in the WIC program touches every 
state in this country. In my State of Texas be-
tween 23,000 and 40,000 people will be left 
out in the cold. We should be able to provide 
food to the young children of our country. 

Of the top 40 districts with the highest na-
tional food hardship rates, Texas has 3 of 
them. In the 18th Congressional district there 
are 159,000 food insecure people. The food 
insecurity rate is 23% and ranks 32d nation-
ally. 

In 2005, in Harris County, there were 62 
pregnant women who had prenatal care in the 
first trimester. In the State of Texas there were 
64 women. Without the WIC program, many of 
these women might not have been able to get 
the services they needed. 

WIC children in Texas are less likely to eat 
fast food over non-WIC children. WIC children 
are also more likely to eat home cooked 
meals compared to non-WIC children. Chil-
dren who eat less fast food drastically lower 
their chances of developing heart problems, 
diabetes, and obesity which could end up sav-
ing billions of dollars in the health care sys-
tem. 

As financial hardships continue to impact 
millions of families, now is not the time for us 
to turn our backs on them. Now is the time to 
show them that we care. I urge opposition to 
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this bill, not only because it will negatively im-
pact hundreds of thousands of people nation-
ally, but also because it will end up costing bil-
lions more in the long run. The American peo-
ple are wondering when their bailout will come 
years after we saved Wall Street from the 
brink of destruction. This bill sends them a 
message that that day is not a priority of the 
Federal Government. 

We must continue to fight for pregnant 
mothers and low-income families and so I 
urge for full funding to be restored to the WIC 
program. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I in-
sist on my point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, the 
amendment may not be considered en 
bloc under clause 2(f) of rule XXI be-
cause the amendment proposes to in-
crease the level of funding and outlays 
in the bill, and outlays in budget au-
thority have to be equal. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the gentle-
man’s point of order? 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I would, 
Madam Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Texas is recognized. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Well, 
outlays have to do with the 
evenhandedness of spending at the 
same time, which section you take the 
monies out and which section you put 
them in. 

Again, the point that I want to make 
to this body is that my focus is on 
keeping our children in this country 
from being malnourished and pregnant 
mothers from not having the access to 
good healthy food that they need to 
give birth to a healthy child. 

And I’ve asked the question before, in 
the instance of speaking for our chil-
dren and saving our children, a proce-
dural waiver is in order. This is a pro-
cedural question. I have actually taken 
money from a legitimate account, and 
that is the Agriculture Research Serv-
ice that my own friend and colleague 
had said is funded quite well. Now 
we’ve added another $2 million to the 
research program. $902 million. 

And I’m simply asking for a measure 
of that amount to help provide care 
and nourishment for our children. I be-
lieve it is appropriate to eliminate a 
procedural, if you will, flaw that only 
speaks to the timing of spending to be 
able to provide for the children of 
America. That’s what agriculture is all 
about: our farmers, our families who 
need to eat good food, our undernour-
ished and impoverished communities 
which are aplenty. 

As I spoke earlier today, those com-
munities that are experiencing disas-
ters and those mothers who are now 
pregnant and who need access to good 
food, we need to be able to not cut off 
in the State of Texas, in my district, 
40,000 or so individuals that will not be 
able to be part of the WIC program be-

cause we’re talking about a procedural 
flaw. 

And so, Madam Chairperson, I am 
suggesting that this amendment is in 
order, and I’d ask my colleagues to 
consider a waiver. But I’m also asking 
the Chairwoman to rule in my favor so 
that the people of America most vul-
nerable will have access to quality food 
and a healthy life. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule on the gentleman from 
Georgia’s point of order. 

To be considered en bloc pursuant to 
clause 2(f) of rule XXI, an amendment 
must not propose to increase the levels 
of budget authority or outlays in the 
bill. Because the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas proposes 
a net increase in the level of outlays in 
the bill, as argued by the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Appropriations, 
it may not avail itself of clause 2(f) to 
address portions of the bill not yet 
read. 

The point of order is sustained. 
The amendment is not in order. 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND 
AGRICULTURE 

RESEARCH AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES 
For payments to agricultural experiment 

stations, for cooperative forestry and other 
research, for facilities, and for other ex-
penses, $600,800,000, as follows: to carry out 
the provisions of the Hatch Act of 1887 (7 
U.S.C. 361a–i), $208,000,000; for grants for co-
operative forestry research (16 U.S.C. 582a 
through a–7), $30,000,000; for payments to eli-
gible institutions (7 U.S.C. 3222), $48,000,000, 
provided that each institution receives no 
less than $1,000,000; for special grants (7 
U.S.C. 450i(c)), $1,250,000; for competitive 
grants for Integrated Pest Management and 
Biological Control (7 U.S.C. 450i(c)), 
$14,000,000; for competitive grants (7 U.S.C. 
450i(b)), $229,500,000, to remain available until 
expended; for the support of animal health 
and disease programs (7 U.S.C. 3195), 
$4,000,000; for a program pursuant to section 
1415A of the National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3151a), $4,200,000, to remain available 
until expended; for a higher education multi-
cultural scholars program (7 U.S.C. 
3152(b)(5)), $1,000,000, to remain available 
until expended (7 U.S.C. 2209b); for an edu-
cation grants program for Hispanic–serving 
Institutions (7 U.S.C. 3241), $7,800,000; for 
competitive grants for the purpose of car-
rying out all provisions of 7 U.S.C. 3156 to in-
dividual eligible institutions or consortia of 
eligible institutions in Alaska and in Hawaii, 
with funds awarded equally to each of the 
States of Alaska and Hawaii, $2,700,000; for 
secondary education, 2-year post-secondary 
education, and agriculture in the K-12 class-
room (7 U.S.C. 3152(j)), $900,000; for aqua-
culture grants (7 U.S.C. 3322), $3,300,000; for 
sustainable agriculture research and edu-
cation (7 U.S.C. 5811), $12,300,000; for a pro-
gram of capacity building grants (7 U.S.C. 
3152(b)(4)) to institutions eligible to receive 
funds under 7 U.S.C. 3221 and 3222, $16,400,000, 
to remain available until expended (7 U.S.C. 
2209b); for payments to the 1994 Institutions 
pursuant to section 534(a)(1) of Public Law 
103–382, $2,800,000; for resident instruction 
grants for insular areas under section 1491 of 
the National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3363), $900,000; for distance education 

grants for insular areas under section 1490 of 
the National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3362), $750,000; for competitive grants 
for policy research (7 U.S.C. 3155), $3,000,000; 
and for necessary expenses of Research and 
Education Activities, $10,000,000, of which 
$2,500,000 for the Research, Education, and 
Economics Information System and $2,000,000 
for the Electronic Grants Information Sys-
tem, are to remain available until expended. 

NATIVE AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS ENDOWMENT 
FUND 

For the Native American Institutions En-
dowment Fund authorized by Public Law 
103–382 (7 U.S.C. 301 note), $11,880,000, to re-
main available until expended. 

EXTENSION ACTIVITIES 
For payments to States, the District of Co-

lumbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, the Virgin Is-
lands, Micronesia, the Northern Marianas, 
and American Samoa, $411,200,000, as follows: 
payments for cooperative extension work 
under the Smith–Lever Act, to be distributed 
under sections 3(b) and 3(c) of said Act, and 
under section 208(c) of Public Law 93–471, for 
retirement and employees’ compensation 
costs for extension agents, $259,200,000; pay-
ments for extension work at the 1994 Institu-
tions under the Smith–Lever Act (7 U.S.C. 
343(b)(3)), $3,600,000; payments for the nutri-
tion and family education program for low- 
income areas under section 3(d) of the Act, 
$58,000,000; payments for the pest manage-
ment program under section 3(d) of the Act, 
$8,400,000; payments for New Technologies for 
Agriculture Extension under section 3(d) of 
the Act, $1,400,000; payments to upgrade re-
search, extension, and teaching facilities at 
institutions eligible to receive funds under 7 
U.S.C. 3221 and 3222, $16,700,000, to remain 
available until expended; payments for 
youth-at-risk programs under section 3(d) of 
the Smith–Lever Act, $7,100,000; payments 
for carrying out the provisions of the Renew-
able Resources Extension Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 1671 et seq.), $3,400,000; payments for 
the federally-recognized Tribes Extension 
Program under section 3(d) of the Smith– 
Lever Act, $2,600,000; payments for sustain-
able agriculture programs under section 3(d) 
of the Act, $4,000,000; payments for rural 
health and safety education as authorized by 
section 502(i) of Public Law 92–419 (7 U.S.C. 
2662(i)), $1,500,000; payments for cooperative 
extension work by eligible institutions (7 
U.S.C. 3221), $36,000,000, provided that each 
institution receives no less than $1,000,000; 
for grants to youth organizations pursuant 
to 7 U.S.C. 7630, $1,500,000; for payments to 
carry out the food animal residue avoidance 
database program as authorized by 7 U.S.C. 
7642, $1,000,000; and for necessary expenses of 
Extension Activities, $6,800,000. 

INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES 
For the integrated research, education, 

and extension grants program authorized 
under section 406 of the Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7626), including nec-
essary administrative expenses, $8,000,000, as 
follows: for a competitive organic transition 
program, $4,000,000; and for the regional pest 
management centers program $4,000,000. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
MARKETING AND REGULATORY PROGRAMS 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Marketing and Regu-
latory Programs, $760,000. 

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses of the Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, including 
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up to $30,000 for representation allowances 
and for expenses pursuant to the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4085), 
$790,000,000, of which $2,000,000, to be avail-
able until expended, shall be available for 
the control of outbreaks of insects, plant dis-
eases, animal diseases and for control of pest 
animals and birds (‘‘contingency fund’’) to 
the extent necessary to meet emergency con-
ditions; of which $16,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, shall be used for the cot-
ton pests program for cost share purposes or 
for debt retirement for active eradication 
zones; of which $32,500,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, shall be for Animal 
Health Technical Services; of which 
$54,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, shall be used to support avian 
health; of which $4,200,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, shall be for information 
technology infrastructure; of which 
$147,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, shall be for specialty crop pests; of 
which, $9,000,000, to remain available until 
expended, shall be for field crop and range-
land ecosystem pests; of which $52,000,000, to 
remain available until expended, shall be for 
tree and wood pests; of which $2,300,000, to 
remain available until expended, shall be for 
the National Veterinary Stockpile; of which 
up to $1,500,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, shall be for the scrapie program for 
indemnities; of which $1,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, shall be for wildlife 
services methods development; of which 
$1,500,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, shall be for the wildlife damage man-
agement program for aviation safety; and up 
to 25 percent of the screwworm program 
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That no funds shall be used to formu-
late or administer a brucellosis eradication 
program for the current fiscal year that does 
not require minimum matching by the 
States of at least 40 percent: Provided further, 
That this appropriation shall be available for 
the operation and maintenance of aircraft 
and the purchase of not to exceed four, of 
which two shall be for replacement only: Pro-
vided further, That, in addition, in emer-
gencies which threaten any segment of the 
agricultural production industry of this 
country, the Secretary may transfer from 
other appropriations or funds available to 
the agencies or corporations of the Depart-
ment such sums as may be deemed nec-
essary, to be available only in such emer-
gencies for the arrest and eradication of con-
tagious or infectious disease or pests of ani-
mals, poultry, or plants, and for expenses in 
accordance with sections 10411 and 10417 of 
the Animal Health Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 
8310 and 8316) and sections 431 and 442 of the 
Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7751 and 7772), 
and any unexpended balances of funds trans-
ferred for such emergency purposes in the 
preceding fiscal year shall be merged with 
such transferred amounts: Provided further, 
That appropriations hereunder shall be 
available pursuant to law (7 U.S.C. 2250) for 
the repair and alteration of leased buildings 
and improvements, but unless otherwise pro-
vided the cost of altering any one building 
during the fiscal year shall not exceed 10 per-
cent of the current replacement value of the 
building. 

In fiscal year 2012, the agency is authorized 
to collect fees to cover the total costs of pro-
viding technical assistance, goods, or serv-
ices requested by States, other political sub-
divisions, domestic and international organi-
zations, foreign governments, or individuals, 
provided that such fees are structured such 
that any entity’s liability for such fees is 
reasonably based on the technical assistance, 
goods, or services provided to the entity by 
the agency, and such fees shall be reim-
bursed to this account, to remain available 

until expended, without further appropria-
tion, for providing such assistance, goods, or 
services. 

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES 
For plans, construction, repair, preventive 

maintenance, environmental support, im-
provement, extension, alteration, and pur-
chase of fixed equipment or facilities, as au-
thorized by 7 U.S.C. 2250, and acquisition of 
land as authorized by 7 U.S.C. 428a, $3,200,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CLARKE OF 
MICHIGAN 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 17, line 20, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

Page 17, line 25, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Madam 
Chair, this amendment would restore 
$1 million to the Microbiological Data 
Program. Now, this is a USDA program 
that collects and tests fruits and vege-
tables, domestic and imported fruits 
and vegetables for bacteria that could 
cause illness and even death. Recent 
tests have discovered salmonella and 
strains of E. coli similar to that found 
in the German food supply that re-
sulted in the deaths of 24 people and 
which infected over 2,400. So this 
amendment is important in order to 
protect the public from food-borne 
pathogens that could make the public 
sick or that could put innocent lives at 
risk. 

I do urge your support. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. I move to strike the 

last word and oppose the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I’m 
continuing to study this. And you 
know, fortunately, one of the great 
things about the open rule that we’ve 
had is we’ve had a lot of good debate 
tonight, had a lot of speakers. I think 
we broke the record tonight on the 
speech contest about WIC. I’m not sure 
who Mr. FARR will be awarding, giving 
that award to, but we had a lot of good 
contenders. 

Mr. CLARKE, unfortunately, I just, 
within the last minute, have seen this, 
and I’m not sure that it will do what 
you’re saying or what your intention 
is, and so I’m going to oppose the 
amendment. 

I will promise to work with you. It’s 
a million dollar transfer, and don’t 
know that it accomplishes what you 
want. I don’t know that it doesn’t ac-
complish what you want. And I don’t 
necessarily think it causes a big dis-
ruption in the bill either. But for right 
now, I’m going to have to oppose it. 
And let me continue to research it, and 

maybe as the process goes through we 
can see what we can do to work with 
you and Mr. FARR on it. 

b 2310 
We are very concerned about food 

safety and the pathogens and the situa-
tion in Europe, and we want to make 
sure that we’re studying this stuff very 
closely ourselves. So I reluctantly op-
pose it for the time being. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Madam Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Wyoming is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Madam Chairman, I 
rise to oppose the amendment not be-
cause it is unworthy, but because I be-
lieve that there are funds elsewhere in 
the bill that could be used to cover the 
services and research that the gen-
tleman requests. I refer the gentleman 
to page 10, the National Institute of 
Food and Agricultural Research and 
Education Activities. Those activities 
include: for ag experiment stations, 
$600,800,000; for grants payable to eligi-
ble institutions, $48 million, provided 
that each institution receives no less 
than $1 million; for special grants, $1.2 
million; for competitive grants for in-
tegrated pest management and biologi-
cal control, $14 million; for competitive 
grants, $229.5 million to remain avail-
able until expended. 

This is sloshing with research dol-
lars, sloshing. I think there’s plenty in 
this bill to cover the worthy research 
that the gentleman has requested, so I 
urge my colleagues to defeat the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. I move to strike the last 

word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Madam 
Chair, the funding source that I’m 
using to offset the cost of this amend-
ment I believe won’t undercut the vital 
mission of this agency, unlike the 
other sources that have been men-
tioned. However, I am willing to work 
with the majority on negotiating a 
proper funding source. All I care, the 
bottom line, is that the public is safe 
and that we are diligent and do the 
best that we can to identify these bac-
teria sources that could make the pub-
lic sick. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Will the gentleman 
from California yield? 

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I want to say that 
the concern that I have—again, not 
having the advantage of being able to 
research things thoroughly, but we’re 
taking $1 million out of a $3 million ac-
count and putting it into a $77 million 
account, and it just seems dispropor-
tional at this point. 

I’m wondering if during the process 
there might be an opportunity to em-
phasize that we want the Ag Marketing 
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Service to really be sure that they’re 
following the E. coli situation. That 
would be helpful. I certainly would be 
interested in doing that and working 
with him, but I want to continue to op-
pose the amendment at this point. 

Mr. FARR. I share your concerns, but 
I’d certainly like to see what we can do 
to accommodate my colleague. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CLARKE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Madam 
Chair, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
MARKETING SERVICES 

For necessary expenses of the Agricultural 
Marketing Service, $77,500,000: Provided, That 
this appropriation shall be available pursu-
ant to law (7 U.S.C. 2250) for the alteration 
and repair of buildings and improvements, 
but the cost of altering any one building dur-
ing the fiscal year shall not exceed 10 per-
cent of the current replacement value of the 
building. Fees may be collected for the cost 
of standardization activities, as established 
by regulation pursuant to law (31 U.S.C. 
9701). 

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 17, line 25, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,750,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,750,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I rise to offer my amendment, 
which is simply a 10 percent cut in the 
Agricultural Marketing Service at the 
USDA. 

This year, the Agricultural Mar-
keting Service will be allocated $77.5 
million for, as they state in their own 
Web site, ‘‘administering programs 
that facilitate the efficient, fair mar-
keting of U.S. agricultural products, 
including food, fiber, and specialty 
crops.’’ 

Madam Chair, since I’ve been a Mem-
ber of Congress, I have stated that the 
marketplace, unencumbered, is the 
best way to control quality, quantity, 
and cost of all goods and services. So 
we need to get the encumbrances of the 
Federal Government off the market-
place, and this will just take 10 per-
cent. Our Nation’s crops are no excep-
tion to this rule. 

Madam Chair, I think the USDA is 
not giving American farmers enough 

credit. Our farmers are intelligent, re-
sourceful men and women who know 
the best ways to market their products 
here and abroad. Madam Chair, when I 
was farming, I could market my prod-
ucts very well. I used to farm—I wish I 
could get back to it, actually. Allow 
these farmers to market their products 
without the government interference 
and use these funds to reduce spending. 

It’s absolutely critical, Madam Chair, 
that we reduce the outrageous spend-
ing that Congresses, both Republican 
and Democrat, have put in place. As 
Admiral Mullen, the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, recently said, the 
greatest threat to our security is this 
huge debt. We absolutely have to cut 
spending, and this simple amendment 
would cut 10 percent out of this pro-
gram and put it in the deficit reduction 
package that is part of this bill. 

So I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this simple amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Madam 

Chair, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Madam 
Chair, this amendment would really 
undercut the whole purpose that I was 
offering an additional $1 million: to 
help protect the American people from 
food-borne bacteria. 

Over 2,400 people were infected in 
Germany by a strain of E. coli; 24 of 
them died. We don’t want this to hap-
pen here in this country. 

The gracious chairman, the gen-
tleman from Georgia, and I agreed to 
work something out to better protect 
the public. I’m just asking if maybe 
you could withdraw this amendment to 
give us a chance to work out some-
thing here. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I oppose 
this amendment. 

This is a big cut out of a very impor-
tant program, just indicated by Con-
gressman CLARKE from Michigan. For 
all the reasons he was trying to in-
crease the program, this amendment 
goes just the opposite way. It knocks 
10 percent of the money that’s in the 
program out. There will be no way that 
he can increase it with this and work 
out a deal. And for all the reasons he 
indicated on food safety and issues like 
that that are very, very important, we 
ought not risk the ability to respond to 
those needs. 

b 2320 

So I think this amendment does 
harm, and it does more harm than the 
good that it intends to do. That is the 
reason I oppose it, and would ask for a 
‘‘no’’ vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I 

move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I oppose the amend-
ment. 

I want to go back to the earlier 
theme I brought up when we were dis-
cussing both WIC and the Chaffetz 
amendment earlier tonight. With re-
gard to what Dr. BROUN is doing, I 
think there is 10 percent with which 
you can make that argument there. 

What we’ve been trying to do is to 
stack a card house on the Ryan budget. 
That is the only budget that has passed 
one House. I will point out again that 
the budget of the President of the 
United States failed in the Senate 97–0. 
Similarly, three other budgets failed in 
the Senate, and four other budgets 
failed in the House. There was a budget 
that was offered that was further cut 
by the Republican Study Committee, 
and then there were others that were 
less cut, the Progressive Caucus’, for 
example. 

So one of the balancing acts that this 
committee is trying to accomplish 
with this bill tonight is to reduce 
spending but also to get 218 votes to 
pass the bill so that we can continue 
this with the U.S. Senate, which right 
now has not been able to pass one sin-
gle appropriations bill. They have been 
very remiss in their duty, so I find my-
self having to balance some things 
that, if I were a free agent, I would 
probably be voting for and some things 
I would be voting against as I just told 
Mr. CLARKE from Detroit in rejecting a 
$1 million transfer of account because I 
didn’t know exactly what it did. I want 
to keep that balance there. 

So, with this, I am going to oppose 
the 10 percent reduction offered by my 
friend and Georgia colleague, Dr. 
BROUN. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Madam Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Wyoming is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. It appears from the 
text of this program, the Ag Marketing 
Service, that the $77.5 million appro-
priated may be derived from fees that 
are collected for the cost of standard-
ization activities as established by reg-
ulation, because, if you look on page 
18, line 9, it reads: not to exceed $61 
million from fees collected shall be ob-
ligated during the current fiscal year 
for administrative expenses. 

My question then is: Is this a fee-for- 
service program rather than a gen-
erally funded, taxpayer-funded pro-
gram? 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Will the gentle-

woman yield? 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Madam Chair, I ask 

unanimous consent to reclaim my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
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Mrs. LUMMIS. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Georgia. 
Mr. KINGSTON. The Ag Marketing 

Service actually gets that $77.5 million 
in appropriation, and in addition, has 
the ability to collect up to $61 million 
in fees. If you think about it, that’s not 
unusual in this account. The FDA actu-
ally does the same thing. I think they 
get over $1 billion in fees. So some of 
these accounts do get an appropriation, 
and then they on their own can go out 
and get some fees, not just to supple-
ment them, but in some cases to al-
most match them as the AMS has 
done. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

Not to exceed $61,000,000 (from fees col-
lected) shall be obligated during the current 
fiscal year for administrative expenses: Pro-
vided, That if crop size is understated and/or 
other uncontrollable events occur, the agen-
cy may exceed this limitation by up to 10 
percent with notification to the Committees 
on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress. 
FUNDS FOR STRENGTHENING MARKETS, INCOME, 

AND SUPPLY (SECTION 32) 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

Funds available under section 32 of the Act 
of August 24, 1935 (7 U.S.C. 612c), shall be 
used only for commodity program expenses 
as authorized therein, and other related op-
erating expenses, except for: (1) transfers to 
the Department of Commerce as authorized 
by the Fish and Wildlife Act of August 8, 
1956; (2) transfers otherwise provided in this 
Act; and (3) not more than $20,056,000 for for-
mulation and administration of marketing 
agreements and orders pursuant to the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937 
and the Agricultural Act of 1961. 

PAYMENTS TO STATES AND POSSESSIONS 
For payments to State departments of ag-

riculture, bureaus and departments of mar-
kets, and similar agencies for marketing ac-
tivities under section 204(b) of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1623(b)), 
$1,331,000. 
GRAIN INSPECTION, PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS 

ADMINISTRATION 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Grain In-
spection, Packers and Stockyards Adminis-
tration, $37,000,000: Provided, That this appro-
priation shall be available pursuant to law (7 
U.S.C. 2250) for the alteration and repair of 
buildings and improvements, but the cost of 
altering any one building during the fiscal 
year shall not exceed 10 percent of the cur-
rent replacement value of the building. 

LIMITATION ON INSPECTION AND WEIGHING 
SERVICES EXPENSES 

Not to exceed $47,500,000 (from fees col-
lected) shall be obligated during the current 

fiscal year for inspection and weighing serv-
ices: Provided, That if grain export activities 
require additional supervision and oversight, 
or other uncontrollable factors occur, this 
limitation may be exceeded by up to 10 per-
cent with notification to the Committees on 
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress. 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FOOD 
SAFETY 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Food Safety, $689,000. 

FOOD SAFETY AND INSPECTION SERVICE 
For necessary expenses to carry out serv-

ices authorized by the Federal Meat Inspec-
tion Act, the Poultry Products Inspection 
Act, and the Egg Products Inspection Act, 
including not to exceed $50,000 for represen-
tation allowances and for expenses pursuant 
to section 8 of the Act approved August 3, 
1956 (7 U.S.C. 1766), $972,028,000; and in addi-
tion, $1,000,000 may be credited to this ac-
count from fees collected for the cost of lab-
oratory accreditation as authorized by sec-
tion 1327 of the Food, Agriculture, Conserva-
tion and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 138f): Pro-
vided, That funds provided for the Public 
Health Data Communication Infrastructure 
system shall remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That this appropria-
tion shall be available pursuant to law (7 
U.S.C. 2250) for the alteration and repair of 
buildings and improvements, but the cost of 
altering any one building during the fiscal 
year shall not exceed 10 percent of the cur-
rent replacement value of the building. 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FARM 

AND FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICES 
For necessary expenses of the Office of the 

Under Secretary for Farm and Foreign Agri-
cultural Services, $760,000. 

FARM SERVICE AGENCY 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses of the Farm Serv-

ice Agency, $1,176,500,000: Provided, That the 
Secretary is authorized to use the services, 
facilities, and authorities (but not the funds) 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation to 
make program payments for all programs ad-
ministered by the Agency: Provided further, 
That other funds made available to the 
Agency for authorized activities may be ad-
vanced to and merged with this account: Pro-
vided further, That funds made available to 
county committees shall remain available 
until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. RICHARDSON 
Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 21, line 12, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000’’). 
Page 46, line 22, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000’’). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Chair-
woman, the Richardson amendment 
adds $10 million to the Commodity As-
sistance Program by reducing by the 
same amount from the Salaries and Ex-
penses section of the Farm Service 
Agency, which will provide additional 
funding for the Commodities Supple-
mental Food Program, which provides 
assistance to seniors who have incomes 
at or below $14,157. Ninety-seven per-
cent of all Commodities Supplemental 
Food Program recipients are seniors 

who often receive these as the only 
fresh food packages that might come to 
their homes. Many of these seniors 
have no means of transportation to ob-
tain these products. These seniors also 
have very limited resources with which 
to purchase the food that they need. 

Madam Chairwoman, I don’t under-
stand why those in the majority would 
believe that our seniors have caused 
our budget problems or, worse yet, are 
able to fix our budget problems. 

The Ryan budget proposes to make 
seniors pay an additional $6,000 out-of- 
pocket for their health care needs. Sec-
ond, they increase the prescription 
drug costs for our seniors by proposing 
to reopen the Medicare prescription 
drug doughnut hole, which Democrats 
closed in the last Congress. These are 
heartless legislative proposals that 
could force 136,000 seniors in the Los 
Angeles area to pay an additional $1.3 
billion for their prescription drugs over 
the next decade. 

Now Food for Low-Income Seniors is 
under attack as well. Our seniors de-
serve our support. They’ve earned it. 
Many of our seniors have served our 
country overseas during World War II, 
Korea and Vietnam. Their bravery and 
their sacrifices have made America the 
great country that it is. Our seniors 
have worked hard all of their lives to 
provide for their families. It is now our 
responsibility to help assist them. 

Madam Chairwoman, the Commod-
ities Supplemental Food Program was 
cut by $37 million over fiscal year 2011 
levels. This cut means nearly 81,000 
low-income seniors will lose their 
monthly food assistance. There are 6 
million seniors who face the threat of 
hunger in this country, and with 12,000 
baby boomers turning 60 every day by 
2025, that number is expected to reach 
nearly the 10 million mark. There are 
52,000 senior citizens in my district, the 
37th Congressional District in Cali-
fornia, and between 10 and 20 percent of 
them depend on these very programs. 

The Richardson amendment restores 
$10 million in funding to the Com-
modity Assistance Program, which will 
help to ensure that more of our seniors 
will continue to receive food. We are 
talking about something as basic as 
that—food—that our seniors would be 
able to eat. 

b 2330 
I urge my colleagues to support the 

Richardson amendment and support 
our seniors. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chair, I op-

pose the amendment and move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. I want to point out 
that FSA, the Farm Service Agency, is 
already $181 million below the Presi-
dent’s request and $32 million below 
2011. It has been trimmed a great deal. 
But also I wanted to point out that we 
just accepted an amendment that in-
creases the Commodity Supplemental 
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Food Program by $5 million. The gen-
tlewoman may not be aware of that—I 
don’t know if you were on the floor at 
the time. I know that doesn’t mean 
that you wouldn’t offer your amend-
ment anyway, but I just wanted to 
point out that we did just increase it. 

More importantly though, I have 
been in a mode of rejecting a lot of 
amendments in the last couple of hours 
because this budget, this bill, our 302(b) 
allocation is a reflection of the Ryan 
budget, which is the only budget that 
has passed either body in its entirety. 
There were budgets offered in the 
House that would have cut more, at 
least one. There were other budgets 
that would have cut less or cut in dif-
ferent directions. Yet the Ryan budget 
in the House or the Senate is the only 
budget that has passed, and it is a card 
house. I know, as you know, if we add 
to it we lose votes, and if we take from 
it we lose votes. For that reason, I do 
oppose your amendment. But I under-
stand your concern here. 

I want to point out, and I am sure the 
gentlewoman knows this, but a senior 
who is 65 years or older is actually eli-
gible for six different Federal food pro-
grams, and it would certainly not be 
our intention to have anybody fall 
through the cracks. I think there is a 
lot to be said and some savings in com-
bining the Commodity Supplemental 
Food Program and the SNAP program, 
and maybe cut out some of the admin-
istrative costs in order to increase the 
amount available. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman 
would yield, might I point out that, 
first of all, we would not be able to leg-
islate on the floor having to deal with 
this appropriation bill before us. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Reclaiming my 
time, don’t we know full well on this 
committee, because we have been 
champing at the bit to do a little bit of 
authorizing, but the authorizing com-
mittees keep a pretty strong eye on us. 
I certainly agree with that point. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I just want you 
to know I am watching and paying at-
tention carefully, sir. The other point I 
wanted to point out, as I stated in my 
comments, $37 million has been cut 
over the fiscal year 2011, and given the 
$5 million that you did earlier accept, 
and I am suggesting $10 million, we 
would still be suggesting only restoring 
less than 50 percent from that level. 

I would just urge you, sir, in these 
tough times, I understand in future 
times, but in these tough times, not all 
other mechanisms could help our sen-
iors, again who are only making at or 
below $14,000, and this would be a dire 
need, and I would strongly urge, please, 
your reconsideration. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Reclaiming my 
time, I do want to point out, and I am 
sure the gentlewoman knows, that this 
bill actually does increase SNAP $5.6 
billion. Therefore, I think sometimes 
we do need to, even though that is an 
authorizing issue, I think as a practical 
issue that is something we need to ex-
plore and thrash about and make sure 

that we are not under-serving some-
body because of two programs that 
could be so close that I don’t know why 
we don’t combine them. Again, I real-
ize that would be farm bill authority to 
do that. But SNAP did go up $5.6 bil-
lion because of the mandatory spending 
side of it. 

I need to continue to oppose your 
amendment, but I would not slam the 
door on looking at it as the process 
continues in the months ahead. Hope-
fully, the Senate might start doing 
their job and passing appropriations 
bills, and then we can get to conference 
without it being part of an omnibus, 
because I think in a conference we are 
going to do a lot better if it is just lim-
ited to agriculture and these accounts. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. RICH-
ARDSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I demand a re-
corded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California will 
be postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE MEDIATION GRANTS 
For grants pursuant to section 502(b) of the 

Agricultural Credit Act of 1987, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 5101–5106), $3,550,000. 

GRASSROOTS SOURCE WATER PROTECTION 
PROGRAM 

For necessary expenses to carry out well-
head or groundwater protection activities 
under section 1240O of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb–2), $3,605,000, to re-
main available until expended. 

DAIRY INDEMNITY PROGRAM 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For necessary expenses involved in making 
indemnity payments to dairy farmers and 
manufacturers of dairy products under a 
dairy indemnity program, such sums as may 
be necessary, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That such program is car-
ried out by the Secretary in the same man-
ner as the dairy indemnity program de-
scribed in the Agriculture, Rural Develop-
ment, Food and Drug Administration, and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2001 
(Public Law 106–387, 114 Stat. 1549A–12). 

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE FUND 
PROGRAM ACCOUNT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
For gross obligations for the principal 

amount of direct and guaranteed farm own-
ership (7 U.S.C. 1922 et seq.) and operating (7 
U.S.C. 1941 et seq.) loans, Indian tribe land 
acquisition loans (25 U.S.C. 488), boll weevil 
loans (7 U.S.C. 1989), guaranteed conserva-
tion loans (7 U.S.C. 1924 et seq.), and Indian 
highly fractionated land loans (25 U.S.C. 488) 
to be available from funds in the Agricul-
tural Credit Insurance Fund, as follows: 
$1,500,000,000 for unsubsidized guaranteed 
farm ownership loans and $475,000,000 for 
farm ownership direct loans; $1,500,000,000 for 
unsubsidized guaranteed operating loans and 
$1,050,090,000 for direct operating loans; In-
dian tribe land acquisition loans, $2,000,000; 

guaranteed conservation loans, $150,000,000; 
Indian highly fractionated land loans, 
$10,000,000; and for boll weevil eradication 
program loans, $100,000,000: Provided, That 
the Secretary shall deem the pink bollworm 
to be a boll weevil for the purpose of boll 
weevil eradication program loans. 

For the cost of direct and guaranteed loans 
and grants, including the cost of modifying 
loans as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974, as follows: 
farm ownership, $22,800,000 for direct loans; 
farm operating loans, $26,100,000 for unsub-
sidized guaranteed operating loans, 
$59,120,000 for direct operating loans; and In-
dian highly fractionated land loans, $193,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses 
necessary to carry out the direct and guar-
anteed loan programs, $268,634,000, of which 
$260,730,000 shall be paid to the appropriation 
for ‘‘Farm Service Agency, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’. 

Funds appropriated by this Act to the Ag-
ricultural Credit Insurance Program Ac-
count for farm ownership, operating and con-
servation direct loans and guaranteed loans 
may be transferred among these programs: 
Provided, That the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress are notified 
at least 15 days in advance of any transfer. 

RISK MANAGEMENT AGENCY 
For necessary expenses of the Risk Man-

agement Agency, $68,016,000: Provided, That 
the funds made available under section 522(e) 
of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1522(e)) may be used for the Common Infor-
mation Management System: Provided fur-
ther, That not to exceed $1,000 shall be avail-
able for official reception and representation 
expenses, as authorized by 7 U.S.C. 1506(i). 

CORPORATIONS 
The following corporations and agencies 

are hereby authorized to make expenditures, 
within the limits of funds and borrowing au-
thority available to each such corporation or 
agency and in accord with law, and to make 
contracts and commitments without regard 
to fiscal year limitations as provided by sec-
tion 104 of the Government Corporation Con-
trol Act as may be necessary in carrying out 
the programs set forth in the budget for the 
current fiscal year for such corporation or 
agency, except as hereinafter provided. 
FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATION FUND 

For payments as authorized by section 516 
of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1516), such sums as may be necessary, to re-
main available until expended. 

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION FUND 
REIMBURSEMENT FOR NET REALIZED LOSSES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
For the current fiscal year, such sums as 

may be necessary to reimburse the Com-
modity Credit Corporation for net realized 
losses sustained, but not previously reim-
bursed, pursuant to section 2 of the Act of 
August 17, 1961 (15 U.S.C. 713a–11): Provided, 
That of the funds available to the Com-
modity Credit Corporation under section 11 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation Char-
ter Act (15 U.S.C. 714i) for the conduct of its 
business with the Foreign Agricultural Serv-
ice, up to $5,000,000 may be transferred to and 
used by the Foreign Agricultural Service for 
information resource management activities 
of the Foreign Agricultural Service that are 
not related to Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion business. 

HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT 
(LIMITATION ON EXPENSES) 

For the current fiscal year, the Commodity 
Credit Corporation shall not expend more 
than $5,000,000 for site investigation and 
cleanup expenses, and operations and main-
tenance expenses to comply with the require-
ment of section 107(g) of the Comprehensive 
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Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (42 U.S.C. 9607(g)), and section 
6001 of the Resource Conservation and Recov-
ery Act (42 U.S.C. 6961). 

TITLE II 

CONSERVATION PROGRAMS 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR 
NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENT 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Natural Resources and 
Environment, $760,000. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia) having assumed the 
chair, Ms. FOXX, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2112) making appro-
priations for Agriculture, Rural Devel-
opment, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies programs 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2012, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE BRAD SHERMAN, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable BRAD 
SHERMAN, Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, June 10, 2011. 

Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 

formally pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives that I have 
been served with a subpoena, issued by the 
Superior Court of California, for testimony 
and documents. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined under Rule 
VIII that the subpoena is not ‘‘a proper exer-
cise of jurisdiction by the court.’’ The Supe-
rior Court itself has quashed the subpoena 
(see attached docket summary). 

Sincerely, 
BRAD SHERMAN, 
Member of Congress. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Ms. ESHOO (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for the week of June 13 on ac-
count of recovery from surgery. 

Mr. STIVERS (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for June 13 through June 24 on 
account of military service in the Ohio 
Army National Guard. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 39 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, June 15, 2011, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

1903. A letter from the Chief, Planning and 
Regulatory Affairs, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Geographic Preference Option for the 
Procurement of Unprocessed Agricultural 
Products in Child Nutrition Programs (RIN: 
0584-AE03) received May 24, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

1904. A letter from the Regulatory Contact, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Export Inspection 
and Weighing Waiver for High Quality Spe-
ciality Grains Transported in Containers 
[Docket #: GIPSA-2010-FGIS-0002] (RIN: 0580- 
AB18) received May 5, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

1905. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Court Services and Offender Supervision 
Agency for the District of Columbia, trans-
mitting a report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
1517(b); to the Committee on Appropriations. 

1906. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s Evaluation of the TRICARE Pro-
gram Fiscal Year (FY) 2011 Report to Con-
gress, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 1073 note Public 
Law 104-106; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

1907. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report on the amount of pur-
chases from foreign entities in Fiscal Year 
2010. The report separately identifies the dol-
lar value of items for which the Buy Amer-
ican Act was waived, pursuant to Public Law 
104-201, section 827 (110 Stat. 2611); to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

1908. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting mod-
ernization priority assessments for the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve equipment for Fis-
cal Year 2011; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

1909. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulations Supplement; Fire-Re-
sistant Fiber for Production of Military Uni-
forms (DFARS Case 2011-D021) (RIN: 0750- 
AH22) received May 24, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1910. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the annual report on operations of the Na-
tional Defense Stockpile (NDS) in accord-
ance with section 11(a) of the Strategic and 
Critical Materials Stock Piling Act as 
amended (50 U.S.C. 98 et seq.) detailing NDS 
operations during FY 2010; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

1911. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter 
on the approved retirement of Admiral Eric 
T. Olson, United States Navy, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of admiral on the re-
tired list; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

1912. A letter from the Assistant to the 
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting the Board’s final 
rule — Conformance Period for Entities En-
gaged in Prohibited Proprietary Trading or 
Private Equity Fund or Hedge Fund Activi-
ties [Regulation Y; Docket No. R-1397] (RIN: 
7100-AD58) received May 23, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

1913. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
report on transactions involving U.S. exports 
to Mexico pursuant to Section 2(b)(3) of the 
Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

1914. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a 
report on transactions involving U.S. exports 
to Singapore pursuant to Section 2(b)(3) of 
the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945, as 
amended; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

1915. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting pro-
posed legislation to authorize the Export-Im-
port Bank for the period of October 1, 2011 to 
September 30, 2015; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

1916. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Reserve System, transmitting the System’s 
97th Annual Report covering operations for 
calendar year 2010; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

1917. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Joint Board for the Enroll-
ment of Actuaries, transmitting the Board’s 
final rule — Regulations Governing the Per-
formance of Actuarial Services Under the 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974 [TD 9517] (RIN: 1545-BC82) received 
May 11, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

1918. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting written notification of the deter-
mination that a public health emergency ex-
ists and has existed in the state of Missouri 
since May 22, 2011, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
247d(a) Public Law 107-188, section 144(a); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1919. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Procedures for Submitting to the Depart-
ment of Energy Trade Secrets and Commer-
cial or Financial Information That Is Privi-
leged or Confidential (RIN: 1990-AA36) re-
ceived May 10, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1920. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — List-
ing of Color Additives Exempt From Certifi-
cation; Reactive Blue 69 [Docket No.: FDA- 
2009-C-0543] received May 24, 2011, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1921. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants From the 
Portland Cement Manufacturing Industry 
and Standards of Performance for Portland 
Cement Plants [EPA-HQ-OAR-2002-0051; 
EPA-HQ-OAR-2007-0887; FRL-9306-7] (RIN: 
2060-AQ93) received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1922. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — An Approach for Plant-Specific, 
Risk-Informed Decisionmaking: Technical 
Specifications, Regulatory Guide 1.177, Revi-
sion 1 received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1923. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — An Approach for Using Prob-
abilistic Risk Assessment In Risk-Informed 
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Decisions On Plant-Specific Changes to the 
Licensing Basis, Regulatory Guide 1.174, Re-
vision 2, received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1924. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Protection of Safeguards Infor-
mation, Regulatory Guide 5.79, received 
April 15, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1925. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting notification that ef-
fective May 8, 2011, the danger pay allowance 
for Libya has been established, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 5928; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

1926. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and 
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to the risk of 
nuclear proliferation created by the accumu-
lation of weapons-usable fissile material in 
the territory of the Russian Federation that 
was declared in Executive Order 13159 of 
June 21, 2000; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

1927. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to Belarus that was 
declared in Executive Order 13405 of June 16, 
2006; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1928. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s strategic plan; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

1929. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration and Management, De-
partment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Buy American Act Report for FY 
2010; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1930. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, General Law, Ethics, and Regula-
tion, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

1931. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s semiannual report from 
the Office of the Inspector General during 
the 6-month period ending March 31, 2011; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

1932. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Credit Union Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s semi-annual report on 
the activities of the Inspector General for 
October 1, 2010 through March 31, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act), section 
5(b); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

1933. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Credit Union Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s semiannual report from 
the office of the Inspector General for the pe-
riod October 1, 2010 through March 31, 2011; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

1934. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Equal Employment Opportunity, National 
Labor Relations Board, transmitting the 
Board’s annual report for FY 2010 prepared in 
accordance with the Notification and Fed-

eral Employee Antidiscrimination and Re-
taliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

1935. A letter from the Sr. VP and Chief Fi-
nancial Officer, Potomac Electric Power 
Company, transmitting the Balance Sheet of 
Potomac Electric Power Company as of De-
cember 31, 2010, pursuant to D.C. Code Ann. 
34-1113 (2001); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

1936. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Chesa-
peake Bay Office Beinnial report for fiscal 
years 2009 and 2010; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

1937. A letter from the Regional Director, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting no-
tification of the Fish and Wildlife Service’s 
Midwest Region office move; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

1938. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Fisheries, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s final rule — High Seas 
Driftnet Fishing Moratorium Protection 
Act; Identification and Certification Proce-
dures To Address Illegal, Unreported, and 
Unregulated Fishing Activities and Bycatch 
of Protected Living Marine Resources [Dock-
et No.: 070514119-0452-03] (RIN: 0648-AV51) re-
ceived April 15, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

1939. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting the Department’s quarterly report from 
the Office of Privacy and Civil Liberties for 
the third quarter of fiscal year 2010, pursuant 
to Public Law 110-53, section 803 (121 Stat. 
266, 360); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1940. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; M/V DAVY CROCKETT, Columbia 
River [Docket No.: USCG-2010-0939] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1941. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Pensacola Bay; Pensacola, FL [Docket 
No.: USCG-2011-0212] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

1942. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Texas International Boat Show Power Boat 
Races; Corpus Christi Marina, Corpus Chris-
ti, TX [Docket No. USCG-2011-0140] (RIN: 
1625-AA00) received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1943. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone; 
Naval Air Station Corpus Christi Air Show, 
Oso Bay, Corpus Christi, TX [Docket No.: 
USCG-2011-0139] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

1944. A letter from the Regulatory Ombuds-
man, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Hours 
of Service Exemption for Railroad Signal 
Employees [Docket ID: FMCSA-2010-0032] 
(RIN: 2126-AB36) received May 12, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1945. A letter from the Assistant Chief 
Counsel for Pipeline Safety, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Applying Safety Regula-
tions to All Rural Onshore Hazardous Liquid 

Low-Stress Lines [Docket: PHMSA-2008-0186; 
Amdt. 195-96] (RIN: 2137-AE36) received May 
9, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

1946. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Point Lookout, MO [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2010-1172; Airspace Docket No. 
10-ACE-14] received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1947. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Kokomo, IN [Docket No.: 
FAA-2010-0605; Airspace Docket No. 10-AGL- 
10] received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

1948. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Carizzo Springs, Glass 
Ranch Airport, TX [Docket No.: FAA-2010- 
0877; Airspace Docket No. 10-ASW-13] re-
ceived May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

1949. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Cable Union, WI [Docket 
No.: FAA-2010-1169; Airspace Docket No. 10- 
AGL-24] received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1950. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Bedford, IN [Docket No.: 
FAA-2010-1026; Airspace Docket No. 10-AGL- 
14] received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

1951. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Applicable Federal Rates — June 2011 
(Rev. Rul. 3011-13) received May 25, 2011, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

1952. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Branded Prescription Drug Sales — Dis-
pute Resolution Process for 2011 Preliminary 
Fee Calculation (Rev. Proc. 2011-24) received 
May 11, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

1953. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Modifications to Treatment of Aircraft 
and Vessel Leasing Income [TD 9525] (RIN: 
1545-BG98) received May 11, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

1954. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Announcemnt and Report Concerning Ad-
vance Pricing Agreements Announcement 
2011-22 received May 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

1955. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— The 100-percent bonus depreciation under 
section 168(k)(5) of the Internal Revenue 
Code (Rev. Proc. 2011-26) received May 12, 
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

1956. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
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Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Extension of Withholding to Certain Pay-
ments Made by Government Entities [TD 
9524] (RIN: 1545-BG45) received May 11, 2011, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

1957. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Specified Tax Return Preparers Required 
to File Individual Income Tax Returns Using 
Magnetic Media [TD 9518] (RIN: 1545-BJ52) 
received May 11, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

1958. A letter from the Under Secretary 
and Deputy Secretary, Department of De-
fense, Department of Veterans Affairs, trans-
mitting Activities of Center of Excellence in 
Mitigation, Treatment and Rehabilitation of 
Traumatic Extremity Injuries and Amputa-
tions for Fiscal Year 2009; jointly to the 
Committees on Armed Services and Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

1959. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting a joint 
report that describes activities related to the 
Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI) Budg-
et Plan and Review for FY 2012-2014; jointly 
to the Committees on Foreign Affairs and 
Armed Services. 

1960. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
regarding a ‘‘debt issuance suspension pe-
riod’’; jointly to the Committees on Over-
sight and Government Reform and Ways and 
Means. 

1961. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting addi-
tional Legislative proposals that the Depart-
ment requests to be enacted during the first 
session of the 112th Congress; jointly to the 
Committees on Armed Services, Oversight 
and Government Reform, Foreign Affairs, 
and Science, Space, and Technology. 

1962. A letter from the Fiscal Assistant 
Secretary, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the annual reports that appear 
on pages 120-147 of the March 2011 ‘‘Treasury 
Bulletin’’, pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 9602(a); 
jointly to the Committees on Ways and 
Means, Transportation and Infrastructure, 
Natural Resources, Agriculture, Education 
and the Workforce, and Energy and Com-
merce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky: Committee on 
Appropriations. Report on the Revised Sub-
allocation of Budget Allocations for Fiscal 
Year 2012 (Rept. 112–104). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California: 
Committee on House Administration. H.R. 
1934. A bill to improve certain administra-
tive operations of the Library of Congress, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 112–105). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. KLINE: Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. H.R. 1891. A bill to repeal in-
effective or unnecessary education programs 
in order to restore the focus of Federal pro-
grams on quality elementary and secondary 
education programs for disadvantaged stu-
dents; with an amendment (Rept. 112–106). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

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. TOWNS (for himself, Mr. BROUN 
of Georgia, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. RICHARD-
SON, Mr. GERLACH, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. CARSON 
of Indiana, Ms. LEE, Mr. ISRAEL, and 
Mr. KING of New York): 

H.R. 2159. A bill to reduce disparities and 
improve access to effective and cost efficient 
diagnosis and treatment of prostate cancer 
through advances in testing, research, and 
education, including through telehealth, 
comparative effectiveness research, and 
identification of best practices in patient 
education and outreach particularly with re-
spect to underserved racial, ethnic and rural 
populations and men with a family history of 
prostate cancer, to establish a directive on 
what constitutes clinically appropriate pros-
tate cancer imaging, and to create a prostate 
cancer scientific advisory board for the Of-
fice of the Chief Scientist at the Food and 
Drug Administration to accelerate real-time 
sharing of the latest research and accelerate 
movement of new medicines to patients; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committees on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and Armed Services, 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 Ms. RICHARDSON (for herself and 
Mr. FILNER): 

H.R. 2160. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to reauthorize and modify the 
surface transportation project delivery pilot 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California 
(for herself, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. GUTIER-
REZ, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. HONDA, Mrs. 
MALONEY, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of 
California, Mr. POLIS, Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. SCHIFF, 
and Mr. RUSH): 

H.R. 2161. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to promote innovation, 
investment, and research in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committee on 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. DOLD (for himself, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. SCHIL-
LING, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. HULTGREN, 
Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
WALSH of Illinois, Mr. KINZINGER of 
Illinois, Mr. SCHOCK, and Mr. SHIM-
KUS): 

H.R. 2162. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to deny retirement benefits ac-
crued by an individual as a Member of Con-
gress if such individual is convicted of cer-
tain offenses; to the Committee on House 
Administration, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, 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 Ms. MATSUI: 
H.R. 2163. A bill to amend the Communica-

tions Act of 1934 to establish a Lifeline As-

sistance Program for universal broadband 
adoption, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. CALVERT, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. ROYCE, 
Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California, 
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. CARTER, 
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. DANIEL E. LUN-
GREN of California, and Mr. GOOD-
LATTE): 

H.R. 2164. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to make mandatory and 
permanent requirements relating to use of 
an electronic employment eligibility 
verification system, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in 
addition to the Committees on Education 
and the Workforce, and Ways and Means, for 
a period 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. ROSS of Florida: 
H.R. 2165. A bill to repeal the trade adjust-

ment assistance programs under the Trade 
Act of 1974; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 
H.R. 2166. A bill to increase transparency 

regarding debt instruments of the United 
States held by foreign governments, to as-
sess the risks to the United States of such 
holdings, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT (for himself, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. CANSECO, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, and Mr. ISSA): 

H.R. 2167. A bill to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to change the threshold 
number of shareholders for required registra-
tion under that Act; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself and 
Mr. GOODLATTE): 

H.R. 2168. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to specify the circumstances in 
which a person may acquire geolocation in-
formation and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on Intelligence (Perma-
nent Select), 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. CHU (for herself and Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California): 

H.R. 2169. A bill to protect victims of crime 
or serious labor violations from deportation 
during Department of Homeland Security en-
forcement actions, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington (for 
himself, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, 
and Mr. WITTMAN): 

H.R. 2170. A bill streamlining Federal re-
view to facilitate renewable energy projects; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. LABRADOR (for himself, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee, and Mr. WITT-
MAN): 

H.R. 2171. A bill to promote timely explo-
ration for geothermal resources under exist-
ing geothermal leases, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mrs. NOEM (for herself, Mr. HAS-
TINGS of Washington, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee, and Mr. WITTMAN): 

H.R. 2172. A bill to facilitate the develop-
ment of wind energy resources on Federal 
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lands; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 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 Mr. WITTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, and Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee): 

H.R. 2173. A bill to facilitate the develop-
ment of offshore wind energy resources; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr. LARSON 
of Connecticut, Mr. COURTNEY, and 
Mr. HIMES): 

H.R. 2174. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to carry out a study regarding 
the suitability and feasibility of establishing 
the Naugatuck River Valley National Herit-
age Area in Connecticut, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. FINCHER: 
H.R. 2175. A bill to require certain agencies 

to submit a cost-benefit analysis to the Con-
gress before implementing proposed regula-
tions; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committees on 
Agriculture, and Transportation and Infra-
structure, 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. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr. 
MARKEY): 

H.R. 2176. A bill to dedicate a portion of 
the rental fees from wind and solar energy 
projects on Federal land under the jurisdic-
tion of the Bureau of Land Management for 
the administrative costs of processing appli-
cations for new wind and solar projects, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. HIGGINS (for himself and Ms. 
HOCHUL): 

H.R. 2177. A bill to direct the payment of 
passport fees to the Department of State; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HIGGINS (for himself and Ms. 
HOCHUL): 

H.R. 2178. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a refundable credit 
against income tax for the cost of passports 
and other enhanced identification documents 
required to comply with the June 1, 2009, im-
plementation of the Western Hemisphere 
Travel Initiative; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 
H.R. 2179. A bill to amend title 49, United 

States Code, to direct the Assistant Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (Transpor-
tation Security Administration) to transfer 
unclaimed money recovered at airport secu-
rity checkpoints to United Service Organiza-
tions, Incorporated, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. MILLER of North Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Ms. MOORE, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, and Mr. HONDA): 

H.R. 2180. A bill to authorize assistance for 
affordable housing and sustainable urban de-
velopment in developing countries, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself and Mr. 
WOLF): 

H.R. 2181. A bill to authorize National Mall 
Liberty Fund D.C. to establish a memorial 
on Federal land in the District of Columbia 
to honor free persons and slaves who fought 
for independence, liberty, and justice for all 

during the American Revolution; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. HENSARLING: 
H. Res. 303. A resolution electing Members 

to certain standing committees of the House 
of Representatives; considered and agreed to. 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. DOLD (for himself, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. HOYER, 
Mr. DREIER, Mr. WOLF, Mr. LANGEVIN, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. BACA, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. ACKERMAN, Ms. BERK-
LEY, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
SPEIER, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. COSTA, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. PETERS, Mrs. MALO-
NEY, Ms. CHU, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. COURTNEY, 
Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. GARRETT, Ms. DE-
LAURO, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, 
Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. ROTH-
MAN of New Jersey, Mr. HIMES, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LINDA 
T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. LIPIN-
SKI, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. VISCLOSKY, 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, 
Mr. WU, Mr. HOLT, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
CONYERS, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. 
MCGOVERN): 

H. Res. 304. A resolution calling upon the 
President to ensure that the foreign policy of 
the United States reflects appropriate under-
standing and sensitivity concerning issues 
related to human rights, ethnic cleansing, 
and genocide documented in the United 
States record relating to the Armenian 
Genocide, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Ms. WATERS: 
H. Res. 305. A resolution honoring Jeannie 

Washington for her 43 years of service in the 
Los Angeles Unified School District; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

f 

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. 

By Mr. TOWNS: 
H.R. 2159. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This Bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 1 of the United States Con-
stitution, known as the ‘‘General Welfare 
Clause.’’ This provision grants Congress the 
broad power ‘‘to pay the Debts and provide 
for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States.’’ 1 

1 Please note, pursuant to Article I, section 
8, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof.’’ 

By Ms. RICHARDSON: 
H.R. 2160. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California: 
H.R. 2161. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. DOLD: 
H.R. 2162. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 6, which states that, 

‘‘Senators and Representatives shall receive 
a Compensation for their Services, to be 
ascertained by Law, and paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States.’’ 

By Ms. MATSUI: 
H.R. 2163. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, clause 3. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: 
H.R. 2164. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. ROSS of Florida: 

H.R. 2165. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution 
By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 

H.R. 2166. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
‘‘The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 1 (relating to pro-
viding for the general welfare of the United 
States) and clause 18 (relating to the power 
to make all laws necessary and proper for 
carrying out the powers vested in Congress), 
and Article IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating 
to the power of Congress to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re-
specting the territory or other property be-
longing to the United States).’’ 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 
H.R. 2167. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article One, Section Eight 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 
H.R. 2168. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This law is enacted pursuant to Article 1, 

Section 8, Clauses 1 and 3, and the 4th and 
14th Amendments to the U.S. Constitution. 

By Ms. CHU: 
H.R. 2169. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which states 

that Congress has the power to establish a 
uniform Rule of Naturalization. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: 
H.R. 2170. 
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 IV, Section 3 of 
the Constitution. 

By Mr. LABRADOR: 
H.R. 2171. 
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 IV, Section 3 of 
the Constitution. 

By Mrs. NOEM: 
H.R. 2172. 
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 IV, Section 3 of 
the Constitution. 

By Mr. WITTMAN: 
H.R. 2173. 
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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 IV, Section 3 of 
the Constitution. 

By Ms. DELAURO: 
H.R. 2174. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8. 

By Mr. FINCHER: 
H.R. 2175. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8. 

By Mr. HEINRICH: 
H.R. 2176. 
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 IV, Section 3 of 
the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: 
H.R. 2177. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitution authority of this legisla-

tion lies in the power of congress to regulate 
commercial activity as described in Article 
1, Section 8, Clause 3. With further support 
from Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: 
H.R. 2178. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of this legis-

lation lies in the power of congress to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises 
as described in Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1. 
With further support from the Sixteenth 
Amendment, which provides Congress the 
power to lay and collect taxes on incomes, 
from whatever sources derived. 

By Mr. MILLER of Florida: 
H.R. 2179. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. MILLER of North Carolina: 

H.R. 2180. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of Constitution, which includes 
an implied power for the Congress to regu-
late the conduct of the United States with 
respect to foreign affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: 
H.R. 2181. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution, specifically clause 1 (relating 
to the power of Congress to provide for the 
general welfare of the United States) and 
clause 18 (relating to the power to make all 
laws necessary and proper for carrying out 
the powers vested in Congress), and Article 
IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating to the power 
of Congress to dispose of and make all need-
ful rules and regulations respecting the ter-
ritory or other property belonging to the 
United States). 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

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

H.R. 32: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 58: Mr. HURT, Mr. DENT, and Ms. 

BUERKLE. 
H.R. 85: Mr. SIRES, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 

Mr. SABLAN, and Mr. CARNAHAN. 

H.R. 157: Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 218: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 273: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 358: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 401: Mr. RICHMOND. 
H.R. 412: Mr. DUFFY. 
H.R. 421: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 452: Mr. DENHAM, Mr. POMPEO, Mrs. 

BONO MACK, and Mr. DOLD. 
H.R. 466: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mrs. 

HARTZLER, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, Ms. BASS of California, Mr. 
STEARNS, Mr. DICKS, and Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 530: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and 
Mr. CAPUANO. 

H.R. 539: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 563: Mr. CARNEY, Mr. DENT, and Mr. 

DOYLE. 
H.R. 607: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 679: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 733: Mr. BARROW, Mr. FRANK of Massa-

chusetts, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
MCHENRY, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. 
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. KISSELL, Mr. 
ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. WU, Ms. RICH-
ARDSON, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. PLATTS, 
Mr. HARPER, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. 
FUDGE, Mr. FARR, Mr. MARINO, Mr. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. BARLETTA, Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
TERRY, and Mr. ALTMIRE. 

H.R. 750: Mr. SESSIONS and Mr. POMPEO. 
H.R. 777: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 789: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. AN-

DREWS, Mr. RUNYAN, and Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 798: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 816: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. YOUNG of 

Florida, and Mr. DESJARLAIS. 
H.R. 835: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California 

and Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 838: Mr. CONAWAY. 
H.R. 860: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr. 

ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. REED, and Mr. 
JACKSON of Illinois. 

H.R. 865: Ms. HIRONO and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 881: Mr. DENHAM. 
H.R. 891: Mr. COHEN and Mr. ROTHMAN of 

New Jersey. 
H.R. 926: Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 942: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 959: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey and 

Mr. DOLD. 
H.R. 965: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 973: Mr. FORTENBERRY and Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 1006: Mr. REHBERG, Mr. GOWDY, and 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 1025: Mr. HECK. 
H.R. 1041: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. SMITH of New 

Jersey, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, 
Mr. ROSS of Arkansas, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Mr. HIGGINS, and Mr. LANKFORD. 

H.R. 1057: Mr. TONKO and Mr. SMITH of 
Washington. 

H.R. 1058: Mr. BUCHANAN. 
H.R. 1063: Mr. CLAY, Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. 

HIGGINS. 
H.R. 1112: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 1116: Mr. BECERRA and Mr. BISHOP of 

New York. 
H.R. 1130: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. 
H.R. 1148: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr. KUCI-

NICH. 
H.R. 1171: Mr. HOLT, Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. 

HANABUSA, and Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 1173: Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 

DESJARLAIS, and Mr. HARPER. 
H.R. 1179: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Mr. 

SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1181: Mr. REED. 
H.R. 1182: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 
H.R. 1187: Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 1193: Ms. BERKLEY and Mr. REHBERG. 
H.R. 1195: Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 1204: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1206: Mr. GUINTA and Mr. SCALISE. 
H.R. 1240: Mr. KIND and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1242: Mr. FILNER and Ms. HIRONO. 
H.R. 1259: Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. GOHMERT, 

Mr. BUCHSHON, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. REH-
BERG, Mr. TERRY, Mr. RIVERA, and Mr. 
LUCAS. 

H.R. 1269: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, Mr. TONKO, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. CLAY, 
and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H.R. 1283: Mr. ROSS of Arkansas and Mr. 
REHBERG. 

H.R. 1330: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 1331: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 1334: Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 1335: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Mr. GER-

LACH. 
H.R. 1366: Mr. BACA, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. 

GARAMENDI, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. 
KIND, and Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 1370: Mr. SCHOCK and Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 1418: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 1432: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 1456: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1479: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1505: Mr. HERGER, Mr. WOODALL, and 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 1513: Mr. CRITZ. 
H.R. 1519: Mr. MATHESON. 
H.R. 1527: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 1537: Mr. HIGGINS and Mr. MARKEY. 
H.R. 1543: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HINCHEY, and 

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. 
H.R. 1547: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 1551: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 1558: Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. TERRY, and 

Mr. CONAWAY. 
H.R. 1574: Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 

GALLEGLY, and Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1591: Mr. RIGELL. 
H.R. 1606: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 1609: Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. 

SMITH of New Jersey, and Mr. LANKFORD. 
H.R. 1612: Mr. RUNYAN. 
H.R. 1656: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1675: Mr. ALTMIRE and Mr. REED. 
H.R. 1676: Mr. MORAN. 
H.R. 1683: Mr. LATTA and Mr. PENCE. 
H.R. 1686: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 1687: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 1700: Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 1703: Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana and Mr. 

PETERS. 
H.R. 1716: Mr. KUCINICH. 
H.R. 1719: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 1723: Mr. SOUTHERLAND. 
H.R. 1724: Mr. HOLT, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. HAS-

TINGS of Florida, Ms. CHU, and Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 1744: Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. RYAN of 

Wisconsin, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. KINZINGER of 
Illinois, Mr. HECK, Mr. SCALISE, and Mr. 
PETRI. 

H.R. 1749: Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. 
H.R. 1755: Mr. LOEBSACK and Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 1756: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. MURPHY of 

Connecticut, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN. 

H.R. 1764: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 1781: Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 1802: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CARSON of 

Indiana, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. COSTELLO, 
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 
LARSEN of Washington, and Mr. SIRES. 

H.R. 1817: Mr. MORAN. 
H.R. 1832: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. ROTH-

MAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1834: Mrs. MYRICK. 
H.R. 1842: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs. 

NAPOLITANO, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. PINGREE 
of Maine, Mr. HONDA, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. 
ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 

H.R. 1855: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1864: Mr. BOREN and Mr. CRENSHAW. 
H.R. 1865: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 

SCHILLING, Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado, Mr. 
KINGSTON, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, 
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Mr. RAHALL, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
HULTGREN, and Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 

H.R. 1878: Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 1891: Mr. POE of Texas and Mr. LAB-

RADOR. 
H.R. 1897: Mr. COBLE, Mr. PERLMUTTER, 

Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. CARNEY, and Mr. HOL-
DEN. 

H.R. 1905: Mr. BARTLETT, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
COLE, Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. GRIMM, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, 
Mr. MCKEON, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
ROSKAM, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. SMITH of Texas, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. BONNER, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, and Mr. MEEHAN. 

H.R. 1912: Mr. HINCHEY and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1925: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 1941: Mr. BOREN, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 

KISSELL, and Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1946: Mrs. ELLMERS. 
H.R. 1959: Mr. OLVER. 
H.R. 1966: Mr. MEEKS. 
H.R. 1974: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 1976: Ms. FOXX, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 

ROKITA, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 1978: Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 

SMITH of New Jersey, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. 
DAVIS of Kentucky, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. SCHOCK, and Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 

H.R. 1980: Mr. KLINE and Mr. DENHAM. 
H.R. 1987: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. 
H.R. 1994: Ms. CHU. 
H.R. 2000: Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana and Mr. 

LATHAM. 
H.R. 2005: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 

FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. MURPHY of 
Connecticut, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. RIVERA, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. TIBERI, and 
Ms. WATERS. 

H.R. 2011: Mr. DUFFY, Mr. NUNES, and Mr. 
GARDNER. 

H.R. 2016: Mr. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H.R. 2019: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2031: Mr. PALAZZO. 
H.R. 2033: Mr. KISSELL. 
H.R. 2054: Mr. GUTHRIE and Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 2061: Mr. MORAN, Mr. LONG, and Ms. 

WILSON of Florida. 
H.R. 2067: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mr. 

WEST. 
H.R. 2068: Mr. DOYLE, Mr. LANDRY, and Mr. 

MURPHY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 2074: Mr. FILNER, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. 

RUNYAN, and Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 2085: Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. JACKSON of 

Illinois, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, 
Mr. PETERS, and Ms. RICHARDSON. 

H.R. 2092: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 2094: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. COSTELLO, and 

Mrs. ELLMERS. 
H.R. 2096: Mr. WU, Mr. HALL, Mr. SCHOCK, 

and Mr. LUJÁN. 
H.R. 2104: Mr. OLVER and Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 2108: Mr. KISSELL and Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 2115: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 2117: Mr. HERGER, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. 

ROE of Tennessee, Mr. CARTER, Mr. GOWDY, 
Mr. ROKITA, Mr. AUSTRIA, Mr. PLATTS, Mrs. 
BIGGERT, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
DESJARLAIS, Mr. ROSS of Florida, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. WEST, 
Mr. BARLETTA, Mrs. ROBY, Mrs. ELLMERS, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. PETRI, Mr. MARCHANT, and 
Mr. COBLE. 

H.R. 2143: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H.R. 2145: Mrs. MYRICK and Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 2152: Mr. MARKEY, Mr. GARAMENDI, 

Mr. KILDEE, and Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 2158: Mr. FILNER, Ms. BASS of Cali-

fornia, Mr. BECERRA, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, and Ms. WATERS. 

H.J. Res. 47: Mr. PETERSON and Ms. MOORE. 
H. Res. 13: Mr. HOYER. 

H. Res. 16: Mr. LAMBORN and Mr. CARTER. 
H. Res. 25: Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. MCGOVERN, 

Mr. HOLDEN, and Mr. SOUTHERLAND. 
H. Res. 89: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 

DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. FILNER, and Ms. LINDA 
T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 

H. Res. 95: Mr. STEARNS. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana and 

Mr. COHEN. 
H. Res. 130: Mr. RANGEL. 
H. Res. 137: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H. Res. 180: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H. Res. 220: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, 

Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. GUTIER-
REZ. 

H. Res. 256: Mr. WU. 
H. Res. 268: Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 

CRAWFORD, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. 
HARPER, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. LATTA, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. MCCAUL, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. QUAYLE, Mr. ROSS of Florida, 
Mr. SARBANES, Mr. WALSH of Illinois, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. LANDRY, and Mr. SMITH of 
Nebraska. 

H. Res. 295: Mr. MORAN, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. MARINO, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and 
Mr. TERRY. 

H. Res. 296: Mr. WALBERG, Mr. KILDEE, and 
Mr. DOLD. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 1380: Mr. KELLY and Mr. KLINE. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. ROE OF TENNESSEE 

AMENDMENT NO. 21: Page 45, line 15, after 
each dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$3,000,000,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. GARRETT 

AMENDMENT NO. 22: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission to promulgate 
any final rules under paragraphs (13) or (14) 
of section 2(a) of the Commodity Exchange 
Act, as added by section 727 of the Dodd- 
Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer 
Protection Act, until 12 months after the 
promulgation of final swap transaction re-
porting rules under section 21 of the Com-
modity Exchange Act. 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. GIBSON 

AMENDMENT NO. 23: Page 80, after line 2, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. For the cost of broadband 
loans, as authorized by section 601 of the 
Rural Electrification Act of 1936, to remain 
available until expended, there is hereby ap-
propriated, and the amount otherwise pro-
vided by this Act for payments to the Gen-
eral Services Administration for rent under 
the heading ‘‘Agriculture Buildings and Fa-
cilities and Rental Payments’’ is hereby re-
duced by, $6,000,000. 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. ROYCE 

AMENDMENT NO. 24: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. 7XX. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to provide assist-
ance under title II of the Food for Peace Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1721 et seq.) to the Democratic Peo-
ple’s Republic of Korea (North Korea). 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. KIND 

AMENDMENT NO. 25: At the end of the bill 
(before any short title), insert the following 
new section: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to provide payments 
(or to pay the salaries and expenses of per-
sonnel to provide payments) to the Brazil 
Cotton Institute. 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. FLORES 

AMENDMENT NO. 26: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), add the following 
new section: 

SEC. 4 ll. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to enforce sec-
tion 526 of the Energy Independence and Se-
curity Act of 2007 (Public Law 110–140; 42 
U.S.C. 17142). 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON LEE OF TEXAS 
AMENDMENT NO. 27: Page 2, line 14, after 

the dollar figure, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$25,000,000)’’. 

Page 5, line 5, after the dollar figure, insert 
‘‘(reduced by $25,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON LEE OF TEXAS 
AMENDMENT NO. 28: Page 80, after line 2, in-

sert the following: 
SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-

able by this Act may be used in contraven-
tion of section 310B(e) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1932(e)). 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON LEE OF TEXAS 
AMENDMENT NO. 29: Page 80, after line 2, in-

sert the following (and make such technical 
and conforming changes as may be appro-
priate): 

SEC. 747. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used in contravention of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2011 et seq.). 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON LEE OF TEXAS 
AMENDMENT NO. 30: Page 9, line 5, after the 

dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$681,750,000’’). 

Page 44, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $681,750,000’’). 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. GOSAR 

AMENDMENT NO. 31: Page 32, line 5, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$50,000,000)’’. 

Page 35, line 13, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’. 

Page 48, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. GOSAR 

AMENDMENT NO. 32: Page 48, line 11, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$75,000,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $75,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2112 
OFFERED BY: MR. NUGENT 

AMENDMENT NO. 33: Page 9, line 5, insert 
after the dollar amount the following: ‘‘(in-
creased by $2,000,000)’’. 

Page 48, line 11, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$2,500,000)’’. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 06:16 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00110 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A14JN7.070 H14JNPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



Congressional Record
UNUM

E PLURIBUS

United States
of America PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 112th

 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

.

S3741 

Vol. 157 WASHINGTON, TUESDAY, JUNE 14, 2011 No. 85 

Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable 
JEANNE SHAHEEN, a Senator from the 
State of New Hampshire. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
O God, who has blessed us abundantly 

with inner joy and external blessings, 
enlighten our minds this day so that 
we can reach beyond guessing to know-
ing and beyond doubting to certainty. 
Purify our hearts so that the wrong de-
sires may not only be kept under con-
trol but may be destroyed. 

Strengthen the wills of our law-
makers so that they may pass beyond 
resolving to doing and beyond inten-
tion to action. Answer for them the 
questions no human wisdom can an-
swer. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN led 
the Pledge of Allegiance, 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. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. INOUYE). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, June 14, 2011. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN, a 

Senator from the State of New Hampshire, 
to perform the duties of the Chair. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Madam President, fol-
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
will be in morning business until 11 
a.m. this morning. The majority will 
control the first half, the Republicans 
will control the final half. At 11 a.m., 
the Senate will be in executive session 
to consider the Cecchi and Salas nomi-
nations, with 1 hour of debate. At noon, 
there will be up to two votes on con-
firmation of the Cecchi and Salas 
nominations. Following the votes, the 
Senate will recess for the weekly cau-
cus meetings until 2:15 p.m. At 2:15 
p.m., there will be an additional roll-
call vote on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the Coburn amendment No. 436 
regarding ethanol. Finally, following 
the cloture vote, Senator RUBIO will be 
recognized to give his maiden speech to 
the Senate. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent that morning business consist 
of 1 full hour equally divided rather 
than ending at 11 a.m. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

MEDICARE 

Mr. REID. Madam President, on this 
side of the aisle, we Democrats want to 
protect seniors on Medicare. That is 
our top priority. I have heard my 

friend, the ranking member of the 
Budget Committee, come here and talk 
for hours, and he keeps talking about 
things that really have no bearing on 
what I think is important for the coun-
try today. 

We know the Republicans have put 
forward a budget that destroys Medi-
care. That is what we received. We 
voted on it over here, and it was turned 
down. It must be the Republicans’ top 
priority because we have had votes on 
the Senate floor protecting taxpayer 
handouts, especially to oil companies. 
We had a full debate here that sug-
gested we take this money that now 
goes to these oil companies—and even 
executives have said that they do not 
want the money, that they do not need 
the money—and apply it toward the 
deficit. Overwhelmingly, the Repub-
licans voted no, so we couldn’t get it 
done. So it appears clear they would 
rather balance the budget on the backs 
of seniors and Medicare than end the 
constant giveaways to oil and gas com-
panies making billions a year in prof-
its. These oil companies have made the 
largest profits in the history of the 
world. In the last quarter, they had $36 
billion in net profits. 

The Republicans’ plan to end Medi-
care as we know it would put insurance 
company bureaucrats between seniors 
and their doctors and raise seniors’ 
drug costs, forcing them to pay $6,400 
more out-of-pocket costs every year. 
The American people are overwhelm-
ingly opposed to this plan to end Medi-
care. A poll released yesterday showed 
that less than half the Republicans 
support the Republicans’ plan to end 
Medicare. Overwhelmingly, Independ-
ents and Democrats joined with these 
Republicans who oppose the Repub-
licans’ plan to end Medicare. 

We believe there is a need to reduce 
our deficit. That is why we have been 
working with Vice President BIDEN. 
Representing the Democrats in the 
Senate, Senator INOUYE, chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee, and 
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Senator BAUCUS, chairman of the Fi-
nance Committee, are meeting with 
Vice President BIDEN, and progress is 
being made. 

There is no question we should be 
closing tax loopholes and targeting 
wasteful giveaways to oil companies. I 
am sure Vice President BIDEN is lead-
ing the Senators and House Members 
toward that end. Closing these tax 
loopholes and targeting wasteful give-
aways to the oil companies making 
these record profits while charging— 
Madam President, here in the Wash-
ington, DC, area, as I do my morning 
exercise, I walk past a station right off 
the waterfront where gasoline is $5 a 
gallon. I haven’t looked at it since this 
past week, but that is what it is. It is 
over $4 a gallon all over the United 
States, in many, many different places. 
We should be focusing on that instead 
of ending Medicare. 

So I tell my friend, the ranking mem-
ber of the Budget Committee, come and 
talk about the Republican plan to end 
Medicare as we know it. And what 
about the subsidies for these oil compa-
nies. Shouldn’t we get rid of them? It is 
time the Republicans abandoned their 
ideological plan to end Medicare and 
work with us to strengthen and pre-
serve our promise to seniors instead. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The minority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

WAR ON TERROR 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

since the attacks on 9/11 and the very 
beginning of the war on terror in 2001, 
most Americans have understood that 
we could no longer kind of passively 
wait for the next enemy attack. In 
order to defeat, dismantle, and disrupt 
al-Qaida, our intelligence, military, 
and law enforcement officials would 
have to work together to defeat ter-
rorist cells, whether they are in the 
tribal areas of Pakistan or, frankly, 
here in our own backyard. Yet, if some 
had begun to think, after the killing of 
Osama bin Laden, that we could now 
sit back and relax a little, the recent 
arrest in my State, in the hometown of 
my colleague, Senator PAUL, of two 
foreign fighters who have openly ad-
mitted to conducting attacks against 
U.S. soldiers and marines in Iraq shows 
how mistaken a notion that is. 

Let’s look at that again. Here are 
two Iraqi terrorists arrested in Bowling 

Green, KY, within the last couple of 
weeks. And the Director of Central In-
telligence stated in an open hearing on 
Capitol Hill last week that about 1,000 
members of al-Qaida in Iraq continue 
to fight us over in Iraq. Now we know 
that at least two of them—at least two 
of them—have left the battlefield over 
there to live right here in the United 
States. 

The case of Waad Ramadan Alwan 
and Mohanad Shareef Hammadi shows 
us that terrorists continue to pose an 
imminent threat. We owe a debt of 
gratitude to the men and women who 
made sure they couldn’t inflict more 
harm on Americans here or abroad 
once they arrived here. Anyone who 
has read about the investigation into 
their activities can only be impressed 
with the courage, the skill, and the 
professionalism of those who were in-
volved in this effort. 

Specifically, I wish to thank the men 
and women from the FBI’s Louisville 
Division, the U.S. Attorney’s Office for 
the Western District of Kentucky, the 
Louisville Joint Terrorism Task Force, 
and the Justice Department’s National 
Security Division. Every one of those 
folks involved clearly did their job, and 
they did it very well. 

That having been said, I think it is 
safe to say that a lot of Kentuckians, 
including me, would like to know why 
two men who either killed or plotted to 
kill U.S. soldiers and marines over in 
Iraq aren’t sitting in a jail cell in 
Guantanamo right now. When it comes 
to enemy combatants, our top priority, 
as I have said repeatedly, should be to 
capture, detain, and interrogate. That 
wasn’t done here. These men are for-
eign fighters—unlawful enemy combat-
ants—who should be treated as such. 

Alwan is on tape admitting to having 
procured explosives and missiles in 
Iraq and to using them daily—daily—to 
conduct strikes. 

He said he had personally used im-
provised explosive devices, or IEDs, 
hundreds of times over a period of sev-
eral years. He has talked about using 
them against U.S. troops and the dam-
age he has done to U.S. military vehi-
cles such as Humvees. He told under-
cover agents he was ‘‘very good with a 
sniper rifle end.’’ In a reference to at-
tacks on U.S. troops, he said his lunch 
and dinner would be ‘‘an American.’’ 
He admitted that he ‘‘collected every-
thing,’’ TNT, electronic detonators, 
tank explosive detonators, IED deto-
nators, mortar shells, and rocket-pro-
pelled grenades. He also said that he 
often placed IEDs after the curfew, and 
it was this activity that led to his 
being asked to join the mujahedin. 

He even tried to demonstrate his ex-
pertise as a foreign fighter by drawing 
diagrams of four types of IEDs, ex-
plaining how to build them and dis-
cussing various occasions in which he 
used these devices against U.S. troops 
in Iraq. In describing one particular 
type of IED, Alwan said, ‘‘Anything le-
thal could be stuffed into it, such as 
ball bearings, nails, gravel, and what-

ever item that kills.’’ Alwan’s finger-
prints have also allegedly been found 
on IEDs over in Iraq in an area in 
which he is known to have lived. 

Once Alwan made his way to the 
United States, he is alleged to have re-
cruited Hammadi to continue his fight 
against Americans over in Iraq by bur-
rowing himself into a community 
where he thought he would go unde-
tected. Like Alwan, Hammadi was an 
experienced insurgent fighter in Iraq. 
He too had participated in IED attacks 
and was part of an insurgent group 
that had 11 surface-to-air missiles. 

Together, these two men organized 
shipments of money and weapons, in-
cluding rocket grenade launchers, 
Stinger missiles, and C4 explosives that 
they thought they were sending back 
to the war zone in Iraq. 

Anyone who has taken up arms 
against U.S. forces in the field of battle 
is an enemy combatant, pure and sim-
ple, and should be treated like one. 
They should be hunted and captured, 
detained and interrogated, and tried 
away from civilian populations accord-
ing to the laws of war. 

Unfortunately, since the earliest 
days of this administration when the 
President signed a series of Executive 
orders which directed the closing of the 
military detention facility at Guanta-
namo Bay, and limited the ability of 
the military and intelligence commu-
nity to detain and interrogate pris-
oners, a higher priority has been placed 
upon prosecution than on executing 
the war on terror. 

But I can say with certainty that 
Kentuckians don’t want foreign fight-
ers who have bragged about killing and 
maiming U.S. soldiers in a combat the-
ater treated like common criminals in 
their own backyards. They don’t want 
foreign fighters to be afforded all of the 
legal rights and privileges of U.S. citi-
zens. They don’t want foreign fighters 
to have their interrogations curtailed. 
And they don’t want their fellow citi-
zens in Kentucky subjected to the risk 
of reprisal that is associated with these 
kinds of cases, reprisals against civil-
ian judges, reprisals against civilian 
jurors, and the broader community in 
which civilian trials are held. That was 
one of the many reasons that residents 
and lawmakers in New York City re-
belled against the administration’s 
equally foolhardy plan to try Khalid 
Sheikh Mohammed in a courtroom in 
New York. That is to say nothing of 
the security costs and the disruption 
that civilian trials for terrorists create 
for any American community. We have 
firsthand experience of this from the 
2006 murder trial of Zacarias 
Moussaoui in Alexandria, VA. 

Despite all of this, however, the ad-
ministration seems fixated on the idea 
that once we have caught terrorists, 
the goal isn’t to get as much intel-
ligence out of them as quickly as pos-
sible to prevent further attacks on sol-
diers and citizens but to prove that we 
can treat them the same way we treat 
everybody else. 
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My response to that is, maybe we 

could. Maybe we can do that. And you 
can put them in a U.S. court, but why 
in the world would you want to? You 
could, but should you? 

The administration likes to tout its 
confidence in the U.S. legal system. 
Well, I don’t believe the American peo-
ple need to try any enemy combatants 
in our own hometowns and cities to 
prove that our court system works. We 
know it works. We are American citi-
zens. 

Prosecution is certainly important. 
But let’s be clear, prosecution is not 
our ultimate goal in this war. Our goal 
is to capture or kill those who want to 
kill us, here and abroad, and who are 
plotting even now, as this case clearly 
proves, to wreak havoc on our troops 
overseas. 

This is quite simple: Those whom we 
capture should be interrogated and, if 
necessary, indefinitely detained and 
tried in a military setting. Through 
these interrogations additional intel-
ligence can be derived that leads to ad-
ditional targets, thereby weakening al 
Qaeda and other associated terror 
groups at a moment when they are vul-
nerable. 

The good news is we already have the 
perfect solution for a case such as the 
one I have been discussing in Ken-
tucky. These men don’t belong in a 
courtroom in Kentucky. They belong 
in a secured detention facility at Guan-
tanamo Bay, Cuba, far away from U.S. 
civilians. Sending them to Gitmo is the 
only way to ensure they will not enjoy 
all the rights and privileges of U.S. 
citizens. Sending them to Gitmo is the 
only way we can be certain there won’t 
be retaliatory attacks in Kentucky. 
How would you like to be the judge in 
this case? How would you like to be the 
jurors in this case? Do they run the 
risk of being targets for the rest of 
their lives? Are they in sort of witness 
protection programs indefinitely? Why 
should we subject U.S. citizens to this 
kind of risk? 

Sending them to Gitmo is the only 
way we can prevent Kentuckians from 
having to cover the cost and having to 
deal with the disturbance and disrup-
tions that would come with a civilian 
trial, and sending them to Gitmo is the 
best way to ensure they get what they 
deserve. 

Today I am calling on the adminis-
tration to change course. Get these 
men out of Kentucky. Send them to 
Guantanamo where they belong. Get 
these terrorists out of the civilian sys-
tem, get them out of our backyards, 
and give them the justice they deserve. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 

Senate will be in a period of morning 
business until 11 a.m. for 1 hour, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each, with time 
equally divided and controlled between 
the two leaders and their designees, 
with the majority controlling the first 
half and the Republicans controlling 
the final half. 

The Senator from California. 
f 

ETHANOL 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I rise today in support of the Ethanol 
Subsidy and Tariff Repeal Act, which 
Senator COBURN has offered and I have 
cosponsored, along with Senators 
BURR, CARDIN, COLLINS, CORKER, 
LIEBERMAN, RISCH, SHAHEEN, TOOMEY, 
and WEBB. 

I know the fact that this amendment 
is on the floor scheduled to be voted on 
at 2:15 this afternoon has caused some 
deep consternation on my side of the 
aisle. There is objection to the proce-
dures used. I am not going to get into 
that. I am going to say a vote is a vote, 
and we are facing a vote at 2:15 unless 
something changes. 

To be candid, if there were an offer to 
bring this to the floor next week or the 
week after for a time specific and a 
commitment specific, I believe the au-
thor and myself and our cosponsors 
would certainly agree to that. But in 
the absence of that offer, it is impor-
tant that the Senate take a position on 
a program that has become both gross 
and egregious, and I want to explain 
why I feel that way. 

No other product I know of has the 
triple crown of government support 
that corn ethanol enjoys in this coun-
try. Its use is mandated by law. Oil 
companies are paid by the Federal Gov-
ernment to use it, so there is a subsidy, 
and corn ethanol is protected by a 
rather high tariff. Consequently, it has 
been very profitable for farmers. This 
amounts to almost $6 billion a year of 
taxpayers’ money that goes to support 
the corn ethanol industry in this coun-
try. 

Put another way, that is $15 million 
each and every day spent on this sub-
sidy at a time when, candidly, we sim-
ply can’t afford it. 

They say there are very few privi-
leges left out there. This is one that is 
enormous, and I think we have to take 
a look at it. I think if this amendment 
passes, nearly $3 billion is saved be-
tween July 1 and the end of the year. 
That is not insignificant. It goes into 
the general fund and it helps abate the 
deficit. 

Since 2005, we have spent $22.6 billion 
on this subsidy, and it gets more ex-
pensive every year. In 2011, the govern-
ment will spend $5.7 billion; in 2012, $5.9 
billion; in 2013, $6.2 billion. And you 
can see, since the program came into 
being in 2005—and I voted against it 
then—it was at $1.5 billion; the next 
year, $2.6 billion; the next year, $3.3 
billion; the next year $4.4 billion, the 
next year, $5.2 billion; and 2010, $5.7 bil-

lion of a trifecta of triple-crown sub-
sidies to go to recompense people for 
using corn ethanol. It is wrong. 

On top of this subsidy, we have im-
posed a 54-cent-per-gallon tariff on eth-
anol products from Brazil, India, and 
Australia and others that could import 
it more cheaply than it is grown here. 
This then contributes to making the 
United States more dependent on oil 
imports from OPEC. 

Our amendment is simple. Beginning 
July 1, we would repeal the 45-cent-per- 
gallon ethanol subsidy, which goes 
overwhelmingly to large oil companies, 
and it would eliminate the 54-cent-per- 
gallon tariff on imported ethanol. 

I believe very strongly that we need 
to act to repeal these subsidies and 
these tariffs before another $2.7 billion 
in taxpayer money, which is $15 million 
a day, is wasted over the remaining 6 
months of this year. 

Let me describe the real-world im-
pact of these unwise subsidies and tar-
iffs to our economy. 

Last week, I was in the Central Val-
ley at an event and I would say any-
where from six to eight farmers came 
up to me and said, ‘‘Thank you for try-
ing to end the ethanol business. I can 
no longer afford feed.’’ I began to 
think, and so we took a look at what 
the situation is. The fact is this eth-
anol policy is inflating the price of 
corn and impacting other sectors of the 
economy. 

Today, approximately 39 percent of 
our corn crop is now used to produce 
ethanol in this country. Here is where 
it has gone: The percent of corn for 
2000, 7 percent; 2005, 14 percent; and 
2010, 39 percent of the entire corn crop 
goes to produce ethanol. Corn futures 
reached a record $7.99 a bushel on the 
Chicago Board of Trade last week. 
Prices are up 140 percent in the past 12 
months and continue to rise. In 2006, 
prices were $2 a bushel. Today they are 
$7.99 a bushel. 

This has been a real spike in the 
price of feed. If it continues one can ex-
pect major price increases in grain and 
food as well. The average price of corn 
has risen 225 percent since 2006. 

Here it is, here it goes on this chart. 
It goes down slightly and then it has 
gone up. 

In California, the annual feed costs 
for Foster Farms—this is the largest 
poultry producer on the west coast— 
has tripled over the past year, increas-
ing Foster Farms’ cost for feed by more 
than $2 million. This is more than the 
largest profit the company has ever 
made. 

I hear similar stories from small pro-
ducers, from co-ops, from dairymen and 
cattlemen throughout California. The 
price of feed is rising to such an extent 
that experts are predicting a mass 
slaughter of hogs and dairy cows this 
summer. In other words, it is becoming 
cheaper to slaughter the animals rath-
er than to feed them. That is wrong. 

Paul Cameroon of Imperial County, 
CA, recently wrote to me: 

As a cattle producer who has never asked 
for a subsidy of any kind, I only ask that 
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ethanol production stand on its own and 
allow true supply and demand to dictate the 
real price of corn. 

It seems to me he is spot on. It seems 
to me when we look at charts like this 
on grain prices, on the huge subsidy 
that oil companies get, on the protec-
tive tariff, we have to say enough is 
enough. The USDA predicts that con-
tinued demand from the livestock, eth-
anol, and food industry will reduce 
corn reserves to the lowest level since 
the mid-1990s. These low grain reserves 
will have repercussions globally. We 
know rising food prices exacerbate 
global poverty and could intensify po-
litical unrest in some parts of the 
world. But the bottom line is, diverting 
39 percent of our crop toward ethanol is 
artificially driving up corn prices, 
which in turn is straining people and 
industries that depend on affordable 
corn. 

In addition to impacting the price of 
corn, the $6 billion annual ethanol sub-
sidy is fiscally irresponsible. If the cur-
rent subsidy were to exist through 2014, 
as the industry has proposed, the 
Treasury would pay oil companies at 
least $31 billion to use 69 billion gallons 
of corn ethanol that the Federal renew-
able fuels standard already requires 
them to use under the Clean Air Act. 
The biggest recipient receiving money 
is BP. According to reports, it receives 
$55 million. We cannot afford and 
should not pay oil companies such as 
ExxonMobil and BP to follow the law 
to the tune of $6 billion a year. As the 
GAO has found, the mandate for the 
use ‘‘is duplicative in stimulating do-
mestic production and use of ethanol, 
and can’’—and is—‘‘resulting in sub-
stantial loss of revenue to the Treas-
ury.’’ 

Let me just say one thing about the 
tariff. The tariff on low-carbon sugar-
cane ethanol, which I proposed repeal-
ing in 2006, makes our Nation more de-
pendent on foreign oil. How? The com-
bined tariffs on ethanol are 60 cents per 
gallon, at least 15 cents per gallon 
higher than the ethanol subsidies they 
supposedly offset. So this is essentially 
a major trade barrier. 

We have a real problem with this tri-
ple crown: We mandate its use, we pay 
people to use it, and then we set a large 
tariff barrier to prevent anybody from 
importing any ethanol, whether it is 
corn or sugar, that is cheaper. This is 
expensive, $15 million a day, $6 billion, 
as I said, a year. 

I know many of my colleagues agree 
with the substance of this legislation, 
and I appreciate very much that the 
amendment is being considered under 
somewhat unusual circumstances and 
procedures. I hope we can have a fair 
vote. I hope Members will not disregard 
the import of what we are doing. We 
are essentially saving the government 
nearly $6 billion a year by simply re-
pealing the subsidy, repealing the man-
date, and repealing the tariff. I believe 
the time has come. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from New Mexico. 

LIBYA 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Madam 

President, I rise today because I be-
lieve the United States is headed down 
a slippery path toward an escalation of 
military force in Libya. I also believe if 
the U.S. military is to be involved in 
such an escalation, then the Congress 
must exercise its constitutional au-
thority and approve or disapprove the 
President’s proposal. 

I supported President Obama’s initial 
decision to engage in a limited mili-
tary operation to prevent an imminent 
humanitarian catastrophe. President 
Obama and the international commu-
nity were clear that targeting of civil-
ians by Muammar Qadhafi would not 
be tolerated. It has been over 60 days 
since the President notified the Con-
gress that he intended to use military 
force in Libya. We are adrift. We are 
without direction. We are in danger of 
fighting an expanded war, a war that 
was originally justified as a limited 
military operation, a no-fly zone, to 
prevent civilian casualties and immi-
nent catastrophe. This war has now 
been slowly expanded for one that is 
pushing for regime change. 

We have been down this path before. 
Let’s not go there. In Libya we are now 
receiving reports that helicopter 
gunships are being used to target 
ground forces—something that was 
never originally intended under the 
premise of a no-fly zone. In fact, it 
seems that the no-fly zone has slowly 
evolved into what some have called a 
no-drive zone. Congress has not ap-
proved this action. 

I do not believe the U.N. Security 
Council approved such an action in 
U.N. Security Council Resolution 1973. 

We also hear it is now the policy to 
support regime change and that there 
are some plans to arm rebel groups. 
Some outside groups and Members of 
Congress are clamoring to escalate the 
war in Libya. They believe air power 
will never dislodge Muammar Qadhafi 
and his family. The Congress has not 
approved the use of military force to 
achieve regime change. Flooding the 
region with small arms is also being 
proposed. This would be a major mis-
take and could lead to a host of unin-
tended consequences. 

We do not know enough about the 
rebels fighting Qadhafi, but we do 
know there are plenty of mercenaries, 
as well as members of al-Qaida, waiting 
to exploit any chaos. If arms are flood-
ed into the region, there is no guar-
antee they will be able to account for 
those arms. In my opinion, there is a 
high likelihood those arms could end 
up in the hands of some very unsavory 
and dangerous individuals. 

The bottom line is this: Congress has 
not had the opportunity to weigh in. 
Like my colleagues, I deplore Muam-
mar Qadhafi. I support a democratic 
transition and his departure from 
power, but the military goals should be 
defined and limited as a matter of pol-
icy. It should not include regime 
change. This would be a dangerous es-
calation. 

As many of you know, the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee was 
planning a markup for last Thursday of 
S. Res. 194, titled ‘‘Expressing the 
Sense of the Senate on the United 
States Military Operations in Libya.’’ I 
had strong concerns about the resolu-
tion we were scheduled to consider. A 
sense of the Senate is clearly not an 
authorization for use of military force. 
A sense of the Senate does not meet 
the requirements of the War Powers 
Act. And a sense of the Senate falls 
short of meeting our constitutional ob-
ligation to declare war. 

I drafted an amendment to S. Res. 
194. I ask unanimous consent the text 
of this amendment be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of my re-
marks. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. My 

amendment stated: 
The President is not authorized to deploy 

ground forces, including special operations 
forces, in pursuance of any goals related to 
United States policy in Libya, unless ex-
pressly authorized by Congress or as deter-
mined necessary by the President to protect 
a member of the United States Armed Forces 
currently deployed in the region. 

I believe any authorization of mili-
tary force should contain similar lan-
guage. I understand Senator WEBB and 
Senator CORKER have introduced a res-
olution with these prohibitions and ex-
ceptions to protect our troops and I 
support these efforts to limit the mis-
sion in Libya. It is important that we 
do not escalate military actions in 
Libya. An escalation would be a dan-
gerous course, and it would be costly to 
the region and our country. 

While the markup has been post-
poned, it is my understanding that 
Senator KERRY and others are working 
on language that would fulfill our con-
stitutional obligations and comply 
with the War Powers Act. I look for-
ward to consideration of a resolution of 
this kind in the Foreign Relations 
Committee and strongly believe it 
should include language similar to the 
amendment I was going to offer. 

I have been proud to serve in the 
Congress for more than a decade. We 
have fought two lengthy wars during 
this period of time. I have seen the im-
pact on our military, on their families, 
on our national deficit. Before the 
United States escalates its involve-
ment in another overseas conflict, Con-
gress must weigh in. It is our constitu-
tional duty. 

EXHIBIT 1 
DRAFT AMENDMENT TO S. RES. 194 

That the President is not authorized to de-
ploy ground forces, including special oper-
ations forces, in pursuance of any goals re-
lated to United States policy in Libya, un-
less expressly authorized by Congress or as 
determined necessary by the President to 
protect a member of the United States 
Armed Forces currently deployed in the re-
gion. 

Mr. DURBIN. Will the Senator from 
New Mexico yield for a question? 
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Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I will be 

happy to yield. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I 

thank the Senator from New Mexico, 
my colleague on the Senate Foreign 
Relations committee, for his statement 
on the floor this morning. It reflects 
my sentiments completely. I have be-
lieved since I was first elected to the 
House of Representatives and my time 
in the Senate that we have an awesome 
responsibility under the Constitution 
to speak for the American people when 
the United States of America makes a 
decision to engage in conduct that re-
lates to our military—particularly 
when it comes to a declaration of war. 

It is clearly understood that if Amer-
ican citizens are under attack or Amer-
ican soil is under threat of attack, the 
President has the power to move, and 
move quickly, as Commander in Chief 
to protect us. In this instance, the War 
Powers Act suggests that it is now, 
after 60 days, at that point the respon-
sibility of Congress to step forward, to 
speak for the American people, and to 
make a decision as to whether we go 
forward with a military commitment. 

What the Senator from New Mexico 
has suggested I believe goes right to 
the heart of our constitutional respon-
sibility. It is a responsibility which we 
swore to uphold. It is also a responsi-
bility which politically we try to avoid. 
It is a hard debate and a hard decision. 

I am sure the Senator from New Mex-
ico believes, as I do, that some of the 
toughest votes we have ever had to face 
as Members of Congress relate to this 
decision because if the decision is made 
to go to war, we know the lives of 
Americans are at risk. 

That is why I believe what the Sen-
ator from New Mexico said on the Sen-
ate floor this morning is so critically 
important. I am going to work with 
him and with the chairman of the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee to 
move forward on a resolution which is 
consistent with the War Powers Act 
which expressly states the feelings of 
the American people through their 
Representatives in Congress about this 
decision and our constitutional respon-
sibility. 

I sincerely hope we can resolve this 
before we end this work period, which 
will be about July 1. If we can bring an 
issue forward on the floor for that pur-
pose, I believe it is in the best interests 
of our senatorial responsibility. 

I might say, because I have discussed 
this with the Senator from New Mex-
ico, we know one of our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle wants to ex-
pressly authorize the use of ground 
forces in Libya. Let me make it clear, 
the President has not asked for that. 
He is not engaged with ground forces, 
land forces in Libya. At this time I 
would not only reject it, I would fight 
it. I think it is a bad decision. I think 
to engage the United States in a third 
theater of war with ground forces is 
way too much at this moment in our 
history. 

So I thank the Senator from New 
Mexico for not letting this issue dis-

appear amidst the hubbub of all the 
agendas we face on the floor of the Sen-
ate but coming to the floor and re-
minding us of our constitutional re-
sponsibility. 

I will close by thanking Senator 
CARDIN of Maryland as well, who has 
been a lead sponsor in our efforts. I will 
be working with him and the Senator 
from New Mexico and other like-mind-
ed Senators. 

I thank the Senator for coming to 
the floor. 

I know that wasn’t in the nature of a 
question, but I ask the Senator, does 
he agree? 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I thank 
the Senator for his statement. I believe 
with all of us working together—our 
chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, Senator CARDIN, and oth-
ers, as well as the Presiding Officer, 
who is also on the Foreign Relations 
Committee with us—we can come to a 
resolution which complies with what 
the President has stated. 

The President says he has no inten-
tion of sending ground forces into 
Libya. But it is important at this point 
in time, as the Senator from Illinois 
pointed out and as the Constitution 
mandates, that we step in and express 
the will of the American people on this 
issue. That is the whole purpose of 
what I am on the floor for today, and I 
look forward to working very closely 
with the Senator from Illinois. 

With that, I note the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I 
know the Democratic side has not used 
its full allotment of time, but because 
another speaker is not here, I will go 
ahead, and hopefully we will be able to 
yield time if someone else does come 
forward. 

f 

THE ECONOMY 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I have 
been on the Senate floor several times 
now during the last few weeks to dis-
cuss our grave economic condition, the 
need to reduce Washington’s out-of- 
control spending, and, most impor-
tantly, the urgent need to start taking 
action before time runs out. 

If there is any remaining doubt in 
anyone’s mind that the U.S. economy 
is facing a historic and unprecedented 
fiscal crisis, consider a few of the re-
cent news reports since I last spoke on 
the floor, which was not that many 
days ago. Reports came out saying that 
the national unemployment rate in-
creased to 9.1 percent, with over 22 mil-

lion Americans unemployed or under-
employed. This is not how we rebound 
from a recession, historically. There is 
something more going on here than the 
normal downturns and upturns of the 
economic cycle. This is something of 
historic proportion. 

Since I last spoke on this floor, two 
more rating agencies—Moody’s and 
Fitch—have issued serious warnings 
that they may downgrade America’s 
AAA debt rating. This comes after S&P 
already lowered its outlook of the U.S. 
economy to negative. 

Just last week, on its cover, USA 
TODAY published the frightening head-
line ‘‘U.S. owes $62 trillion; unfunded 
obligations amount to $534,000 per 
household.’’ Those are unfunded obliga-
tions. We have funded obligations we 
currently owe in addition to that, and 
some put those even higher. 

There was an interview yesterday 
with Bill Gross, who heads up PIMCO, 
the largest bondholder in the country— 
in the world, actually. Bill Gross indi-
cated in this interview that the money 
owed to cover future liabilities in enti-
tlement programs in the United States 
is actually in worse financial shape 
than Greece and other debt-laden Euro-
pean countries. Much of the attention, 
of course, is focused on our public debt, 
which is running at $14.3 trillion, but 
what hasn’t been focused on as much 
are the unfunded liabilities that will 
come due, the obligations and promises 
already made that will have to be paid 
for, that will be in addition to the $14.3 
trillion already on the books. Taken 
together, Gross said this is going to 
equal nearly $100 trillion. It is a num-
ber beyond anyone’s comprehension, it 
is hard to fathom what $100 trillion 
means to the American taxpayer, to 
America’s abilities, obligations and fi-
nancial responsibilities. Now, maybe 
$100 trillion is a little high. It doesn’t 
matter whether it is $80 trillion or $90 
trillion or $100 trillion; it is certainly 
going to put our country in a very, 
very difficult position. 

I wish to read one more piece from 
the CNBC interview with Bill Gross: 

We’ve always wondered who will buy 
Treasurys after the Federal Reserve pur-
chases the last of its $600 billion to end the 
second leg of its quantitative easing program 
later this month. It’s certainly not Pimco 
and it’s probably not the bond funds of the 
world. 

I quoted Erskine Bowles, who is a 
Democrat, was Chief of Staff for Presi-
dent Clinton and was one of the co-
authors of the fiscal commission report 
presented at the request of the Presi-
dent laying out the dire crisis we face 
and recommendations on how to ad-
dress it. Erskine Bowles, co-chair of 
the President’s fiscal reform commis-
sion, said that the growing national 
debt and Federal deficits are ‘‘a cancer 
and they are truly going to destroy 
this country from within, unless we 
have the common sense to do some-
thing about it.’’ 

This is the challenge before us—each 
Member of the House of Representa-
tives and each Member of the Senate 
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and the President of the United States. 
This dwarfs all other matters before 
this Congress. With all due respect, the 
Senate spending several weeks on the 
Small Business Innovation Research 
Act, the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s bill, and now the Economic De-
velopment Revitalization Act has left 
little time for the debate that ought to 
be undertaken on this floor in contin-
uous fashion to address this fiscal situ-
ation. The crisis has implications for 
the future of our country, the future of 
this Nation. 

The rapid escalation of the deficit 
and debt requires our full engage-
ment—not later but now. The growing 
consensus among those who have given 
serious analysis to our fiscal plight 
calls for an all-of-the-above approach 
in addressing the problem, including— 
dare I say it—entitlement spending, 
which essentially is Social Security, 
Medicaid, and Medicare. 

If Congress and the White House are 
serious about preventing the destruc-
tion of our economy, it is time we get 
serious about talking about entitle-
ments, including Medicare, because the 
hard truth is that if Medicare is not in-
cluded in the debate, any effort to put 
together any kind of a credible plan 
necessary to bring about fiscal sta-
bility will be defeated. 

Medicare has proven to be the great-
est fiscal challenge facing this country. 
It alone last year took in $1.8 trillion 
of new liabilities, which is more than 
we spend on all nondefense discre-
tionary spending. Nondefense discre-
tionary spending is that spending 
which goes to every other function of 
the Federal Government other than in-
terest on our national debt and manda-
tory spending. 

The Medicare trustees recently 
sounded alarm bells in a report an-
nouncing that the program’s total of 
unfunded future obligations is a stag-
gering $38.4 trillion. They cautioned 
that the hospital trust fund, known as 
Medicare Part A, will be exhausted by 
2024. This is 5 years earlier than what 
they had predicted just a year earlier. 
So 1 year has passed, and the trustees 
are now so alarmed they are saying we 
are going to run out of money 5 years 
earlier than we thought. What are they 
going to say next year? They will prob-
ably shorten that time even more. 

Economists and policy experts on 
both sides of the aisle—Republican, 
Democratic, conservative, liberal— 
have been warning about the dangers of 
Medicare spending and the impact on 
our national debt for years. Yet Con-
gress has punted its responsibilities, 
saying ‘‘we will take care of it after 
the next election.’’ 

Back in 2006, Chairman of the Fed-
eral Reserve Alan Greenspan warned 
lawmakers, saying that Medicare 
spending is unsustainable and could 
one day drive debt and government in-
terest rates substantially higher. I sug-
gest that date is here, and this crisis is 
knocking on our door. 

Michael Cannon, director of health 
policy studies at the Cato Institute, 

said: Nothing presents as great a 
threat to the Federal budget—and 
therefore to economic growth—as the 
persistent and rapid growth of Medi-
care spending. 

At a White House summit last year, 
President Obama recognized the 
unsustainability of entitlement spend-
ing. This is a quote from our President: 

Almost all of the long-term deficit and 
debt that we face relates to the exploding 
costs of Medicare and Medicaid. Almost all 
of it. That is the single biggest driver of our 
federal debt. And if we don’t get control over 
that, we can’t get control over our federal 
budget. 

I am quoting the words of the Presi-
dent of the United States, who now has 
taken the position that we shouldn’t 
address the Medicare problem. Yet, as 
President, he has said that almost all 
of the deficit and debt we face relates 
to the exploding costs of these two pro-
grams, Medicare and Medicaid. He re-
peats it by saying ‘‘almost all of it’’ 
and ‘‘the single biggest driver of our 
Federal debt.’’ 

Alice Rivlin, who served as budget di-
rector under President Bill Clinton, 
said it best: ‘‘There’s no mystery about 
what we ought to do, we just need to 
get on with it.’’ 

Madam President, we just need to get 
on with it. But that hasn’t happened. 
Despite the President’s own recogni-
tion of the single biggest driver of our 
Federal debt and despite the warning 
sirens from economists and even the 
Medicare trustees, the President has 
yet to submit a single proposal to ad-
dress this urgent problem. 

Others in positions of leadership have 
also decided to ignore these critical 
warnings about Medicare and its loom-
ing insolvency and threat to our fiscal 
house. They have rejected any pro-
posals for changing Medicare as we 
know it. Well, the category for these 
people are the ‘‘do-nothings.’’ 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has used 10 minutes. 

Mr. COATS. I ask unanimous consent 
for 2 more minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. COATS. Let me skip forward 
here. 

Despite the President’s own recogni-
tion of this problem, we have not taken 
this plan forward. There are do- 
nothings who think that if we do not 
act, Medicare will be secure. Actually, 
the do-nothings are the ones who are 
making Medicare’s future unstable. It 
is those who have taken the responsi-
bility to stand up and recognize this 
problem and be free and open in debate 
and honest with the American people 
who are the ones who have had the 
courage to go forward. Yet they get re-
viled for ‘‘throwing grandma under the 
bus’’ or taking Medicare away. 

I was approached by a person in a 
factory in Indiana who came up to me 
and said: You are taking away my 88- 
year-old mother’s health care. He was 
upset, and rightfully so, but I told him 

he is upset at the wrong person because 
we are trying to save that health care. 
We are trying to save Medicare. 

We have two options: We can either 
continue with the status quo and let 
Medicare go bankrupt or we can step 
up to the plate, debate thoughtful pro-
posals, and work to keep our promise 
to America’s seniors by enacting mean-
ingful reform. It is those of us who are 
willing to step up to the plate who are 
here to save Medicare, not destroy 
Medicare. It is those who are saying we 
need to do nothing or who refuse to do 
anything who are going to cause Medi-
care to go bankrupt and take benefits 
away from seniors. 

This is the debate we need to have. 
We are burdened by this. We need to 
address it. It is the challenge of the 
day. Let’s go forward, stand up, and do 
the right thing. 

I appreciate the extension of time. 
I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. I ask unanimous 

consent to speak as in morning busi-
ness and that I be followed by Senator 
COBURN. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

ETHANOL 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Madam President, 
I rise today to speak about the amend-
ment offered by my colleague, the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma, to the Economic 
Development Revitalization Act which 
would repeal the volumetric ethanol 
excise tax credit. His amendment is No. 
436. 

For months, there has been very 
heated public debate surrounding the 
blender tax credit for ethanol and the 
tariff on imported ethanol. Some of my 
colleagues advocate repealing ethanol 
tax incentives immediately, while oth-
ers are adamantly opposed to changing 
course on tax policy that was enacted 
at the end of the last Congress and 
would extend these tax credits through 
the end of this year. Regardless, it is 
clear that Congress must make a deci-
sion on whether to reform the ethanol 
blenders tax credit and import tariff 
this year. 

In my home State of Georgia, I see 
both the positive and the negative ef-
fects this tax policy has had. While it 
has spurred the growth of the ethanol 
industry, some say it has caused dras-
tic increases in the price of corn-based 
feedstock. 

A new study prepared for the upcom-
ing G20 meeting shows that biofuel 
subsidies are directly related to food 
price volatility. I believe that because 
the credit is set to expire in December 
of this year and many ethanol pro-
ducers have the credit embedded in 
their business plans, Congress should 
not immediately repeal the tax credit. 
When it expires at the end of this 
year—even though I have supported 
this tax credit for all the years I have 
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served in both the House and the Sen-
ate—I think the time has come for it to 
end. If we tell the blenders today that 
at the end of this year this tax credit is 
going to expire, it needs to expire then. 
So I do not intend to support an exten-
sion of that tax credit beginning upon 
the expiration at the end of this year. 

Regardless of where one stands on 
the underlying issue itself, I believe 
the amendment deserves to have a vote 
on its merits and not be blocked by 
procedural tactics. Because so much 
attention has been paid to the issue 
and because we have had such exten-
sive debates, this amendment deserves 
an up-or-down vote, rather than being 
stopped by a filibuster. For this reason, 
I intend to vote in favor of the motion 
to invoke cloture on the amendment of 
the Senator from Oklahoma, and I en-
courage my colleagues to do the same. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. COBURN. Madam President, may 

I make an inquiry of the Chair? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. COBURN. How much time re-

mains for the Republicans in morning 
business? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. There is 15 minutes 20 seconds. 

Mr. COBURN. I thank the Chair. 
These are interesting days in our 

country. We find ourselves in a very 
deep hole, and it is not the fault of the 
people; it is the fault of the Congress. 
We continue to spend money we do not 
have on things we do not need. When 
we do that personally, we end up filing 
bankruptcy. Pretty soon, we run out of 
new credit cards to take on, and we get 
to the point where we can’t pay our 
debts. That is a question that is in 
front of our country today as our econ-
omy is struggling and we have this 
massive debt. We ought to be about 
every small, medium, and large step we 
can take to solve the problem, not to 
solve the problem by saying we can’t 
pay our bills but to solve the problem 
so we create a prosperous future for 
our kids and those who follow us. 

There is a lot of controversy over the 
amendment I offered, and it is inac-
curately claimed by the majority lead-
er that this amendment was rule 
XIV’d. It was not rule XIV’d. According 
to the procedures of the Senate, you 
can file cloture on any amendment at 
any time. That is a privilege every 
Senator has. Why would somebody file 
cloture on an amendment? It is be-
cause, over the first 51⁄2 months of this 
year, through the leadership of the 
Senate, we have been unable to have a 
free and open debate and free and open 
offering of amendments. Because the 
procedure is rarely used does not mean 
it is not ethical and not accurate. As a 
matter of fact, the reason the proce-
dure was put there was in case at a 
point in time your rights as a Senator 
to offer amendments are being limited 
by the majority. That is why we have 
this rule. Because you can take 16 of 
your colleagues and file a cloture peti-
tion and, therefore, have a vote on 
your amendment. 

So what we are hearing going on in 
the background today is, the reason 
you shouldn’t vote for this amendment, 
even though you agree we should get 
rid of and save $3 billion, much as the 
Senator from California outlined, $3 
billion that the very people who are 
blending and receiving the $3 billion 
don’t want, the argument is, it is be-
cause they don’t like the way the 
amendment came to the floor. Explain 
to the people at home, you have an op-
portunity to save this country $3 bil-
lion and you know it is the right pol-
icy, but you are not going to vote for it 
because you don’t like the way the 
amendment came to the floor. I would 
remind my colleagues that of the $3 
billion we are going to save, 1.2 billion 
of it we are going to borrow from 
China, if we go on and spend it, and we 
are going to charge that 1.2 billion to 
our kids and grandkids. The inter-
esting point is, we have grown, over 20- 
some years, to rely on ethanol for 7 
percent of our fuel, and it has been a 
very expensive process. It is expensive 
directly because when you go to buy 
gasoline today, it is not the price you 
pay at the pump that you are actually 
paying. Take all the subsidies and all 
the tax credits and all the low-interest 
loans and all the nonrepayment of all 
the grants and all the moneys that 
have been put into this program, and 
when you buy that tank of gas, every 
gallon that you put into your car after 
you pay for it, you already paid $1.72 
through your taxes to have that gallon 
there. 

So we are not getting rid of the man-
date on ethanol. It is 71⁄2 percent. It has 
helped us in some ways. It is a very in-
efficient fuel that causes us to consume 
more fuel, produce more CO2. But the 
fact is, we have an amendment in the 
Chamber that is designed to take away 
a subsidy, and the only reason we are 
taking away the subsidy is because in 
law we are saying you have to do it 
anyway. 

I would introduce, for the record, a 
letter from the refiners that states— 
this is the National Petroleum Refiners 
Association, representing 97 percent of 
the people who get this tax credit—97 
percent of the $3 billion. They say they 
don’t want the $3 billion. The vote is 
going to come down to something very 
clear. We are going to give $3 billion to 
some of the most profitable companies 
in America or we are not. The inter-
esting fact is, they are saying: Please 
don’t give it to us. Please don’t give us 
this money. 

Think of the time when we are bor-
rowing the money to give to them and 
they are saying don’t give it to us. We 
are going to have a vote in the Cham-
ber and very likely not win because of 
a procedure or because of parochial in-
terests. The fact is, every gallon of eth-
anol that is blended to gasoline, who-
ever does the blending, gets 45 cents a 
gallon, and they don’t need it because 
they are going to blend it anyway. So 
the real question is, Will we continue 
to be ignorant in Washington of the 

common sense the American people 
want us to have? The common sense is, 
if you are paying somebody to do some-
thing and by law they have to do it 
anyway and then they write you a let-
ter and say: Please don’t pay me any-
more to do this, I am going to do it 
anyway, why would we continue to 
send them the money? Why would we 
continue to do that, especially when 40 
percent of it we have to borrow from 
the Chinese to be able to pay it to the 
American oil company? It makes no 
sense. There is no logic you can come 
up with. The calculations out of Iowa 
State University on this $3 billion is 
that the amount of jobs that have 
come out of this in the past cost $14 
million a year per job—14 million a 
year per job created out of this sub-
sidy. 

No wonder we are broke. No wonder 
we are failing financially. No wonder 
we are failing our children and our 
grandchildren, because we continue to 
do things that don’t have any correla-
tion with logic or common sense. I 
know the arguments. I know the argu-
ment is that, well, we passed this last 
year as part of the extension. Well, as 
a Republican, I was one of the few Re-
publicans who did not vote for that ex-
tension. Because not only did we pass 
additional tax cuts and additional un-
paid programs, we cut no spending to 
be able to pay for it. So what we did 
was borrow a whole bunch more money 
and not solve any of the critical issues 
that lie in front of our country. 

Forty percent of last year’s corn crop 
went to ethanol. As a matter of fact, 
there is so much ethanol production, 
last year we shipped 400 million gallons 
overseas. That is great, except when 
you take the time to think about that 
with that 400 million gallons, we sent 
$500 million worth of subsidy. So now 
we are subsidizing the ethanol that 
goes to Europe with your tax dollars so 
they can have cheaper gasoline than we 
have, because they are taking $1.72 per 
gallon and getting the benefit of our 
tax dollars to have cheaper ethanol in 
Europe than they can get from other 
places. 

So there is nothing about this that 
makes sense, other than if you are a 
wonk and study the politics and the 
procedures and the parochialism that 
goes on inside the political body. That 
is what has gotten us into trouble. We 
are more interested in power and posi-
tion and party. I am sick of both par-
ties. We better start focusing on the 
real problems in front of our country. 
We are going to have a $1.7 trillion def-
icit this year, and the way you get rid 
of that is 1 billion or 2 billion or 3 bil-
lion at a time. 

Here is something that makes abso-
lutely no sense. Here is something that 
has no true demand for it. Here is 
something that is $3 billion that the 
people we are paying it to say they 
don’t want, and we are not going to 
take them up on it? What part of stu-
pid are we? This is like a Ferrell movie. 
It doesn’t make sense. It is comedic. 
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We have had a lot of debate. Let me 
just talk for a minute about what is 
going on in the agricultural commu-
nity throughout this country if you are 
a poultry, milk or livestock producer. 

You can’t bring your cattle to 
feedlots right now because corn is too 
expensive—$7.65 a bushel yesterday. 
You can’t afford to fatten your cattle, 
so they are not bringing them in from 
the range. We are slaughtering dairy 
cows all across this country because 70 
percent of the cost of dairy cattle is 
the corn you feed them. We are going 
to get all sorts of untoward interrup-
tions and price increases in our food if 
we continue this policy. Seventy per-
cent of the cost for chickens is feed. We 
are having chicken processors close 
and go into bankruptcy. We are having 
chicken raisers, the actual chicken 
farms—a lot in Oklahoma, a lot in Ar-
kansas, a lot throughout the South, 
even over in Delaware and in Vir-
ginia—can’t afford to feed the chick-
ens. So what is going to happen be-
cause we have this false subsidy? The 
fact is, right now, 15 percent of the 
food increases in this country that you 
have seen in the last year are directly 
associated with this policy—directly 
associated with this policy. That 
doesn’t have any effect on the fact that 
what could we do by sending $7 corn 
out of this country to our balance of 
payments, which would help our trade 
imbalance? Instead, we are burning it, 
and it is a highly inefficient fuel. It is 
a highly inefficient fuel. Everybody 
knows that when they fill up with 15 
percent or 10 percent ethanol, they get 
much poorer gas mileage. Everybody 
knows that. In Oklahoma, we have all 
these stations where it says ‘‘ethanol 
free.’’ Why do people pay 10 or 15 cents 
more a gallon? Because they win on 
mileage. They actually get better per-
formance when they don’t have ethanol 
in their fuel. We all know that. It is 
just in some States you don’t have that 
option. We are fortunate. We can still 
buy real gas. 

I understand we have about 3 min-
utes remaining. I will close with the 
following statement. This is going to 
be a historic vote, not about ethanol, 
not about subsidies. It is going to be a 
historic vote that sends a signal to the 
American people. Either the people in 
Washington get it and are going to stop 
wasting money on programs they don’t 
need to waste money on and they are 
going to start acting in the best long- 
term interests of the country, they are 
either going to do that or they are not. 
So when we see the results of this vote, 
you are going to have a hard time ex-
plaining: I voted against that because I 
didn’t like the way the amendment 
came up. The fact is, here is $3 billion 
we don’t have to spend over the next 6 
months. If we don’t spend it, that is $3 
billion we are not going to have to bor-
row from our children and that they 
are not going to be paying interest on 
for the next 30 years. 

This comes down to the point in 
time, does this Senate recognize the 

amount of trouble we are in, and are 
Senators willing to give up parochial 
interests, procedural interests, are 
they willing to do what is necessary to 
put this country back on course? My 
hope and prayer is they are. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from North Dakota. 
f 

ENERGY 
Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 

rise this morning to talk about Amer-
ica’s energy future. The reality is we 
need a diversified energy future. What 
I mean by that is we need to develop 
all of our energy resources. In my 
home State of North Dakota, we are 
doing just that. We have coal, and we 
are developing clean coal technologies. 
We have oil and gas. We have hydro. 
We have biofuels—ethanol and bio-
diesel. We have solar. We have wind. 
We have biomass. We are working ag-
gressively to develop all of them, both 
traditional sources of energy and our 
renewable sources of energy. 

Ten years ago, in 2000 when I started 
as Governor of North Dakota, we set a 
course to develop a comprehensive en-
ergy plan to develop all of our energy 
resources, both traditional and renew-
able, and to do it in tandem, by encour-
aging private investment that would 
spur the development of new tech-
nologies—new technologies to develop 
traditional sources of energy and re-
newable sources of energy, and create 
new and exciting synergistic partner-
ships that would both diversify our en-
ergy mix, help us produce more energy 
most cost effectively, create good-qual-
ity jobs and improve environmental 
stewardship. 

That is exactly what is happening. 
That is exactly what is happening in 
our State. That is exactly what we 
need to do as a nation. Let me give you 
some examples from our State. Oil and 
gas. Oil and gas development has taken 
off in North Dakota. We are now the 
fourth largest oil-producing State in 
the Union. We recently passed States 
such as Oklahoma and Louisiana, pro-
ducing more oil, and we are producing 
it from new formations such as the 
Bakken Shale and the Three Forks, 
and we are doing it with new tech-
nologies: directional and horizontal 
drilling. We figured out how to use 
those technologies such as directional 
drilling and hydraulic fracturing in 
new ways that produce more energy 
but do it with good environmental 
stewardship. For example, in the case 
of hydraulic fracturing, we recycle the 
water. We go down 2 miles under-
ground, we drill directionally under-
ground for miles. So it is a small foot-
print. One well now produces what 
maybe 10 or 12 wells used to produce. 
The water we use to force the oil to the 
surface we send back down; we recycle 
it—we use it again—and ultimately we 
put it back down the hole where we 
drew it from in the first place when it 
came up with much of the oil that is 
produced. 

In the case of coal, we take lignite 
coal and we produce synthetic natural 
gas. We put it in pipelines and we send 
it to other parts of the country, just 
like the gas you pull out of the ground. 
At the same time, in one of our plants, 
we are capturing CO2, the carbon diox-
ide. We are capturing it, we are com-
pressing it, we are putting it in pipe-
lines, and we are sending it off to the 
oilfields for second or tertiary oil re-
covery. 

Those are some of the new develop-
ments we are undertaking in tradi-
tional sources of energy. But as we do 
that with things such as oil and gas 
and coal, we are also developing the re-
newables. For example, wind. Our 
State is now the ninth largest wind en-
ergy State of all 50. We are continuing 
to move up the ranks, and that in-
cludes investing billions of dollars to 
make it happen. Again, that is more 
energy for our country, from more di-
versified sources, creating good jobs in 
the process. 

Think how important that is. Think 
how important it is to create good jobs 
at a time when we have more than 9 
percent unemployment, 15-plus million 
people out of work, an economy that 
we need to get going and growing. En-
ergy development represents an incred-
ible opportunity to make that happen. 
But when we talk about energy devel-
opment, we need all of the different 
sources of energy. Each has strengths 
and each has weaknesses. That is why 
we need the mix. 

In our State we also produce biofuels: 
ethanol and biodiesel. Clearly the dis-
cussion today is how do we best create 
that environment to continue the de-
velopment, the production, and the 
growth of ethanol in a way that is cost 
effective, that serves the taxpayers of 
the country, but continues to develop 
that vital industry for our country at a 
time when we need to reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil, when we need 
more domestically produced energy, 
when we need quality jobs, when we 
need a growing economy. 

We can do it. We can do it with the 
right kind of energy policy—with the 
right kind of energy policy—and that is 
what we are talking about today. 
Think about ethanol. It helps reduce 
our dependence on foreign oil. For 
every gallon of ethanol we use as part 
of the fuel mix, that is 1 less gallon of 
gasoline we are bringing in from the 
Middle East, and by increasing supply 
we help reduce the cost of gasoline at 
the pump for our consumers. 

In addition to that, we are creating 
good-paying American jobs. In 2010, the 
ethanol industry employed 400,000 
workers in good jobs throughout the 
United States—400,000 jobs. It provided 
an important market for American 
farmers throughout our country. It dis-
placed the need for 445 million barrels 
of foreign oil. Let me repeat that. It 
displaced the need for 445 million bar-
rels of foreign oil. It reduced the price 
of gasoline at the pump by 80 cents a 
gallon for the American consumer. 
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In addition to all of that, the ethanol 

industry paid $11 billion in Federal 
taxes in 2010. I want to emphasize that 
point. In 2010, the ethanol industry 
paid $11 billion in Federal tax. So it is 
an important industry to our country 
and we need it to continue. 

The point of the discussion today, 
though, is how best to do that. So for 
this discussion today, how do we create 
the right environment to stimulate pri-
vate investment so we have that grow-
ing economy, we have more jobs, we 
have more energy, but we also generate 
more tax revenues with less govern-
ment spending so we both grow our 
way out of this debt and deficit, we get 
this economy going, we create a better 
energy future for these young people 
and young people all over our great 
country. 

That is why I have sponsored legisla-
tion, along with Senator THUNE and 
Senator KLOBUCHAR, that will reform 
the ethanol tax credit. It will provide 
deficit reduction and set us on the 
right path for alternative fuel develop-
ment in our country for the long run. 
The legislation is called the Ethanol 
Tax Reform and Deficit Reduction 
Plan. 

It is the right way to transition from 
the current VEETC, the volumetric 
ethanol excise tax credit, rather than 
the amendment today to simply do 
away with VEETC. This is the right 
transition for us to make from the 
VEETC to creating the right environ-
ment to stimulate investment and en-
ergy growth in biofuels for the future. 
The ethanol tax reform and deficit re-
duction plan provides $1 billion in def-
icit reduction right away—provides $1 
billion in deficit reduction. But it also 
provides the right transition for eth-
anol by providing the right kind of en-
ergy policy. Specifically, we provide in-
centives for things such as blender 
pumps that offer consumers choice. We 
provide the right kind of incentives for 
research, development, and deployment 
of second-generation ethanol, specifi-
cally cellulosic ethanol, so that instead 
of making ethanol from food products, 
we make it from stover and wheat 
straw and other sources. 

By combining blender pumps, flex 
fuel vehicles, and commonsense regula-
tion on the part of the EPA that en-
courages higher fuel blends, we create 
the business environment that will fos-
ter growth in the ethanol industry. 

What does that mean? That means, 
No. 1, we avoid the ongoing cost of sub-
sidies such as the VEETC. Second, we 
set the ethanol industry up for long- 
term growth. Third, we gain jobs. We 
gain jobs at a time when we badly need 
them. We produce more energy, which 
reduces our dependence on foreign oil, 
and we gain tax revenues. We gain tax 
revenues to help reduce our deficit. 

So we not only spend less directly, 
helping to reduce the deficit, we grow 
our economy, and that growing econ-
omy builds on the $11 billion that the 
industry is already paying in Federal 
taxes, and we grow that base while we 

are growing our jobs. That is the right 
way to move forward, to move out of 
our deficit situation in this economy, 
to get our economy going and also to 
produce more energy. 

This is a market-based approach that 
will give customers more choice and 
also reduce their fuel costs. For exam-
ple, you go into the station, there is a 
blender pump there. You have a flex 
fuel vehicle. You can dial up whatever 
blend you choose, anywhere from 0 per-
cent biofuels all the way up to 85 per-
cent, whatever works best for you, 
whatever works best for your pocket-
book, whatever works best for your ve-
hicle. 

We have blender pumps in my State. 
We have an incentive for blender 
pumps in my State. As a result, we 
have more blender pumps than any 
other State in the country. The reality 
is today, if you buy fuel in North Da-
kota, almost all of the fuel you buy 
will have ethanol in it and you do not 
even realize it. Why? Because at a 90–10 
percent blend, every vehicle can use it, 
and it is the lowest price gasoline at 
the pump, so dealers want to sell it. 
Consumers buy it. They simply buy it 
because they pick the lowest priced 
fuel at the pump. It is a 90–10 blend. 

That is where we are going with this, 
a market-based approach. That is how 
it can work for the benefit of our econ-
omy, for the benefit of our energy fu-
ture, for the benefit of reducing spend-
ing, and for the benefit of growing our 
tax revenues. That is the choice we 
have today. That is the right way to 
approach job creation and energy de-
velopment in our country. We are re-
ducing spending. We are improving and 
creating an environment for private 
sector investment that will help us 
build a probusiness climate for energy 
and economic growth in our country. 

I urge my fellow Senators to make 
that progrowth choice. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TESTER). Morning business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF CLAIRE C. CECCHI 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
NEW JERSEY 

NOMINATION OF ESTHER SALAS 
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
NEW JERSEY 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nominations which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nominations of Claire C. Cecchi, of 

New Jersey, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of New Jer-
sey, and Esther Salas, of New Jersey, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the District of New Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 1 hour 
for debate equally divided and con-
trolled between the two leaders or 
their designees. 

The Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, 

today is a distinct honor for me to 
have the opportunity to fulfill the con-
stitutional commitment that each of 
us has to assure the public at large 
that justice is being administered as it 
should be. We fulfill this commitment 
by making sure vacancies on the Fed-
eral bench are filled with individuals 
who have the proper experience and 
will provide the kind of fairness and 
balance in decisionmaking that con-
firms America’s basic tenets. 

Mr. President, during a 2-year hiatus 
that I took from the Senate, I was hon-
ored with the naming of a Federal 
courthouse in Newark after me, and I 
was so pleased to have that association 
with the justice administered in our so-
ciety. Before the building was dedi-
cated, I asked that an inscription that 
I authored be placed on the wall. It 
reads exactly as I labored to write it. It 
says: 

The true measure of a democracy is the 
dispensation of justice. 

As a matter of fact, when I shared 
that moment with my dear departed 
colleague, Senator Ted Kennedy, who 
questioned whether I wrote it because 
he knew I wasn’t a lawyer, we joked 
about it, and I confirmed it. That is the 
way I saw things. 

The sentiment behind that quote un-
derscores how seriously I take my role 
in recommending New Jersey District 
Court nominees to President Obama. 
That is why I am so proud to come to 
the floor today and urge my colleagues 
to confirm President Obama’s nomina-
tion of Judge Claire Cecchi and Judge 
Esther Salas to the U.S. District Court 
for New Jersey. Both are well qualified 
for the court, having devoted their ca-
reers to upholding the rule of law. 

Throughout her career, Judge Cecchi 
has demonstrated her ability to navi-
gate complicated legal matters and 
manage complex cases. During the con-
firmation process, she showed her tem-
perament and diligence, she let us 
know something of her candor, and dis-
played the kind of character that she 
brings to the bench. 

For the past 5 years, Judge Cecchi 
has served as a U.S. magistrate judge 
in the District of New Jersey, where 
she has presided over hundreds of civil 
and criminal cases. 

Before joining the bench, Judge 
Cecchi spent 14 years in private prac-
tice, focusing on complex civil litiga-
tion. One of her passions is to encour-
age young people to pursue a career in 
the law. She has hosted Bring Your 
Child to Work Day programs in the dis-
trict court, as well as a mock trial for 
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a local sixth grade class, to let young 
people have some understanding of 
what goes into making sure justice is 
fairly served in the Federal courts. 

Judge Cecchi’s community spirit is 
pronounced in her activities. She has 
volunteered for the Junior League, Or-
phans with AIDS, the Human Needs 
Food Pantry, and the Salvation Army, 
to name just a few. 

She graduated from Fordham Univer-
sity Law School, and cum laude from 
Barnard College at Columbia Univer-
sity. Before being appointed to the 
bench, she was a partner at two New 
Jersey law firms, and she was an as-
sistant corporation counsel for the 
City of New York. 

Like Judge Cecchi, Judge Salas has 
earned the respect and admiration of 
New Jersey’s legal community—first as 
an accomplished litigator and, for the 
past 5 years, as a U.S. magistrate 
judge. She was the first Latina in New 
Jersey to serve as a magistrate judge. 

In a newspaper profile a few years 
ago, Judge Salas recalled how, when 
she was 10 years old, her family lost ev-
erything in a fire in the apartment 
building where they lived. The judge’s 
mother said to her: 

Things are going to be fine. We’ve gotten 
this far, and we are going to make it. 

What determination that showed. I 
like to tell this story because I believe 
it demonstrates how Judge Salas’s ex-
periences have shaped her life and her 
career. She has known hardship, but 
she has also known great success as a 
member of New Jersey’s legal commu-
nity. 

Before Judge Salas became a mag-
istrate judge, she served 9 years as an 
assistant Federal public defender in 
Newark, representing indigent clients 
in a variety of cases. In addition, Judge 
Salas has worked in private practice, 
handling appellate work for a New Jer-
sey law firm. She is a graduate of the 
Rutgers University School of Law, and 
she clerked for New Jersey Superior 
Court Judge Eugene Codey. 

Additionally, Judge Salas has served 
as the president of the Hispanic Bar 
Association of New Jersey, an organi-
zation to which she has devoted count-
less volunteer hours throughout her ca-
reer. 

As I shared with the Judiciary Com-
mittee when I introduced Judge Cecchi 
and Judge Salas in March, I am not a 
lawyer, but I have a deep and abiding 
respect for the law. I was pleased to 
recommend Judge Claire Cecchi and 
Judge Esther Salas because both are 
unquestionably qualified to serve on 
the district court, and they will bring 
honor to the people of New Jersey and 
our country. 

I am confident that my colleagues in 
the Senate will agree and vote over-
whelmingly to confirm their nomina-
tions. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the time 
during the quorum call be equally di-
vided, and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
rise to urge my colleagues to vote for 
the confirmation of two of New Jer-
sey’s most outstanding judicial profes-
sionals to fill two vacancies for United 
States District Court judges for the 
District of New Jersey. I understand 
that vote will be taking place around 
noon. Both of these very qualified 
women are now U.S. magistrate judges. 

Judge Claire Cecchi and Judge Esther 
Salas are among the most respected 
leaders in New Jersey’s judicial com-
munity. Both have demonstrated skill 
and professionalism on the bench and 
an impressive ability to manage the 
heavy and complex dockets before 
them. 

Judge Cecchi has a broad range of 
litigation experience, having worked in 
the private sector for over 14 years. 
After serving in the Office of Corpora-
tion Counsel for the City of New York, 
she practiced with Robinson, St. John 
& Wayne, and later with Robinson, 
Lapidus, and Livelli, both large and 
well-respected New Jersey firms. 

She has been no stranger to complex 
litigation for both defendants and 
plaintiffs. In the course of her distin-
guished career, she has focused on a 
range of challenging issues—from secu-
rity litigation and complex tort mat-
ters to employment law, criminal 
cases, construction cases, and con-
tracts. In handling a case involving a 
suit by the Securities and Exchange 
Commission—a prominent case against 
two companies in Federal Court in the 
Southern District of New York—Judge 
Cecchi demonstrated outstanding legal 
skills. She was singled out by many in 
the legal profession in New Jersey for 
her depth and range of knowledge on 
the subject and for her conduct of the 
case. 

Judge Cecchi later went to the firm 
of Carpenter, Bennet & Morrisey, the 
second oldest law firm in New Jersey, 
where she worked for almost a decade 
developing a range of experience in en-
vironmental and toxic tort cases, class 
actions, patent cases, and employment 
law. 

She is a graduate of Fordham Univer-
sity and Barnard College at Columbia 
University, and began her career clerk-
ing for the Honorable Kevin Thomas 

Duffy of the Southern District of New 
York. 

As a U.S. magistrate judge, she has 
shown a unique set of judicial skills 
that makes her an exceptional choice 
for the position of United States Dis-
trict Court Judge for the District of 
New Jersey, and I urge my colleagues 
to vote to confirm her nomination. 

Magistrate Judge Esther Salas has 
been an exceptional public servant. In 
2006, she became the first Hispanic to 
serve as a U.S. magistrate judge for the 
District of New Jersey. In her handling 
of a docket of well over 400 cases, she 
has earned the respect of many in the 
legal community who have said she is 
the finest judge they have worked with 
in many years of practice. 

In a 10-year environmental dispute 
involving 350 attorneys, she managed 
the resulting avalanche of motions and 
countermotions involving Federal and 
State claims for more than $300 million 
in cleanup costs and damages. Her han-
dling of the case prompted several law-
yers not only to credit her with being 
the principal moving force in bringing 
the parties to agreement but recom-
mending her to the Judiciary Com-
mittee with their unqualified support. 

Prior to serving as a U.S. magistrate 
judge, Judge Salas worked for almost 
10 years in the Federal Public Defend-
ers Office, where she zealously provided 
her clients with her best legal advice 
and a skilled defense in what were 
often difficult and complex cases. 

Judge Salas clerked with distinction 
for Superior Court Judge Eugene 
Codey, and—a proud New Jerseyan— 
she earned her degrees from Rutgers 
University and Rutgers University Law 
School. 

She is a respected member of the New 
Jersey State Bar, a past president of 
the Hispanic bar of New Jersey, and an 
extraordinary jurist. 

These two extraordinary nominees— 
two of New Jersey’s most respected 
legal professionals—both deserve con-
firmation by the full Senate as U.S. 
District Court Judges for the District 
of New Jersey. I urge my colleagues to 
confirm their nominations and give 
New Jersey two respected and distin-
guished District Court judges who have 
earned the confidence of the legal com-
munity in my State, the recommenda-
tion of the Judiciary Committee and, 
in my view, deserve a unanimous vote 
in the full Senate. 

Mr. President, with that, I yield the 
floor, and I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the Sen-
ate last confirmed a judicial nominee 
on May 17, almost 1 month ago. This is 
despite the fact that almost a score of 
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qualified nominees have been awaiting 
final consideration since that date. 
Last month, the Senate recessed for 
Memorial Day with 19 judicial nomi-
nees pending on the Senate’s Executive 
Calendar. Of those, 16 are by anyone’s 
definition consensus nominees. All 16 
were unanimously approved by every 
Republican and every Democratic Sen-
ator on the Judiciary Committee after 
thorough review. They are all sup-
ported by their home State Senators, 
Republicans and Democrats. These are 
the kind of nominees who in past years 
would be confirmed within days of 
being reported to the Senate and with-
out the extended delays that now bur-
den every nomination. 

With judicial vacancies continuing at 
crisis levels, affecting the ability of 
courts to provide justice to Americans 
around the country, I have been urging 
the Senate to vote on the judicial 
nominations reported favorably by the 
Judiciary Committee and pending on 
the Senate’s Executive Calendar. My 
efforts have not yielded much success 
or sense of urgency. Nor have the 
statements by the Chief Justice of the 
United States, the Attorney General of 
the United States, the White House 
counsel, the Federal Bar Association 
and a number of Federal judges across 
the country. 

Those who delay or prevent the fill-
ing of these vacancies must understand 
that they are delaying and preventing 
the administration of justice. We can 
pass all the bills we want to protect 
American taxpayers from fraud and 
other crimes, but you cannot lock up 
criminals or recover ill-gotten gains if 
you do not have judges. The mounting 
backlogs of civil and criminal cases are 
growing larger. 

We should have regular votes on 
President Obama’s highly qualified 
nominees, instead of more delays. With 
vacancies still totaling more than 90 on 
Federal courts throughout the country, 
and with nearly two dozen future va-
cancies on the horizon, there is no time 
to delay consideration of these nomina-
tions. Had we taken positive action on 
the consensus nominees, vacancies 
would have been reduced to below 80 
for the first time since the beginning of 
President Obama’s administration. 

All of the nominations reported by 
the Judiciary Committee and pending 
on the Senate’s Executive Calendar 
have been through the committee’s fair 
and thorough process. We review exten-
sive background material on each 
nominee. All Senators on the com-
mittee, Democratic and Republican, 
have the opportunity to ask the nomi-
nees questions at a live hearing. Sen-
ators also have the opportunity to ask 
questions in writing following the 
hearing and to meet with the nomi-
nees. All of these nominees which the 
committee reported to the Senate have 
a strong commitment to the rule of law 
and a demonstrated faithfulness to the 
Constitution. All have the support of 
their home state Senators, both Repub-
lican and Democratic. They should not 

be delayed for weeks and months need-
lessly after being so thoroughly and 
fairly considered by the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Today, the Senate is being allowed to 
vote on two more of President Obama’s 
outstanding judicial nominees, Esther 
Salas and Claire Cecchi—both cur-
rently Federal magistrate judges for 
the U.S. District Court for the District 
of New Jersey, the court to which they 
are nominated. Judge Salas previously 
served as a Federal public defender and 
in private practice. She is a graduate of 
Rutgers University and Rutgers Uni-
versity School of Law. Judge Cecchi 
previously worked in private practice 
and for the city of New York. She grad-
uated from Barnard College of Colum-
bia University and Fordham University 
School of Law. Judge Salas and Judge 
Cecchi both have the strong support of 
their home state Senators, Senator 
LAUTENBERG and Senator MENENDEZ. 

After today’s votes on the two New 
Jersey nominees, there will remain 
more than a dozen other judicial nomi-
nations that were reported unani-
mously and that are being stalled for 
no good reason and without justifica-
tion. They include several nominees to 
fill judicial emergency vacancies, in-
cluding Paul Engelmayer and William 
Kuntz of New York, Richard Brooke 
Jackson of Colorado, Kathleen Wil-
liams of Florida, and Nelva Gonzales 
Ramos of Texas, as well as Henry 
Floyd of South Carolina to the Fourth 
Circuit. 

Other nominations reported unani-
mously and without any opposition are 
Paul Oetken of New York, Romana 
Manglona of the Mariana Islands, Sara 
Lynn Darrow of Illinois, John Andrew 
Ross of Missouri, Timothy M. Cain of 
South Carolina, Nanette Jolivette 
Brown of Louisiana and Nancy 
Torreson of Maine. Some have been 
needlessly stalled before the Senate for 
months. Those with home state Repub-
lican Senators in support include Ber-
nice Donald of Tennessee to the Sixth 
Circuit, Henry Floyd of South Carolina 
to the Fourth Circuit, Sara Lynn 
Darrow of Illinois, Kathleen Williams 
of Florida, Nelva Gonzales Ramos of 
Texas, John Andrew Ross of Missouri, 
Timothy Cain of South Carolina, Nan-
nette Jolivette Brown of Louisiana, 
and Nancy Torresen of Maine. In spite 
of all this, we continue to be unable to 
secure consent from the Republican 
leadership for the Senate to consider 
and vote on these nominations. They 
will all be confirmed if allowed to be 
considered. 

We could have made significant 
progress helping Americans seeking 
justice in our Federal courts before the 
Memorial Day recess. I hope Senators 
across the aisle can join together with 
us and work with the President to pro-
vide needed judicial resources before 
our Fourth of July recess. 

I congratulate both of the out-
standing nominees we will confirm 
today, and their families on what I ex-
pect will be their unanimous confirma-
tions today. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today, the Senate will confirm two 
more of President Obama’s judicial 
nominees. Both nominees are for seats 
in the District of New Jersey. With 
these confirmations today, the District 
of New Jersey will be fully staffed, 
with no vacancies. 

I have been working throughout this 
Congress to confirm consensus nomi-
nees. Yet we continue to hear com-
plaints in the blogs and elsewhere on 
the lack of confirmations or on the 
slow pace of confirmations. I think the 
record demonstrates otherwise. We 
have taken positive action on more 
than 60 percent of President Obama’s 
nominees in this Congress. We have re-
ported out of committee more than 
half the nominees. Twenty-six nomi-
nees will have been confirmed after 
today. Even with this pace, I remind 
my colleagues that we continue to 
carefully review the qualifications of 
all nominees. This is not a pro forma 
process. We expect quality nominations 
from the President, not just quantity. 

Today, the Senate will consider two 
nominations, both to be U.S. district 
judge for the District of New Jersey. 
Since 2006, both have been serving as a 
U.S. magistrate judge for the District 
of New Jersey. I congratulate these 
nominees. 

The first nominee is Claire Cecchi. 
Judge Cecchi received her bachelor’s 
degree from Barnard College, Columbia 
University in 1986, and her juris doc-
torate from Fordham University 
School of Law in 1989. 

Upon graduation, Judge Cecchi 
worked for the Office of Corporation 
Counsel for the city of New York. In 
1992 she became an associate with the 
firm of Robinson, St. John & Wayne 
and its successor firm, Robinson, 
Lapidus & Livelli. There she focused 
her work in general practice with an 
emphasis on securities litigation. In 
1997 Judge Cecchi joined the firm of 
Carpenter, Bennett & Morrissey, where 
she handled general litigation, includ-
ing products liability, employment, 
antitrust, and patent law cases. She be-
came a partner in that firm in 2001. In 
2004 she joined the firm McElroy, 
Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpetner, as of 
counsel. She was a partner in that firm 
in 2005 to 2006. Judge Cecchi also served 
as a State-certified mediator for the 
New Jersey State courts system while 
in private practice. She was appointed 
a magistrate judge in 2006, where she 
presides over pretrial motions, medi-
ations, and settlements. 

The American Bar Association has 
rated Judge Cecchi ‘‘majority quali-
fied, minority well qualified.’’ 

The second nominee, Esther Salas, 
received both her bachelor’s and juris 
doctorate from Rutgers University in 
1991 and 1994, respectively. 

Judge Salas began her legal career as 
a law clerk for Judge Eugene Cody of 
the Superior Court of New Jersey. 
After her clerkship, Judge Salas 
worked at the firm of Garces & 
Grabler, where she handled criminal 
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work and appellate matters. In 1997, 
she joined the Office of the Federal 
Public Defender as an assistant public 
defender, working for indigent crimi-
nals in Federal criminal matters. She 
was appointed as a U.S. magistrate 
judge for the District of New Jersey in 
2006. 

The American Bar Association has 
rated Judge Salas unanimously ‘‘well 
qualified.’’ 

I support these two nominees and 
congratulate them for their achieve-
ment and public service. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I now yield back 
all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, all time is yielded back. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Claire C. Cecchi, of New Jersey, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
District of New Jersey? 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY) and the Senator from Hawaii 
(Mr. INOUYE) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 98, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 88 Ex.] 
YEAS—98 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Bingaman 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown (MA) 
Brown (OH) 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Conrad 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kerry 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Kyl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Lee 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Lugar 
Manchin 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Moran 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Nelson (FL) 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Casey Inouye 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the next nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Esther Salas, of New Jersey, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the District of New Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is, 
Will the Senate advise and consent to 
the nomination of Esther Salas, of New 
Jersey, to be United States District 
Judge for the District of New Jersey? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

President will be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, notwith-
standing the previous order, I ask 
unanimous consent that there be 5 
minutes of debate equally divided and 
controlled between the proponents and 
opponents of the Coburn amendment 
No. 436, as modified, prior to a cloture 
vote on the Coburn amendment. That 
would be for debate only. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, that debate 

would come after the recess. 
f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:36 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. WEBB). 

f 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
REVITALIZATION ACT OF 2011 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 782, which the 
clerk will report by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 782) to amend the Public Works 

and Economic Development Act of 1965 to re-
authorize that Act, and for other purposes. 

Pending: 
DeMint amendment No. 394, to repeal the 

Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act. 

Paul amendment No. 414, to implement the 
President’s request to increase the statutory 
limit on the public debt. 

Cardin amendment No. 407, to require the 
FHA to equitably treat homebuyers who 
have repaid in full their FHA-insured mort-
gages. 

Merkley/Snowe amendment No. 428, to es-
tablish clear regulatory standards for mort-
gage servicers. 

Kohl amendment No. 389, to amend the 
Sherman Act to make oil-producing and ex-
porting cartels illegal. 

Hutchison amendment No. 423, to delay the 
implementation of the health reform law in 
the United States until there is final resolu-
tion in pending lawsuits. 

Portman amendment No. 417, to provide 
for the inclusion of independent regulatory 

agencies in the application of the Unfunded 
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1501 et 
seq.). 

Portman amendment No. 418, to amend the 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (2 
U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) to strengthen the eco-
nomic impact analyses for major rules, re-
quire agencies to analyze the effect of major 
rules on jobs, and require adoption of the 
least burdensome regulatory means. 

McCain amendment No. 411, to prohibit the 
use of Federal funds to construct ethanol 
blender pumps or ethanol storage facilities. 

McCain amendment No. 412, to repeal the 
wage rate requirements commonly known as 
the Davis-Beacon Act. 

Merkley amendment No. 440, to require the 
Secretary of Energy to establish an Energy 
Efficiency Loan Program under which the 
Secretary shall make funds available to 
States to support financial assistance pro-
vided by qualified energy efficiency or re-
newable efficiency improvements. 

Coburn modified amendment No. 436, to re-
peal the volumetric ethanol excise tax cred-
it. 

Brown (MA)/Snowe amendment No. 405, to 
repeal the imposition of withholding on cer-
tain payments made to vendors by govern-
ment entities. 

Inhofe amendment No. 430, to reduce 
amounts authorized to be appropriated. 

Inhofe amendment No. 438, to provide for 
the establishment of a committee to assess 
the effects of certain Federal regulatory 
mandates. 

Merkley amendment No. 427, to make a 
technical correction to the HUBZone des-
ignation process. 

McCain amendment No. 441 (to Coburn 
modified amendment No. 436), to prohibit the 
use of Federal funds to construct ethanol 
blender pumps or ethanol storage facilities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 5 min-
utes for debate only equally divided on 
amendment No. 436, as modified, of-
fered by the Senator from Oklahoma, 
Mr. COBURN. 

Who yields time? No one has yielded 
time. Time will be charged equally to 
both sides. 

The Senator from Minnesota. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 

am speaking on this amendment. I op-
pose the amendment. I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. There is going 
to be a change with biofuels in this 
country. We are going to see a phasing 
out of the support for biofuels in terms 
of Federal policy. But the time to do it 
is not in the middle of the year after 7 
years of Federal support with 5 days’ 
notice. 

Senator THUNE and I have an alter-
native bill that actually takes the rest 
of the year, the last 6 months of this 
year, the funding, and puts $1 billion 
into deficit reduction, and then allows 
the industry to keep its footing so it 
can actually compete with oil. 

I would remind my colleagues that 
this is now 10 percent of our fuel sup-
ply. There have been studies done that 
show the price of gasoline would esca-
late up to $1 more a gallon if the rug 
were suddenly pulled out from under 
this industry. It is the only competi-
tion with oil. So while this industry, 
unlike the oil industry, has acknowl-
edged that there is change ahead and 
that they are willing to be part of this 
change and actually put money on the 
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table, the time to do it is not now on 
an unrelated bill with no discussion of 
a comprehensive energy plan for this 
country. 

I know Senator THUNE would like to 
talk about his opposition to this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I urge my 
colleagues to vote no on this motion. 
As the Senator from Minnesota has 
pointed out, there is a better way to do 
this. I think we can all work together 
in a constructive way and accomplish 
what the proponents of this amend-
ment want to do, but do it in a way 
that does not disrupt this industry. 

In December, 81 Senators—81 Sen-
ators—voted for tax policy. Here we are 
6 months later and we are going to say 
we are going to pull the rug out. We 
are going to tell you guys just to go 
pound sand—after giving them a com-
mitment back in December that we 
would have this tax policy in place 
until the end of the year. 

That is not the way to do business. 
This can be done in the right way. I 
urge my colleagues to defeat this mo-
tion, and then we can work together to 
try to get to where we have a solution 
in place that is good for jobs, good for 
the energy industry in this country, 
and good for the taxpayers of America. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, one nega-
tive aspect of Senator COBURN’s amend-
ment No. 436, as modified, to the Eco-
nomic Development Revitalization Act 
of 2011 is that it is a tax increase that 
is not offset by a tax cut of an equal or 
greater amount. 

It takes away a tax incentive and 
therefore increases taxes but fails to 
cut taxes in another area, such as by 
lowering tax rates. I do not favor tak-
ing away tax incentives without cut-
ting taxes in other areas to reach a 
revenue-neutral result. 

Revenue-neutrality should be judged 
using a current-policy baseline and not 
the unrealistic current-law baseline 
that builds in trillions of dollars of tax 
increases. 

However, in this case, the policy con-
siderations regarding ending the tax 
incentive for corn-based ethanol out-
weigh this general principle. I will note 
that this is not the case for the larger- 
dollar, and more significant, tax incen-
tives such as the home mortgage inter-
est deduction. 

With respect to these tax incentives, 
any changes that increase revenue 
must be offset with a tax cut in an-
other area, such as by lowering tax 
rates. My vote in favor of the Coburn 
amendment should not be viewed as a 
precedent for increasing taxes. 

Taxes are already headed higher than 
they historically have been according 
to the nonpartisan Congressional Budg-
et Office. Americans are not 
undertaxed, Washington overspends, 
and we need to get that spending under 
control. 

In terms of energy policy for our Na-
tion, I think the case is more clear in 

favor of this amendment. I do not be-
lieve it makes sense to provide a tax 
incentive for a product that is also 
mandated by the Federal Government, 
which is what we have with ethanol. 
Moreover, energy tax incentives should 
be a temporary boost, not a long-term 
strategy to support an energy source 
that cannot compete on its own. I be-
lieve the time has come for corn eth-
anol to stand on its own as a transpor-
tation fuel. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
will vote today against cloture on 
amendment No. 436, dealing with sub-
sidies for the ethanol industry, because 
its author used inappropriate proce-
dural tactics to attach it to an unre-
lated bill devoted to economic develop-
ment. 

I support eliminating unnecessary 
tax subsidies to the ethanol industry, 
but today’s vote is a political maneu-
ver orchestrated by members of the mi-
nority party. I am pleased that the 
Senate will have an opportunity to 
vote on the merits of this issue, with-
out extraneous debates over Senate 
procedure and process, in the coming 
days. 

I will then support this measure to 
eliminate subsidies to the ethanol in-
dustry, which is necessary to save tax-
payer dollars, reduce the deficit, and 
rein in our national debt. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
rise to discuss my vote on the motion 
to invoke cloture on Senator COBURN’s 
amendment to the Economic Develop-
ment Revitalization Act of 2011 to re-
peal the volumetric ethanol excise tax 
credit and the tariff on ethanol im-
ports. I will vote against cloture on 
this amendment because of assurances 
that there would be another vote on 
ethanol subsidies in the near future 
without the extraordinary procedural 
problems occasioned by this amend-
ment as it was brought to the floor. 

My position on corn ethanol sub-
sidies is clear. I am a cosponsor of Sen-
ator COBURN’s Volumetric Ethanol Ex-
cise Tax Credit Repeal Act. I also 
signed a letter last fall along with sev-
eral of my colleagues opposing the cur-
rent extension of the volumetric eth-
anol excise tax credit and the tariff on 
ethanol imports. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, we have 

introduced into the RECORD the indus-
try that gets this tax credit—they rep-
resent 97 percent of all of the ethanol 
that is blended—does not want the $3 
billion. They say it is not a disruption 
to them, and, in fact, it is $3 billion 
that we cannot afford to pay. 

It is something that already has ac-
complished its purpose through a gov-
ernment mandate. I would yield the re-
mainder of my time to the Senator 
from California, Mrs. FEINSTEIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California is recognized. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Oklahoma. I 

think everybody in this body now 
knows that I am strongly for this 
measure. Unfortunately, I think it has 
created a lot of feelings that really do 
not work to the benefit of this body. 

It is my understanding there is an 
offer from the leader that we will have 
a vote by Friday next, which means a 
week from this Friday. I tend to just 
say what I think. On our side, I think 
there are real concerns about the proc-
ess used to bring this amendment to 
the floor. I think that has created 
some, unfortunately, very bad feelings 
which even are enough to affect peo-
ple’s votes. 

My view has been a little different. I 
have watched this ethanol amendment 
go from $1.5 billion in the early part of 
the 2000s to where it costs $5.7 billion 
now. It is a triple crown. It is a sub-
sidy, it is a mandate, it is a protective 
tariff. It should go. I have no question 
about that. 

I also want to see this body have an 
ability to work together. It also gives 
us a little bit of time to see if we can 
negotiate some agreement between the 
Senator from Minnesota and the Sen-
ator from South Dakota. That would 
be the best of all worlds. Whether we 
can do this, I do not know, but I am 
certainly willing to try. 

What I hate to see is this vote get so 
caught up—which it is now caught up 
in process—that we have no chance of 
sorting it out. I have asked the Senator 
from Oklahoma would he consider 
withdrawing this amendment so we can 
try and see if we could—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator’s time has expired. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I would ask unani-
mous consent for a couple of seconds 
more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN.—so that we could 
try and see if we can work something 
out with Senators KLOBUCHAR and 
THUNE. I would implore him once 
again, I think for the best interests of 
our body as a whole, both sides, we 
ought to take the time to try to work 
it out. I think we lose votes right now 
on the basis of the process alone that 
we would not lose on just a straight 
vote. 

I believe if it were not for the proc-
ess, we would have 60 votes. That is my 
belief. So I want the Senator from 
Oklahoma to know that right up front. 
I would implore him to let us withdraw 
the amendment, try to negotiate a so-
lution, and then take this up, as the 
leader has pledged, by Friday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. COBURN. I ask unanimous con-
sent for 2 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, the rea-
son this amendment ended up the way 
it is, is because we don’t have an open 
amendment process in the Senate any-
more. Rule XXII gives every Senator 
the right to offer an amendment. We 
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have no Senate unless we have the 
right to offer an amendment. 

There is no usurpation of the power 
of the majority leader. He gets to set 
what bills are on the floor. Every Sen-
ator has the right to file cloture on 
their amendments—every Senator. 
They also have every right to offer 
amendments. 

We would not be in this position if we 
did not have a closed amendment proc-
ess instead of an open amendment 
process. I would like to solve this prob-
lem. I recognize that this is going to be 
blue-slipped anyway. I thank the ma-
jority leader for his offer. I do not 
think it accomplishes what we want. I 
think we end up losing what we can get 
and what we should get. 

I think the American people deserve 
to have us take this $3 billion out of 
the hands of the large oil companies 
now, not to the benefit of any Amer-
ican except to their detriment and 
their children. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the pending 
amendment No. 436, as modified, to S. 782. 

Tom Coburn, Jim DeMint, John McCain, 
Richard Burr, David Vitter, Kelly 
Ayotte, Scott P. Brown (MA), James E. 
Risch, James M. Inhofe, Bob Corker, 
Michael B. Enzi, Johnny Isakson, John 
Barrasso, Lamar Alexander, John 
Cornyn, Jeff Sessions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call is waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that the debate on amendment 
No. 436, as modified, offered by the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma, Mr. COBURN, to S. 
782, the Economic Development Revi-
talization Act of 2011, should be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
CASEY) is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 40, 
nays 59, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 89 Leg.] 

YEAS—40 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Boozman 
Brown (MA) 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 

Crapo 
DeMint 
Enzi 
Graham 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson (WI) 
Kyl 
Lee 

Lieberman 
Manchin 
McCain 
McConnell 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Pryor 
Risch 
Rubio 
Sessions 

Shelby 
Snowe 

Tester 
Toomey 

Vitter 
Webb 

NAYS—59 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Bingaman 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boxer 
Brown (OH) 
Cardin 
Carper 
Coats 
Cochran 
Conrad 
Coons 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Grassley 

Hagan 
Harkin 
Hoeven 
Inouye 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Kerry 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lugar 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Moran 

Murray 
Nelson (NE) 
Nelson (FL) 
Portman 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Thune 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Casey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 40, the nays are 59. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

The Senator from Florida. 
f 

THE AMERICAN CENTURY 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, I have the 
honor of representing the people of the 
great State of Florida here in the Sen-
ate, and today I speak for the first 
time on this floor on their behalf. 

The Senate is a long ways away from 
where I come from, both literally and 
figuratively. I come from a hard-work-
ing and humble family, one that was 
neither wealthy nor connected. Yet I 
have always considered myself to be a 
child of privilege because growing up I 
was blessed with two very important 
things: I was raised by a strong and 
stable family, and I was blessed to be 
born here in the United States of 
America. 

America began from a very powerful 
truth—that our rights as individuals do 
not come from our government, they 
come from our God. Government’s job 
is to protect those rights. And here, 
this Republic, has done that better 
than any government in the history of 
the world. 

Now, America is not perfect. It took 
a bloody civil war to free over 4 million 
African Americans who lived in slav-
ery. It took another 100 years before 
they achieved full equality under the 
law. But since its earliest days, Amer-
ica has inspired people from all over 
the world, inspired them with the hope 
that one day their own countries would 
be one like this one. 

Many others decided they could not 
wait, and so they came here from ev-
erywhere to pursue their dreams and to 
work to leave their children better off 
than themselves. The result was the 
American miracle—a miracle where a 
16-year-old boy from Sweden, with no 
English in his vocabulary and $5 in his 
pocket, saved enough money to open a 
shoestore. Today, that store, Nord-
strom’s, is a multibillion-dollar global 
retail giant; a miracle that led to a 

young couple with no money and no 
business experience opening a toy com-
pany out of the garage of their home. 
Today, that company, Mattel, is one of 
the world’s largest toy manufacturers; 
a miracle where the French-born son of 
Iranian parents created a Web site 
called AuctionWeb in the living room 
of his home. Today, that company, 
known as eBay, stands as a testament 
to the familiar phrase ‘‘only in Amer-
ica.’’ 

These are just three examples of 
Americans whose extraordinary suc-
cess began with nothing more than an 
idea. But it is important to remember 
that the American dream was never 
just about how much money you made; 
it is also about something that typifies 
my home State of Florida: the desire of 
every parent to leave their children 
with a better life. It is a dream lived by 
countless people whose stories will 
never be told, people—Americans—who 
never made $1 million. They never 
owned a yacht or a plane or a second 
home. Yet they too live the American 
dream because through their hard work 
and sacrifice, they were able to open 
doors for their children that had been 
closed for them. 

It is the story of the people who 
clean our offices here in this building, 
who work hard so that one day their 
children can go to college. It is the 
story of the men and women who serve 
our meals in this building, who work 
hard so that one day their children can 
accomplish their own dreams. 

It is the story of a bartender and a 
maid in Florida. Today, their son 
serves here in the Senate and stands as 
a proud witness of the greatness of this 
land. 

Becoming a world power was never 
America’s plan, but that is exactly 
what the American economic miracle 
made her. Most great powers have used 
their strength to conquer, but America 
is different. For us, our power always 
has come with a sense that those to 
whom much is given, much is expected; 
a sense that with the blessings God be-
stowed upon this land came the respon-
sibility to make the world a better 
place. And in the 20th century, that is 
precisely and exactly what America 
did. America led in two world wars so 
that others could be free. America led 
in the Cold War to stop the spread of 
and ultimately defeat communism. 
While our military and foreign policy 
contributions helped save the world, it 
was our economic and cultural innova-
tions that helped transform it. 

The fruits of the American miracle 
can be found in the daily lives of people 
everywhere. Anywhere in the world, 
someone uses a mobile phone, e-mail, 
the Internet, or GPS; they are enjoying 
the benefits of the American miracle. 
Anywhere in the world where a bone 
marrow, lung, or heart transplant 
saves a life, they are touched by the 
value of the American miracle. On one 
night in July of 1969, the world wit-
nessed the American miracle firsthand, 
for on that night an American walked 
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on the surface of the Moon, and it was 
clear to the world that these Ameri-
cans could do anything. 

Now, clearly America’s rise was not 
free of adversity. We faced a civil 
rights struggle that saw Governors 
defy Presidents; that saw police dogs 
attack innocent, peaceful protestors; 
that saw little children murdered in 
churches by bombs. We faced two oil 
crises. America faced Watergate. 
America faced American hostages in 
Iran. 

I grew up in the 1980s, a time when it 
was morning in America. Yet even then 
we faced the war on drugs. We lost sol-
diers in Beirut and astronauts on the 
Challenger. We faced a devastating oil-
spill in Alaska and a terrifying new 
disease called AIDS. Through chal-
lenges and triumphs, the 20th century 
was the American century—a century 
where America’s political, economic, 
and cultural exceptionalism made the 
world a more prosperous and peaceful 
place. 

But now we find ourselves in a new 
century, and there is this growing 
sense that for America, things will 
never be the same, that maybe this 
century will belong to someone else. 
Indeed, we do now stand at a turning 
point in our history, one where there 
are only two ways forward for us: We 
will either bring on another American 
century or we are doomed to witness 
America’s decline. 

Another American century is fully 
within our reach because there is noth-
ing wrong with our people. The Amer-
ican people haven’t forgotten how to 
start a business. The American people 
haven’t run out of good ideas. We 
Americans are as great as we have ever 
been. But our government is broken, 
and it is keeping us from doing what 
we have done better than any people in 
the history of the world—create jobs 
and prosperity. 

If we here in Washington could just 
find agreement on a plan to get control 
of our debt, if we could just make our 
Tax Code simpler and more predict-
able, if we could just get the govern-
ment to ease up on some of these oner-
ous regulations, the American people 
will take care of the rest. 

If this government will do its part, 
this generation of Americans will do 
theirs. They will give us a prosperous, 
upwardly mobile economy, one where 
our children will invent, build, and sell 
things to a world where more people 
than ever can afford to buy them. If we 
give America a government that can 
live within its means, the American 
economy will give us a government of 
considerable means, a government that 
can afford to pay for things govern-
ment should be doing because it does 
not waste money on the things govern-
ment should not be doing. 

If we can deliver on a few simple but 
important things, we have the chance 
to do something that is difficult to 
imagine is even possible—an America 
whose future will be greater than her 
past. Sadly, that is not where we are 

headed. We have made no progress on 
the issues of our time because, frankly, 
we have too many people in both par-
ties who have decided that the next 
election is more important than the 
next generation. And our lack of 
progress on these issues has led to 
something even more troubling—a 
growing fear that maybe these prob-
lems are too big for us to solve, too big 
for even America. 

Well, there is no reason to be afraid. 
Our story, the story of America, is not 
the story of a nation that never faced 
problems. It is the story of a nation 
that faced its challenges and solved 
them. Our story, the story of the Amer-
ican people, is not the story of a people 
who always got it right; it is the story 
of a people who in the end got it right. 

We should never forget who we Amer-
icans are. Every single one of us is the 
descendant of a go-getter, of dreamers 
and of believers, of men and women 
who took risks and made sacrifices be-
cause they wanted their children to 
live better off than themselves. So 
whether they came here on the 
Mayflower, on a slave ship, or on an air-
plane from Havana, we are all descend-
ants of the men and women who built 
the Nation that saved the world. 

We are still the great American peo-
ple, and the only thing standing in the 
way of our solving our problems is our 
willingness to do so. And whether we 
do so is of great consequence not just 
to us but to the whole world. I know 
some now say that because times are 
very tough at home, we can no longer 
afford to worry about what happens 
abroad, that maybe America needs to 
mind its own business. Well, whether 
we like it or not, there is virtually no 
aspect of our daily lives that is not di-
rectly impacted by what happens in the 
world around us. We can choose to ig-
nore global problems, but global prob-
lems will not ignore us. 

One of my favorite speeches is one 
that talks about our role in the world. 
It was the speech President Kennedy 
was set to give had he lived just 1 more 
day, and it closes with these words: 

We in this country, in this generation, 
are—by destiny rather than by choice—the 
watchmen on the walls of world freedom. We 
ask, therefore, that we may be worthy of our 
power and responsibility, that we may exer-
cise our strength with wisdom and restraint, 
and that we may achieve in our time and for 
all time the ancient vision of ‘‘peace on 
Earth, good will toward men.’’ That must al-
ways be our goal, and the righteousness of 
our cause must always underlie our strength. 
For as was written long ago, ‘‘except the 
Lord keep the city, the watchman waketh 
but in vain.’’ 

Almost a half century later, America 
is still the only watchman on the wall 
of world freedom, and there is still no 
one to take our place. 

What will the world look like if 
America declines? Well, today people 
all over the world are forced to accept 
a familiar lie, that the price of security 
is their liberty. If America declines, 
who will serve as living proof that lib-
erty, security, and prosperity can all 
exist together? 

Today, radical Islam abuses and op-
presses women, has no tolerance for 
other faiths, and it seeks to impose its 
will on the whole world. If America de-
clines, who will stand up to them and 
defeat them? 

Today, children are used as soldiers 
and trafficked as slaves. Dissidents are 
routinely imprisoned without trial, and 
they are subjected to torture and 
forced into confessions and labor. If 
America declines, what nation on 
Earth will take these causes as their 
own? 

What will the world look like if 
America declines? Who is going to cre-
ate the innovations of the 21st cen-
tury? Who will stretch the limits of 
human potential and explore the new 
frontiers? And if America declines, who 
will do all these things and ask for 
nothing in return, motivated solely by 
the desire to make the world a better 
place? 

The answer is, no one will. There is 
still no nation or institution on this 
planet that is willing or able to do 
what America has done. 

Ronald Reagan famously described 
America as a shining city on a hill. 
Now, some say that we can no longer 
afford the price we must pay to keep 
America’s light shining. Others like to 
say there are new shining cities that 
will soon replace us. I say they are 
both wrong. 

Yes, the price we are going to pay to 
keep America’s light shining is high. 
But the price we will pay if America’s 
light stops shining is even higher. 

Yes, there are new nations emerging 
with prosperity and influence. That is 
what we always wanted. America never 
wanted to be the only shining city on 
the hill. We wanted our example to in-
spire the people of the Earth to build 
one of their own. You see, these na-
tions, these new emerging nations, 
these new shining cities, we hope they 
will join us. But they can never replace 
us because their light is but a reflec-
tion of our own. 

It is the light of an American cen-
tury that now spreads throughout the 
Earth, a world that still needs Amer-
ica, a world that still needs our light, 
a world that needs a new American 
century. I pray that, with God’s help, 
that will be our legacy to our children 
and to the world. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-

publican Leader. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 

behalf of all of our colleagues, I com-
mend our new Senator from Florida for 
his remarkable speech. No one is a bet-
ter example of the American dream 
than he is, and no one expresses Amer-
ican exceptionalism better than Sen-
ator RUBIO. I congratulate him on be-
half of all of our colleagues. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I join with 
my Republican counterpart in con-
gratulating my friend from Florida for 
his fine speech. But I wish, in his re-
marks, he would have once in a while 
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mentioned where he spent a lot of his 
youth: Las Vegas and North Las Vegas, 
NV. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Florida. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I congratulate my colleague from 
Florida, and I want him to know that 
it is a great pleasure for me to serve 
with him. It has been a tradition in 
Florida that the two Senators get 
along. This has been a great tradition 
that goes back to when Bob Graham 
and Connie Mack were the two Sen-
ators. It continued with Mel Martinez 
and me, and now I have the privilege of 
continuing that kind of relationship 
with Senator RUBIO. 

The maiden speech is a big deal for a 
Senator, and it is always a memory 
that is forever etched in my mind. 

I was in one of those desks over there 
as a very junior member, and I will 
never forget in the course of my 
speech—and it was mostly an empty 
Chamber—that I mentioned that it was 
my maiden speech. In a few minutes, 
all of a sudden those side doors flung 
open and in strode Senator Robert 
Byrd. So here I am giving my maiden 
speech and Senator Byrd is sitting in 
his seat. As I finished, he said: Would 
the Senator yield? 

I said: Of course, I yield to the Senior 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Senator Byrd, off the top of his head, 
gave an oration about the history of 
maiden speeches in the Senate. Now, of 
course, that is indelibly etched in my 
memory. Surely, the Senator’s maiden 
speech today will be indelibly etched in 
his, and I congratulate him. 

I thank him for his personal friend-
ship. I thank him also for the privilege 
of the professional relationship that we 
have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, very 
briefly, I have come to know Senator 
RUBIO. We have early morning semi-
nars, and we have come to know one 
another a little better. I hope that con-
tinues. But at this point, I especially 
thank him for that speech because it 
was clearly a speech with a lot of per-
sonal reflection on one’s own life and 
on the life of America. What he said 
will endure. There are things in there 
that we all should remember about this 
Nation and about our responsibility as 
Senators. 

I thank the Senator for that fine 
speech, and I am glad that I was here 
to be a witness to it. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I would 
note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning business 
for debate only until 5 p.m., with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each, and that at 5 p.m. the 
majority leader be recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama. 

f 

THE BUDGET 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator for his courtesy in 
allowing us to proceed and discuss 
issues at this point in time and wanted 
to recall for my colleagues that we are 
now at 776 days since the Senate has 
agreed to a budget. We have not passed 
a budget in 776 days. This is not respon-
sible at a time in which we are having 
the largest deficits this country has 
ever seen. 

This year it is projected our deficit, 
as of September 30, when the fiscal 
year ends, will have been $1.5 trillion. I 
think this is a big issue. 

Last year the Budget Committee 
moved a budget out to the floor of the 
Senate, and Senator REID chose not to 
bring it up, the majority leader. This 
year he declared that it would be fool-
ish to bring up a budget to the floor 
even though he has a majority in the 
Senate. We can pass a budget with a 
simple majority. It is a priority item. 
He has apparently asked, and the Budg-
et Committee has not even had a mark-
up. 

The Budget Act requires a markup to 
begin by April 1 and a budget to be 
passed by April 15 so we can go about 
the business of funding next year’s gov-
ernment. We need a budget. States 
have budgets, cities have budgets, 
counties have budgets. No city, county, 
or state that I am aware of is anything 
close to borrowing 40 cents of every 
dollar we spend as this Congress is 
doing. We are spending $3.7 trillion. We 
are taking in $2.2 trillion. That is a 
stunning number. 

One reason we are so out of control is 
we do not have a budget. I have been 
harping away at that, and I have been 
talking about its impact on jobs. The 
Rogoff and Reinhart study makes it 
clear from nations around the world 
they have studied that when the debt 
reaches 90 percent of the economy, the 
entire economy of the country equal to 
that much debt, median growth drops 1 
percent. Really the average is above 
that, I believe, but at any rate, 1 per-
cent. 

We had 1.8 percent growth the first 
quarter. Could we have had 2.8 percent? 
We are talking about more than 30 per-
cent reduction in our growth and 1 per-
cent in growth in our economy equals 
the creation of 1 million jobs. So that 
is the kind of thing I have been talking 
about and going into some detail about 
and have been unhappy and dis-

appointed that my majority leader 
would have the gall to attack the 
House Members. 

I have a chart. We do not want to for-
get this number. It is a pretty big num-
ber. It is 776. That is how long it has 
been since we had a budget. So I com-
plained about that. My friend, Senator 
REID, has the toughest job in Wash-
ington, being the majority leader in 
the Senate. I do not know how he does 
it, but he has to lead. 

As my wife says to me: Don’t blame 
me. You asked for the job. Well, he 
asked for the job to be the leader, and 
he announced it was foolish for us to 
have a budget just a few weeks ago. 
When will we ever have one presum-
ably? 

Just today, earlier this morning, I 
guess he got a little tired of my harp-
ing, and he said: I heard our friend, the 
ranking member on the Budget Com-
mittee—that is me—come here and 
talk for hours, and he keeps talking 
about things that really have no bear-
ing on what I think is important to the 
country today, and that is we know 
that the Republicans have put forward 
a budget that destroys Medicare. 

Republicans did not destroy Medi-
care. Give me a break—and that is not 
the only problem we have facing the 
country. Medicare is going broke and 
we need to do something to save it, 
that is true. There are big issues. One 
of them is the surging debt that Er-
skine Bowles, appointed by President 
Obama to head the fiscal commission, 
testified about before the Budget Com-
mittee just a few weeks ago. He said we 
are facing the most predictable eco-
nomic crisis in our Nation’s history. 
This has the potential to put us into 
another doubledip recession. The econ-
omy is not doing well. 

The things I have been talking about 
do have bearing on the future of our 
country, and I am disappointed my 
good friend, the Democratic leader, 
does not agree. 

Housing prices continue to drop. 
They are expected to go down another 
5 percent or 6 percent this year. We 
thought we had hit the bottom on 
housing. Gasoline is still close to $4 a 
gallon. Unemployment just went up. 
We had a meager increase in 54,000 jobs 
last month. We need to have about 
200,000 to actually reduce unemploy-
ment. As a result, unemployment went 
up. It is the lowest and worst job num-
bers we have had in some time. 

The debt, the economy, gasoline 
prices, jobs—those are matters that 
have no bearing on what is important 
to our country? I think they have a 
bearing on what is important. What 
does the majority leader believe? What 
does he think we should be doing? 

This bill we have been fiddling with 
for weeks has no monumental or sig-
nificant ability to alter the debt tra-
jectory which is taking us on the most 
predictable course to fiscal disaster, 
that is what we need to be addressing. 
It is the most important issue facing 
our country. Of that I have no doubt. I 
do not think anybody has any doubt. 
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Listen to the news programs. Listen 

to the business channels. Read your 
newspaper. The debt we are facing is 
critical to our country. 

The instability of our entitlement 
programs, such as Medicare, is an issue 
we have to talk about. We cannot deny 
that. We have opposition here to doing 
things that make sense, such as pro-
ducing more oil and gas. We have a 
permitorium, a blocking of permits on 
drilling for oil and gas off our shore 
presumably so we can buy more oil and 
gas produced offshore in Brazil or Nige-
ria or Venezuela but not off our shores, 
transferring our wealth abroad that 
could be creating jobs and tax revenue 
for the United States Government. 

What about this Medicare problem? 
Let me talk about it because it is a 
part of the problem. It is one of the dif-
ficulties we have to deal with, although 
certainly not the only one. The biggest 
problem we have now is discretionary 
spending that is out of control, not 
Medicare right now, not Social Secu-
rity right now. In the last 2 years, 
under President Obama, nondefense— 
not defense—nondefense discretionary 
spending—not Social Security, not 
Medicare—went up 24 percent at a time 
when the deficits have been $1.2 tril-
lion, $1.3 trillion, and this year $1.5 
trillion, perhaps. We have never had 
deficits that large. The problem is, it is 
systemic. We have never had this kind 
of challenge. 

I know there was a big fight in the 
mid-1990s, and the government was 
shut down, and Newt Gingrich and his 
team fought and said they wanted to 
balance the budget, and they balanced 
the budget. The country didn’t sink 
into the ocean as that little shutdown 
occurred, but they balanced the budg-
et. Now we are in a much deeper hole, 
I am telling my colleagues. I have 
looked at the numbers. I am the rank-
ing member of the Budget Committee. 
It is not easy for us to get out of this 
fix, not easy at all. It is going to take 
some real effort and leadership. 

The President submitted a budget 
that came before the Congress and was 
voted down 97 to nothing in the Senate. 
Not a single Member voted for his 
budget, which would have doubled the 
debt over the next 10 years. He made it 
worse than the baseline we were al-
ready on, which was utterly 
unsustainable. 

So is Medicare something that abso-
lutely cannot be discussed even though 
it is going into default? Let me tell my 
colleagues what some of our Demo-
cratic leaders have said about Medi-
care. 

STENY HOYER, the House whip, one of 
the top Democratic leaders in the 
House, said this: 

Do I believe that there are other things we 
can do related to Medicare? The answer is I 
do. I am not going to get into articulating 
each one, but my expectation is they will be 
under discussion by the Biden group. 

They have a little secret group down 
there meeting with the White House— 
some Republicans and Democrats—and 

we are supposed to all relax now be-
cause they are going to solve our prob-
lems and put it on a silver platter for 
us, and we are just going to vote for it, 
and it will be good for the country. 
Well, I am a little dubious about it, but 
I am anxious to hear about what they 
are going to produce. The longer they 
wait, the more critical our situation is. 

What about the House minority lead-
er, the former Speaker, NANCY PELOSI? 
She was on Larry Kudlow, CNBC busi-
ness channel. Mr. Kudlow is a very ar-
ticulate moderator, and he asked this 
question of former Speaker PELOSI: Is 
Medicare on the table or entitlements 
on the table? 

Answer: Yes. I think Medicare is on 
the table. 

What about President Obama and his 
health care summit on February 25 of 
last year? 

Almost all of the long-term deficit and 
debt that we face relates to the exploding 
costs of Medicare and Medicaid. 

That is his direct quote, the Presi-
dent of the United States. 

He goes on: 
Almost all of it. That is the single biggest 

driver of our Federal debt, and if we don’t 
get control over that, we can’t get control of 
our Federal budget. 

Our former President, Bill Clinton, I 
guess maybe the spiritual head of the 
Democratic Party, one of the most re-
spected Democrats, said: 

I am afraid that the Democrats will draw 
the conclusion . . . that we shouldn’t do any-
thing. I completely disagree with that. The 
Democrats may have to give up some short- 
term political gain by whipping up fear, if 
it’s a reasonable Social Security program, if 
it’s a reasonable Medicare proposal. You can-
not have health care devour the economy. 

Well, that is the truth. Of course we 
have to talk about it because it is on 
an unsustainable path. 

Let me talk a little bit more about 
that because Congressman RYAN and I 
wrote a letter to the President today 
asking him to do his duty with regard 
to Medicare on a matter that just came 
up. 

On May 13, the Medicare trustees 
issued their annual report on the finan-
cial status of the Medicare Program. 
Medicare has a trust fund. They have 
trustees who are committed to pre-
serving the program, trying to make 
sure they can pay the recipients what 
they have been promised in the years 
to come and make sure the money is 
well handled. They do annual reports 
on this massive program. The Medicare 
Hospital Insurance trust fund—that is 
the HI trust fund—ran an annual cash- 
flow deficit of $32.3 billion last year, in 
2010, and will continue to run deficits 
throughout the decade. That is what 
the trustees say about Medicare. 

They went on to say this: The Medi-
care trust fund will become insolvent 
in 2024—5 years earlier than last year’s 
date of exhaustion. Can we imagine 
that? They redid the numbers and have 
concluded it is going to be in default, 
become insolvent, 5 years sooner than 
they were predicting just last year. 

They went on to say: If current law 
remains unchanged, Medicare’s un-
funded obligation is $24.4 trillion over 
the next 75 years. In other words, to 
put this on a sound basis, investing 
today, you need $24.4 trillion. 

Like last year, the nonpartisan Chief 
Actuary of the Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Richard Foster, 
used his statement of actuarial opinion 
at the end of the report to warn that: 

The financial projections shown in this re-
port for Medicare do not represent a reason-
able expectation for actual program oper-
ations in either the short range (as a result 
of the unsustainable reductions in physician 
payment rates) or in the long range (because 
of the strong likelihood that statutory re-
ductions in price updates for most categories 
of Medicare provider services will not be via-
ble). 

On May 20, a week after the trustees’ 
report was released, the Chief Actuary, 
Mr. Foster, produced his ‘‘illustrative 
alternative’’ projections based on 
‘‘more sustainable assumptions.’’ 
Those estimates indicate that under a 
more likely scenario for future spend-
ing, Medicare’s unfunded obligations 
are $36.8 trillion over the next 75 
years—a figure that is far larger than 
the official trustees’ estimate of $24.4 
trillion. 

Mr. Foster has been there a long 
time. He is a very serious person. He 
understands his responsibility to tell 
us the truth. He understands the re-
sponsibility to Medicare recipients. He 
is telling us we need to do something 
about Medicare. 

It goes on: The trustees projected 
that total Medicare spending will draw 
more than 45 percent of its funding out 
of the Treasury’s general fund in 2011. 

A lot of people think Medicare is 
funded by the Medicare tax deduction 
we see on our paycheck, the with-
holding tax we pay, and that is a sig-
nificant amount of money, no doubt 
about it. But the Medicare trustees 
just reported to us that of the total 
money Medicare spends, 45 percent is 
funded directly out of the general 
fund—general tax revenues—not the 
payroll withholding. As a consequence, 
for the sixth year in a row, they say— 
2006 through 2011—the trustees made an 
‘‘excess general revenue Medicare fund-
ing’’ determination. Two consecutive 
‘‘excess general revenue Medicare fund-
ing’’ determinations trigger a ‘‘Medi-
care funding warning.’’ This Medicare 
warning requires that the President 
submit a legislative proposal to address 
this crisis within 15 days of his next 
budget. So for 5 years in a row there 
has been a Medicare funding warning 
issued. President Bush submitted a 
proposal when he was President to deal 
with the shortfall in Medicare, but the 
Democratic majority in both Houses at 
the time failed to act on it, or do any-
thing about the crisis. But now we have 
gone further and deeper into debt and 
the trustees issued a Medicare funding 
warning for the fifth consecutive time 
in their report this year, 2007 through 
2011. But President Obama is not re-
sponding. 
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So who cares about Medicare? I think 

all of us do. But does anyone dispute 
that the trustees, the people who are 
statutorily required by law to super-
intend this fund, don’t care about it, 
aren’t worried about the recipients? 
They have a lawful obligation to try to 
ensure that the program is on a sound 
basis. 

Under the Medicare prescription drug 
bill that was passed here, Public Law 
108–173, Congress established the Medi-
care ‘‘trigger’’ to call attention to the 
program’s growing fiscal imbalance. If, 
in their report, the Medicare trustees 
project that Medicare will draw more 
than 45 percent of its funding out of 
the Treasury’s general fund within a 7- 
year period, the trustees must make an 
excess general revenue Medicare fund-
ing determination. By law, two con-
secutive excess general revenue Medi-
care funding determinations produce a 
Medicare funding warning, triggering 
action by the President. Under the pub-
lic law, U.S. Code, the President is re-
quired to submit legislation—submit 
legislation to whom? To the Congress, 
us—in response to a funding warning 
within 15 days of the next budget, and 
the proposal would then receive expe-
dited consideration in Congress. 

So when we have this 45-percent level 
breached, the President is supposed to 
submit to us a plan, and we are sup-
posed to give it expedited attention. 
Why? Because Medicare is important. 
That is why. And when it is not on a 
sound financial basis, Congress has a 
responsibility to do something about 
it—not do nothing, not criticize some-
body such as Congressman RYAN who 
proposed a sound, well-thought-out, 
long-term approach to Medicare. It 
may not be the one I would agree with 
or other Members would agree with, 
but no one can doubt, in my opinion, 
that it was a serious, thoughtful effort 
that would have put Medicare on a 
sound footing. But if it is not the plan 
we want, let’s have another. 

What is the President’s plan? That is 
the one that is required by law. The 
President is required to submit a plan. 
While a Medicare funding warning has 
been issued each year since he has 
taken office, President Obama has 
failed to submit a single proposal to 
Congress in response to these warnings. 

So today I joined with Congressman 
PAUL RYAN, the young chairman of the 
House Budget Committee to write a 
letter to the President. Nobody has 
worked harder. Nobody is smarter. No-
body loves this country more. Nobody 
is prepared to stand before the Amer-
ican people and explain what he thinks 
is best for the country and be prepared 
to defend it with facts, with integrity, 
and with responsibility. What a re-
freshing face he is. I have come to have 
the greatest admiration for him. 

So what happened to Congressman 
RYAN? He helped write a budget, and in 
part of the budget, after 10 years, he 
proposed some changes to Medicare 
that would put it on a sound footing 
over the long term. When it came over 

to the Senate it was attacked by 
Democrats—but where is the Senate 
budget? The House has produced a 
budget. It reduces spending in the 
short run. It had a responsible ap-
proach to dealing with some of the 
long-term entitlement issues that 
threaten us in the long term. 

It was a sound program the Congress-
man had, and I thought—but we could 
disagree. So we are looking forward to 
what would happen over here. Well, the 
majority leader said: We think it is 
foolish to have a budget. We are not 
having a budget. Do not let the Budget 
Committee commence its hearings. We 
have not even begun a markup in Budg-
et Committee. We do not have a budg-
et. So instead we are having secret 
talks. In a committee, you have to 
stand up before the world, offer amend-
ments, debate the issues, express your 
views. You cannot hide. It is on the 
record; they take down your words. But 
secret meetings with the White House 
are off the record, and talk occurs be-
hind closed doors. So I do not know 
what is going to happen out of this. I 
am nervous about it, frankly. I would 
rather do it by the regular order. 
Maybe something good will come out 
of it. I am not going to prejudge it. If 
it is good, I am going to celebrate. If it 
is not good, I am going to oppose it. 

We wrote to the President today, and 
we called on him to show some leader-
ship. We noted that the trustees have 
projected general revenues would ac-
count for more than 45 percent of Medi-
care spending for the sixth consecutive 
year. The Trustees have issued another 
funding warning that requires the 
President to submit a legislative pro-
posal to Congress. He knew this was 
coming. The numbers have been there 
for several years. They knew it was 
coming. He is supposed to submit a leg-
islative proposal to get Medicare on 
the right track. Does he plan to raise 
taxes? Cut benefits? Ration care? Or is 
he going to create a more competitive 
system that does the job with a little 
less money. What are you going to do? 
What is your answer? We wrote: As 
chairman and ranking member of the 
House and the Senate committees, re-
spectively, we are deeply disappointed 
that the administration continues to 
ignore this legal obligation. In 2008, the 
previous administration submitted a 
proposal to Congress that took steps to 
address Medicare’s fiscal imbalance. By 
contrast, your administration has not 
provided a response to the annual 
Medicare trigger, ignoring the law in 
each of the past 3 years. This year, 
your budget did not even acknowledge 
the existence of the Medicare funding 
warning. 

I have the Medicare trustees report 
right here. Far from saying no changes 
are necessary in Medicare, the trustees 
have pleaded with us in their reports. 
The trustees’ chief actuary has noted 
that in his official reports to us. He 
says: Do something. 

This cannot continue. So here we are. 
We are going down the road with debt 

the likes of which this Nation has 
never seen before. At the end of last 
fiscal year, the gross debt of our coun-
try was 93 percent of GDP. By the end 
of this fiscal year it will be over 100 
percent of GDP. I mentioned when you 
get to that level of debt, your growth 
goes down, and lower growth means a 
loss of jobs, and that you are not cre-
ating the jobs you should have. 

How serious is our debt situation? 
Well, look at the chart for those 
around the world. Greece in this crit-
ical crisis is above 100 percent. They 
are at 142 percent. Their debt equals 142 
percent of their economy, and they are 
in a state of virtual collapse. Expert 
after expert says they will default on 
their debt. They are not going to be 
able to work their way out of it. I hope 
that is not true, but that is what they 
are saying. 

What about Ireland? You have heard 
Ireland. The ‘‘PIGS’’ as they call them, 
these countries and others in debt, 
what is theirs? It is now 96 percent, 2 or 
3 percent higher than ours—only. They 
are second in the European Union. We 
are next at 93. Portugal is next. You 
have heard about Portugal being in fi-
nancial trouble. Their debt to GDP is 
83 percent. Spain, you have heard them 
talked about as being in trouble finan-
cially. Their debt to GDP—gross debt 
is 60 percent. So we are well above 
that. I am worried about the country. 
What is critical is we need a budget 
that contains spending now. We need to 
demonstrate a commitment to reform 
the unsustainable path of entitlement 
spending, and we need to do it in a way 
that focuses on creating economic 
growth and jobs in this country. 

Growth and jobs, that is what our fu-
ture should be focused on. I am con-
fident this country has not seen its 
best days, but we are on a path of de-
cline now. I truly believe it. I hate to 
say it. But our policies, if they are not 
changed, will lead inevitably to eco-
nomic decline as witness after witness 
has told us in testimony. 

How do we get out of it? We send a 
message through ourselves and the 
world: We have got the message. We 
are reducing spending. We are putting 
ourselves on a path to a balanced budg-
et. We also know that it is not just the 
short term, it is long term. Many of 
these unsustainable programs need to 
be changed and strengthened, and the 
way to do that is to make the changes 
now, and you will have massive im-
pacts in the years to come. Modest 
changes now will be good. 

Those are the things that I think are 
important. Those are the things I 
think should be talked about. Those 
are the things I think my good friend 
Mr. REID apparently thinks are not im-
portant. Because he said—he has come 
down here and talked for hours, and he 
keeps talking about things that have 
no bearing on what I think is impor-
tant for our country today. 

I submit to my colleagues and to the 
American people, are the things I am 
talking about important, or are they 
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not? He wanted to talk about how the 
Republicans have put forth a plan that 
he says will destroy Medicare. That is 
what the majority leader wants to talk 
about. He wants to change the subject. 
Well, I wish it were not so. I wish Medi-
care were healthy. I wish it had the 
money to continue to honor the com-
mitments we have made in the years to 
come. But it does not. It is just does 
not. We do not have the money to con-
tinue at this rate. It is not impossible, 
though, to fix it and it is even more 
possible to fix Social Security. Medi-
care is a little harder than Social Secu-
rity. But both of these can be fixed and 
made permanent and sound. We need to 
talk to the Medicare trustees. We need 
to be honest with one another and see 
how we can make those plans solvent. 

But that is just one part of the prob-
lem. In the immediate time, we have 
got to reduce discretionary spending, 
across the board. I think we have to. I 
wish that were not so, but it is. Coun-
tries around the world are doing it. Cit-
ies are doing it. Governors are doing it. 
This Congress has done nothing of the 
sort. Indeed, as I mentioned, last 
year—the last 2 years—discretionary 
spending—nondefense—has gone up 24 
percent. Defense went up. We hear a lot 
of complaints about defense. It was up 
2 or 3 percent a year for the last 2 
years. Other nondefense went up 24 per-
cent. 

I cannot tell you how deeply I believe 
our Nation is on a perilous course that 
needs to change. I want to say again, I 
have great affection for my friend Sen-
ator REID. He has got a tough job. But 
he asked for it. He asked for it. And 
when the country is in financial crisis, 
we expect the majority leader of the 
Senate to effectively lead, and not to 
attack people who are trying to do the 
right thing, and to bring this country 
onto a sound path. 

To say it is foolish to have a budget, 
what he meant was, it is foolish politi-
cally, of course. He was saying it is 
foolish politically to have a budget. It 
is not foolish for America to have a 
budget. It is foolish for America not to 
have one. Certainly it is not foolish to 
attempt to have a budget. 

I feel that we, in this Congress, have 
not quite assimilated the severity of 
the situation in which we find our-
selves. We remain in denial about how 
seriously we are being impacted and 
what substantial changes are going to 
be necessary. We are going to have to 
do like the Brits who are turning their 
country around. We might have to do 
as they did in Estonia. Talk to the Es-
tonian people. The cabinet members 
took a 40-percent pay cut. I wonder 
what would happen around here if we 
talked about taking a 40-percent pay 
cut? But their debt to GDP is 7 percent, 
not 93. They intend to keep it that 
way. And their growth is coming back 
already. They are showing about 6-per-
cent growth. Our growth is 1.8 percent 
in the first quarter. Coming out of a re-
cession, it should be higher. 

If we do the right thing, we get this 
country on the right path, we reduce 

our spending, we watch every dollar we 
spend, and we make our country more 
productive, we eliminate unnecessary 
regulation, we focus on creating jobs 
and growth, the natural capabilities, 
work ethic, integrity, the legal system 
of America will allow us to continue to 
be the most prosperous Nation in the 
world. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the letter I re-
ferred to earlier to the President. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

JUNE 14, 2011. 
Hon. BARACK OBAMA, 
President, 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: Our country faces 

extraordinary economic challenges: a soar-
ing budget deficit, a jobs deficit, and a lead-
ership deficit in Washington that has re-
sulted in our failure to confront a looming 
debt crisis. These fiscal problems are driven 
in large part by the unsustainable growth in 
health care entitlement programs and an in-
ability to credibly face our budget chal-
lenges that severely undermines confidence 
in our economy. The failure of politicians to 
put forward real solutions that will save and 
strengthen these critical programs is threat-
ening the economic security of American 
families and the health security of America’s 
seniors. Just last month, we learned that 
Medicare’s Hospital Insurance Trust Fund 
will become insolvent by 2024, only 13 years 
from now. 

On May 13, 2011, the Medicare Trustees not 
only warned us that Medicare’s insolvency 
date had advanced five years since last 
year’s report but also confirmed that the 
program is now running a $32 billion cash- 
flow deficit. To pay current benefits, the pro-
gram is redeeming tens of billions of dollars 
in treasury debt instruments and dramati-
cally contributing to our nation’s surging 
publicly held debt. More troubling is that, in 
total, Medicare faces $36.8 trillion dollars in 
unfunded obligations over the next 75 years, 
according to Medicare’s non-partisan Chief 
Actuary. 

For the sixth consecutive year, the Trust-
ees have projected that general revenues will 
account for more than 45 percent of all of 
Medicare’s outlays. When Medicare breaches 
this limit, section 802 of P.L. 108–173, the 
Medicare Prescription Drug, Improvement, 
and Modernization Act of 2003 (MMA), re-
quires the President to submit a legislative 
proposal to Congress to respond to the warn-
ing within 15 days of the next budget. Yet 
again, the Medicare Trustees have issued a 
funding warning that requires action by your 
administration. In fact, the Trustees have 
urged action ‘‘sooner rather than later’’ in 
order to ‘‘minimize adverse impacts on vul-
nerable populations.’’ 

As Chairman and Ranking Member of the 
House and Senate Budget Committees, re-
spectively, we are deeply disappointed that 
your administration continues to ignore this 
legal obligation. In 2008, the previous admin-
istration submitted a proposal to Congress 
that took steps to address Medicare’s fiscal 
imbalance. By contrast, your administration 
has not provided a response to the annual 
Medicare trigger, ignoring the law in each of 
the past three years. This year your budget 
did not even acknowledge the existence of 
the Medicare funding warning. 

The country deserves honest leadership on 
this critical issue. The Fiscal Year (FY) 2012 
budget that you submitted to Congress this 
year showed a lack of seriousness about the 
major fiscal challenges before the nation. 

And, although you abandoned this budget in 
a subsequent speech, your administration 
still has not formally submitted a revised 
FY2012 budget to Congress. Meanwhile, Sen-
ate Democrats have not passed a budget in 
776 days, disregarding legal statute and fur-
ther eroding the integrity of the federal 
budget process. Now more than ever is the 
time to fulfill our obligations under the law 
rather than skirt them, and we would re-
spectfully suggest that this mandate extends 
to the Medicare warnings issued each year 
that you have been in office. 

Under the budget you submitted to Con-
gress, Medicare as we know it will soon be 
unable to meet its promises to current bene-
ficiaries. Rather than impose cuts on current 
beneficiaries and leave Medicare bankrupt 
for future generations, the House-passed 
FY2012 budget resolution outlines reforms to 
preserve and protect Medicare for those in or 
near retirement while saving and strength-
ening the program for future generations. 
Given the severity of this problem and your 
legal obligations, the nation needs leader-
ship on this issue. Therefore, we reasonably 
expect your administration to submit a de-
tailed legislative proposal to Congress ad-
dressing the Medicare funding warning as re-
quired by law. 

We look forward to receiving a proposal 
from you that responds to the Medicare 
warning and to working with you to 
strengthen the health and economic security 
of those we have the honor to serve. 

Sincerely, 
PAUL RYAN, 

Member of Congress, 
Chairman, House 
Budget Committee. 

JEFF SESSIONS, 
U.S. Senator, Ranking 

Member, Senate 
Budget Committee. 

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield the floor and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senator 
COATS, who is on the floor, and I be al-
lowed up to 15 minutes to pursue a dis-
cussion about tax reform as if in morn-
ing business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

TAX REFORM 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, Sen-
ator COATS and I have introduced bi-
partisan tax reform legislation. It is 
the first comprehensive overhaul of tax 
reform law in 25 years, since 1986, when 
then-President Reagan and Democrats 
got together and worked on a bipar-
tisan reform that cleaned out scores of 
special interest tax breaks in order to 
hold down rates for all Americans and 
keep progressivity. 

Senator COATS and I have worked 
also with Senator Gregg. I had that 
good fortune for a number of years, and 
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have picked up on some of what was 
done in 1986 by President Reagan and a 
large group of Democrats. He and I in-
tend, in the days ahead, to come to the 
floor of the Senate and talk about 
some of the most offensive aspects of 
our totally dysfunctional tax system. 

Today, we thought we would begin by 
discussing the alternative minimum 
tax. It seems to be pretty much the 
poster child for what is broken about 
the American tax system. It was en-
acted in 1969, after the Congress 
learned that 3 years earlier 155 wealthy 
taxpayers had paid no tax at all. The 
alternative minimum tax was designed 
to hit what amounted to a small group 
of tax evaders and not the millions of 
middle-class taxpayers who get shel-
lacked by the AMT every single spring-
time. The problem has been that Con-
gress has never indexed the AMT 
brackets for inflation. 

While the regular tax bracket stand-
ard deductions and exemptions do get 
adjusted for inflation, the brackets and 
exemptions of the alternative min-
imum tax do not. As a result, millions 
of middle-class taxpayers, whose only 
fault is their incomes grew with the 
economy, now slip into this nefarious 
alternative minimum tax zone each 
year. 

I would be interested, for purposes of 
starting this colloquy, to get the reac-
tion of my friend and partner on it. We 
are going to bring up a number of these 
aspects of the tax system that cry out 
for overall reform. But I wonder what 
my friend’s sense is about starting 
today with the alternative minimum 
tax, and how important it is that re-
form is done there for middle-class 
folks in Indiana and around the coun-
try. 

Mr. COATS. Madam President, I 
want to thank my colleague from Or-
egon, Senator WYDEN, for working with 
me, and particularly working with Sen-
ator Gregg who is now retired from 
this Chamber. They spent an extraor-
dinary amount of time, very productive 
but very time consuming, trying to put 
together a comprehensive tax reform, 
which, as Senator WYDEN has said, has 
been 25 years since we have tackled the 
Tax Code to try to simplify it and try 
to take out egregious provisions that 
were put in it over the years that may 
benefit a special few but don’t begin to 
address the average middle-income tax-
payer who is bearing a very substantial 
burden of taxes paid in this country. 

Probably the most egregious provi-
sion and, as Senator WYDEN said, the 
poster child for the current dysfunc-
tion of the Tax Code and our tax sys-
tem is the alternative minimum tax. 

Senator WYDEN and Senator Gregg’s 
program that they put together—and 
Senator Gregg urged me as I was com-
ing into the Senate and he was leaving 
to work with Senator WYDEN in terms 
of working to keep this bipartisan ef-
fort going forward, and I have had the 
pleasure of doing so. We do have a com-
prehensive bill that we wish to debate 
and share with our colleagues. But we 

also want to point out the reason why 
tax reform is so necessary. 

A Tax Code that now comprises more 
than 70,000 pages with more than 10,000 
special exemptions and preferences is 
certainly something that is way be-
yond our Founders’ intention or any 
intention of taxation of the American 
people. This complexity is literally 
driving everybody nuts, including the 
tax accountants and CPAs and those 
who have to deal with it every year 
but, more importantly, the tax filers, 
American citizens, who each year start 
getting the sweats along about mid- 
March in terms of how they are going 
to get their tax return done. If they try 
to do it themselves, they ought to be 
able to; and, if passed, Wyden-Coats 
would give them the simplicity of re-
duced rates, easy filing for informa-
tion, and the ability to do their taxes 
at home. 

We spend an extraordinary amount of 
money—I think it is Americans spend 
nearly 6 billion hours a year—to have 
tax preparers do their tax returns. The 
alternative minimum tax is particu-
larly egregious, as Senator WYDEN has 
said. It is grossly unfair. It hammers 
working Americans. 

The temporary fix Congress has 
added in subsequent years from its ini-
tiation now protects individuals with 
incomes up to $48,000-plus and couples 
up to $74,000-plus. But taxpayers who 
earn more than that get whacked by 
the AMT, the alternative minimum 
tax, and the problem just gets worse. 

As Senator WYDEN has said, it start-
ed with a few taxpayers in the high in-
come brackets trying to evade paying 
any tax. That is how that came into 
play. But in 1997, several years later 
from the initiation, the AMT has hit 1 
percent of all taxpayers. Next year, 
after this current fix expires, it will 
hurt more than 20 percent of taxpayers. 
To be exact, that is 34 million hard- 
working Americans. It is a poor fix 
that is currently in place on a tem-
porary basis. 

In my State of Indiana, 42,700 tax-
payers had to pay AMT taxes in 2008, 
and without another extension of the 
patch or the fix, that will rise to 372,000 
in 2012. 

If you are a family with a number of 
children and you live in a high tax 
State or a local tax State, you are 
thrown into the alternative minimum 
tax computation. That means a double 
process by which you or your preparer 
has to file your taxes, and it means 
higher taxes never intended to hit the 
working class. 

So in continuing this, I wish to reaf-
firm my thanks to the Senator from 
Oregon for allowing me to be part of 
this effort, and we look forward to 
many opportunities to discuss some of 
the more egregious portions of the Tax 
Code and reasons why we need to con-
tinue to work for comprehensive re-
form. 

I would ask my colleague if he would 
delve a little more deeply into this in 
this colloquy we currently are enter-
taining. 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, I 
hope that folks paying attention to 
this tax reform debate pick up on what 
Senator COATS has just described. 
When the alternative minimum tax 
was first debated, the country was 
talking about 155 people. These were 
the so-called wealthy folks. They were 
paying no taxes at all. What Senator 
COATS has just described is, next year, 
what started as a program to try to 
make sure that 155 people didn’t end up 
getting a sweetheart deal, now we are 
going to see 34 million people crushed 
by this inequitable kind of tax, a kind 
of bureaucratic water torture. 

We have about the same numbers in 
Oregon that Senator COATS has in Indi-
ana. In 2008, 44,000 Oregon taxpayers 
had to pay the alternative minimum 
tax. Without some kind of extension 
or, as Senator COATS and I essentially 
want to do, abolishment of the alter-
native minimum tax, that is going to 
rise to close to 400,000 next year. The 
people who are getting hammered by 
this alternative minimum tax cer-
tainly don’t fit that small class of the 
so-called freeloading wealthy folks who 
are figuring out ways to pay nothing. 

For example, a woman earns $65,000 
in 2010, say she manages a health club, 
she has three kids, she has to file her 
taxes independent of her husband be-
cause they are in the middle of a di-
vorce. As someone who is married, fil-
ing separately, she would have been hit 
by the AMT in 2010, according to the 
American Institute of Certified Public 
Accountants. Think about that, a 
woman who manages a health club 
making $65,000, with three kids, filling 
out her taxes and going through the 
unbelievable headaches, being singled 
out under the alternative minimum 
tax. 

I ask my friend from Indiana—and I 
am sure he has very similar people in 
Indiana—is that the kind of person the 
alternative minimum tax was designed 
to scoop up back in 1969? 

Mr. COATS. Absolutely not, I would 
say to the Senator from Oregon. Clear-
ly, if you go back to the origin of the 
alternative minimum tax, it was de-
signed to go after those handful, in 
comparison to the total number of tax-
payers in this country, who have found 
creative ways of not paying any taxes 
whatsoever. Wealthy taxpayers have 
simply been able to manipulate the 
Tax Code legally but in a way that al-
lowed them to avoid paying taxes alto-
gether. That is how all of this started. 

What has happened is that we are 
now in a situation where it is grossly 
unfair to the majority of taxpayers in 
this country simply because they fall 
into categories that throw them into 
having the AMT calculated in their tax 
returns. It is costing them a lot of 
money. It was never intended to ad-
dress the middle-class taxpayer, and it 
has grown exponentially since it start-
ed. 

Mr. WYDEN. Would the Senator 
agree that the difficulty of projecting 
the AMT tax liability makes it tough 
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for taxpayers to compute their esti-
mated tax payments and creates a situ-
ation in which, just because of its com-
plexity, they can get hit with pen-
alties? 

I think the reason Oregonians are 
concerned about this—we have heard 
about it in the Senate Finance Com-
mittee—is that the AMT is essentially 
a separate tax system with its own tax 
rates and deduction rules which are 
less generous than regular rates and 
regular rules. This contributes to the 
tax-filing nightmare. The only way you 
can tell if you owe the alternative min-
imum tax is by filling out the forms or 
by being audited by the Internal Rev-
enue Service. If it turns out you should 
have paid the alternative minimum tax 
and didn’t, you owe back taxes plus 
any penalties or interests the IRS 
wants to dole out. 

My question is, I ask my good friend, 
how in the world is a typical taxpayer 
going to be able to make sense out of 
something like that which lots of ac-
countants tell me they cannot even 
sort through? 

Mr. COATS. The Senator from Or-
egon is exactly right. I took three tax 
courses in law school. I cannot do my 
taxes with any assurance that I am 
doing it right because this code has be-
come so incredibly complicated. The 
alternative minimum tax adds an addi-
tional set of calculations that make it 
even more complicated. 

Today, 80 percent of the tax filers 
have to get help to file their taxes, 20 
percent of those buy software and hook 
it into their computer and try to work 
through it that way, and 60 percent 
take it to a professional. If you are not 
working as a professional in a career as 
a CPA or a tax return specialist, you 
cannot keep up with the 70,000 pages 
and 10,000-plus exemptions and the 
complexity of filing a return. It should 
not in any sense of the matter be a tax 
collection system that requires 80 per-
cent of our taxpayers to have to seek 
professional help at a significant cost. 
As I think I indicated earlier, $6 billion 
a year is spent on transferring money 
from the person paying the taxes to 
someone just to prepare their returns. 

Small businesses face a similar prob-
lem. Small businesses do not have the 
big back room with the hired account-
ants and others to handle all the paper-
work. Small business men and women 
have to be out front selling the product 
and have to be talking to the customer. 
Yet they now also are caught up in this 
web of complexity in terms of how to 
file their taxes, and they are having to 
expend time and money on getting 
their tax returns filed and making sure 
they are filed right. 

Over time, as the deficit and debt 
problem has increased significantly, 
Members have been all the more reluc-
tant to eliminate this on a single 
stand-alone basis because of the impact 
it would have on our ballooning deficit. 
But on comprehensive tax reform, if we 
can put this together with a package of 
comprehensive reforms, we can do it in 

a revenue-neutral basis so it does not 
have an adverse impact on the econ-
omy. 

Again, I commend Senator WYDEN 
and Senator Gregg for putting together 
a package that does just that, and I 
ask my colleague if he wants to elabo-
rate on that a little bit. I thank him 
for the opportunity to come down to 
discuss for the first if not the last time 
some of the egregious aspects of the 
Tax Code in this country that I think 
will dictate how we should move for-
ward and why we should move forward 
in enacting comprehensive tax reform. 

I thank the Senator. 
Mr. WYDEN. The distinguished ma-

jority leader is here. I think we are 
about to wrap up. I am certainly happy 
to yield to him if he needs a few min-
utes to do the business of the Senate, 
and then Senator COATS and I will wrap 
up. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, it is my 
understanding that the hour of 5 
o’clock has arrived. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. The Senator is correct. 

f 

EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning business 
from now until 6:30 this evening, with 
Senators permitted to speak for up to 
10 minutes each; that at 6:30 p.m. the 
majority leader be recognized, and that 
this work we are going to do during the 
next hour and a half be for debate only. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The Senator from Oregon. 
f 

PATCHING THE AMT 

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, just 
to wrap up, Senator COATS and I are 
going to come to the floor in the weeks 
ahead to outline some of the most out-
landish examples of how broken our 
tax system is. We thought it was ap-
propriate to start with the alternative 
minimum tax because it really is the 
poster child for how out of whack the 
American tax system has become. I 
think we have highlighted a number of 
our big concerns, but I want Senators 
to pick up on the last point Senator 
COATS made, and that is that the coun-
try cannot afford the status quo. 

The idea that you would just go out 
and pass what is called a patch, a kind 
of bandaid to try to make sure some of 
the pain is minimized for middle-class 
folks—the most recent patch for just 2 
years cost $135 billion. The 10-year cost 
to make the current patch permanent 
is $683 billion, according to the Con-
gressional Budget Office. A patch does 
not protect everybody; it just limits 
the damage. 

What we want to say as we start this 
debate about how to go forward with 
tax reform is that the Congress cannot 

continue to handle the AMT with a 
patch. The country cannot afford it. 
Patching the AMT costs way too much, 
especially given the discussions we are 
having here, bipartisan discussions 
about how to deal with the Federal 
debt. 

The only affordable way to fix the al-
ternative minimum tax, as Senator 
COATS has outlined this afternoon, is to 
fix it once and for all and do it within 
the context of comprehensive tax re-
form; to pick it up, as was done in the 
1980s when a Republican President got 
together with Democratic Members of 
Congress and cleaned out special inter-
est loopholes to hold down rates for ev-
erybody and give all Americans the op-
portunity to get ahead while still hav-
ing a progressive tax system. 

We would repeal the alternative min-
imum tax once and for all and do it in 
a way that does not add to the Federal 
deficit. This is not Senator COATS and 
I plucking a figure out of the sky. The 
Joint Committee on Taxation has ana-
lyzed our bill, and under their analysis, 
Senator COATS and I eliminate the al-
ternative minimum tax without adding 
to the Federal deficit. In my view, that 
is a pretty good way to start tax re-
form, start it in a bipartisan way and 
particularly by focusing on something 
that is so inequitable to hard-working 
middle-class people. 

I thank my good friend from Indiana. 
I am prepared to yield the floor if my 
colleague has anything else he wants 
to say. I want to express my apprecia-
tion for the chance to work with him. 
We cannot deal with these big eco-
nomic issues, the big economic chal-
lenges our country faces without going 
forward in a bipartisan way. I am very 
fortunate to have such an able partner. 
I thank him. 

Mr. COATS. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MERKLEY). The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
come today to visit on the floor of the 
Senate because since last November 
the President has been trying to con-
vince the American people that he has 
a plan to restart our economy. He was 
in North Carolina yesterday with his 
council to talk about issues. To me, 
the President’s approach has left a lot 
to be desired. If the White House cre-
ated as many jobs as it creates speech-
es, things would be a lot better. The 
President’s empty words are not filling 
the pockets of American citizens. 

The President has been given a new 
chance to show his commitment to eco-
nomic growth, and that is the chance 
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he has recently had to nominate a Sec-
retary of Commerce for the United 
States. 

When I think about the Commerce 
Department, it is a department with a 
job, in terms of American businesses, 
to make those businesses more innova-
tive at home and more competitive 
overseas. Well, the mission of the Com-
merce Department states that it ‘‘pro-
motes job creation, economic growth, 
sustainable development and improved 
standards of living for all Americans.’’ 
So at a time of economic crisis such as 
the one we have now, a nominee who 
can fulfill that mission, that very mis-
sion—of promoting job creation, eco-
nomic growth, sustainable develop-
ment, and improved standards of living 
for all Americans, that very mission— 
is needed more than ever. 

Despite the administration’s promise 
that their so-called stimulus bill would 
keep unemployment rates below 8 per-
cent, we know unemployment went to 
10 percent. It is still over 9 percent, and 
our job growth last month was the 
slowest it has been in almost a year. 
Over 13 million Americans are still out 
of work, and nearly half of them have 
been unemployed for 6 months or more. 
This is the highest rate of chronic un-
employment we have had since the 
Great Depression. 

These problems aren’t just happening 
at home. America’s position on the 
international stage is slipping as well. 
America’s ability to pay its debts has 
already been called into question by 
Standard & Poor’s credit ratings. 
Moody’s is asking the same questions. 
Recently, Fitch credit ratings also 
warned us that the United States was 
playing with fire. Gas prices are very 
high. I hear it every weekend at home 
in Wyoming. Families are spending $800 
on average more for gasoline this year 
than last year. We spend $48 million 
more on goods from other countries 
than we do on our own goods, and our 
economic situation is already bad. 

The headlines sound worse every day. 
Let me give a couple of examples. 
From Gallup: ‘‘U.S. Investor Optimism 
Declines.’’ 

From Reuters: ‘‘Wall Street ends 
down as jobs data disappoints.’’ 

From Bloomberg: ‘‘Economic Recov-
ery Is Languishing as Americans Await 
Signal of Better Times.’’ 

Even the Chairman of the Federal 
Reserve said the job market was ‘‘far 
from normal.’’ 

The facts are clear. Americans de-
serve the best leadership in the Com-
merce Department—the Department 
that is responsible for trade, job cre-
ation, and economic growth. 

Last week, the President nominated 
John Bryson to be his new Commerce 
Secretary. Many may ask, who is this 
man? Is he a job promoter, someone 
who can bring economic growth and 
improve the standard of living for all 
Americans? Well, John Bryson’s record 
clearly shows he is not such a nominee. 
In fact, his resume is exhibit No. 1 in 
proving that this administration is not 

serious about job growth. At best, it is 
unclear why John Bryson is the Presi-
dent’s nominee for this position. At 
worst, his nomination is proof the 
President wants environmental activ-
ists running our economic development 
strategy. 

When announcing Mr. Bryson’s nomi-
nation, the President praised Mr. 
Bryson’s background. According to the 
President, Mr. Bryson would be a good 
Commerce Secretary because ‘‘he’s 
been a fierce proponent of alternative 
energy.’’ Well, if Mr. Bryson was being 
nominated to be Energy Secretary or 
the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency or even In-
terior Secretary, that fact might be 
relevant. But Mr. Bryson is being nom-
inated to be Secretary of Commerce. 

Mr. Bryson does have a background 
in the private sector. The problem is, 
his private sector success has more to 
do with government help than with his 
own ability to create jobs or grow the 
economy. 

Don’t take my word for it. The Wall 
Street Journal already has written 
that Mr. Bryson believes ‘‘whole-
heartedly in a strategy of politicized 
investment.’’ They also wrote that the 
companies he has been associated with 
have generated revenue through hand-
outs from the Federal Government 
rather than by being profitable. 

We need a Commerce Secretary who 
knows how businesses turn a profit and 
how to create private sector jobs. We 
need a Commerce Secretary who will 
make it easier and cheaper for the pri-
vate sector to create jobs, not someone 
who will make it harder and more ex-
pensive for the private sector to create 
jobs. We need a Commerce Secretary 
who can understand all sectors of the 
economy rather than someone who 
picks winners and losers. 

Already, to me, Mr. Bryson fails the 
test. His support for politicizing U.S. 
investments is the least problematic 
element of his resume. Along with his 
private sector experience, he is also the 
founder of a group called the Natural 
Resources Defense Council, or the 
NRDC. This organization is so radi-
cally antibusiness that even Massachu-
setts Democrat Congressmen BARNEY 
FRANK and JOHN TIERNEY think it is 
troubling that Mr. Bryson is associated 
with it. 

These Members of Congress have de-
scribed the NRDC as ‘‘one of those en-
vironmental organizations that has re-
flexively attacked the fishing industry 
inaccurately and without any real en-
vironmental basis.’’ 

It is not just the fishing industry the 
NRDC reflexively attacks. Members of 
the NRDC staff are on record saying: 
‘‘There is no such thing as clean coal.’’ 

But while gas prices soar and energy 
jobs are needed, a spokesman for the 
NRDC has said: 

NRDC has been very active and proud to be 
active in fighting new coal plant proposals in 
the United States. 

They have also stood in the way of 
lifesaving sonar technology that would 

enhance America’s national security. 
Why? Well, out of fear that it might 
harm the whales. 

They have also filed thousands of 
lawsuits to stop the production of 
American energy, and American energy 
is critical and a part of our American 
national security. This anti-energy 
agenda is so reflexive that the NRDC 
has even filed lawsuits to further delay 
future energy exploration in the Gulf 
of Mexico. Well, the delay has already 
stretched on so long that even former 
President Bill Clinton has called it ‘‘ri-
diculous.’’ 

John Bryson’s career has consist-
ently shown that he agrees with this 
overzealous approach to environmental 
policy. When Mr. Bryson first started 
at Edison Electric, the Los Angeles 
Times said he had founded ‘‘one of the 
Nation’s most aggressive environ-
mental organizations.’’ 

When it comes to being antibusiness, 
an unpopular policy such as cap and 
trade is one area where he is focused. 
He is one of its most aggressive sup-
porters, and the record shows it. More 
importantly, his own words show it. 
Most Americans recognize cap and 
trade as a job-killing energy tax. That 
is why the Waxman-Markey cap-and- 
trade bill couldn’t pass the Senate. 
However, when referring to this very 
bill, John Bryson called it ‘‘moderate 
but acceptable.’’ He called it a mod-
erate but acceptable piece of legisla-
tion. He even said the legislation was 
good precisely because it was a good 
way to hide a carbon tax—to hide a 
tax. 

Mr. Bryson has repeatedly called for 
a national cap-and-trade system, and 
he has even put his money where his 
mouth is. But when someone says ‘‘a 
good way to hide a tax,’’ is that what 
the role of the Secretary of Commerce 
is, to hide a tax on American busi-
nesses to make them less competitive, 
to make it more expensive to do busi-
ness? I think not. 

According to the Daily Caller, Mr. 
Bryson’s own company spent over $1 
million lobbying for cap and trade. 

So John Bryson believes in politi-
cizing American investment. He has 
founded a radical environmental orga-
nization and has spent significant 
amounts of money lobbying for a pol-
icy that he openly acknowledges is a 
cover for a job-killing energy tax. 

We need a Commerce Secretary. We 
need a Commerce Secretary who will 
work at making American businesses 
more innovative at home and more 
competitive abroad. We do not need a 
Commerce Secretary who is more in-
terested in taking our hard-earned dol-
lars than in creating jobs at home. The 
American people deserve a Commerce 
Secretary who is more interested in 
free trade than in cap and trade. 

The President may believe John 
Bryson is the right man at the right 
time. I believe John Bryson is the 
wrong man at the worst possible time. 

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the 
floor. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
f 

JOBS IN AMERICA 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, rarely 
has Washington been so completely out 
of touch with the priorities and anxi-
eties of ordinary working Americans. 
Here on Capitol Hill, policymakers are 
obsessed—obsessed—with the budget 
deficit. But the rest of America is most 
concerned with a far more urgent def-
icit—the jobs deficit. 

Our Nation remains deeply mired in 
the most protracted period of jobless-
ness since the Great Depression. Offi-
cially, some 14 million Americans are 
out of work. But real unemployment— 
the real unemployment, including 
those who are working part time but 
want to be working full time; those 
who are marginally attached; those 
who have never worked in the first 
place because they never got a job—if 
we add that all up, we have closer to 25 
million Americans unemployed, and 
millions of Americans who are em-
ployed are increasingly anxious about 
holding on to their jobs or, at their 
present income, making ends meet. 

But many of our political leaders in 
Washington are treating the jobs crisis 
as yesterday’s news. They are putting 
this deficit reduction above all else. 
They are demanding extraordinary 
funding cuts—trillions of dollars in 
cuts, and the sooner the better, with 
little concern as to its adverse impact 
on jobs. But this is exactly the wrong 
approach. It is the economic equivalent 
of applying leaches and draining blood 
from a sick patient, which we used to 
do, by the way. That is what they did 
to George Washington as he lay dying. 
They applied leaches to him. What does 
that do? It just makes us weaker, and 
in the case of President Washington 
proved fatal. 

In the same way, trillions in budget 
cuts would massively drain demand 
from a still weak economy. It could de-
stroy millions of jobs. This is not just 
the wrong medicine for our economy; it 
will slow or stop economic growth, and 
it will make deficits worse in the fu-
ture. 

As Federal Reserve Chairman 
Bernanke warned last week: 

A sharp fiscal consolidation focused on the 
very near term could be self-defeating if it 
were to undercut the still fragile economy. 

I strongly disagree with the slash- 
and-burn approach to deficit reduction 
favored by some of our colleagues. We 
need to recognize one of the very big 
reasons for the budget deficit is the 
jobs deficit. The best way to bring the 
budget under control is to help these 25 
million Americans who are unem-
ployed get good-paying middle-class 
jobs. It is hard-working Americans who 
would be delighted to be taxpayers 
once again. 

Now, obviously, we are counting on 
the private sector to help drive job cre-
ation and make the economic recovery 
self-sustaining. It should be the case if 

we put more money into infrastruc-
ture. If we were to do our job in re-
building our roads and our bridges, our 
highways, our sewer and water sys-
tems, our rail systems—the govern-
ment doesn’t do that; it goes to private 
contractors, private companies. Some 
of this is already happening but cer-
tainly not at the pace we need. 

Since March of 2010, the private sec-
tor has created about 2 million jobs. 
However, businesses remain reluctant 
to invest and hire for the simple reason 
there is not sufficient demand for their 
goods and services. All of those people 
who are unemployed and under-
employed are spending the bare min-
imum just trying to get from week to 
week. Meanwhile, the middle class is 
tapped out with stagnant incomes— 
stagnant incomes. For over 30 years, 
the middle class has had stagnant real 
incomes. They have insecure jobs, high 
levels of mortgage, insufficient pension 
funds, and other consumer debt. 

That is why the Federal Government 
has had to play an aggressive role in 
helping us to recover from this great 
recession. Over the last 2 years, we 
have repeatedly cut taxes. We have ex-
tended financial aid to the States. That 
helped prevent massive layoffs of 
teachers and first responders and other 
essential employees. 

We have made major investments in 
research, education, and infrastruc-
ture. All of these have either preserved 
jobs or created new jobs. Listen to this. 
We have gone from when President 
Obama took office—we were losing 
700,000 jobs a month—700,000 jobs a 
month. That is just a couple of years 
ago. Now we are adding new jobs for 
the first time—and we have had 16 new 
consecutive months of adding jobs. Not 
enough. Not enough. But we are at 
least moving in the right direction. 

The Economic Policy Institute esti-
mates that as of the fourth quarter of 
2010, the Recovery Act had created or 
saved up to 4 million jobs and as many 
as 5 million full-time equivalent jobs. 
The nonpartisan Congressional Budget 
Office estimates that through the end 
of 2010, the Recovery Act had raised 
the real inflation-adjusted gross do-
mestic product by as much as 3.5 per-
cent. 

So to those who said the Recovery 
Act did not do anything, that is non-
sense. That is absolute nonsense. It did 
a lot. But here is the problem: The shot 
in the arm provided by the Recovery 
Act is now winding down. In the ab-
sence of further Federal assistance, 
many States are making deep budget 
cuts and layoffs of public employees. 

Listen to this. In Texas, Governor 
Perry has proposed to cut education 
funding by a staggering $10 billion. 
New York City Mayor Bloomberg has 
proposed laying off 6,000 teachers. 
Total State and local government lay-
offs since August of 2008 have been 
nearly 500,000. If the Federal Govern-
ment follows suit with massive short- 
term spending cuts, the prospect of a 
double-dip recession will be all too 
real. 

Last week the Federal Reserve Bank 
of New York published an article about 
what it called the ‘‘Mistake of 1937,’’ 
referring to premature fiscal and mon-
etary pullbacks that cut short the frag-
ile recovery and ended up prolonging 
the Great Depression. 

Princeton economist Paul Krugman 
says that in important ways, we have 
already repeated the mistake of 1937. 
We have taken our eyes off what should 
be our No. 1 priority, creating jobs. We 
have pivoted since 6 months ago, since 
the last election, to an obsession with 
deep short-term budget cuts, which by 
their very nature will destroy jobs and 
weaken the economy. 

Everyone agrees we must take ag-
gressive action to reduce the deficit. 
But we have to do it right. We need to 
reduce long-term deficits but in a way 
that absolutely minimizes immediate 
job losses. We need to reduce the def-
icit in a balanced way. 

Unfortunately, the extreme budget 
offered by Congressman PAUL RYAN, 
supported by almost every Republican 
in the House, and I would say also in 
the Senate, would make our fiscal and 
jobs problems far worse. That Repub-
lican budget lavishes yet more tax cuts 
on corporations and the wealthy, as it 
slashes investments that undergird the 
middle class in this country, every-
thing from education funding to Medi-
care and Medicaid. 

Let me state what I think is obvious. 
If working people and the middle class 
are going to take a hit in tough times, 
it should not be to pay for tax breaks 
for the wealthy. If the middle class is 
going to take a hit, let’s use those 
taxes to put money into rebuilding the 
infrastructure of this country, put it 
into better education, better schools, 
better teachers. 

I have often said the key to renewing 
America and restoring our economy is 
to revitalize the middle class. That 
means investing in education, innova-
tion, infrastructure, boosting Amer-
ican competitiveness in a highly com-
petitive global marketplace. It means 
restoring a level playing field with fair 
taxation—fair taxation. 

It also means an empowered work-
force, a strong ladder of opportunity to 
give every American access to the mid-
dle class. I believe that corporations 
and the wealthy can return to the lev-
els of taxation they had in the 1990s 
when the economy boomed and in-
comes also skyrocketed. 

It is absurd to take the position that 
any dollar in tax increases that results 
from having the wealthy pay their fair 
share or ending tax loopholes is bad 
and unacceptable. I think it is absurd 
to take that position, while at the 
same time you take the position that 
it is okay to slash funding for edu-
cation, for infrastructure, for research. 

In both the 1980s, under Ronald 
Reagan, and in the 1990s under Clinton, 
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we achieved a sensible balance of rev-
enue increases plus domestic and Pen-
tagon spending cuts in order to dra-
matically reduce deficits while we pro-
tected the middle class and we main-
tained safety net programs. 

I agree with the economists who be-
lieve that given the fragile economic 
recovery, we should not reduce fiscal 
support for job creation at this time. 
Deficit reduction efforts can start, but 
we should sequence the lion’s share of 
spending cuts so that they take place 
in the midterm and the long term when 
the economy is recovered. But now we 
have to keep our priorities straight. 

Deficit reduction, yes, is important, 
but it is not our most important eco-
nomic challenge right now. Our most 
urgent economic challenge is the frag-
ile economy and the jobs crisis and the 
fact that the middle class in America is 
under siege. The middle class, in fact, 
is being dismantled as fast as big cor-
porations can ship our manufacturing 
jobs overseas. People are losing their 
savings, their health care, their pen-
sions, in many cases even their homes. 

With good reason, people feel that 
they are losing the American dream for 
themselves and their kids. That is why 
we cannot look at the deficit reduction 
challenge in isolation. We cannot just 
take a Draconian slash-and-burn ap-
proach to the budget. Smart countries 
in tough economic times do not turn a 
chainsaw on themselves. 

The extreme Republican budget is far 
more focused on shrinking the size and 
role of government than it is on cut-
ting the deficit. Instead of that budget, 
the Republican budget, which is being 
sold through fear and fatalism, we need 
a budget that reflects the hopes and 
the aspirations of the American people. 
We need a budget that allows us to con-
tinue investments, that boosts com-
petitiveness, creates jobs, and 
strengthens the middle class. There 
can be no real economic recovery, 
there can be no return to fiscal bal-
ance, without the recovery of the mid-
dle class in America. That is why our 
immediate No. 1 priority must be help-
ing to create jobs, putting people back 
to work. That is how we will start to 
restore more demand for goods and 
services, the key to healthy economic 
growth. Economic growth, in turn, will 
help generate the revenues that will 
help bring deficits back into balance, 
into rough balance. So this is our most 
important job in front of us. 

Yet all we hear is the constant drum-
beat: Cut the size of government; cut 
spending; slash and burn and cut every-
thing that supports the middle class in 
America; ship our jobs overseas; more 
tax breaks for the wealthy and big cor-
porations. 

We need to be focused on rebuilding 
the infrastructure of America, because 
that is most necessary now. That is one 
of the fastest ways we can put people 
back to work and start stimulating the 
economy. We need to put more money 
into education: rebuilding our schools 
across America, hiring better teachers. 

We need a longer school day, and we 
need a longer school year. I know some 
of the young people probably do not 
want to hear that. 

Most young people in Europe, Asia, 
Japan, do not go to school 9 months 
out of the year, they go to school 11 
months out of the year. They do not go 
to school for 51⁄2 or 6 hours a day, they 
go for 8 hours a day. We wonder why 
they are getting ahead of us. But that 
costs money. If you are going to have a 
longer school year, that costs money. 
If you are going to have longer school-
days, if you are going to have better 
technology in our schools, schools that 
have the latest in technology so our 
young people can learn on the latest 
innovations, so they can be competi-
tive in that global marketplace, that 
does cost money. 

Yet to hear it around here, we cannot 
do anything. No, of course, now there is 
one place we can spend money. We can 
continue our operations in Iraq for God 
knows how many more centuries. We 
have already spent over $1 trillion in 
Iraq. We have already spent close to 
$100 billion in Afghanistan. But we can 
continue to do that with no end in 
sight. We can continue to buy more 
weapons that do not do anything to 
protect us in the new global fight 
against terrorism. They might have 
been good back in the Vietnam war, 
maybe in the Cold War. But that is 
over with. But, no, we have got to keep 
pouring money into weapons systems 
that do nothing to protect the country. 

Two decades ago, President Clinton’s 
team defined our Nation’s central chal-
lenge with a slogan—I remember it 
well—they said: ‘‘It’s the economy, stu-
pid.’’ 

Well, today America’s central chal-
lenge can be defined with more preci-
sion. ‘‘It’s the middle class, stupid.’’ It 
is what we do to encourage, promote, 
protect, invigorate the middle class in 
America, to make sure the middle class 
has good jobs, good pensions, good 
health care systems, the ability to 
make sure their kids are well educated, 
and that they do not go to college and 
get out with a mountain of debt on 
their heads so that they too can have a 
good start in life. This is all part of the 
middle-class structure of America, as 
to what made America the greatest 
country in the history of the world. 

I will close. It seems that the Repub-
lican budget they have proffered, and 
so much that I hear of those who keep 
saying, we have got to cut, cut, cut, we 
have got to cut spending, we have got 
to cut education, we have got to cut in-
frastructure, we have got to cut all of 
that stuff, it almost seems as though it 
is premised on the belief that we are 
poor—our country is poor and our 
country is broke and we cannot afford 
to do all of those things. That is really 
what it is. They say we are broke. We 
cannot afford to do all of that stuff, so 
we have got to cut our spending. Yet 
we are the richest Nation in the his-
tory of mankind. We are the richest 
country in the world. We have the 

highest per capita income of any major 
country. I guess you have to ask the 
question: If we are so rich, why are we 
so broke? If we are the richest country 
in the history of the world—we are the 
richest country in the world today, we 
have the highest per capita income of 
any major economy—why are we so 
broke? 

Well, my response is, we are not 
broke and we are not poor. We are 
wealthy beyond all imagination as a 
nation. We are not broke. But the sys-
tem is broken. That is what is broken. 
The system is broken, the system of 
who we tax and how we tax, how we 
raise revenues, the system of allowing 
corporations to tax benefits and ship 
jobs overseas, the system that allows 
companies to almost willy-nilly break 
up what has been one of the strengths 
of the middle class, that is, our labor 
unions. They are breaking up labor 
unions because they know the middle 
class working together in organized 
labor has been able to bargain more ef-
fectively for better jobs and better 
wages, better conditions of employ-
ment. You break them up and you can 
reduce their incomes, and more of it 
can go to profits and to higher CEO sal-
aries. That is the system that is bro-
ken. 

You can cut all the spending you 
want. You can cut the Federal Govern-
ment to the bare bones. It will lead to 
another great recession, maybe even a 
depression. If you want to do that, that 
is a dead-end road. 

We need more stimulus now. Does 
that mean we have to borrow more 
money and go further into debt? Not 
necessarily. Why don’t we fix this un-
fair tax system we have and generate 
more revenues to come into the Fed-
eral Government? Why don’t we say to 
those who made so much money in the 
last decade or so, maybe you ought to 
pay a little bit more, and for big cor-
porations, pay a little bit more, and for 
the Federal Government to put that 
money to use rebuilding the infrastruc-
ture and educating our youth and hav-
ing a health care system that is afford-
able and comprehensive. That is what 
we ought to be doing. That will support 
the middle class. In supporting the 
middle class, you will then support eco-
nomic recovery. 

I will close. There will be no eco-
nomic recovery in America of any sub-
stance or lasting any length of time 
without a recovery of the middle class, 
which is the backbone of our country. 
It is time our political leaders showed 
some backbone in supporting the mid-
dle class. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEN-
NET). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
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EDA FUNDING 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, 
for over a week the Senate has been de-
bating the Economic Development and 
Revitalization Act of 2011, which would 
reauthorize funding for existing pro-
grams of the Commerce Department’s 
U.S. Economic Development Adminis-
tration through 2015. EDA has tradi-
tionally been noncontroversial, tradi-
tionally been a bipartisan job-creation 
bill supported by Presidents of both 
parties, often supported in this body 
without dissent. It helps broker deals 
between the public and private sectors, 
which is critical to our economic re-
covery and growth. It is particularly 
important to economically distressed 
communities, particularly in tough 
economic times. 

Every $1 in EDA grant funding 
leverages nearly $7 worth of private in-
vestment. Every $10,000 in EDA invest-
ment in business incubators—or accel-
erators, as some call them—helps en-
trepreneurs start up companies in 
which nearly 70 jobs are created. 

In Ohio—and I don’t think it is much 
different in the Presiding Officer’s 
State of Colorado—we have seen since 
2006 that some 40 EDA grants worth $36 
million have leveraged a total of more 
than $87 million since private resources 
were matched. Colleges and univer-
sities, from Bowling Green in north-
west Ohio, to Ohio University in south-
east Ohio, to Miami University in 
southwest Ohio, have received EDA 
funds. So, too, have port authorities in 
Toledo in the west and Ashtabula in 
the far northeast and entrepreneurs in 
Cleveland and Appalachia. 

If we are to strengthen our competi-
tiveness, we will need to equip busi-
nesses with the tools they need to 
thrive. That is what EDA is designed to 
do. It is the front door for communities 
facing sudden and severe economic dis-
tress. When economic disaster hits, 
communities turn to the government, 
and it is EDA that does the job at low 
cost, leveraging all kinds of private 
dollars. 

EDA has helped redevelop the former 
GM plant in Moraine, OH, near Dayton, 
and the DHL plant in Wilmington. Ash-
tabula’s Plant C received EDA invest-
ments to make vital repairs. 

The bill the Senate is considering 
would strengthen a proven job-creating 
program. It would reduce regulatory 
burdens to increase flexibility for 
grantees. It would encourage public- 
private partnerships that we have al-
ready seen make a difference in my 
State. And the bill would better 
streamline EDA cooperation with other 
Federal, State, and local agencies to 
better assist communities with local 
economic development. 

I plan to offer two amendments to 
further strengthen EDA. One would as-
sist communities when a plant closure 
or downsizing causes economic dis-
tress, such as Wilmington or Moraine. 
The amendment gives special pref-
erence to auto communities. The other 
amendment would make more Ohio 

communities eligible to receive funds 
for business incubators. Ohio is home 
to the National Business Incubator As-
sociation in Athens, OH, and several 
model business incubators, from To-
ledo, to Shaker Heights, to Youngs-
town. This amendment would allow 
more companies in Ohio and more com-
munities in Ohio to support home-
grown entrepreneurship. 

Two weeks ago, I visited—as I have 
in several places around the State—an 
incubator in Shaker Heights called the 
Launch House. It was an old car dealer-
ship that had been closed down several 
years ago. It was renovated with rel-
atively little money. It is now home to 
about 40 entrepreneurs, one- and two- 
person startup operations, with the av-
erage age of these young entrepreneurs 
being under 30. The great majority of 
these 35 or 40 entrepreneurs are them-
selves under 30. Some of these startups 
won’t exist in 2 years. Some will have 
grown in 2 years. Many will be hiring 
lots of people in the years ahead. Some 
will fail, some will succeed. 

As I pointed out earlier, only $10,000 
of EDA investment in a business incu-
bator, on average, creates somewhere 
in the vicinity of 50, 60, or 70 jobs. If we 
want to promote an economy fueled by 
innovation, we must better equip our 
entrepreneurs with the resources they 
need to turn an idea in the lab to a 
product in the market. 

Earlier this year, I held an innova-
tion roundtable at Battelle with lead-
ing Ohio entrepreneurs and business 
leaders where we discussed the need to 
strengthen workforce development, 
promote business entrepreneurship, 
and support city planning. EDA assist-
ance, they told me—as do other busi-
ness leaders around the State and as 
entrepreneurs do tell—is critical to 
these goals. 

This is legislation on which we 
should move forward. I am sorry my 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
who have been so supportive of EDA in 
the past—as it has always been bipar-
tisan—seem to be standing in the way 
of this. It is important to move for-
ward, so I ask for the Senate’s support. 

f 

JOB CREATION 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss an amendment to the 
Economic Development Revitalization 
Act of 2011. In February of this year I 
introduced a 7-Point Jobs Plan aimed 
at creating jobs, investing in education 
and training, assisting small busi-
nesses, reinvigorating American manu-
facturing, and eliminating bureau-
cratic redtape. Among other things, 
my bill aims to provide EDA assistance 
for areas hit hard by job losses, and 
specifically those communities harmed 
as a direct consequence of the Base Re-
alignment and Closure, or BRAC, proc-
ess. The amendment that I am offering 
today would build on this plan by mak-
ing it easier for communities affected 
by the BRAC process to access Federal 
funding to further their economic de-

velopment goals and to recover from 
the loss of jobs. 

Currently, most Economic Develop-
ment Administration, EDA, projects 
are subject to a 50-percent match; how-
ever, the EDA is allowed to increase 
the Federal share—up to 80 percent— 
based on the relative need of the area 
in which the project will be located. 
The bill being debated would expand 
the list of circumstances under which 
the Federal share may be increased. 
My amendment would simply clarify 
that communities affected by ‘‘mili-
tary base closures, realignments, or 
mission growth’’ are among those eligi-
ble for a reduced local cost share. 

Maine has lost more than 5,000 mili-
tary and civilian jobs as a result of the 
unfortunate decision to close Bruns-
wick Naval Air Station. Several other 
States face similar or even greater 
losses. The BRAC recommendations, 
released by the Pentagon in May of 
2005, caused Maine and many other 
States to face a daunting task. All of 
us across the State and region—polit-
ical leaders, business leaders, and indi-
vidual citizens from cities and small 
towns—worked together to build 
strong arguments for our bases. While 
we did have some great success, Maine 
has suffered a terrible blow with the 
closing of the Brunswick Naval Air 
Station. Nevertheless, the State and 
region’s leaders have worked together 
to ensure that the closure of Bruns-
wick Naval Air Station was accom-
panied by a commitment to the eco-
nomic redevelopment of the base in 
order to lessen the impact of its clo-
sure on the entire midcoast region. 

The large numbers of workers in 
Maine, and around the Nation, who 
have been or will be displaced as a re-
sult of a base closure deserve to have 
access to necessary resources, includ-
ing job training and job placement 
services. The EDA, with its mission to 
promote economic development and 
stability, should be leveraging tax-
payer dollars to assist these struggling 
communities as we work to lead Amer-
ica to a recovery from the worst eco-
nomic recession since the Great De-
pression. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that we be in a period of 
morning business, with Senators al-
lowed to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each, for debate only, until 7:30 today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado). Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

THE DREAM ACT 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it is my 
honor to come to the Senate floor this 
evening to speak on the issue of the 
DREAM Act and to have among those 
in attendance on the floor of the Sen-
ate a group of Senators from Mexico 
who are part of the Mexican-American 
interparliamentary union. They are 
here on the floor with the majority 
leader, HARRY REID, as well as Senator 
TOM UDALL, who is coordinating their 
visit to the United States over the next 
several days. We are honored that they 
are here and that they are allowed to 
come on the floor and to witness our 
Senate, at least in this proceeding 
where I will make a brief statement. 

The issue I am going to raise in the 
course of this evening is one that is of 
importance to many people around the 
world—certainly in the United States 
and certainly in the nation of Mexico. 

Ten years ago, I introduced a bill 
known as the DREAM Act. The 
DREAM Act was an effort to put into 
the law an opportunity for young peo-
ple who were brought to the United 
States and are undocumented to have a 
chance to become legal in the United 
States. 

The first person brought to my atten-
tion was a young woman in Chicago, 
IL, who was Korean. She came to the 
United States at the age of 2. She was 
an accomplished musician. She had 
been accepted at the very best music 
schools in America, including Juilliard 
School of Music and the Manhattan 
School of Music. 

As she filled out her application 
form, she asked her mother about her 
nationality and citizenship. Her moth-
er told her: I am sorry, I don’t know 
the answer because we never filed any 
papers. We brought you here as a baby 
and you have lived here all your life, 
but we don’t know what your status is. 

She said: What should we do? 
Her mom said: We should call Dur-

bin’s office. 
So they called my office, and we 

checked on the laws in America, and 
unfortunately the laws did not allow 
her to be treated as a legal person in 
the United States. In fact, the Amer-
ican law said she had to return to the 
country she came from, which coinci-
dentally was Brazil, not Korea. She had 

no way of knowing that. Her family 
had gone from Korea to Brazil to the 
United States. There she was at the 
age of 18 with a great opportunity 
ahead of her and no country. She had 
lived for 16 years in the United States. 
She believed she was an American. She 
knew no other country. She got up 
every day in school and said the Pledge 
of Allegiance and sang the national an-
them. Yet she was a person without a 
country. 

Well, it was because of her that I in-
troduced the DREAM Act 10 years ago. 
What it basically says is that many 
young people who are brought to the 
United States as children should not be 
punished because their parents didn’t 
file the necessary papers. The DREAM 
Act would give these students a chance 
to become legal in America. They 
would have to first prove they came 
here as a child, they are long-term U.S. 
residents, they have good moral char-
acter, graduate from high school, and 
be prepared to do one of two things: ei-
ther serve in the U.S. military or com-
plete at least 2 years of college. 

So I introduced this bill 10 years ago 
thinking it was a simple matter of jus-
tice that these young people would 
have their chance. I had no idea how 
many young people were affected or 
would be affected. As I went around the 
city of Chicago and the State of Illinois 
and spoke at gatherings about the 
DREAM Act, it wasn’t unusual for 
young people to be waiting for me out-
side afterward, and they would say 
very quietly: I am one of those DREAM 
Act kids. I was brought here, and I am 
undocumented, and I don’t know what 
I am going to do with my life. They 
would be very quiet about it. I would 
say: Well, I will do my best to pass this 
law. 

As time passed and we tried to bring 
this to the floor many times, things 
changed some. We picked up support 
from a lot of different people. 

The Defense Secretary, Robert Gates, 
supports the DREAM Act. He called me 
one day and said: As the former presi-
dent of Texas A&M, I know what it 
means to have college students who 
cannot attend an away game for any 
sports because they are undocumented, 
and if they were stopped and asked to 
produce identification, they could be 
deported. As Secretary of Defense, I 
know what it would mean if we could 
bring these young people into the 
American military. There would be 
more diversity. We would be a stronger 
nation, so I support it. 

GEN Colin L. Powell also has en-
dorsed the DREAM Act. He believes, as 
I do, that this is a fair thing to do, a 
just thing to do, and would be good for 
our military. 

Over the years, these young people 
started coming forward more and more 
and speaking about their lives, and, 
perhaps with more bravado than they 
should have, they were prepared to risk 
deportation to tell their stories. Over 
the years, these Dreamers have become 
an important part of this effort to pass 

the DREAM Act. We have the support 
of so many groups across America, in-
cluding religious groups and many oth-
ers who believe this is the right and 
fair thing to do. We invite young peo-
ple across America, if they want to vol-
untarily do so, to tell us their stories. 

I come to the floor of the Senate to-
night to tell two stories about two 
young DREAM Act people and their 
lives. 

The first one is Juan Rios. This is a 
photograph of Juan Rios, who was 
brought to the United States when he 
was 10 years old. He grew up in the 
State of Arizona. In high school, Juan 
discovered his calling: military service. 
He became a leader in the Air Force 
Junior ROTC, as we can see from his 
uniform. He became group commander 
and arm drill team captain and rose to 
the rank of cadet lieutenant colonel. 
Juan dreamed of one day attending the 
Air Force Academy, but he was unable 
to do so because he is undocumented. 
Instead, Juan enrolled in Arizona State 
University. 

This is a more recent photograph of 
Juan on his commencement day at Ari-
zona State University. Juan graduated 
from Arizona State University with a 
degree in aeronautical engineering. 
Since graduation, Juan has been wait-
ing for his chance to either serve in our 
military or to use his degree. He can’t 
enlist, obviously, because he is undocu-
mented, and he can’t work in his 
field—the aeronautics industry—be-
cause of the same legal obstacle. 

He just sent me a letter, and this is 
what it said: 

The United States of America is the coun-
try I want to live my life in, where I want to 
flourish as a productive citizen, where I want 
to grow old among my lifelong friends, where 
I want to one day fall in love and raise a 
family. 

What we heard from Juan we could 
hear from young people all across 
America. It is his American dream—a 
dream that won’t come true unless we 
pass the DREAM Act. 

This next young lady I wish to intro-
duce my colleagues to is someone I met 
just a few weeks ago. This is Tolu 
Olubumni. She was brought to the 
United States from Nigeria when she 
was a child. She graduated from high 
school here in the United States at the 
top of her class. She won a full scholar-
ship to a prestigious university in Vir-
ginia and in 2002 graduated with a de-
gree in chemical engineering. 

It has been 10 years since I first in-
troduced the DREAM Act in 2001 and 
almost 10 years since she graduated 
from college. The DREAM Act has yet 
to become law, and she has yet to work 
1 day as a chemical engineer because 
she is undocumented. Instead, Tolu has 
dedicated her life to passing the 
DREAM Act for her benefit and the 
benefit of others. For years, she has 
worked as a full-time volunteer. Re-
cently, she wrote me a letter, and this 
is what she said: 

I don’t have a powerful organization be-
hind me or a fancy job title or even a pay-
check, but I am committed to stand and 
fight for you for as long as you ask me to. 
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Tolu is not standing alone. Her com-

mitment and the commitment of many 
other Dreamers is what inspires me to 
continue this effort for the DREAM 
Act. 

There are so many others like Tolu 
who are living a life of uncertainty. 
They have amazing accomplishments 
in their lives, and yet they can’t use 
the degrees they have earned to make 
this a better nation and to have a 
whole life of their own. So last month 
I reintroduced the DREAM Act. Tolu 
joined me on that occasion, with Sen-
ator HARRY REID, who has been a 
strong supporter; BOB MENENDEZ, our 
Hispanic colleague here in the Senate; 
and RICHARD BLUMENTHAL from the 
State of Connecticut. 

Here is what Tolu said: 
Passing the DREAM Act is critically im-

portant to me and so many others. I don’t 
believe I am entitled to anything more than 
what this great Nation has taught me—that 
we all have a right to life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. 

She is right. Thousands of immigrant 
students in the United States were 
brought here as children. It wasn’t 
their decision to come, but they grew 
up here, they made it their home, and 
they are prepared to make this a better 
Nation. 

Some of my colleagues have come to 
the floor of the Senate criticizing the 
DREAM Act because people under the 
age of 35 are eligible. They say the 
DREAM Act should really only benefit 
children. They ignore the obvious: In 
order to qualify for the DREAM Act, 
an individual must have come to the 
United States as a child, just like Tolu. 
Now she is 30 years old. She has been 
waiting patiently for 10 years. To say 
she is now ineligible because we have 
not acted I think would be fundamen-
tally unfair. 

Today we had an interesting speech 
which I listened to on the floor. It was 
the first speech—so-called maiden 
speech—of our colleague, Senator 
MARCO RUBIO from Florida. It was an 
excellent speech, and I complimented 
him afterward. Among the things he 
talked about was the contribution of 
immigrants to the United States. 

I am a first-generation American. My 
mother was an immigrant to this coun-
try. One hundred years ago, in 1911, her 
mother brought her at the age of 2 into 
this country. My mother didn’t become 
a citizen until her mid-twenties, after 
she was married and had already had 
two children. She was a very proud and 
hard-working woman, raised a good 
family, I think—I am a little bit par-
tial—and now her son is a U.S. Senator 
from Illinois. 

This is not just my story. It is not 
just my family’s story. This is the 
American story. This is who we are, 
immigrants who came to this country 
and risked everything to be a part of 
America and only asked for a chance— 
a chance to make this a better Nation 
and to create a better life for them and 
their families. The DREAM Act will 
give thousands of young people across 

America that chance to become a part 
of America’s future. It is the just and 
fair thing to do to make us a stronger 
Nation and to keep our promise that 
we are going to be fair in the way we 
administer the laws. 

I urge my colleagues to take a look 
at the version of the DREAM Act that 
has been introduced. I urge them as 
well to join me as cosponsors. We will 
work carefully with other countries 
and other nations to make sure we 
demonstrate to them the sense of fair-
ness that is part of America. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
f 

EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES 
FOR CHILDREN PROGRAM 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the importance of 
the Emergency Medical Service for 
Children, or EMSC, Program. Recently, 
we celebrated National EMSC Day, an 
annual event raising awareness about 
the need to improve and expand spe-
cialized care for children in the 
prehospital and acute care settings. 

The EMSC Program holds great per-
sonal importance to me. More than 30 
years ago, Senator HATCH and I, on a 
bipartisan basis, took note of the sys-
tematic problems and deficiencies sur-
rounding emergency care for children. 
With these deficiencies in mind, we au-
thored legislation to address the gaps 
in emergency care for children. 
Through the support of the American 
Academy of Pediatrics and the Surgeon 
General the bill became law in 1984 au-
thorizing Federal funding for EMSC. 

For over 25 years now, EMSC, which 
is administered by the Health Re-
sources and Services Administration’s, 
HRSA, Maternal and Child Health Bu-
reau, has been doing truly amazing 
work. With just over $20 million a year, 
EMSC works with all 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, and the U.S. ter-
ritories to educate emergency medical 
personnel. In addition to educating and 
training health care professionals, 
EMSC supports research at leading 
governmental and academic institu-
tions so that our children are treated 
with cutting-edge technology and serv-
ices. 

The EMSC Program addresses the en-
tire continuum of pediatric emergency 
services, from injury prevention and 
EMS access through out-of-hospital 
and emergency department care, inten-
sive care, rehabilitation, and reintegra-
tion into the community, while ensur-
ing the ongoing involvement of the 
child’s primary care physician. It 
serves the unique needs of children in a 
way no other program can. Over the 
years, we have also funded various 
projects for emergency care. I thank 
my colleagues for supporting the inclu-
sion of a 5-year reauthorization of the 
EMSC Program in the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act. 

In recognition of all that EMSC has 
done and will continue to do for this 
Nation’s children, several experts gath-
ered on Capitol Hill last month to hold 

an educational briefing in conjunction 
with EMSC Day. Sponsored by the 
American Academy of Pediatrics, staff 
heard from Dr. Elizabeth Edgerton, the 
new branch chief for EMSC and injury 
prevention at the Maternal and Child 
Health Bureau at HRSA, who described 
the EMSC Program and what it has ac-
complished. Katherine Dixon Hert, 
EMSC program manager, Office of EMS 
and Trauma at the Alabama Depart-
ment of Public Health, recounted the 
devastation of the recent tornadoes 
that swept through the State of Ala-
bama; the challenges in caring for chil-
dren often separated from their par-
ents; and the pediatric deaths that oc-
curred. Lastly, Joseph Wright, M.D., 
M.P.H., F.A.A.P., principal investi-
gator and medical director of the 
EMSC National Resource Center, 
shared his experience of ‘‘growing up’’ 
with the EMSC Program as part of the 
original cohort of board-certified pedi-
atric emergency physicians in the 
United States. 

I do not know a parent or grand-
parent who would advocate for any-
thing but the best care of our children 
during an emergency. The EMSC Pro-
gram has filled a void that existed 
within the EMS system prior to its in-
ception. Many experts have identified 
the need for a lead agency for EMS in 
the U.S. While such a lead agency 
could improve optimal emergency care 
and response, any reorganization of 
Federal EMS Programs must maintain 
the EMSC Program as a freestanding 
program. Without the EMSC Program, 
children’s medical and treatment needs 
will not be met. I would like to honor 
and thank the many hard-working 
Americans that work daily to serve 
and save our children. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO J. DAVID HOOD 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise 

today to honor a faithful public serv-
ant on the occasion of his retirement. 
J. David Hood, the regional commis-
sioner of the Public Buildings Service 
for General Services Administration’s 
Great Lakes Region, is retiring on July 
1, 2011, after 40 years of dedicated serv-
ice to the Federal Government. David 
heads an organization that is respon-
sible for more than 35 million square 
feet of Federal offices and workplaces 
in nearly 1,000 buildings owned or 
leased by GSA. He also manages over 
$1.2 billion in construction and renova-
tion projects throughout the region. 

David joined GSA’s Great Lakes Re-
gional Office in 1971 as an intern before 
becoming a real estate appraiser, a 
project manager, director of planning, 
and eventually serving as deputy as-
sistant regional administrator, Public 
Buildings Service. In 1993, David moved 
to the agency’s former Federal Supply 
Service, FSS, where he served as as-
sistant regional administrator for 9 
years before taking the same position, 
now regional commissioner, with Pub-
lic Buildings Service. He is a member 
of the Federal Government’s Senior 
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Executive Service and is a recipient of 
GSA’s Meritorious Service Award. 
David also served as acting regional ad-
ministrator for GSA’s Great Lakes Re-
gion from January 2009 until January 
2011. 

In a sense, David is the landlord for 
my State offices in Chicago and 
Carbondale. In that capacity, I saw 
firsthand David’s commitment to the 
Federal Government and wise use of 
taxpayer money. Last year, my Chi-
cago office in the Kluczynski Federal 
Building was in need of repair and re-
configuration. David and his team com-
pleted what would normally be a year- 
long project in just 4 months, and 
stayed within budget. In addition to 
meeting the operational needs of my 
Chicago staff so that they can best 
serve the people of Illinois, the renova-
tion also produced considerable cost- 
and energy-savings. 

As David’s storied career in public 
service comes to a close, I rise to thank 
him for his hard work on behalf of the 
American people, and in particular the 
people of Illinois. David is an exem-
plary civil servant, and while his re-
tirement is well-deserved, his service 
to the Federal Government will be 
missed. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
LANCE CORPORAL SEAN MICHAEL NICHOLAS 

O’CONNOR 
Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I rise 

today to honor and express our Na-
tion’s deepest thanks to a brave young 
man and his family. On Monday, I re-
ceived word that LCpl Sean M.N. 
O’Connor of Douglas, WY, had fallen on 
June 12, 2011, in the line of duty in sup-
port of Operation Enduring Freedom. 
Lance Corporal O’Connor was killed 
while supporting combat operations in 
Helmand Province in southern Afghan-
istan. 

Lance Corporal O’Connor was as-
signed to the 1st Battalion, 5th Marine 
Regiment, Regimental Combat Team 8, 
II Marine Expeditionary Force FWD, 
1st Marine Division, out of Camp Pen-
dleton, CA. Sean’s roots in the Marine 
Corps run deep. He was born at Marine 
Corps Base Camp Pendleton. Like his 
father, Lance Corporal O’Connor joined 
the U.S. Marine Corps in 2007 soon 
after graduating from Douglas High 
School. Sean was an avid reader, swim-
mer and shooter. He will be remem-
bered as a fun loving son and friend 
who could always be counted on to lend 
a hand to those in need. 

It is because of individuals like Sean 
O’Connor that all Americans are able 
to live our daily lives as free people. 
They put their very lives on the line 
every day, and because of their bravery 
and their families, our Nation remains 
free and strong. Freedom is not free. It 
carries a very high price. And that 
price has been paid over and over by 
many generations of men and women 
who answered the call to arms and 
willingly bear the burdens of defending 
our Nation. They deserve our deepest 
respect and gratitude. 

The motto of the U.S. Marine Corps 
is ‘‘Semper Fidelis.’’ It means ‘‘Always 
Faithful.’’ LCpl Sean O’Connor lived up 
to these words with great honor. He 
made the ultimate sacrifice in the 
name of freedom for you and I to enjoy. 
He gave his life, that last full measure 
of devotion, for you, me, and every sin-
gle American. Today we thank Lance 
Corporal O’Connor for serving and de-
fending our country. He was always 
faithful to our country and its citizens, 
and to his fellow marines. 

Lance Corporal O’Connor is survived 
by his parents Daniel and Dee O’Con-
nor and his Aunt Sarah O’Connor. He is 
also survived by his brothers and sis-
ters in arms of the U.S. Marine Corps. 
We say goodbye to a son, friend, neigh-
bor, and a marine. The United States of 
America pays its deepest respect to 
LCpl Sean O’Connor for his sacrifice, so 
that we may remain free. Sean was the 
embodiment of honor, courage and 
commitment. All of Wyoming, and in-
deed the entire Nation, is proud of him. 
May God bless him and his family. 
Lance Corporal O’Connor, Semper Fi. 

f 

AMERICA INVENTS ACT 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I was 
pleased that the Chamber of Commerce 
today wrote to Members of the House 
of Representatives in support of the 
America Invents Act. The Senate- 
passed companion legislation was ap-
proved in March in a 95–5 vote. This 
bill will create jobs and grow the econ-
omy without adding a penny to the def-
icit. Today’s announcement by the 
Chamber of Commerce is a strong indi-
cation of a growing consensus that this 
legislation is what America needs to 
win the future through innovation. I 
applaud the work that Chairman 
SMITH, Mr. WATT, and others have done 
to move the legislation forward in the 
House, and I encourage the full House 
to act swiftly. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a full copy of the 
Chamber’s letter. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Washington, DC, June 14, 2011. 
To the Members of the U.S. House of Represent-

atives: 
The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the 

world’s largest business federation rep-
resenting the interests of more than three 
million businesses and organizations of every 
size, sector, and region, supports H.R. 1249, 
the ‘‘America Invents Act,’’ which would en-
courage innovation and bolster the U.S. 
economy. The Chamber believes this legisla-
tion is crucial for American economic 
growth, jobs, and the future of U.S. competi-
tiveness. 

A key component of H.R. 1249 is section 22, 
which would ensure that fees collected by 
the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) 
fund the office and its administration of the 
patent system. PTO faces significant chal-
lenges, including a massive backlog of pend-
ing applications, and this backlog is stifling 
domestic innovators. The fees that PTO col-

lects to review and approve patent applica-
tion are supposed to be dedicated to PTO op-
eration. However, fee diversion by Congress 
has hampered PTO’s efforts to hire and re-
tain a sufficient number of qualified exam-
iners and implement technological improve-
ments necessary to ensure expeditious 
issuance of high quality patents. Providing 
PTO with full access to the user fees it col-
lects is an important first step toward reduc-
ing the current backlog of 1.2 million appli-
cations waiting for a final determination and 
pendency time of 3 years, as well as to im-
prove patent quality. 

In addition, the legislation would help en-
sure that the U.S. remains at the forefront of 
innovation by enhancing the PTO process 
and ensuring that all inventors secure the 
exclusive right to their inventions and dis-
coveries. The bill shifts the U.S. to a first-in-
ventor-to-file system that we believe is both 
constitutional and wise, ending expensive in-
terference proceedings. H.R. 1249 also con-
tains important legal reforms that would 
help reduce unnecessary litigation against 
American businesses and innovators. Among 
the bill’s provisions, Section 16 would put an 
end to frivolous false patent marking cases, 
while still preserving the right of those who 
suffered actual harm to bring actions. Sec-
tion 5 would create a prior user right for 
those who first commercially use inventions, 
protecting the rights of early inventors and 
giving manufacturers a powerful incentive to 
build new factories in the United States, 
while at the same time fully protecting uni-
versities. Section 19 also restricts joinder of 
defendants who have tenuous connections to 
the underlying disputes in patent infringe-
ment suits. Section 18 of H.R. 1249 provides 
for a tailored pilot program which would 
allow patent office experts to help the court 
review the validity of certain business meth-
od patents using the best available prior art 
as an alternative to costly litigation. 

The Chamber strongly opposes any amend-
ments to H.R. 1249 that would strike or 
weaken any of the important legal reform 
measures in this legislation, including those 
found in Sections 16, 5, 19 and 18. The Cham-
ber supports H.R. 1249 and urges the House to 
expeditiously approve this necessary legisla-
tion. 

Sincerely, 
R. BRUCE JOSTEN, 

Executive Vice President, Government Affairs. 

f 

REMEMBERING PRIVATE FIRST 
CLASS JOHN T. MARR 

Mr. BROWN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
President, on this day in 1777, the Sec-
ond Continental Congress adopted the 
flag of the United States. At that time, 
American colonists were just 2 years 
into their long and bloody struggle for 
independence and only a year earlier 
had declared independence from the 
British throne. Since that time, our 
flag has been carried into countless 
battles and has been proudly worn on 
the uniforms of millions of American 
servicemen and women. 

I rise today to tell the story of one 
such American, US Army PFC John T. 
Marr of Dorchester, MA. Private Marr 
was mortally wounded in combat on a 
hill on the other side of the globe. The 
hill happened to be in Korea in 1953. It 
could have been so many other places 
where Americans fought and died: 
Bunker Hill in Boston, Cemetery Ridge 
at Gettysburg, the cliffs of Normandy, 
Kakazu Ridge on Okinawa, Hamburger 
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Hill in Vietnam or the Tora Bora re-
gion of Afghanistan. 

Private First Class Marr could have 
been so many other people’s husband, 
son or brother throughout our nation’s 
history. 

John Marr, ‘‘Jack’’ to his family and 
friends, was among thousands of Mas-
sachusetts residents to serve our Na-
tion in Korea and among the hundreds 
to die there. Korea has been referred to 
as the ‘‘forgotten war.’’ By the early 
1950s, our Nation had grown war weary, 
having so recently endured a global 
war in which more than 400,000 Amer-
ican servicemen died and far more than 
a half million were wounded. Yet while 
the Greatest Generation returned from 
Europe, Africa, and the South Pacific 
to build modern America, hundreds of 
thousands of their younger brothers 
were fighting and dying on the Korean 
Peninsula. The Korean war was never 
forgotten by people like the Marr fam-
ily of Dorchester who on a hot summer 
day in 1953 received word that their 
middle child had died in the service of 
his Nation. 

By all accounts, Jack Marr was a 
young man with a promising life ahead 
of him. He was an outstanding athlete, 
well-liked by all, newly married, and 
worked for his family’s successful 
South Boston contracting business. 
Yet like millions before and after, Jack 
answered his Nation’s call to serve. 

In Korea, Jack was communications 
chief of Company D, 179th Infantry 
Regiment of the 45th Infantry Division. 
On July 19, 1953, his unit came under 
heavy mortar attack, wounding several 
members who were caught in the open. 
With no thought for his own safety, 
Jack Marr left the cover of his bunker 
to pull wounded comrades to safety and 
was mortally wounded by an exploding 
mortar round. Private First Class Marr 
was among the last Americans to die in 
the Korean war, and succumbed to his 
injuries just 2 days before the Armi-
stice went into effect. Jack left behind 
his wife Mary, loving parents, brothers 
Daniel, Jr. and Robert, and a sister Ju-
dith Marie. 

The Marr family will honor Jack this 
Flag Day by dedicating a flagpole on 
the grounds of their family business on 
D Street in South Boston. I join the 
Marr family in honoring the service 
and sacrifice of PFC John T. Marr and 
will close with words engraved on the 
plaque they will unveil today. ‘‘This 
flagpole is dedicated to the courageous 
military service of John T. Marr. Jack 
answered the call to defend the people 
of South Korea. His sacrifice will for-
ever be an example of hope, conviction 
and the unconquerable American spirit 
in the pursuit of freedom.’’ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR GENERAL 
JAMES C. MCCONVILLE 

Mr. BROWN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
President, today I wish to recognize 
MG James C. McConville for his profes-
sional dedication and service as the 
Army’s Chief of Legislative Liaison, 

from January 6, 2010, to July 5, 2011. In 
this capacity, Major General 
McConville was responsible for advis-
ing the Secretary of the Army, the 
Chief of Staff of the Army and other 
Army senior leadership on all legisla-
tive and congressional matters. During 
this period of extraordinary change and 
challenge for the Army, he masterfully 
led the Army’s outreach to Congress. 

It is an honor and a pleasure to rec-
ognize my good friend Jim McConville 
who is a native of Quincy, MA. He re-
ceived his nomination to the U.S. Mili-
tary Academy from the late senior 
Senator from Massachusetts, Senator 
Edward M. Kennedy. Upon graduation 
from West Point, he was commissioned 
as an infantry officer. He was also a 
2002 national security fellow at Har-
vard University. He has had an exem-
plary military career culminating in 
his recent selection as the commanding 
general of the 101st Airborne Division, 
Air Assault, at Fort Campbell, KY. 

Major General McConville clearly un-
derstood the importance of fostering a 
strong relationship with the Congress. 
He worked tirelessly on behalf of the 
Army to earn the trust and confidence 
of Members of Congress and their staffs 
and his candor and availability ensured 
continuous support for the Army. 

Major General McConville handled 
some of the most complex and sen-
sitive issues our Army has ever faced 
through two legislative cycles with un-
paralleled results. His service assisted 
the Army in its efforts to restore bal-
ance to a force stretched and stressed 
by the demands of the longest war our 
Nation has fought. His efforts greatly 
contributed to the Army’s trans-
formation by building versatile, mod-
ular units and improving the capabili-
ties of individual soldiers. 

Major General McConville’s career 
includes key command and staff as-
signments. He was deployed as the 
Commander of 4th Brigade, 1st Cavalry 
Division during Operation Iraqi Free-
dom. Based on the heroism of his avi-
ators and courageous efforts of his sol-
diers, his brigade was selected as the 
2004 Aviation Unit of the Year. Major 
General McConville also served as Dep-
uty Commanding General for the 101st 
Airborne Division, Air Assault, in Af-
ghanistan during Operation Enduring 
Freedom. His key staff assignments in-
clude executive officer to the Vice 
Chief of Staff of the Army and deputy 
chief of the Office of Congressional Li-
aison. 

I thank Jim for his tremendous serv-
ice to our Nation. I know that his wife 
Maria, their children Michael, Jessica, 
and Ryan, and the people of Massachu-
setts are extremely proud of his serv-
ice. I wish him the utmost success as 
he continues to serve our great Nation 
at the 101st Airborne Division, Air As-
sault. 

f 

WOLF KAHN AND EMILY MASON 
GALLERY 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, it is a de-
light to call the attention of the Sen-

ate to the generosity and vision of Wolf 
Kahn and Emily Mason, whose long-
standing commitment to the commu-
nities of southern Vermont is being 
commemorated with the dedication of 
the Wolf Kahn and Emily Mason Gal-
lery at the Brattleboro Museum and 
Art Center. While nationally and inter-
nationally recognized as accomplished 
artists, it is Wolf’s and Emily’s selfless 
contributions to their neighbors and 
their community that makes me the 
most proud to call them Vermonters. 

The works of local painters, sculp-
tors, musicians, photographers, and au-
thors enrich Vermont’s culture 
throughout the beautiful Green Moun-
tain State. Displaying their creations 
in community venues, from libraries to 
coffee shops, artists working in all me-
diums enrich our lives, deepen our 
pride in our communities and strength-
en our bond with Vermont, its land-
scape, its beauty and its cultural herit-
age. Anyone who has contemplated a 
painting in a museum or examined an 
original manuscript or composition, 
and has gained a greater understanding 
of both the artist and the subject as a 
result, knows the power and impor-
tance of these works in our lives. 

Since 1968, Wolf and Emily have 
spent the summers and autumns in 
West Brattleboro, VT, where the land-
scape provides them inspiration for 
countless paintings and drawings. Wolf 
and Emily’s love of Vermont, however, 
does not end with the environment our 
State offers to create their work. They 
carry their passion into the commu-
nity, to create equally rich experiences 
for other artists and the general public. 
Forty years ago, Wolf and Emily were 
instrumental in the formation of the 
Brattleboro Museum and Art Center. 
Over the ensuing decades, they have of-
fered invaluable guidance and advice, 
and helped the Museum and Art Center 
establish important connections with 
the broader art world. They have also 
played a crucial role and offered the 
same unwavering support in the cre-
ation of the Vermont Studio Center—a 
working studio space where artists and 
writers from across the country and 
the world descend upon Johnson, VT, 
to immerse themselves in their work. 
Today these two organizations are not 
only flourishing, but they are also 
firmly embedded in Vermont’s rich 
participation in the arts. The success 
of these programs is a true credit to 
Wolf and Emily’s continued support 
throughout the years. They truly are 
energy givers, infusing all around them 
with their enthusiasm and sense of pos-
sibility. 

Wolf and Emily have lived in 
Vermont, but they also have enriched 
the quality of life for all Vermonters 
by generously lending their hands and 
their talent to a number of institutions 
in Vermont—from cultural experi-
ences, to supporting the basic needs of 
our most vulnerable community mem-
bers. Their positive impact will be felt 
in Vermont for generations to come. 
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ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO NORA THOMBS 
∑ Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, in the 
1930s, the forces of tyranny and oppres-
sion seemed to be taking over the 
world. The American Legion and the 
American Legion Auxiliary were espe-
cially concerned that tyrannical re-
gimes were indoctrinating their young 
people in hateful ideology, and so they 
countered with an initiative to better 
educate young Americans in democ-
racy and leadership. Since then, some 2 
million high school students have been 
delegates to Boys and Girls State pro-
grams throughout our Nation. Forty- 
one years ago, I served as a Dirigo 
Girls State delegate in my State of 
Maine, and I will never forget that in-
spiring week. 

Today I wish to recognize Nora 
Thombs of New Sharon, ME, for her re-
markable commitment to this pro-
gram. When Dirigo Girls State con-
venes on June 19, Nora will mark her 
50th year of involvement. The first 
year was as a delegate during her high 
school years. The other 49 have been 
helping to bring this great experience 
to other young Maine women. From 
her early service as a staff volunteer to 
her current position as director, she 
has helped forge new generations of in-
volved citizens. 

Nora exemplifies the principles that 
Boys and Girls State instills. Although 
she never sought elective office, her ap-
preciation of the importance of every 
person’s vote and her knowledge about 
the process of government made her an 
effective and respected town meeting 
moderator, one of the most challenging 
roles in local government throughout 
New England. The leadership skills she 
learned helped her become an out-
standing teacher and principal. 

But the best evidence of those prin-
ciples is Nora’s dedication to spreading 
them. As soon as one year’s Girls State 
week concludes, she is hard at work 
planning the next—working with high 
schools, recruiting delegates, and ar-
ranging for speakers, presentations, 
and experiences that will inform and 
inspire. 

It is an honor to congratulate Nora 
Thombs for her 50 years of contribu-
tions to Dirigo Girls State. She is proof 
that the delegates of yesterday are the 
leaders of today. Thanks to her, the 
delegates of today will be the leaders of 
tomorrow.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING RICHARD W. CARR 
∑ Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I 
wish to pay tribute to the remarkable 
life and legacy of Richard W. Carr. One 
year after Dick Carr’s passing, I feel 
deprived of the ongoing, often sur-
prising revelations of his depth and di-
versity. But also, of course, I feel deep-
ly grateful to have been his friend. 

Dick Carr was like a great book in 
which you find new meanings, insights, 
and strengths every time you return to 
it. 

When I first met Dick, he seemed 
like another good guy with a kind and 
vivacious wife and wonderful daughters 
who lived a block away from my family 
in Hillandale. He was surely all that 
but over time, as I came to know him 
better, it was clear that Dick Carr was 
much, much more. 

He was a man of property but also a 
man of poetry. He was a man who knew 
history, but also understood what it 
meant to be holy. He learned a lot and 
taught a lot. He laughed a lot and 
loved a lot. 

Little things sometimes tell us big 
things about people. For instance, in 
Hillandale, Dick was one of the few 
residents who took care of his own 
yard, with Marie’s help of course. Not, 
I presume, because he couldn’t afford 
gardening help, but because he just en-
joyed doing it himself and wanted his 
grounds to be as perfect as he and 
Marie would make them. And it tells 
you a lot about Dick that he didn’t 
stop with his own yard. He took care of 
the yards of neighbors who were away 
or whose husbands were ailing or gone. 
That was Dick Carr. 

Dick had many loves in his life none 
of course greater than Marie, Kate, 
Annie, Beth, his parents, and his sib-
lings. But he also had a special love for 
this city—its history and its people— 
and he helped, along with his family, to 
rebuild, enrich, and beautify Wash-
ington in many lasting ways. Dick’s 
work to restore the Willard Hotel to its 
previous grandeur was a great gift to 
our country and its Capital City. His 
charitable work changed the lives of 
many who had much less than he did. 
And he did it all in a quiet way that 
showed he had the self-confidence not 
to need the public credit. 

In the last 3 years since he was diag-
nosed with aplastic anemia, I learned 
some other new things from Dick Carr. 
In the face of repeated bleak diagnoses 
and painful treatments, Dick taught 
me and all of us new meaning of words 
like strength, courage, and grace under 
pressure. He didn’t just fight the good 
fight; he fought a great fight until he 
had given to life all that he could and 
God was ready to take his soul from 
this Earth. And Marie, his love and 
life’s partner, fought tirelessly for him 
and alongside him every step of the 
way in the most sustained, selfless, and 
devoted acts of caring I have ever seen. 
Marie Carr is simply saintly. 

Thank you, Marie, for what you 
showed and taught all of us about love 
and faith over the years. I pray that 
you will be strengthened now and in 
the years ahead by your faith and com-
forted by wonderful memories of Dick. 

I pray also, with total confidence, 
that Dick’s soul has soared to heaven 
where he is living in eternal peace, 
which in his case will probably mean 
reading, writing, gardening, dreaming, 
and building. In fact, I would not be 
surprised if right now Dick was devis-
ing plans to restore some heavenly 
structure to its previous grandeur. 

Today, in Sister’s Garden of the 
Dahlgren Chapel of the Sacred Heart 

here in Washington, DC, Dick’s great 
life and legacy will be honored and me-
morialized forever in that lush, green, 
and holy space. 

May God bless you and keep you, 
Dick, as you blessed and inspired each 
of us who knew you.∑ 

f 

TURTON, SOUTH DAKOTA 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Turton, SD. The town of 
Turton will celebrate the 125th anni-
versary of its founding this year. Lo-
cated in Spink County, Turton came 
into existence during a time known as 
the ‘‘Great Dakota Boom,’’ when the 
railroads were expanded throughout 
the State. 

Since its beginning 125 years ago, the 
Turton community has continued to 
serve as an outstanding example of 
South Dakota traditions and values. I 
would like to offer my congratulations 
to the citizens of Turton on this mile-
stone date and wish them continued 
prosperity for years to come.∑ 

f 

REPORT ON THE CONTINUATION 
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
THAT WAS ORIGINALLY DE-
CLARED IN EXECUTIVE ORDER 
13405 OF JUNE 16, 2006, WITH RE-
SPECT TO BELARUS—PM 10 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed notice 
stating that the national emergency 
and related measures blocking the 
property of certain persons under-
mining democratic processes or insti-
tutions in Belarus are to continue in 
effect beyond June 16, 2011. 

The flawed December 2010 Presi-
dential election in Belarus and its 
aftermath—the harsh violence against 
peaceful demonstrators; the continuing 
detention, prosecution, and imprison-
ment of opposition Presidential can-
didates and others; and the continuing 
repression of independent media and 
civil society activists—all show that 
the Government of Belarus has taken 
steps backward in the development of 
democratic governance and respect for 
human rights. The actions and policies 
of the Government of Belarus and 
other persons to undermine Belarus 
democratic processes or institutions, 
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to commit human rights abuses related 
to political repression, and to engage 
in public corruption pose a continuing 
unusual and extraordinary threat to 
the national security and foreign pol-
icy of the United States. For this rea-
son, I have determined that it is nec-
essary to continue the national emer-
gency declared to deal with this threat 
and the related measures blocking the 
property of certain persons. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 14, 2011. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–2102. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Pesticide Toler-
ances; Technical Amendments’’ (FRL No. 
8875–4) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 10, 2011; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2103. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Difenoconazole; 
Pesticide Tolerances’’ (FRL No. 8876–4) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 10, 2011; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2104. A communication from the Chair-
man and Chief Executive Officer, Farm Cred-
it Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Loan Poli-
cies and Operations; Loan Purchases from 
FDIC’’ (RIN3052-AC62) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 10, 2011; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2105. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Policy Issuances Division, Food 
Safety and Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Coopera-
tive Inspection Programs: Interstate Ship-
ment of Meat and Poultry Products’’ 
(RIN0583-AD37) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 8, 2011; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–2106. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Af-
fairs), transmitting legislative proposals rel-
ative to the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2012; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2107. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Division of Corporation Finance, Se-
curities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Beneficial Ownership Reporting 
Requirements and Security-Based Swaps’’ 
(RIN3235-AK98) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 13, 2011; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–2108. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Energy Information Adminis-
tration, Department of Energy, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Uranium Marketing Annual Report; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–2109. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Decom-
missioning Planning’’ (RIN3150-AI55) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 13, 2011; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2110. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Implementation Plans; State of 
California; Interstate Transport of Pollution; 
Significant Contribution to Nonattainment 
and Interference with Maintenance Require-
ments’’ (FRL No. 9318–1) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 10, 2011; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2111. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans; State of California; Regional Haze 
State Implementation Plan and Interstate 
Transport Plan; Interference with Visibility 
Requirement’’ (FRL No. 9317–9) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on June 10, 
2011; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–2112. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Office of Policy, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Land Disposal Re-
strictions: Revision of the Treatment Stand-
ards for Carbamate Wastes’’ (FRL No. 9318–4) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2011; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–2113. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
legislative proposal relative to the collection 
of fees under the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act to support an electronic haz-
ardous waste manifest system; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–2114. A communication from the Chair-
man, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a semiannual re-
port relative to the status of the Commis-
sion’s licensing and regulatory duties; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–2115. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regulations Gov-
erning Practice Before the Internal Revenue 
Service’’ (RIN1545-BH01) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 8, 
2011; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2116. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Defense Procurement and Acquisition 
Policy, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement; Foreign Acquisition 
Amendments’’ ((RIN0750-AH16)(DFARS Case 
2011–D017)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 8, 2011; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2117. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Fiscal Year 2010 Medical Device User Fee 
and Modernization Act (MDUFMA) Financial 
Report’’; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2118. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Christopher Columbus Fellow-
ship Foundation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Fiscal Year 2011 Performance Ac-
countability Report and Financial State-
ments; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2119. A communication from the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department of Defense’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2010 through 
March 31, 2011; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2120. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, United States Access Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Board’s 
fiscal year 2010 annual report relative to the 
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–2121. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, transmitting leg-
islative proposals relative to health care 
benefits, personnel-related matters and bene-
fits for homeless Veterans; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC–2122. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, transmitting a 
legislative proposal entitled ‘‘Veterans Ben-
efit Programs Improvement Act of 2011’’; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC–2123. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Exporter Services, Bureau of Industry 
and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Wassenaar Arrangement 2010 
Plenary Agreements Implementation: Com-
merce Control List, Definitions, Reports; 
Correction’’ (RIN0694-AF11) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
9, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2124. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Export 
Control Reform Initiative: Strategic Trade 
Authorization License Exception’’ (RIN0694- 
AF03) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on June 9, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2125. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief, Consumer and Governmental Af-
fairs Bureau, Federal Communications Com-
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Structure and 
Practices of the Video Relay Service Pro-
gram, Order Suspending Effective Date’’ ((CG 
Docket No. 10–51)(FCC 11–86)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
13, 2011; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2126. A communication from the Legal 
Advisor and Chief, Wireless Telecommuni-
cations Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of 
the Commission’s Rules Regarding Maritime 
Automatic Identification Systems’’ (FCC 11– 
80) received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on June 13, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–2127. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the Department 
of Commerce’s Strategic Plan for fiscal 
years 2011–2016; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The following petitions and memo-

rials were laid before the Senate and 
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were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM–33. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana 
memorializing Congress to enact laws to es-
tablish, implement, and ensure that uni-
versal communication is at all times and at 
all places available to warn the American 
people of imminent and impending dangers; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 3 
Whereas, the Congress of the United States 

should enact laws to establish and imple-
ment an effective, reliable, integrated, flexi-
ble, and comprehensive system that will 
alert and warn the American people in situa-
tions of war, terrorist attack, natural dis-
aster, or other hazards to public health, safe-
ty and well-being, taking appropriate ac-
count of the functions, capabilities, needs of 
all people, the private sector and of all gov-
ernments, so as to ensure that, under all 
conditions, universal communication is at 
all times and at all places available to warn 
the American people of imminent and im-
pending dangers; and 

Whereas, Congress should investigate and 
conduct hearings to inventory, evaluate, and 
assess capabilities and integration with the 
public alert and warning system of federal, 
state, territorial, tribal, and local public 
alert and warning resources; and 

Whereas, Congress should establish or 
adopt common alerting and warning proto-
cols, standards, technology, and operating 
procedures that are effective without the ne-
cessity of maintaining a database of contact 
information (while protecting privacy of all 
Americans) and for the public alert and 
warning system to enable interoperability 
and the secure delivery of coordinated mes-
sages to the American people through as 
many communication pathways as prac-
ticable, utilizing today’s technology so as to 
guarantee the delivery of warnings and 
alerts in a timely manner to the entire popu-
lation when surface infrastructure does not 
exist, has been compromised, or otherwise 
rendered ineffective; and 

Whereas, Congress should ensure the capa-
bility to adapt the distribution and content 
of communications on the basis of clearly 
defined geographic locations, risks, or per-
sonal user preferences, as appropriate; and 

Whereas, Congress should provide that any 
public alert and warning system is capable of 
alerting and warning all Americans, includ-
ing those with disabilities and those who 
lack an understanding of the English lan-
guage, in the most remote geographic areas 
of America and its territories; and 

Whereas, Congress should, through co-
operation with the owners and operators of 
communication facilities, maintain, protect, 
and, if necessary, restore communications 
facilities and capabilities necessary for the 
public alert and warning system; and 

Whereas, Congress should establish train-
ing, annual tests, and exercises for the public 
alert and warning system, and provide for di-
rect access thereto by appropriate federal, 
state, local, tribal, and territorial emer-
gency personnel; and 

Whereas, Congress should ensure the con-
duct of public education efforts so that fed-
eral, state, territorial, tribal, local govern-
ments, the private sector, and the American 
people understand the functions of the public 
alert and warning system and how to access, 
use, and respond to information issued 
through all public alert and warning systems 
and devices; and 

Whereas, Congress should require all gov-
ernments, federal, state, local, territorial, 
and media communication organizations to 
consult, coordinate, and cooperate with the 

private sector, including emergency response 
providers and users, as appropriate for the 
full implementation of a state of the art 
early warning and alert system; and 

Whereas, Congress should, in performing 
the functions set forth above, coordinate 
with all appropriate departments and agen-
cies of all governments referenced in this 
Resolution. Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Legislature of Lou-
isiana, in session duly assembled, memorial-
izes the Congress of the United States of 
America, and the Louisiana delegation to 
the United States Congress in particular, to 
expedite a solution that will provide public 
alert and warning in situations of war, ter-
rorist attack, natural disaster, or other haz-
ards to public safety and well-being to all 
people of the United States of America. Be it 
further 

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be 
sent to the Speaker and the Minority Leader 
of the United States House of Representa-
tives, the Majority Leader and the Minority 
Leader of the United States Senate, and to 
all sitting members of Louisiana’s delega-
tion to the Congress of the United States of 
America. 

POM–34. A resolution adopted by the House 
of Representatives of the Legislature of the 
State of Iowa relative to recognizing the 
positive impact of the Community Services 
Block Grant program; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 44 
Whereas, in state fiscal year 2010, 365,752 

Iowans in 140,333 households were helped in 
their fight against poverty through services 
funded by the federal Community Services 
Block Grant (CSBG) program; and 

Whereas, more than 96 percent of the fami-
lies receiving services were at or below 175 
percent of the federal level or $35,427 annual 
family income; and 

Whereas, more than 76 percent of the indi-
viduals served by the 18 community action 
agencies were working or received social se-
curity as their source of income; and 

Whereas, those 18 community action agen-
cies have 127 service centers throughout all 
99 Iowa counties; and 

Whereas, each community action agency is 
governed by a community-based volunteer 
board of directors consisting of elected offi-
cials, private sector representatives, and 
low-income Iowans; and 

Whereas, Iowa’s 18 community action 
agencies employ 3,350 Iowans; and 

Whereas, CSBG funding for the 18 commu-
nity action agencies brought in $2.3 million 
in local funding, $13.6 million in private 
funding, $13.9 million in state funding, and 
$222.9 million in federal funding to Iowa’s 
local communities; and 

Whereas, CSBG funding for Iowa’s 18 com-
munity action agencies helped generate $17.7 
million in in-kind goods and services and do-
nated items; and 

Whereas, the 18 community action agen-
cies received $7,154,281 in CSBG funding ena-
bling the community action agencies to op-
erate their service centers and to administer 
state and federally funded programs; and 

Whereas, President Obama has proposed a 
50 percent reduction in CSBG funding and 
making the allocation of the remaining 
funds competitive instead of continuing the 
current allocation formula that brings sta-
bility to Iowa’s community and economic de-
velopment initiatives; and 

Whereas, the Iowa House of Representa-
tives supports efforts of the United States 
Congress to effectively reduce the federal 
deficit while promoting the current and fu-
ture economic security of all Iowans; Now 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, 
That the House of Representatives supports 
the positive impact of the CSBG program in 
Iowa and opposes federal action to reduce 
CSBG funding disproportionately compared 
to the rest of the federal domestic discre-
tionary budget; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
sent to the President of the United States, 
the President and Secretary of the United 
States Senate, the Speaker and Clerk of the 
United States House of Representatives, and 
each member of the Iowa congressional dele-
gation. 

POM–35. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana 
memorializing Congress to enact legislation 
to provide additional funding for research in 
order to find a treatment and a cure for 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 26 
Whereas, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis or 

ALS is better known as Lou Gehrig’s disease; 
and 

Whereas, ALS is a fatal neurodegenerative 
disease characterized by degeneration of cell 
bodies of the lower motor neurons in the 
gray matter of the anterior horns of the spi-
nal cord; and 

Whereas, the initial symptom of ALS is 
weakness of the skeletal muscles, especially 
those of the extremities; and 

Whereas, as ALS progresses the patient ex-
periences difficulty in swallowing, talking, 
and breathing; and 

Whereas, ALS eventually causes muscles 
to atrophy and the patient becomes a func-
tional quadriplegic; and 

Whereas, ALS does not affect a patient’s 
mental capacity, so that the patient remains 
alert and aware of his or her loss of motor 
functions and the inevitable outcome of con-
tinued deterioration and death; and 

Whereas, on average, patients diagnosed 
with ALS only survive two to five years from 
the time of diagnosis; and 

Whereas, ALS has no known cause, means 
of prevention, or cure; and 

Whereas, research indicates that military 
veterans are at a 60% or greater risk of de-
veloping ALS than those who have not 
served in the military; and 

Whereas, the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs implemented regulations to establish a 
presumption of service connection for ALS 
thereby presuming that the development of 
ALS was incurred or aggravated by a vet-
eran’s service in the military; and 

Whereas, a national ALS patient registry, 
administered by the Centers for Disease Con-
trol, is currently identifying cases of ALS in 
the United States and may become the single 
largest ALS research project ever created; 
and 

Whereas, Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis 
Awareness Month increases the public’s 
awareness of ALS patients’ circumstances 
and acknowledges the terrible impact this 
disease has not only on the patient but on 
his or her family and the community and 
recognizes the research being done to eradi-
cate this horrible disease. Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana 
hereby recognizes May 2011 as Amyotrophic 
Lateral Sclerosis Awareness Month. Be it 
further 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United 
States is hereby memorialized to enact legis-
lation to provide additional funding for re-
search in order to find a treatment and a 
cure for amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Be it 
further 

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution 
shall be transmitted to the secretary of the 
United States Senate and the clerk of the 
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United States House of Representatives and 
to each member of the Louisiana delegation 
to the United States Congress. 

POM–36. A petition transmitted by a pri-
vate citizen relative to the examination of 
the record and conduct of a judicial nomina-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORT OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive report of a 
nomination was submitted: 

By Mr. LEVIN for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

*Leon E. Panetta, of California, to be Sec-
retary of Defense. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. BROWN of Ohio: 
S. 1188. A bill to require the purchase of do-

mestically made flags of the United States of 
America for use by the Federal Government; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. RISCH, and Mr. TOOMEY): 

S. 1189. A bill to amend the Unfunded Man-
dates Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1501 et 
seq.) to provide for regulatory impact anal-
yses for certain rules, consideration of the 
least burdensome regulatory alternative, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, and Mr. INOUYE): 

S. 1190. A bill to reduce disparities and im-
prove access to effective and cost efficient 
diagnosis and treatment of prostate cancer 
through advances in testing, research, and 
education, including through telehealth, 
comparative effectiveness research, and 
identification of best practices in patient 
education and outreach particularly with re-
spect to underserved racial, ethnic and rural 
populations and men with a family history of 
prostate cancer, to establish a directive on 
what constitutes clinically appropriate pros-
tate cancer imaging, and to create a prostate 
cancer scientific advisory board for the Of-
fice of the Chief Scientist at the Food and 
Drug Administration to accelerate real-time 
sharing of the latest research and accelerate 
movement of new medicines to patients; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself and 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 1191. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry out a study regarding the 
suitability and feasibility of establishing the 
Naugatuck River Valley National Heritage 
Area in Connecticut, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 
S. 1192. A bill to supplement State jurisdic-

tion in Alaska Native villages with Federal 

and tribal resources to improve the quality 
of life in rural Alaska while reducing domes-
tic violence against Native women and chil-
dren and to reduce alcohol and drug abuse 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARDIN: 
S. 1193. A bill to amend title 23, United 

States Code, to preserve and renew Federal- 
aid highways to reduce long-term costs, im-
prove safety, and improve the condition of 
Federal-aid highways; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. LEAHY: 
S. 1194. A bill to facilitate compliance with 

Article 36 of the Vienna Convention on Con-
sular Relations, done at Vienna April 24, 
1963, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
S. 1195. A bill to protect victims of crime 

or serious labor violations from deportation 
during Department of Homeland Security en-
forcement actions, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. LEE, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. COBURN, and Mr. CORK-
ER): 

S. 1196. A bill to expand the use of E- 
Verify, to hold employers accountable, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. BAU-
CUS, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. LUGAR, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY): 

S.J. Res. 19. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States authorizing Congress to pro-
hibit the physical desecration of the flag of 
the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. BROWN of Ohio: 
S. 1188. A bill to require the purchase 

of domestically made flags of the 
United States of America for use by 
the Federal Government; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce the All-Amer-
ican Made Flag Act, on this 234th cele-
bration of Flag Day in our Nation, On 
June 14, 1777, the Second Continental 
Congress first adopted a flag for our 
new country, bestowing a meaning to 
the stars and stripes of our founding 
commitment to freedom and democ-
racy. 

Our flag inspires servicemembers in 
times of war; it looks over state cap-
itals and schools, stadiums and vet-
erans halls as a reminder of the price of 
our peace and security. It stood 
through the smoke in Pearl Harbor on 
December 7, 1941, and the rubble in New 
York City and Washington D.C. on Sep-
tember 11, 2001. The flag instills hope of 
a better life for generations of immi-
grants, embodying an aspiration of free 
people around the world. Americans 
pledge allegiance to the flag, remind-
ing us about our Nation’s history, and 
the system of checks and balances and 
separation of powers that tenders the 
balance of our laws and freedoms. 

The flag that inspired our national 
anthem rests in the Smithsonian’s Na-

tional Museum of American History. 
Smaller, hand-held flags are waived 
during Fourth of July Parades and on 
Memorial Day are placed alongside 
headstones. But whether in museums 
or in parades or upon memorials, the 
American flag reaffirms the power and 
meaning first ascribed to it by our 
founders. 

And what better way to celebrate its 
meaning, our Nation’s history and vir-
tue, than to ensure it is stamped with 
the Made-in-America label. On this 
day, I introduce the All-American 
Made Flag Act, which would require 
that American flags purchased by the 
Federal Government are entirely made 
in America. 

Across the nation, and especially in 
Ohio, manufacturers and businesses 
have been making and selling Amer-
ican flags for generations. In 
Coschocton, Ohio, the nation’s oldest 
and largest producer of American flags 
has been doing so since 1851. From the 
first World’s Fair in New York City, 
through the Civil War and World War 
II, and into the universe and onto the 
moon these flags, made in Coschocton, 
have played a role in our nation’s his-
tory. Today, on Flag Day, it joins other 
businesses that sell All-American made 
American flags, from Cincinnati to 
Dayton to Columbus to Cleveland. 

Few things can give better meaning 
to the Made-in-America label than our 
own flag. The All-American Made Flag 
Act would provide that meaning, and 
in doing so, would invest in America’s 
workers and manufacturers who em-
body the ingenuity and patriotism em-
bodied in the very flag itself. 

By Mr. BEGICH: 
S. 1192. A bill to supplement State ju-

risdiction in Alaska Native villages 
with Federal and tribal resources to 
improve the quality of life in rural 
Alaska while reducing domestic vio-
lence against Native women and chil-
dren and to reduce alcohol and drug 
abuse and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BEGICH. Mr. President, today I 
introduce legislation to address issues 
of great concern to me and to all who 
care about public safety in Alaska Na-
tive villages. 

Last year President Obama signed 
the Tribal Law and Order bill into law. 
That legislation passed because Con-
gress recognized the great need to pro-
vide more support for the criminal jus-
tice system and communities in Indian 
Country. While this law has some im-
portant provisions that will benefit 
Alaska Native communities, I believe 
the remoteness and other unique condi-
tions in many Native villages in my 
State compel us to do more. That is 
why I am introducing the Alaska Safe 
Families and Villages Act of 2011. 

My bill will establish a demonstra-
tion project allowing Alaska Native 
tribes to set up tribal courts, establish 
tribal ordinances, and impose sanctions 
on those people who violate the ordi-
nances. It would enhance current tribal 
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authority, while maintaining the 
State’s primary role and responsibility 
in criminal matters. Additionally, 
those communities selected to be part 
of the demonstration project would be 
eligible for an Alaska Village Peace Of-
ficer grant, enabling a Peace Officer to 
serve participating communities in a 
holistic manner. 

Due to the vastness of Alaska, too 
many of our small remote villages lack 
any law enforcement. Too often, minor 
cases involving alcohol and domestic 
abuse go unreported because the near-
est State Trooper resides in a distant 
hub community, located a long and ex-
pensive airplane ride away. Frequently, 
harsh weather prevents the Troopers 
from flying into a community even 
when the most heinous acts have oc-
curred. Approximately 71 villages have 
a sole, unarmed Village Patrol Safety 
Officer, VPSO, who must be on duty 24 
hours a day and 7 days a week. 
Compounding the challenges of a small 
number of local law enforcement, these 
few hard-working VPSOs are often un-
derpaid. While communities try to pro-
vide some housing and heating assist-
ance, in places where fuel oil can cost 
as much as $10 a gallon, it can be dif-
ficult to retain qualified VPSOs and 
also sustain the funding for these pub-
lic servants. 

As one who believes whole-heartedly 
in community involvement, I strongly 
believe tribes in Alaska should benefit 
from true self-determination and have 
a role in their law enforcement needs. 
This local control not only provides se-
curity for communities, but also en-
courages local acceptance of the estab-
lished or existing judicial system as a 
whole. With the changes in place that 
my bill would require, residents of 
Alaska Native villages will see a cul-
turally-relevant system replacing a 
crisis-management system that is set 
in place after a tragedy has occurred. 

Unfortunately, Alaska Native com-
munities have grown all too familiar 
with alarming suicide rates. In the 
Yukon-Kuskokwim Delta, over a two- 
month period during the summer of 
2010, there were at least nine self-in-
flicted deaths in several of the region’s 
villages. Nick Tucker, an elder in the 
village of Emmonak, wrote a letter to 
the State of Alaska’s rural affairs advi-
sor to try to bring attention to the 
issue. Part of Mr. Tucker’s letter 
begged for the Governor to call the 
Legislature into session to address the 
issue. He also said it is no longer ac-
ceptable for village residents to wait 
for State Troopers because ‘‘in the vil-
lages, they take forever.’’ 

Part of the disturbing cycle of sui-
cide in rural Alaska can be attributed 
to the presence of drugs and alcohol. 
Despite the knowledge that an indi-
vidual can speak with an elder and 
learn who is bootlegging alcohol or 
selling drugs, predators do not fear law 
enforcement intervention because 
there is no consistent police or State 
Trooper presence. 

Further, despite many Alaska Native 
communities’ wealth of cultural herit-

age and tradition, many suffer from 
economic, cultural, and educational de-
pression. Villages often experience 
high unemployment rates, above 20 
percent, due to their remoteness and 
lack of economic opportunity. Most 
economic development in Alaska is 
centered in either the metropolitan 
areas, or in very remote areas where 
local residents are able to develop local 
resources. This economic depression, 
coupled with the 10,000-year practice of 
subsistence, means Alaska Natives’ 
physical and spiritual survival remains 
highly dependent on the land. They 
subsist on game, berries, and fish. How-
ever, as hunting and fishing stocks 
dwindle, many of these Alaskans are 
feeling disconnected from their herit-
age and, at times, have turned to drugs 
and alcohol. Though educational at-
tainment in the last 40 years has in-
creased dramatically, the dropout rate 
in Alaska still hovers at 40 percent. 
Too many of our young men and 
women have lost hope and are losing a 
sense of community. 

We must give our Nation’s commu-
nities the tools necessary to protect 
themselves. Too often, we pour re-
sources into urban areas, but decry 
lack of resources when we try to work 
toward innovative solutions for our 
most remote communities. We should 
no longer allow the answer from any-
one to be ‘‘we don’t have the re-
sources.’’ Alaska Native villages are vi-
brant, strong communities and we 
should do everything in our power to 
answer their calls for help. I am hoping 
the Alaska Safe Families and Villages 
Act of 2011 will be just one piece of the 
puzzle. 

I encourage my colleagues to join me 
on this legislation, and ask for the full 
Senate to consider and pass it—pro-
viding much-needed help and resources 
to some of our country’s neediest 
places. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1192 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Alaska Safe 
Families and Villages Act of 2011’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) while the State of Alaska and numerous 

Alaska organizations have struggled for 
years to address crime and substance abuse 
problems in Alaska, Native Villages con-
tinue to suffer from disproportionally high 
rates of illicit drug use, alcohol abuse, sui-
cide, and domestic violence; 

(2) the suicide rate in Alaska Native vil-
lages is 6 times the national average, and the 
alcohol-related mortality rate is 3.5 times 
that of the general national population; 

(3) Alaska Native women suffer the highest 
rate of forcible sexual assault in the United 
States, and an Alaska Native woman is sexu-
ally assaulted every 18 hours; 

(4) according to the 2006 Initial Report and 
Recommendations of the Alaska Rural Jus-

tice and Law Enforcement Commission more 
than 95 percent of all crimes committed in 
rural Alaska can be attributed to alcohol; 

(5) the cost of drug and alcohol abuse in 
Alaska is estimated at $525,000,000 per year; 

(6) the State of Alaska’s public safety sys-
tem does not effectively serve vast areas of 
the State in which many remote Alaska Na-
tive villages are located, except in response 
to serious crimes involving severe injury or 
death, which are handled by Alaska State 
Troopers who are located in only a small 
number of hub communities around the 
State; 

(7) extreme weather conditions often pre-
vent or delay travel into remote Alaska Na-
tive villages, forcing residents to wait for 
several days for an Alaska State Trooper to 
arrive and respond to these crimes, compared 
to a law enforcement response time nor-
mally within minutes for residents of urban 
communities; 

(8) in many rural Alaska Native villages, 
there is no local law enforcement presence 
whatsoever; 

(9) to the extent there are resident law en-
forcement officers in rural villages, they 
consist of Village Public Safety Officers 
(VPSOs) through the State VPSO Program, 
and a very limited number of other peace of-
ficers such as Village Police Officers (VPOs), 
Tribal Police Officers (TPOs) and Commu-
nity Peace Officers (CPOs) who tend to have 
only minimal training and experience; 

(10) the VPSO Program is not able to ade-
quately serve all remote Alaska Native vil-
lages because there is insufficient funding or 
officers to address the urgent need for addi-
tional law enforcement in these commu-
nities; 

(11) the number of VPSOs currently serv-
ing in Alaska is approximately 71, yet there 
are about 200 remote villages in Alaska, all 
of which could benefit from a law enforce-
ment presence; 

(12) studies have concluded that the lack of 
effective law enforcement in Alaska Native 
villages contributes significantly to in-
creased crime, alcohol abuse, drug abuse, do-
mestic violence, and rates of suicide, poor 
educational achievement, and a lack of eco-
nomic development in those communities; 

(13) law enforcement that is created and 
administered by Indian tribes in Alaska will 
be more responsive to the need for greater 
local control, local responsibility, and local 
accountability in the administration of jus-
tice; and 

(14) it is necessary to invoke the plenary 
authority of Congress over Indian affairs 
under section 8 of clause 3 of Article I of the 
Constitution, in order to improve law en-
forcement conditions in Alaska Native vil-
lages. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are— 

(1) to establish a demonstration project 
under which a limited number of Indian 
tribes in Alaska Native villages will exercise 
local law enforcement responsibilities to 
combat alcohol and drug abuse and to en-
hance existing tribal authority over domes-
tic violence and child abuse and neglect; 

(2) to enhance coordination and commu-
nication among Federal, State, tribal, and 
local law enforcement agencies; and 

(3) to increase funding for, and therefore 
availability of, local law enforcement. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ 

means any Indian tribe, band, nation, or 
other organized group or community of Indi-
ans recognized as eligible for the services 
provided to Indians by the Secretary because 
of their status as Indians, including any 
Alaska Native village as defined in section 
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3(c) of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act (43 U.S.C. 1602(c)). 

(2) PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Project’’ means 
the Alaska Safe Families and Villages Dem-
onstration Project established by section 
4(a). 

(3) PROJECT AREA.—The term ‘‘Project 
Area’’ means the geographical area within 
which an Indian tribe proposes to enforce the 
laws of the Indian tribe developed under the 
Project, as determined by the tribal govern-
ment of the applicable Indian tribe and as 
approved by the Office of Justice Programs 
upon a showing that the extension of juris-
diction to such area is in the interest of jus-
tice. 

(4) TRIBAL COURT.—The term ‘‘tribal court’’ 
means any court, council, or other mecha-
nism sanctioned by an Indian tribe for the 
adjudication of disputes, including the viola-
tion of tribal laws, ordinances, or regula-
tions. 

(5) TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘‘trib-
al organization’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 450b). 
SEC. 4. ALASKA SAFE FAMILIES AND VILLAGES 

DEMONSTRATION PROJECT. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROJECT.—The Of-

fice of Justice Programs of the Department 
of Justice shall carry out the Alaska Safe 
Families and Villages Demonstration 
Project as provided by this section. 

(b) NUMBER OF TRIBES.—The Office of Jus-
tice Programs shall select not more than 9 
Indian tribes in Alaska to participate in the 
Project in Alaska over a 3-year period, with 
not more than 3 Indian tribes selected during 
each of fiscal years 2012, 2013, and 2014. 

(c) DURATION OF PROJECT.—Each Indian 
tribe selected to participate in the Project 
shall remain in the Project for a period of 5 
years. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—On or before May 1 of each 

year, the Attorney General shall provide to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Natural Resources 
of the House of Representatives a brief an-
nual report detailing activities undertaken 
under the Project and setting forth an as-
sessment of the Project, together with any 
recommendations of the Attorney General 
for further action by Congress. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each report submitted 
under this subsection shall be prepared— 

(A) in consultation with the governments 
of Indian tribes in Alaska; and 

(B) after those governments and the State 
of Alaska have an opportunity to comment 
on each report prior to the finalization of the 
report. 

(e) APPLICATIONS.— 
(1) CRITERIA.—To qualify to participate in 

the Project, an Indian tribe in Alaska shall— 
(A) request participation by resolution or 

other official action by the governing body 
of the Indian tribe; 

(B) have for the preceding 3 fiscal years no 
uncorrected significant and material audit 
exceptions regarding any Federal contracts 
or grants; 

(C) demonstrate to the Attorney General 
sufficient governance capacity to conduct 
the Project, as evidenced by the history of 
the Indian tribe in operating government 
services, including public utilities, children’s 
courts, law enforcement, social service pro-
grams, or other activities; 

(D) demonstrate the ability to sustain the 
goals and purposes of the Project after fund-
ing for the Project has expired; and 

(E) meet such other criteria as the Attor-
ney General may promulgate, after providing 
for public notice. 

(2) COPY TO THE ALASKA AG.—Each Indian 
tribe shall send a copy of its application sub-

mitted under this section to the Attorney 
General of Alaska. 

(f) TRIBAL REPORTING.—The Attorney Gen-
eral may by regulation promulgate such 
minimum reporting requirements as the At-
torney General determines are reasonably 
necessary to carry out this Act. 

(g) PUBLIC COMMENT.—All applications sub-
mitted pursuant to subsection (e) shall be 
subject to public comment for a period of not 
less than 30 days following publication of no-
tice in a newspaper or other publication of 
general circulation in the vicinity of the 
Alaska Native village of the Indian tribe re-
questing participation in the Project. 

(h) PLANNING PHASE.—Each Indian tribe se-
lected for participation in the Project shall 
complete a planning phase that includes— 

(1) internal governmental and organiza-
tional planning; 

(2) the development of written tribal law or 
ordinances detailing the structure and proce-
dures of the tribal court; 

(3) enforcement mechanisms; and 
(4) those aspects of drug or alcohol related 

matters that the Indian tribe proposes to 
regulate. 

(i) CERTIFICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon completion of the 

planning phase under subsection (h), an In-
dian tribe shall provide to the Office of Trib-
al Justice— 

(A) the constitution of the Indian tribe (or 
equivalent organic documents showing the 
structure of the tribal government and the 
placement and authority of the tribal court 
within that structure); 

(B) the written tribal laws or ordinances of 
the Indian tribe governing court procedures 
and the regulation and enforcement of drugs, 
alcohol, and related matters; 

(C) a map depicting the Project Area of the 
Indian tribe; and 

(D) such other information or materials as 
the Attorney General may by public notice 
require. 

(2) CERTIFICATION.—The Office of Tribal 
Justice shall certify the completion of the 
planning phase under this section. 

(3) TIMING.—Certification under paragraph 
(2) may occur at the time at which an Indian 
tribe applies for participation in the Project 
if the Indian tribe demonstrates that the In-
dian tribe has already met the requirements 
of the planning phase. 

(j) EFFECT OF CERTIFICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Commencing 30 days after 

the certification described in subsection (i) 
and except as provided in paragraph (2), an 
Indian tribe participating in the Project 
shall exercise jurisdiction, concurrent with 
the civil jurisdiction of the State of Alaska 
under State law, over— 

(A) the drug, alcohol, or related matters 
described in subsection (i) within the Project 
Area of the Indian tribe; and 

(B) persons of Indian or Alaska Native de-
scent or other persons with consensual rela-
tionships with the Indian tribe or a member 
of the Indian tribe. 

(2) SANCTIONS.—An Indian tribe partici-
pating in the Project shall impose such sanc-
tions as shall be determined by the tribal 
court to be appropriate, consistent with the 
Indian Civil Rights Act and tribal law, in-
cluding such measures as— 

(A) restorative justice; 
(B) community service; 
(C) fines; 
(D) forfeitures; 
(E) commitments for treatment; 
(F) restraining orders; and 
(G) emergency detentions. 
(3) AGREEMENT REQUIRED.—A person may 

not be incarcerated by an Indian tribe par-
ticipating in the Project except pursuant to 
an agreement entered into under section 7. 

(4) TREATMENT OF PROTECTIVE ORDERS.— 
For purposes of this subsection, the protec-
tive order of an Indian tribe participating in 
the Project excluding any member or non- 
member from a community shall be consid-
ered a civil remedy. 

(5) EMERGENCY CIRCUMSTANCES.—Nothing 
in this subsection shall prevent an Indian 
tribe participating in the Project from act-
ing in the following emergency cir-
cumstances: 

(A) A tribe may assume protective custody 
of a tribal member or otherwise take action 
to prevent imminent harm to self or others. 

(B) A tribe may take immediate, tem-
porary protective measures to address situa-
tions involving an imminent threat of harm 
to self or others by a non-member. 

(k) EFFECT OF ACT.—Nothing in this Act— 
(1) limits, alters, or diminishes the civil or 

criminal jurisdiction of the State of Alaska, 
or any subdivision of that State, the United 
States, or any Indian tribe in Alaska, includ-
ing existing inherent and statutory author-
ity of the tribes over child protection, child 
custody, and domestic violence; 

(2) confirms or denies that any area of 
Alaska does or does not constitute Indian 
country; 

(3) diminishes the trust responsibility of 
the United States to Indian tribes in Alaska, 
or abridges or diminishes the sovereign im-
munity of any Indian tribe in Alaska; 

(4) alters the jurisdiction of the Metlakatla 
Indian Community within the Annette Is-
lands Reservation; 

(5) limits in any manner the eligibility of 
the State of Alaska, any political subdivi-
sion of the State, or any Indian tribe in Alas-
ka, for any other Federal assistance under 
any other law; or 

(6) shall be construed to alter the tribes’ 
existing jurisdictional authority over domes-
tic violence under the Violence Against 
Women Act. 

(l) LIABILITY OF STATE OF ALASKA.—The 
State of Alaska and any political subdivision 
of the State shall not be liable for any act or 
omission of an Indian tribe participating in 
the Project, including acts or omissions un-
dertaken pursuant to an intergovernmental 
agreement entered into under section 7. 

(m) CONTRACTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Indian tribe partici-

pating in the Project shall be eligible for a 
contract from the Office of Justice Pro-
grams, in an amount not to exceed $250,000 
per year, for use in defraying costs associ-
ated with the Project, including costs relat-
ing to— 

(A) tribal court operations and personnel; 
(B) utility and maintenance; 
(C) overhead; 
(D) equipment; and 
(E) continuing education (including trav-

el). 
(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The contracts made 

available under this subsection shall be— 
(A) in addition to such grants as may be 

available under this Act or other provisions 
of law; and 

(B) awarded as contracts in a form author-
ized by the Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et 
seq.). 

(3) TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS.—A tribal orga-
nization may enter into contracts on behalf 
of an Indian tribe participating in the 
Project upon express written delegation of 
authority of the Indian tribe to the tribal or-
ganization. 

(n) REGULATIONS.—The Attorney General 
may promulgate such regulations as the At-
torney General determines to be necessary 
to carry out this section. 

(o) FULL FAITH AND CREDIT.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall give full 

faith and credit to all official acts and de-
crees of the tribal court of an Indian tribe 
participating in the Project to the same ex-
tent and in the same manner as such State 
accords full faith and credit to the official 
acts and decrees of other States. 

(2) OTHER LAW.—Nothing in this subsection 
impairs the duty of a State to give full faith 
and credit under any other law. 

(p) FEDERAL JURISDICTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

Project Areas and Indian tribes participating 
in the Project shall be eligible for the same 
law enforcement programs of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs and the Office of Justice Pro-
grams, as are applicable to those areas under 
section 401 of Public Law 90–284 (25 U.S.C. 
1321). 

(2) APPLICABILITY IN ALASKA.—Nothing in 
this Act limits the application in Alaska of 
any provision of title II of Public Law 111- 
211. 

(q) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out subsection (m) $2,500,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 through 2018. 
SEC. 5. ALASKA VILLAGE PEACE OFFICERS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF ALASKA VILLAGE 
PEACE OFFICER GRANTS PROGRAM.—The Of-
fice of Justice Services of the Department of 
the Interior shall carry out a contract pro-
gram for the employment by Indian tribes of 
Village Peace Officers in Alaska Native vil-
lages as provided in this section. 

(b) APPLICATION CRITERIA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To qualify for a contract 

under this section, an applicant shall— 
(A) be an Indian tribe in Alaska that par-

ticipated in a Project; 
(B) demonstrate the lack of other resident 

law enforcement in the applicable Alaska 
Native village; and 

(C) satisfy such other criteria as may be 
established by notice by the Office of Justice 
Services. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Each contract awarded 
under this section shall be in an amount not 
to exceed $100,000 for the salary and related 
costs of employing and equipping 1 Village 
Peace Officer, except that the Office of Jus-
tice Services shall be authorized to waive the 
1-officer limitation upon a showing of com-
pelling circumstances. 

(c) CONTRACTS.—At the request of an appli-
cant Indian tribe, the Office of Justice Serv-
ices shall disburse funds awarded under this 
section through modifications to existing 
self-determination contracts or self-govern-
ance compacts authorized under the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.), or by con-
tract to a political subdivision of the State 
of Alaska pursuant to an agreement, if any, 
under section 7. 

(d) ELIGIBILITY FOR BIA TRAINING.—Village 
peace officers hired pursuant to this section 
shall be eligible to attend the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs Police Officer Training Pro-
gram. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 through 2018. 
SEC. 6. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
may enter into 18-month contracts with trib-
al organizations in Alaska to provide train-
ing and technical assistance on tribal court 
development to any Indian tribes in Alaska. 

(b) COOPERATION.—Tribal organizations 
may cooperate with other entities for the 
provision of services under contracts de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $2,000,000. 

SEC. 7. INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The State of Alaska, po-

litical subdivisions of that State, Indian 
tribes in Alaska, and the United States are 
each authorized and encouraged to enter into 
intergovernmental agreements, including 
agreements concerning— 

(1) the employment of law enforcement of-
ficers, probation, and parole officers; 

(2) cross-appointment and cross-deputiza-
tion of tribal, State, municipal, or Federal 
officials; 

(3) the detention or incarceration of of-
fenders; and 

(4) jurisdictional or financial matters. 
(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 

this section shall be construed as restricting 
the right of the judicial system of Alaska to 
enter into agreements with the tribal courts. 

By Mr. CARDIN: 
S. 1193. A bill to amend title 23, 

United States Code, to preserve and 
renew Federal-aid highways to reduce 
long-term costs, improve safety, and 
improve the condition of Federal-aid 
highways; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing legislation to help im-
prove and extend the value of our Na-
tion’s highways and bridges. This bill 
will help ensure that the Federal Gov-
ernment makes better investments of 
the taxpayer dollars spent on transpor-
tation infrastructure. Helping build the 
roads and bridges of this Nation has 
been one the best Federal investments 
our government has made and it is an 
investment that is worth taking care 
of to ensure the lasting value, effi-
ciency and safety of our Nation’s high-
ways and bridges. 

It was during the Thomas Jefferson 
Administration that the Federal Gov-
ernment developed the concept of a 
‘‘Federal-Aid’’ Highway. In 1806, Con-
gress authorized federal funding to 
build the ‘‘National Road.’’ Much like 
the National Highway System of today, 
the purpose of the National Road was 
to facilitate interstate commerce be-
tween the large commercial centers of 
the Eastern United States to points 
west. Construction on the National 
Road began in 1811 in Cumberland, MD, 
200 years, and trillions of dollars, later 
the United States has one of the 
world’s most expansive highway net-
works. 

The age and expanse of this system 
underscores the importance of ensuring 
adequate and consistent investments in 
our existing transportation infrastruc-
ture. The need for performance meas-
ures and national state-of-good repair 
standards are long overdue. Imple-
menting such policies are essential en-
suring the quality of the road condi-
tion, the economic value of our Na-
tion’s transportation infrastructure, 
and the wise investment of taxpayer 
dollars on transportation infrastruc-
ture. 

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers, ASCE, gave our Nation’s high-
ways and bridges a grade of ‘‘D¥’’ in 
its 2009 ‘‘Report Card for America’s In-
frastructure.’’ These poor road condi-
tions are costing motorists time, 

money, and in the worst and most un-
fortunate situations, costing motorists 
their lives. 

A 2011 transportation infrastructure 
study produced by TRIP, a non-par-
tisan non-profit transportation re-
search organization sponsored by var-
ious transportation stakeholder indus-
tries, found that 32 percent of Amer-
ica’s major roads are in poor or medi-
ocre condition. Poor road conditions 
take a major toll on the repair and op-
erating costs of motorist’s vehicles to 
the tune of $67 billion a year, or ap-
proximately $333 per driver. Poor road 
conditions contribute to 42 percent of 
America’s urban highways being con-
gested. Traffic congestion costs Amer-
ican motorists more than $78 billion in 
wasted fuel and lost productivity, and 
more than 4 billion hours of wasted 
time that drivers could have otherwise 
spent with family, earning income or 
engaged in personal activities. Poor 
road conditions are a ‘‘significant fac-
tor’’ in approximately one-third of 
fatal traffic accidents. 

It is Congress’s responsibility to en-
sure that Federal transportation dol-
lars are spent wisely to improve the 
safety and efficiency of our roads. Mak-
ing repair and maintenance of our ex-
isting infrastructure a priority, during 
these times of fiscal restraint, is a wise 
approach to Federal transportation in-
frastructure. Ignoring maintenance 
and repair needs on Federal-Aid high-
ways, while advancing capacity expan-
sion projects at the expense of ne-
glected existing infrastructure, exacer-
bates the decline in the state-of-good 
repair of our country’s roads and 
bridges and exemplifies irresponsible 
spending of Federal taxpayer dollars. 

ASCE put the cost of the mainte-
nance and repair backlog for roads and 
bridges at $930 billion. Therefore it is 
important to understand that this is an 
infrastructure issue will not be 
achieved of the course of one surface 
transportation authorization cycle. 
However, we can change our Federal 
policies in such a way that improves 
how Federal dollars are spent on high-
way and bridge maintenance so that 
the taxpayer gets a better return on 
their transportation taxes. 

Breaking the cycle of neglected road 
and bridge maintenance that stems 
from allowing a highway facility to de-
cline to into poor or very poor condi-
tion in the first place is critical to im-
proving the quality of investment of 
Federal transportation dollars. 

Highway investment figures from the 
American Association of State High-
way and Transportation Officials: 
‘‘Rough Roads Ahead: Fix It Now or 
Pay for It Later’’ demonstrate that ne-
glecting maintenance and instead wait-
ing for the road surface to reach a con-
dition rating of ‘‘very poor’’, on aver-
age 16 years, before repairing the road 
cost nearly twice as much, on average, 
as compared with making biannual in-
vestments to maintain a ‘‘very good’’ 
road condition over that same 16-year 
period. Not to mention the costs in 
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damage to vehicles that is caused by 
the years that a road spends in fair, 
poor, or very poor condition. 

My Preservation and Renewal of Fed-
eral-Aid Highways Act aims to create a 
culture of sound transportation invest-
ment while providing the States im-
proved resources and flexibility to keep 
their highway facilities in a state of 
good repair. 

The Preservation and Renewal of 
Federal-Aid Highways Act will estab-
lish policies that require the Secretary 
of Transportation to establish ‘‘state of 
good repair standards’’ for the various 
classes of Federal-Aid highways to 
serve as benchmarks of achievement 
for States to reach. 

The act will require States to use an 
‘‘Asset Management Process’’ to de-
velop ‘‘State System Preservation and 
Renewal Plans’’ and ‘‘State System 
Preservation and Renewal Performance 
Targets’’ to ensure that their Federal- 
Aid roads are being kept in a state of 
good repair. 

The act will consolidate the Inter-
state Maintenance program, Highway 
Bridge program and half of the Na-
tional Highway System Federal-Aid 
highway programs funds together to 
create a flexible System Preservation 
and Renewal Program Fund for the 
States to use as they see fit to meet 
the goals of their System Preservation 
and Renewal Plans and Performance 
Targets. 

Both the Federal Government and 
the States are facing enormous chal-
lenges to deliver essential services, 
like well-maintained, safe and efficient 
roads, for the country. As with any 
proposal that calls for a change in the 
way business is done there needs to be 
adequate time for transition. My bill, 
while establishing new standards for 
maintaining the quality of highways 
and bridges, also takes special care to 
grant leeway during emergency cir-
cumstances, when essential defense in-
frastructure investments are needed, 
and gives consideration to States that 
have planned to use these newly con-
solidated funds prior to how these 
funds would be repurposed under this 
legislation. 

The backlog of maintenance and re-
pair on our existing transportation in-
frastructure can no longer be ignored. 
In recent years, our country has expe-
rienced a number of tragic incidents 
that resulted in the loss of life as a di-
rect result of the poor condition of 
transportation infrastructure. These 
are preventable incidents that are cost-
ly in so many ways. We must make 
transportation system preservation 
and renewal a priority because it 
makes good fiscal sense, good safety 
sense, and good business sense for our 
country. My bill does this in a collabo-
rative way between the States and the 
U.S. Department of Transportation. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
effort to make improved investments 
in our existing transportation infra-
structure so as to ensure its continued 
excellence for years to come by co- 

sponsoring the Preservation and Re-
newal of Federal-Aid Highways Act. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1193 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Federal-Aid 
Highway Preservation and Renewal Program 
Act of 2011’’. 
SEC. 2. SYSTEM PRESERVATION AND RENEWAL 

PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 119 of title 23, 

United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 119. System preservation and renewal pro-

gram 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ASSET MANAGEMENT.—The term ‘asset 

management’ means a strategic process for 
the management of transportation infra-
structure that takes into consideration eco-
nomic and engineering factors to make cost- 
effective investment decisions to improve 
the overall state of good repair of facilities. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE COST.—The term ‘eligible 
cost’ means, with respect to costs incurred 
for a project, costs of— 

‘‘(A) development and implementation of 
asset management systems in support of sys-
tem preservation and renewal plans; 

‘‘(B) inspection activities for highway 
bridges and tunnels in the State; 

‘‘(C) reducing or eliminating an identified 
highway or bridge safety problem; 

‘‘(D) training of personnel responsible for 
inspection of highway tunnels and inspection 
and load rating of highway bridges in the 
State; 

‘‘(E) data collection to monitor the condi-
tion of highways and highway bridges in the 
State; 

‘‘(F) environmental restoration and pollu-
tion abatement to offset or mitigate the im-
pacts of a project eligible under subpara-
graph (A); 

‘‘(G) control of terrestrial and aquatic nox-
ious weeds and establishment of non-native 
plant species within the limits of a project 
eligible under subparagraph (A); and 

‘‘(H) implementation of the policy estab-
lished pursuant to subsection (l)(1). 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE HIGHWAY FACILITY.—The term 
‘eligible highway facility’ means— 

‘‘(A) a highway located on a Federal-aid 
highway; 

‘‘(B) a bridge located on a Federal-aid 
highway; 

‘‘(C) a bridge not located on a Federal-aid 
highway; and 

‘‘(D) a bicycle or pedestrian lane, path, 
walkway, or similar travel surface located 
within the right-of-way of a Federal-aid 
highway. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE PROJECT.—The term ‘eligible 
project’ means a project that is— 

‘‘(A)(i) a project for resurfacing, restora-
tion, rehabilitation, replacement, or recon-
struction of an eligible highway facility; 

‘‘(ii) a project for preservation, protection, 
or other preventive repair of an eligible 
highway facility; or 

‘‘(iii) a project to reduce or eliminate an 
identified highway safety problem, if the 
project— 

‘‘(I) is eligible under section 148; and 
‘‘(II) has a cost of less than $10,000,000; and 
‘‘(B) consistent with the investment strat-

egy of the State in which the project is to be 
carried out. 

‘‘(5) INVESTMENT STRATEGY.—The term ‘in-
vestment strategy’ means a State invest-
ment strategy established under subsection 
(h)(2)(B). 

‘‘(6) OVERALL STATE OF GOOD REPAIR STAND-
ARDS.—The term ‘overall state of good repair 
standards’ means the performance standards 
established under subsection (f)(1)(B). 

‘‘(7) PRESERVATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘preservation’ 

means any cost-effective activity to prevent, 
delay, or reduce deterioration on an eligible 
highway facility, including preventive and 
corrective actions. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘preservation’ 
does not include structural or operational 
improvement beyond the originally designed 
traffic capacity of an existing highway facil-
ity except to the extent the improvement oc-
curs as an incidental result of the preserva-
tion activity or improves safety. 

‘‘(8) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the system preservation and renewal pro-
gram established under subsection (b). 

‘‘(9) PROTECTION.—The term ‘protection’, 
with respect to a highway, means the con-
duct of an activity or action associated with 
the design and construction of measures to 
protect highways from hazards such as 
earthquakes, floods, scour, icing, vessel col-
lision, vehicular impact, and security 
threats. 

‘‘(10) STATE OF GOOD REPAIR PERFORMANCE 
TARGET.—The term ‘state of good repair per-
formance target’ means a performance tar-
get established under subsection (f)(2). 

‘‘(11) SYSTEM PRESERVATION AND RENEWAL 
FUNDS.—The term ‘system preservation and 
renewal funds’ means funds apportioned 
under sections 104(b)(4), 104(m), and 144(e) for 
the program. 

‘‘(12) SYSTEM PRESERVATION AND RENEWAL 
PLAN.—The term ‘system preservation and 
renewal plan’ means a system preservation 
and renewal plan established by a State 
under subsection (h). 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish and implement a surface transpor-
tation infrastructure preservation and re-
newal program designed to maintain and pre-
serve the quality, efficiency, safety, and 
value of Federal-aid highways and Federal- 
aid and non-Federal-aid bridges in accord-
ance with this section. 

‘‘(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro-
gram shall be— 

‘‘(1) to establish national priorities and 
goals for bringing Federal-aid highways and 
Federal-aid and non-Federal-aid bridges into 
a state of good repair and preserving that 
state of good repair; 

‘‘(2) to focus Federal investment on pre-
serving and improving the condition of road-
ways and bridges; and 

‘‘(3) to strengthen the connection between 
the use by a State of Federal surface trans-
portation funding and the accomplishment of 
performance outcomes. 

‘‘(d) USE OF APPORTIONED FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may obligate 

funds apportioned to the State under the 
program for— 

‘‘(A) eligible projects; and 
‘‘(B) eligible costs. 
‘‘(2) PRIORITY FOR NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYS-

TEM PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), a State shall give priority 
to eligible projects that help meet the over-
all state of good repair standards for the Na-
tional Highway System under subsection 
(f)(1)(B). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—This paragraph shall not 
apply to any State that is meeting the over-
all state of good repair standards for the Na-
tional Highway System established under 
subsection (f)(1)(B), as determined by the 
Secretary. 
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‘‘(3) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A project cost attrib-

utable to expansion of the capacity of a high-
way located on a Federal-aid highways shall 
not be eligible for funding under this section 
if the new capacity consists of 1 or more new 
travel lanes that are not auxiliary lanes. 

‘‘(B) NON-FEDERAL-AID BRIDGES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 15 percent 

of the amount apportioned to each State 
under section 144(e) for each of fiscal years 
2012 through 2017 shall be expended for 
projects to preserve, rehabilitate, protect, or 
replace highway bridges, other than those 
bridges on Federal-aid highways. 

‘‘(ii) REDUCTION IN EXPENDITURES.—The 
Secretary, after consultation with State and 
local officials, may reduce the amount re-
quired to be expended under clause (i) for 
bridges in the State that are not located on 
a Federal-aid highway if the Secretary deter-
mines that the State has inadequate needs to 
justify the expenditure. 

‘‘(4) EXCEPTION.— 
‘‘(A) DEBT FINANCING INSTRUMENTS.—Prior 

to the apportionment of funds made avail-
able for a program, a State may deduct 
amounts sufficient for the payment of any 
debt-financing instruments committed, 
guaranteed, or obligated to a third party be-
fore the date of enactment of the Federal- 
Aid Highway Preservation and Renewal Pro-
gram Act of 2011 for eligible projects under 
this title (including this section) and title 49. 

‘‘(B) DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGN-
MENT IMPACTS.—Before October 1, 2013, a 
State may use up to 25 percent of the funds 
of the State for system preservation and re-
newal for projects to address transportation 
impacts relating to decisions of the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission. 

‘‘(e) OTHER ELIGIBLE COSTS.—In addition to 
the funds obligated for eligible projects, a 
State may obligate, in the aggregate, not to 
exceed 5 percent of the funds apportioned to 
the State under the program for a fiscal year 
to pay other eligible costs. 

‘‘(f) SYSTEM PRESERVATION AND RENEWAL 
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS AND TARGETS.— 

‘‘(1) SECRETARY RESPONSIBILITIES.—Not 
later than 1 year after the date of enactment 
of the Federal-Aid Highway Preservation and 
Renewal Program Act of 2011, the Secretary 
shall, by regulation and in consultation with 
States, establish— 

‘‘(A) criteria for determining the state of 
good repair of eligible highway facilities, 
based on highway pavement condition or 
bridge structural adequacy, as applicable; 
and 

‘‘(B) overall state of good repair standards 
for each class of infrastructure described in 
paragraph (3), based on the criteria estab-
lished under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(2) STATE RESPONSIBILITIES.—Not later 
than 2 years after the date of enactment of 
the Federal-Aid Highway Preservation and 
Renewal Program Act of 2011, and every 2 
years thereafter, each State, in conjunction 
with the development of the system preser-
vation and renewal plan of the State, shall 
establish or revise, for each class of infra-
structure described in paragraph (3), quan-
tifiable State of good repair performance 
targets that, at a minimum, estimate the 
projected percentage change over a 2-year 
period of infrastructure that is rated as 
being not in state of good repair based on the 
criteria established under paragraph (1)(B). 

‘‘(3) CLASSES OF INFRASTRUCTURE.—The 
classes of infrastructure referred to in para-
graph (1) are— 

‘‘(A) the total deck area of highway bridges 
in a State that are located on the National 
Highway System; 

‘‘(B) the total deck area of highway bridges 
in a State that are located on Federal-aid 
highways; 

‘‘(C) the total lane miles in a State that 
are located on the National Highway Sys-
tem; and 

‘‘(D) the total lane miles in a State that 
are located on Federal-aid highways. 

‘‘(4) COMPLIANCE.—If a State meets an 
overall state of good repair standard estab-
lished under paragraph (1)(B) for a class of 
infrastructure described in paragraph (3), 
that class of infrastructure in the State shall 
be considered to be in a state of good repair. 

‘‘(5) APPLICABILITY.—No State shall be re-
quired to establish state of good repair per-
formance targets under paragraph (2) for any 
class of infrastructure that a State certifies 
as meeting the overall state of good repair 
standard under paragraph (1)(B). 

‘‘(g) STATE ASSET MANAGEMENT PROCESS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of the Federal- 
Aid Highway Preservation and Renewal Pro-
gram Act of 2011, a State shall develop an 
asset management process to support the de-
velopment and implementation of system 
preservation and renewal plans under sub-
section (h). 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The process developed 
under paragraph (1) shall be based on analyt-
ical mechanisms to identify cost-effective in-
vestments to preserve, rehabilitate, restore, 
resurface, reconstruct, protect, or replace 
Federal-aid highways and highway bridges 
on Federal-aid highways to improve the 
overall state of good repair of those high-
ways and bridges. 

‘‘(h) STATE SYSTEM PRESERVATION AND RE-
NEWAL PLANS.— 

‘‘(1) SUBMISSION OF PLANS.—Not later than 
2 years after the date of enactment of the 
Federal-Aid Highway Preservation and Re-
newal Program Act of 2011 and biennially 
thereafter, a State shall develop or update, 
as applicable, and submit to the Secretary 
for approval, a system preservation and re-
newal plan. 

‘‘(2) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—A system pres-
ervation plan of a State and any update of 
such a plan shall— 

‘‘(A) include documentation on the state of 
good repair based on the criteria under para-
graph (f)(1) and each class of infrastructure 
described in subsection (f)(3); 

‘‘(B) include an investment strategy that— 
‘‘(i) covers a period of 6 years; and 
‘‘(ii) describes the manner in which the 

State will allocate funds apportioned to the 
State to carry out this section among, at a 
minimum— 

‘‘(I) facilities in good condition, fair condi-
tion, and poor condition; 

‘‘(II) projects located on each class of infra-
structure described in subsection (f)(2); 

‘‘(III) projects that vary with respect to 
geographical location, as determined by the 
State; and 

‘‘(IV) other eligible costs; 
‘‘(iii) is based on an asset management 

process under subsection (g); 
‘‘(iv) describes any Federal, State, local, or 

private funds that the State plans to use, in 
addition to system preservation and renewal 
funds, on projects that would help to meet 
the state of good repair performance targets 
established under this section; 

‘‘(v) indicates the number of lane miles of 
highways and quantity of deck area on high-
way bridges that the State would address 
through the allocations described in clause 
(ii); and 

‘‘(vi) subject to subsection (d)(2), provides 
for investment in projects that, once com-
pleted, would allow the State to meet the ap-
plicable state of good repair performance 
targets; 

‘‘(C) include a description of the extent to 
which the use by the State of system preser-
vation and renewal funds apportioned to the 
State during the 2 most recent fiscal years 

was consistent with the investment strategy 
of the State, including— 

‘‘(i) an identification of the number of lane 
miles of highways and quantity of deck area 
on highway bridges on which the State has 
used those funds during those 2 fiscal years; 

‘‘(ii) an identification of the distribution of 
highway and bridge facilities, by level of 
ownership (Federal, State, tribal, and local) 
and by functional classification, on which 
the State has obligated those funds during 
those 2 fiscal years; 

‘‘(iii) an assessment of the progress that 
the State has made toward meeting each of 
the state of good repair performance targets 
of the State based on the projects that the 
State has carried out under this section and 
the contribution that those projects have 
made or would make, once complete, to the 
State meeting those performance targets; 
and 

‘‘(iv) a description of the expenditure of 
funds on a geographical basis, as determined 
by the State; and 

‘‘(D) describe the manner in which the in-
vestment strategy of the State would enable 
the State— 

‘‘(i) to meet the state of good repair per-
formance targets of the State; and 

‘‘(ii) improve the condition of the classes of 
infrastructure described in subsection (f)(3) 
in the State. 

‘‘(3) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF PLAN.—A 
State shall make the system preservation 
and renewal plan of the State, and each up-
date of the plan, available to the public. 

‘‘(i) FAILURE TO MEET STATE OF GOOD RE-
PAIR PERFORMANCE TARGETS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a State does not meet 
the biennial system preservation and re-
newal performance targets under this sec-
tion, the State shall coordinate with the 
Secretary to direct portions of Federal funds 
available under this title to the State toward 
projects eligible under this section in order 
to meet the state of good repair performance 
targets under this section. 

‘‘(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary may tempo-
rarily waive the application of this sub-
section if— 

‘‘(A) unforeseen events significantly im-
pact the ability of a State to meet the bien-
nial state of good repair performance tar-
gets; or 

‘‘(B) eligible facilities under this section in 
the State have suffered serious damage due 
to an event that results in the declaration 
of— 

‘‘(i) an emergency by the Governor of the 
State; or 

‘‘(ii) a major disaster by the President 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5121 et seq.). 

‘‘(j) OVERSIGHT.—Beginning for the third 
fiscal year after the date of enactment of the 
Federal-Aid Highway Preservation and Re-
newal Program Act of 2011, and at least bien-
nially thereafter or at such other times or 
intervals as are determined to be necessary 
by the Secretary, the Secretary, in conjunc-
tion with the submission of the State system 
preservation and renewal plan under sub-
section (g), shall conduct oversight activities 
to assess whether the use by each State of 
funds under this section is consistent with 
the investment strategy of the State under 
this section. 

‘‘(k) BIENNIAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than September 30, 2013, and biennially 
thereafter, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate a report con-
taining— 

‘‘(1) an evaluation of the performance of 
each State with respect to— 
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‘‘(A) the investment strategy of the State 

under this section; and 
‘‘(B) the system preservation and renewal 

performance targets established for the 
State under this section; and 

‘‘(2) such recommendations as the Sec-
retary may provide for improvements of the 
program. 

‘‘(l) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) SAFE STREETS POLICY.—Not later than 

2 years after the date of enactment of the 
Federal-Aid Highway Preservation and Re-
newal Program Act of 2011, each State shall 
develop a policy applicable to any project 
funded, in whole or in part, under the pro-
gram that— 

‘‘(A) ensures the adequate accommodation, 
in all phases of project planning and develop-
ment, of all users of the transportation sys-
tem, including— 

‘‘(i) pedestrians; 
‘‘(ii) bicyclists; 
‘‘(iii) public transit users; 
‘‘(iv) older individuals; 
‘‘(v) motorists; 
‘‘(vi) individuals with disabilities; and 
‘‘(vii) users of motor vehicles with a tax-

able gross weight (as defined in section 4481 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986) in ex-
cess of 55,000 pounds; 

‘‘(B) ensures the consideration of the safe-
ty and convenience of all users in all phases 
of project planning and development; and 

‘‘(C) delineates a clear procedure that gives 
due consideration to the geographical loca-
tion, road classification, population density, 
and other demographic factors by which 
projects funded, in whole or in part, under 
this program may be exempted from com-
plying with the policy. 

‘‘(2) CATEGORICAL EXCLUSIONS.—To the ex-
tent appropriate, the Secretary shall develop 
categorical exclusions from the requirement 
that an environmental assessment or an en-
vironmental impact statement under section 
102 of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332) be prepared for 
transportation activities located within an 
existing right-of-way funded under the pro-
gram. 

‘‘(3) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT PROVISION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For any fiscal year for 

which a State receives funds pursuant to this 
section, the State shall certify to the Sec-
retary that the State will expend funds for 
the maintenance and operations of facilities 
in an amount that is at least equal to the av-
erage annual amount of funds expended over 
the preceding 3 fiscal years. 

‘‘(B) FORM AND DEADLINE.—A certification 
described in subparagraph (A) shall be sub-
mitted in such form and not later than such 
date as shall be determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) PENALTY FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.—If a 
State fails to provide a certification to the 
Secretary in accordance with subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary shall withhold from the 
State, for each fiscal year until such time as 
the State submits the certification in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (A), an amount 
equal to 10 percent of the amounts the State 
would have received under this section for 
the fiscal year. 

‘‘(D) WAIVER.—The Secretary may tempo-
rarily waive the application of this para-
graph if unforeseen events significantly im-
pact the ability of a State to meet the bien-
nial state of good repair performance tar-
gets. 

‘‘(m) APPLICABILITY OF PLANNING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Nothing in this section limits the 
applicability of sections 134 and 135 to 
projects carried out under this section. 

‘‘(n) CONTINUATION OF CURRENT REVIEW 
PRACTICE.—Because each individual project 
that is carried out under the investment 
strategy described in the system preserva-
tion and renewal plan of a State is subject to 

review under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), a 
decision by the Secretary concerning a sys-
tem preservation and renewal plan or an up-
date of the plan in connection with this sec-
tion shall not be considered to be a Federal 
action subject to review under that Act. 

‘‘(o) TRANSFER OF NHS, BRIDGE PROGRAM, 
AND INTERSTATE MAINTENANCE APPORTION-
MENTS.—On application by a State and ap-
proval by the Secretary, the Secretary may 
transfer to the apportionment of the State 
under section 104(b)(1) the amount of funds 
apportioned to the State for a fiscal year 
ending before October 1, 2010, under para-
graphs (1) and (4) of section 104(b), and sec-
tion 144(e) (as those sections were in effect 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
the Federal-Aid Highway Preservation and 
Renewal Program Act of 2011), that remains 
available for expenditure by the State. 

‘‘(p) REGULATIONS ON PERFORMANCE MEAS-
URES OF STRUCTURAL ADEQUACY.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
the Federal-Aid Highway Preservation and 
Renewal Program Act of 2011, the Secretary 
shall promulgate such regulations as are 
necessary to carry out this section.’’. 

(b) APPLICATION TO SYSTEM PRESERVATION 
AND RENEWAL FUNDS.—Section 126 of title 23, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘sub-
sections (b) and (c)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
sections (b), (c) and (d)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) APPLICATION TO SYSTEM PRESERVATION 

AND RENEWAL FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may transfer 

funds apportioned to the State under section 
104(m) for the system preservation and re-
newal program if the State meets the overall 
state of good repair standards established 
under section 119(f)(1)(B) for classes of infra-
structure under subparagraphs (A) and (C) of 
sections 119(f)(3). 

‘‘(2) GOOD REPAIR STANDARDS.—A State 
may transfer funds apportioned to the State 
under sections 104(b)(4) and 144(e) for the sys-
tem preservation and renewal program if the 
State meets each of the overall state of good 
repair standards established under section 
119(f)(1)(B).’’. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code, 
is amended by striking the item relating to 
section 119 and inserting the following: 
‘‘Sec. 119. System preservation and renewal 

program.’’. 
(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 104 of title 23, United States 

Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(m) SYSTEM PRESERVATION AND RE-
NEWAL.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this section, 1⁄2 of the funds appor-
tioned to a State under subsection (b)(1) 
shall be used for system preservation and re-
newal under section 119 of title 23, United 
States Code.’’. 

(2) Section 105 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended in each of subsections (a)(2) 
and (b)(2) by striking ‘‘the Interstate main-
tenance program’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘the system preservation and re-
newal program’’. 

(3) Section 118 of title 23, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (c); and 
(B) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 

as subsections (c) and (d), respectively. 

By Mr. LEAHY: 
S. 1194. A bill to facilitate compli-

ance with Article 36 of the Vienna Con-
vention on Consular Relations, done at 
Vienna April 24, 1963, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, I 
am introducing the Consular Notifica-
tion Compliance Act. This legislation 
will help bring the United States into 
compliance with its obligations under 
the Vienna Convention on Consular Re-
lations, VCCR, and is critical to ensur-
ing the protection of Americans trav-
eling overseas. 

Each year, thousands of Americans 
are arrested and imprisoned when they 
are in foreign countries studying, 
working, serving the military, or trav-
eling. From the moment they are de-
tained, their safety and well-being de-
pends, often entirely, on the ability of 
United States consular officials to 
meet with them, monitor their treat-
ment, help them obtain legal assist-
ance, and connect them to family back 
home. That access is protected by the 
consular notification provisions of the 
VCCR, but it only functions effectively 
if every country meets its obligations 
under the treaty—including the United 
States. 

Unfortunately, in some instances, 
the United States has not been meeting 
those obligations. There are currently 
more than 100 foreign nationals on 
death row in the United States, most of 
whom were never told of their right to 
contact their consulate and their con-
sulate was never notified of their ar-
rest, trial, conviction, or sentence. 
There are many other foreigners in 
U.S. prisons awaiting trial for non-cap-
ital crimes, some facing life sentences, 
who were similarly denied consular ac-
cess. This failure to comply with our 
treaty obligations undercuts our abil-
ity to protect Americans abroad and 
deeply damages our image as a country 
that abides by its promises and the 
rule of law. It would also be completely 
unacceptable to us if our citizens were 
treated in this manner. 

The Consular Notification Compli-
ance Act seeks to bring the United 
States one step closer to compliance 
with the convention. It is not perfect. 
It focuses only on the most serious 
cases—those involving the death pen-
alty—but it is a significant step in the 
right direction and we need to work to-
gether to pass it quickly. Texas is 
poised to execute the next foreign na-
tional affected by this failure to com-
ply with the treaty on July 7, 2011. He 
was not notified of his right to con-
sular assistance, and the Government 
of Mexico has expressed grave concerns 
about the case. We do not want this 
execution to be interpreted as a sign 
that the United States does not take 
its treaty obligations seriously. That 
message puts American lives at risk. 
The Government of Great Britain has 
expressed similar concerns about a case 
involving a British citizen facing the 
death penalty here, who was denied 
consular access. 

The bill I am introducing would 
allow foreign nationals who have been 
convicted and sentenced to death to 
ask a court to review their cases and 
determine if the failure to provide con-
sular notification led to an unfair con-
viction or sentence. 
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The bill also recognizes that law en-

forcement and the courts must do a 
better job in the future to promptly no-
tify individuals of their right to con-
sular assistance so the United States 
does not find itself in this precarious 
position again. To that end, the bill re-
affirms that the obligations under the 
treaty are Federal law and apply to all 
foreign nationals arrested or detained 
in the United States. For individuals 
arrested on charges that carry a pos-
sible punishment of death, the bill en-
sures adequate opportunity for con-
sular assistance before a trial begins. 

This bill offers very limited remedies 
to a very limited number of people. I 
am troubled that it has to be so nar-
row, as we demand far broader protec-
tion for American citizens abroad 
every day. However, carrying out a 
death sentence is an irreversible ac-
tion, and I believe that we must act 
quickly. I understand that a limited 
bill has the best chance of achieving 
the bipartisan support needed to move 
forward on such an important issue at 
this time. 

Compliance with our consular notifi-
cation obligations is not a question of 
partisan interest. There should be 
unanimous support for this bill. The 
VCCR was negotiated under President 
Kennedy, ratified during the Nixon ad-
ministration, and it has been fully sup-
ported by every President since. Presi-
dent George W. Bush understood the 
critical need to honor our obligations 
under this treaty. Although he was ul-
timately unsuccessful, he vigorously 
worked to bring the United States into 
compliance, and he supported action 
along the lines of what I propose today. 
He understood the implications of non- 
compliance for our citizens, our busi-
nesses, and our military. I have no 
doubt President Obama shares the 
same commitment to resolving this 
issue. 

I saw the need to resolve this issue 
first-hand this spring when a young, in-
nocent Vermont college student was 
detained by Syrian police simply for 
taking photos of a demonstration. I 
worked hard with the U.S. consulate in 
Syria to obtain access to him. His safe-
ty depended on the ability of our con-
sular officers to see him, provide as-
sistance, and monitor his condition. 

Similarly, the United States invoked 
the VCCR to seek access to the three 
American hikers detained in Iran after 
accidently crossing an unmarked bor-
der in 2009. In 2001, when a U.S. Navy 
surveillance plane made an emergency 
landing in Chinese territory, the State 
Department cited the VCCR in de-
manding immediate access to the 
plane’s crew. 

I doubt there are many Members of 
Congress who have not sought similar 
help from our consulates when their 
constituents have been arrested over-
seas. We know how critically impor-
tant this access is, and we expect other 
governments to provide it. Those gov-
ernments expect no less of us. 

This bill has the support of the 
Obama administration, including the 

Department of Justice, the Department 
of Defense, the Department of Home-
land Security, and the Department of 
State. I have heard from retired mem-
bers of the military urging passage of 
the bill to protect service men and 
women and their families overseas, and 
from former diplomats of both political 
parties who know that compliance with 
our treaty obligations is critical for 
America’s national security and com-
mercial interests. 

Given the long history of bipartisan 
support for the VCCR, there should be 
unanimous support for this legislation 
to uphold our treaty obligations. A 
failure to act places Americans at risk. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill and let-
ters of support be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1194 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Consular 
Notification Compliance Act of 2011’’. 
SEC. 2. PURPOSE AND STATEMENT OF AUTHOR-

ITY. 
(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to 

facilitate compliance with Article 36 of the 
Vienna Convention on Consular Relations, 
done at Vienna April 24, 1963 and any com-
parable provision of a bilateral international 
agreement addressing consular notification 
and access. 

(b) STATEMENT OF AUTHORITY.—This Act is 
enacted pursuant to authority contained in 
articles I and VI of the Constitution of the 
United States. 
SEC. 3. CONSULAR NOTIFICATION AND ACCESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As required under, and 
consistent with, Article 36 of the Vienna 
Convention on Consular Relations, done at 
Vienna April 24, 1963 and any comparable 
provision of a bilateral international agree-
ment addressing consular notification and 
access, if an individual who is not a national 
of the United States is detained or arrested 
by an officer or employee of the Federal Gov-
ernment or a State or local government, the 
arresting or detaining officer or employee, or 
other appropriate officer or employee of the 
Federal Government or a State or local gov-
ernment, shall notify that individual with-
out delay that the individual may request 
that the consulate of the foreign state of 
which the individual is a national be notified 
of the detention or arrest. 

(b) NOTICE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The consulate of the for-

eign state of which an individual detained or 
arrested is a national shall be notified with-
out delay if the individual requests consular 
notification under subsection (a), and an ap-
propriate officer or employee of the Federal 
Government or a State or local government 
shall provide any other consular notification 
required by an international agreement. 

(2) FIRST APPEARANCE.—If an appropriate 
officer or employee of the Federal Govern-
ment or a State or local government has not 
notified the consulate described in paragraph 
(1) regarding an individual who is detained 
pending criminal charges and the individual 
requests notification or notification is man-
datory under a bilateral international agree-
ment, notification shall occur not later than 
the first appearance of the individual before 
the court with jurisdiction over the charge. 

(c) COMMUNICATION AND ACCESS.—An officer 
or employee of the Federal Government or a 
State or local government (including an offi-
cer or employee in charge of a facility where 
an individual who is not a national of the 
United States is held following detention or 
arrest) shall reasonably ensure that the indi-
vidual detained or arrested is able to com-
municate freely with, and be visited by, offi-
cials of the consulate of the foreign state of 
which the individual detained or arrested is 
a national, consistent with the obligations 
described in section 2(a). 

(d) NO CAUSE OF ACTION.—Nothing in this 
section is intended to create any judicially 
or administratively enforceable right or ben-
efit, substantive or procedural, by any party 
against the United States, its departments, 
agencies, or other entities, its officers or em-
ployees, or any other person or entity, in-
cluding, an officer, employee, or agency of a 
State or local government. 
SEC. 4. PETITION FOR REVIEW. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) JURISDICTION.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, a Federal court shall 
have jurisdiction to review the merits of a 
petition claiming a violation of Article 
36(1)(b) or (c) of the Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations, done at Vienna April 24, 
1963, or a comparable provision of a bilateral 
international agreement addressing consular 
notification and access, filed by an indi-
vidual convicted and sentenced to death by 
any Federal or State court before the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

(2) DATE FOR EXECUTION.—If a date for the 
execution of an individual described in para-
graph (1) has been set, the court shall grant 
a stay of execution if necessary to allow the 
court to review a petition filed under para-
graph (1). 

(3) STANDARD.—To obtain relief, an indi-
vidual described in paragraph (1) shall make 
a showing of actual prejudice to the criminal 
conviction or sentence as a result of the vio-
lation. The court may conduct an evi-
dentiary hearing if necessary to supplement 
the record and, upon a finding of actual prej-
udice, shall order a new trial or sentencing 
proceeding. 

(4) LIMITATIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A petition for review 

under this section shall be filed within 1 year 
of the later of— 

(i) the date of enactment of this Act; 
(ii) the date on which the Federal or State 

court judgment against the individual de-
scribed in paragraph (1) became final by the 
conclusion of direct review or the expiration 
of the time for seeking such review; or 

(iii) the date on which the impediment to 
filing a petition created by Federal or State 
action in violation of the Constitution or 
laws of the United States is removed, if the 
individual described in paragraph (1) was 
prevented from filing by such Federal or 
State action. 

(B) TOLLING.—The time during which a 
properly filed application for State post-con-
viction or other collateral review with re-
spect to the pertinent judgment or claim is 
pending shall not be counted toward the 1- 
year period of limitation. 

(5) HABEAS PETITION.—A petition for review 
under this section shall be part of the first 
Federal habeas corpus application or motion 
for Federal collateral relief under chapter 
153 of title 28, United States Code, filed by an 
individual, except that if an individual filed 
a Federal habeas corpus application or mo-
tion for Federal collateral relief before the 
date of enactment of this Act or if such ap-
plication is required to be filed before the 
date that is 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, such petition for review 
under this section shall be filed not later 
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than 1 year after the enactment date or 
within the period prescribed by paragraph 
(4)(A)(iii), whichever is later. No petition 
filed in conformity with the requirements of 
the preceding sentence shall be considered a 
second or successive habeas corpus applica-
tion or subjected to any bars to relief based 
on pre-enactment proceedings other than as 
specified in paragraph (3). 

(6) APPEAL.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A final order on a peti-

tion for review under paragraph (1) shall be 
subject to review on appeal by the court of 
appeals for the circuit in which the pro-
ceeding is held. 

(B) APPEAL BY PETITIONER.—An individual 
described in paragraph (1) may appeal a final 
order on a petition for review under para-
graph (1) only if a district or circuit judge 
issues a certificate of appealability. A dis-
trict judge or circuit judge may issue a cer-
tificate of appealability under this subpara-
graph if the individual has made a substan-
tial showing of actual prejudice to the crimi-
nal conviction or sentence of the individual 
as a result of a violation of Article 36(1) of 
the Vienna Convention on Consular Rela-
tions, done at Vienna April 24, 1963, or a com-
parable provision of a bilateral international 
agreement addressing consular notification 
and access. 

(b) VIOLATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—An individual not covered 

by subsection (a) who is arrested, detained, 
or held for trial on a charge that would ex-
pose the individual to a capital sentence if 
convicted may raise a claim of a violation of 
Article 36(1)(b) or (c) of the Vienna Conven-
tion on Consular Relations, done at Vienna 
April 24, 1963, or of a comparable provision of 
a bilateral international agreement address-
ing consular notification and access, at a 
reasonable time after the individual becomes 
aware of the violation, before the court with 
jurisdiction over the charge. Upon a finding 
of such a violation— 

(A) the consulate of the foreign state of 
which the individual is a national shall be 
notified immediately by the detaining au-
thority, and consular access to the indi-
vidual shall be afforded in accordance with 
the provisions of the Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations, done at Vienna April 24, 
1963, or the comparable provisions of a bilat-
eral international agreement addressing con-
sular notification and access; and 

(B) the court— 
(i) shall postpone any proceedings to the 

extent the court determines necessary to 
allow for adequate opportunity for consular 
access and assistance; and 

(ii) may enter necessary orders to facili-
tate consular access and assistance. 

(2) EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS.—The court may 
conduct evidentiary hearings if necessary to 
resolve factual issues. 

(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall be construed to create any 
additional remedy. 

SEC. 5. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act— 
(1) the term ‘‘national of the United 

States’’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 101(a)(22) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(22)); and 

(2) the term ‘‘State’’ means any State of 
the United States, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and any 
territory or possession of the United States. 

JUNE 14, 2011. 
Re The Consular Notification Compliance 

Act. 

Hon. PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
Chairman, U.S. Senate Committee on the Judici-

ary, Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, 
Ranking Member, U.S. Senate Committee on the 

Judiciary, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY AND RANKING MEM-

BER GRASSLEY: We write to urge you to sup-
port prompt passage of the Consular Notifi-
cation Compliance Act, legislation that 
would give domestic legal effect to U.S. obli-
gations under the Vienna Convention on 
Consular Relations (Vienna Convention) to 
provide consular access to foreign nationals 
in U.S. law enforcement custody by pro-
viding for judicial review of certain claims 
that this obligation has not been satisfied. 
International consular notification and ac-
cess obligations are essential to ensuring hu-
mane, non-discriminatory treatment for 
both non-citizens in U.S. custody and U.S. 
citizens in the custody of foreign govern-
ments. As retired military leaders, we under-
stand that the preservation of consular ac-
cess protections is especially important for 
U.S. military personnel, who when serving 
our country overseas are at greater risk of 
being arrested by a foreign government. 

U.S. military personnel are at risk for 
being taken into foreign custody after acci-
dental incursions into foreign territories, 
while on leave or furlough, or while sta-
tioned abroad pursuant to, or in absence of a 
Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA). When 
American military personnel or their family 
members find themselves in foreign custody, 
consular access is indispensable in allowing 
the U.S. government to fulfill its duty to en-
sure fair and humane treatment for such in-
dividuals. 

For example, in 2001 when a U.S. Navy sur-
veillance plane made an emergency landing 
in Chinese territory after colliding with a 
Chinese jet, the State Department cited the 
Vienna Convention and other consular trea-
ties in demanding immediate access to the 
plane’s crew. Chinese authorities responded 
by granting consular visits to the crew mem-
bers, who were detained in China for 11 days. 
Moreover, military regulations imple-
menting SOFA requirements anticipate that 
consular officers will assist the designated 
commanding officer in key areas such as pro-
testing inhumane treatment and ensuring 
that the individual has access to an adequate 
defense. 

The strength of consular access protec-
tions for U.S. military personnel abroad is 
dependent on the United States’ reciprocal 
commitment to fulfill its obligations at 
home. But given the Supreme Court’s 2008 
decision in Medellin v. Texas, the executive 
branch is unable, without further action by 
Congress, to enforce certain consular protec-
tions under the Vienna Convention with re-
gards to U.S. state law enforcement per-
sonnel. In light of the Medellin decision, ad-
ditional legislation is needed to ensure the 
integrity of the consular notification and ac-
cess rights upon which U.S. service members 
rely. 

Legislation to ensure review and appro-
priate relief if needed when a foreign na-
tional faces or is sentenced to death, while 
relatively limited in scope, would improve 
foreign governments’ confidence in the 
United States’ ability to uphold its consular 
access obligations, making it more likely 
that such governments will giant this access 
to Americans in their custody. 

Improving U.S. enforcement of its consular 
notification and access legal obligations will 
help protect American citizens detained 
abroad, including U.S. military personnel 

and their families stationed overseas. We 
urge you to support those who are serving 
our country overseas by ensuring swift pas-
sage of the Consular Notification Compli-
ance Act to meet our international respon-
sibilities. 

Sincerely, 
Rear Admiral Don Guter, USN (Ret.). 
Rear Admiral John D. Hutson, USN (Ret.). 
Brigadier General James P. Cullen, USA 

(Ret.). 
Brigadier General David R. Irvine, USA 

(Ret.). 
Brigadier General Murray G. Sagsveen, 

USA (Ret.). 
Colonel Lawrence B. Wilkerson, USA 

(Ret.). 

JUNE 14, 2011. 
Re The Consular Notification Compliance 

Act. 

Hon. PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
Chairman, U.S. Senate Committee on the Judici-

ary, Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, 
Ranking Member, U.S. Senate Committee on the 

Judiciary, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN LEAHY AND RANKING MEM-

BER GRASSLEY: As former U.S. diplomats and 
State Department officials, we write to urge 
your support for the Consular Notification 
Compliance Act, legislation that we believe 
is vitally important to meeting the United 
States’ foreign policy objectives and to pro-
tecting the interests of its citizens abroad. 
We urge you to act promptly to enact this 
legislation that would secure compliance 
with the United States’ binding treaty obli-
gations by providing a review mechanism for 
the cases of foreign nationals who—without 
the benefit of timely consular notification 
and access—were convicted and received 
death sentences. 

Each year, thousands of Americans are de-
tained abroad. Prompt knowledge of and ac-
cess to our fellow-citizens held in foreign 
jails ensures that U.S. consular officers can 
help them obtain legal assistance, monitor 
their treatment, and connect them to family 
and friends back home. This crucial lifeline 
of consular support can only function effec-
tively if the detaining authorities comply 
with their obligations under Article 36 of the 
Vienna Convention on Consular Relations, 
which grants all foreigners in custody the 
right to consular notification, communica-
tion and access ‘‘without delay.’’ Insisting 
on compliance with and protesting violations 
of Article 36 provisions has thus long been an 
integral element of the U.S. policy of pro-
viding protective consular services to de-
tained Americans overseas. 

For instance, when three Americans were 
detained after accidentally crossing an un-
marked border into Iran in 2009, a State De-
partment spokesperson insisted that ‘‘Iran 
has obligations under the Vienna Conven-
tion, and we demand consular access at the 
first opportunity.’’ The Secretary of State 
later called on the Iranian government ‘‘to 
live up to its obligations under the Vienna 
Convention by granting consular access and 
releasing these three young Americans with-
out further delay.’’ Once consular access was 
finally granted, the State Department 
‘‘welcome[d] the fact that Iran is meeting up 
to its obligations under the Vienna Conven-
tion’’. 

Unfortunately, the United States has 
sometimes violated Article 36 requirements 
even as we call on foreign governments to 
comply with its terms. In 2004, the Inter-
national Court of Justice (ICJ) determined 
that some fifty Mexican nationals were enti-
tled to judicial hearings to determine if Arti-
cle 36 breaches, which were proven to have 
occurred, affected the fairness of their cap-
ital murder convictions and/or sentences. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:01 Jun 15, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00041 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A14JN6.028 S14JNPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
D

V
H

8Z
91

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3782 June 14, 2011 
The United States is required by the U.N. 
Charter to comply with decisions of the ICJ. 
President George W. Bush attempted to en-
force this decision at the state court level, 
but the U.S. Supreme Court later ruled in 
Medellin v. Texas that only Congress could 
ensure compliance by adopting legislation 
providing for the compulsory review and re-
consideration mandated by the ICJ. The Su-
preme Court also observed that the ICJ deci-
sion undeniably bound the United States 
under international law and that ‘‘plainly 
compelling’’ reasons existed for its domestic 
implementation. ‘‘In this case,’’ the Medellin 
Court noted, ‘‘the President seeks to vindi-
cate United States interests in ensuring the 
reciprocal observance of the Vienna Conven-
tion, protecting relations with foreign gov-
ernments, and demonstrating commitment 
to the role of international law.’’ 

Clearly, the safety and well-being of Amer-
icans abroad is endangered by the United 
States maintaining the double standard of 
protesting denials of consular notification 
and access to its own citizens while simulta-
neously failing to comply with its obligation 
to remedy identical violations. We cannot 
realistically expect other nations to con-
tinue to comply with consular treaty com-
mitments that we refuse to uphold. For that 
reason alone, it is essential that Congress 
act swiftly to provide the limited procedural 
remedy that both our Executive and Judicial 
Branches have so clearly indicated is in the 
national interest. 

As the Supreme Court pointed out, how-
ever, the United States’ interest in imple-
menting these international obligations goes 
beyond protecting the reciprocal rights and 
safety of its overseas citizens. Our national 
security, effective commercial and trade re-
lations relating to our prosperity and almost 
every matter of national interest, large and 
small, is covered by reciprocal treaty obliga-
tions. We risk jeopardizing these interests if 
we practice an indifference to these obliga-
tions in this or other arenas. We believe that 
continued non-compliance will surely alien-
ate this nation from its allies. We also be-
lieve that any further failure to provide the 
modest remedy of ‘‘review and reconsider-
ation’’ required in these cases will under-
mine America’s credibility as a global cham-
pion of the rule of law, thereby seriously hin-
dering our foreign policy objectives. It is 
worth noting the United States agreed to be 
bound by the ICJ’s decision both before and 
after the case was heard and has consistently 
advised multiple international and domestic 
courts that it is doing everything within its 
power to comply with this decision. Passing 
legislation to ensure our nation’s compliance 
needs to be accomplished in order to make 
good on this representation. 

The ability of the United States to secure 
future international agreements vital to our 
commercial interests and national security 
depends largely on whether this nation is 
perceived as honoring its international obli-
gations. It is vitally important for Congress 
to mandate judicial enforcement of Amer-
ica’s treaty obligations. Anything less jeop-
ardizes our global reputation as a dependable 
treaty partner. We therefore urge you to sup-
port the rapid passage of the Consular Notifi-
cation Compliance Act to accomplish this 
end, and thank you for your attention to this 
important matter. 

Sincerely, 
Harry Barnes, Jr., U.S. Ambassador to 

Chile, 1985–1988; U.S. Ambassador to India, 
1981–1985; Director General of the Foreign 
Service 1977–1981; U.S. Ambassador to Roma-
nia, 1974–1977. 

John B. Bellinger, III, Partner, Arnold & 
Porter LLP; Legal Advisor to the Depart-
ment of State, 2005–2009; Legal Advisor to 
the National Security Council, 2001–2005. 

David E. Birenbaum, of Counsel, Fried, 
Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacobson LLP; Sen-
ior Scholar, Woodrow Wilson International 
Center for Scholars; U.S. Ambassador to the 
UN for UN Management and Reform, 1994–96. 

James R. Jones, U.S. Ambassador to Mex-
ico, 1993–1997; Member of U.S. Congress (D- 
OK), 1973–1987. 

David Charles Miller, Jr., Special Assistant 
to the President, National Security Council, 
1989–1990; U.S. Ambassador to Zimbabwe, 
1984–1986; U.S. Ambassador to Tanzania, 1981– 
1984. 

Thomas R. Pickering, Undersecretary of 
State for Political Affairs, 1997–2000; U.S. 
Ambassador and Representative to the 
United Nations, 1989–1992. 

William H. Taft, IV, Legal Advisor, U.S. 
Department of State, 2001–2005; U.S. Ambas-
sador to NATO, 1989–1992. 

JUNE 7, 2011. 
Governor RICK PERRY, 
Office of the Governor, Austin, Texas. 
TEXAS BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLES, 
Austin, Texas. 

DEAR GOVERNOR PERRY AND MEMBERS OF 
THE TEXAS BOARD OF PARDONS AND PAROLES: 
As former prosecutors and judges, we are 
strong supporters of a robust and accurate 
criminal justice system. We are well aware 
that international consular notification and 
access, as required under the Vienna Conven-
tion on Consular Relations (Vienna Conven-
tion), is essential to such a system, and to 
ensuring non-discriminatory treatment for 
both non-citizens in U.S. custody and U.S. 
citizens in the custody of foreign govern-
ments; and is also critical to the efficient, 
effective, and fair operations of criminal jus-
tice systems throughout the United States. 
In light of these important considerations 
and out of concern for the domestic and 
international implications of an execution 
without proper compliance with U.S. inter-
national obligations, we are writing to urge 
you to grant a reprieve in the case of 
Humberto Leal Garcia. We take no position 
on the merits of his petition, but believe 
that a reprieve should take place pending 
congressional enactment of legislation that 
would allow foreign nationals who were de-
nied consular access while in law enforce-
ment custody and face the death penalty to 
receive appropriate review of that failure. 

It is appropriate to ensure that our coun-
try complies with the laws to which it has 
obligated itself, and to ensure that those 
laws apply to our own citizens as well. At all 
stages of the proceedings, foreign nationals— 
whether our own citizens in other countries 
or those from other countries in the United 
States—face unique disadvantages and chal-
lenges when confronted with prosecution and 
imprisonment under the legal system of an-
other nation. Prompt consular access en-
sures that they have the means necessary to 
be advised of their rights and to prepare an 
adequate defense. 

Ensuring prompt consular access to for-
eigners arrested in the United States also en-
hances the truth-seeking function that lies 
at the heart of American justice. Much in 
the same way as the right to counsel under 
the Sixth Amendment, consular notification 
is essential to enabling fair access for those 
who are unfamiliar with our legal system. As 
Chief Judge Juan Torruella of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit 
observed, ‘‘Without [consular access], I think 
that we presume too much to think that an 
alien can present his defense with even a 
minimum of effectiveness. The result is in-
jury not only to the individual alien, but 
also to the equity and efficacy of our crimi-
nal justice system.’’ U.S. v. Li, 206 F.3d 56, 78 
(1st Cir. 2000) (Torruella, C.J., concurring in 
part and dissenting in part). 

Consular assistance provides a unique and 
indispensable protection for foreign nation-
als who are unfamiliar with the U.S. crimi-
nal justice system. This is true with regard 
to our own citizens abroad as well. As many 
domestic courts have recognized, consulates 
can provide essential resources that are sim-
ply not available through other means, par-
ticularly in identifying and explaining the 
ways in which the U.S. criminal justice sys-
tem differs from their native systems. Early 
consular access can prevent misunder-
standings and missteps by a foreign national 
that might otherwise prejudice their ability 
to obtain a fair trial. Consulates can assist 
defense counsel in locating crucial docu-
ments, witnesses, and exonerating evidence 
available only in their native country and 
can assist in translations that in too many 
cases have been demonstrated to be erro-
neous, thus jeopardizing the accuracy of the 
proceedings. This can mean the difference 
between conviction and acquittal, or be-
tween life and death. 

We want to emphasize that demonstrating 
our nation’s commitment to complying with 
Vienna Convention obligations is also crit-
ical to ensuring the safety of Americans 
traveling, living and working abroad. The 
United States expects countries to grant 
consular notification and access to Ameri-
cans in law enforcement custody. In return, 
we pledge to accord the same right to foreign 
nationals within our borders. In addition, 
particularly in states bordering Mexico and 
Canada, cooperation between law enforce-
ment agencies is critical to ensuring the 
safety of citizens on all sides of the border. 
These accords are threatened when the 
United States erects procedural hurdles that 
prevent foreign nationals from obtaining 
meaningful judicial review when denied con-
sular notification and access and may well 
mean that our own citizens’ rights will be 
jeopardized in countries whose citizens’ 
rights have not been respected by the United 
States. 

Providing meaningful enforcement of the 
Vienna Convention’s consular notification 
and access requirements will increase the ef-
ficient, effective, and fair operations of our 
criminal justice system and protect U.S. 
citizens abroad. Delaying the execution of 
Humberto Leal Garcia to ensure full oppor-
tunity for congressional action and appro-
priate review of the case will demonstrate to 
foreign governments the United States’ good 
faith in upholding its consular access obliga-
tions, increasing the likelihood that foreign 
governments will grant access to Americans 
in their custody. For these reasons, we 
strongly urge you to support a reprieve in 
this case pending congressional action on 
these matters. 

Sincerely, 
Hon. Charles F. Baird, Former Judge, 

Texas Court of Criminal Appeals; Former 
Judge, 299th District Court of Travis County, 
Texas. 

Hon. William G. Bassler, Former Judge, 
United States District Court for the District 
of New Jersey (1991–2006); Former Judge, Su-
perior Court of New Jersey (1988–1991). 

A. Bates Butler III, United States Attor-
ney, District of Arizona (1980–81); First As-
sistant United States Attorney, District of 
Arizona (1977–80). 

Robert J. Del Tufo, Attorney General, 
State of New Jersey (1990–1993); United 
States Attorney, District of New Jersey 
(1977–1980); Former First Assistant State At-
torney General and Director of New Jersey’s 
Division of Criminal Justice. 

W. Thomas Dillard, United States Attor-
ney, Northern District of Florida (1983–1986); 
United States Attorney, Eastern District of 
Tennessee (1981). 

Hon. Bruce J. Einhorn, Former United 
States Immigration Judge (1990–2007); Spe-
cial Prosecutor and Chief of Litigation, 
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United States Department of Justice Office 
of Special Investigations (1979–1990). 

Hon. Shirley M. Hufstedler, United States 
Secretary of Education (1979–1981); Former 
Judge, United States Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit (1968–1979); Former Asso-
ciate Justice, California Court of Appeal 
(1966–1968); Former Judge, Los Angeles Coun-
ty Superior Court (1961–1966). 

Hon. John J. Gibbons, Former Judge, 
United States Court of Appeals for the Third 
Circuit (1970–1990) (Chief Judge (1987–1990)). 

Hon. Nathaniel R. Jones, Former Judge, 
United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit, (1979–2002); Assistant United States 
Attorney, Northern District of Ohio (1962– 
1967). 

Hon. Gerald Kogan, Former Chief Justice, 
Supreme Court of the State of Florida; 
Former Chief Prosecutor, Homicide and Cap-
ital Crimes Division, Dade County, Florida. 

Kenneth J. Mighell, United States Attor-
ney, Northern District of Texas (1977–1981); 
Assistant United States Attorney, Northern 
District of Texas (1961–1977). 

Hon. Stephen M. Orlofsky, Former Judge, 
United States District Court for the District 
of New Jersey (1995–2003); Magistrate Judge, 
United States District Court for the District 
of New Jersey (1976–1980). 

Professor Mark Osler, Professor of Law, 
University of St. Thomas, Minnesota; 
Former Professor of Law, Baylor University, 
Texas; Former Assistant United States At-
torney, Eastern District of Michigan. 

H. James Pickerstein, United States Attor-
ney, District of Connecticut (1974); Chief As-
sistant United States Attorney, District of 
Connecticut (1974–1986). 

James H. Reynolds, United States Attor-
ney, Northern District of Iowa (1976–1982). 

Hon. William S. Sessions, Director of the 
FBI (1987–1993); Former Judge, United States 
District Court for the Western District of 
Texas (1974–1987) (Chief Judge (1980–1987)); 
United States Attorney, Western District of 
Texas (1971–1974). 

John Van de Kamp, Attorney General of 
California (1983–1991); District Attorney of 
Los Angeles County (1975–1983). 

Mark White, Governor of Texas (1983–1987); 
Attorney General, State of Texas (1979–1983); 
Secretary of State of Texas (1973–1977); As-
sistant Attorney General, State of Texas 
(1965–1969). 

Hon. Michael Zimmerman, Former Justice, 
Supreme Court of Utah (1984–2000) (Chief Jus-
tice (1994–1998)). 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. LEE, 
Mr. HATCH, Mr. VITTER, Mr. 
COBURN, and Mr. CORKER): 

S. 1196. A bill to expand the use of E- 
Verify, to hold employers accountable, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today, I am introducing legislation to 
expand the E-Verify program and en-
hance our ability to hold employers ac-
countable for their hiring practices. I 
am pleased that several of my col-
leagues have joined me in cosponsoring 
this commonsense bill titled Account-
ability Through Electronic 
Verification Act. 

Known as the Basic Pilot Program, 
E-Verify currently provides employers 
with a simple, web-based tool to verify 
the work eligibility of new hires. In 
1986, Congress made it unlawful for em-
ployers to knowingly hire or employ 
aliens not eligible to work in the 

United States. Under current law, if 
the documents provided by an em-
ployee reasonably appear on their face 
to be genuine, the employer has met its 
obligation to review the worker’s docu-
ments. 

Unfortunately, since then, identity 
theft has soared and counterfeit docu-
ments have become a thriving indus-
try. Because of this, Congress created 
the Basic Pilot Program in 1996. Em-
ployers in this program can electroni-
cally verify a new hires employment 
authorization with more than 455 mil-
lion Social Security Administration 
records, more than 122 million Depart-
ment of State passport records, and 
more than 80 million Department of 
Homeland Security immigration 
records. 

This program is voluntary and free 
for all employers to use. In fact, it is 
currently used by 269,913 employers 
representing 903,358 hiring sites. More 
than 11.3 million queries have been 
made this year. During fiscal year 2010, 
more than 98.3 percent of those were 
verified almost instantly. 

Less than 1.7 percent of employees 
receive a tentative non-confirmation, 
and must sort out their records with 
the Social Security Administration. 
Many times, it is a simple misunder-
standing relating from a typo to ne-
glecting to update records after a name 
change. 

With the program set to expire in a 
little over a year, I see the need to con-
tinue its use, without an expiration 
date. E-Verify is a proven tool in com-
batting illegal immigration. With the 
unemployment rate hovering around 
9.1 percent, can we afford not to use 
every instrument available to ensure 
Americans and legal workers are the 
ones obtaining employment? 

My legislation would make E-Verify 
a staple in the workplace so that 
American workers are on a level play-
ing field with cheaper labor. Should an 
employer refuse to participate, my bill 
increases the penalties currently used 
under the Immigration and Nationality 
Act. Employers would be required to 
check the status of current employees 
within 3 years, and would allow em-
ployers to run a check prior to offering 
a job, saving that employer valuable 
time and resources. Employers will 
also be required to re-check those 
workers whose authorization is about 
to expire, such as those who come to 
the United States on visas. These visas 
have expiration dates, and it is impera-
tive we do not allow employers to aide 
in the overstaying of any alien. 

A commonsense fix that is also in-
cluded would require the Social Secu-
rity Administration to develop algo-
rithm technology that would flag so-
cial security numbers that are being 
used more than once. You would think 
the Social Security Administration 
would already have this in place, but 
sadly they do not. This provision alone 
will save many from falling victim to 
identity theft. 

For those who do find themselves vic-
tim of identity theft, this bill would 

amend the criminal code to clarify 
identity fraud is punishable regardless 
if the defendant did not have knowl-
edge of the victim. This provision 
stems from the 2009 Supreme Court de-
cision holding that identity theft re-
quires proof that an individual knew 
the number being used belonged to an 
actual person. This is a commonsense 
and long overdue provision. Anyone 
who has had their identity stolen by an 
illegal alien would agree. We need to 
strengthen our laws to deter the robust 
black market for fraudulent docu-
ments. 

Another provision in the bill, which I 
know will benefit many rural areas 
such as small towns in Iowa, would 
help those businesses without internet 
capabilities to participate in E-Verify. 
Requiring the U.S. Citizenship and Im-
migration Services to establish a dem-
onstration project in these rural areas 
will greatly measure the needs of our 
rural employers and involve the small 
business community. 

Some may want to criticize the data-
base used to check employees, but with 
continued enhancements, we are mak-
ing great strides. For instance, just 
this past March, the Department of 
Homeland Security initiated the ‘‘Self 
Check’’ program to allow workers in 
five States and the District of Colum-
bia to self-check employment eligi-
bility. One of my staffers used Self 
Check and received confirmation of 
work authorization almost instantly. 
The entire process took her less than 90 
seconds. 

Another development is the recent 
launch to include U.S. passport photo 
matching capabilities. This further en-
hances the integrity of the program by 
enabling E-Verify to automatically 
check the validity and authenticity of 
all U.S. passports and passport cards 
presented for employment verification 
checks. E-Verify is supported by many. 
Most notably by DHS Secretary Janet 
Napolitano who has said, ‘‘E-Verify is a 
smart, simple, and effective tool that 
allows us to work with employers to 
help them maintain a legal work-
force.’’ According to DHS, the ‘‘E- 
Verify program infrastructure is capa-
ble of handling the volume of queries 
that would be necessary for a nation-
wide mandatory employment verifica-
tion system.’’ DHS has been preparing 
for such an occasion, and I’m pleased 
to put forward my proposal today. 

For those who were here during the 
2007 immigration debate, you may re-
member that I, Senator BAUCUS and 
then-Senator Obama worked very 
closely on the issue of employment 
verification. I have kept many of the 
principles agreed upon in 2007 and in-
cluded them in this bill. With that 
said, I look forward to hearing from my 
colleagues with any ideas they may 
have to strengthen this system. 

While everyone may not agree with 
every aspect of this bill, it serves as a 
starting point for a much-needed con-
versation about illegal immigration 
and our struggling job market. People 
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back home want employers to be held 
accountable. They want to see our gov-
ernment do more to make sure we are 
reducing the magnet for people to cross 
our borders illegally. I hope more col-
leagues will join me in my effort to 
achieve accountability through elec-
tronic verification. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. VITTER, Mr. LUGAR, 
and Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S.J. Res. 19. A joint resolution pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States authorizing 
Congress to prohibit the physical dese-
cration of the flag of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today is 
Flag Day and it is the perfect day to 
re-introduce a constitutional amend-
ment that would allow Congress to pro-
tect the American flag from physical 
desecration. I am joined in doing so 
today by my friend, the distinguished 
Senator from Montana, Senator BAU-
CUS. He was an original cosponsor of 
this amendment on 6 previous occa-
sions when I have introduced it, includ-
ing in the 109th Congress when this 
body came within one vote of approv-
ing it. 

The American flag is a unique sym-
bol of our country, of its history, and 
of our shared values. There is, in fact, 
no more powerful unifying general 
symbol. At the same time, the flag no 
doubt means different specific things 
to different individuals; Congress can-
not, and should not attempt to, dictate 
what Americans believe, think, or say 
about the flag and whatever it rep-
resents to individuals. 

That said, Congress should have au-
thority to protect this unique symbol 
from at least physical desecration. The 
Supreme Court stripped even that au-
thority from Congress in 1990 when it 
held that physical desecration is 
‘‘speech’’ protected by the First 
Amendment. I believe the Court was 
wrong in that conclusion, but because 
the Court claimed to speak for the Con-
stitution, the only way for Congress 
once again to have authority to protect 
the flag is by amending the Constitu-
tion. 

In his farewell address in 1796, Presi-
dent George Washington said that the 
very basis of our political system is the 
right of the people to make and to 
alter the Constitution. The Constitu-
tion belongs to the people, not to the 
Supreme Court. As a result, the Amer-
ican people must have the opportunity 
to decide whether their Constitution 
should allow Congress to protect the 
flag. 

The amendment we introduce today 
is as simple as it can be. It states: ‘‘The 
Congress shall have power to prohibit 
the physical desecration of the flag of 
the United States.’’ Unfortunately, 
simplicity does not prevent distortion, 
either by negligence or intention. Crit-
ics and some in the media have led 
many to believe that this amendment 

by itself bans flag desecration. It does 
not. In fact, should Congress propose 
and the states ratify this amendment, 
it might not result in any change in 
the law at all. That would be up to 
Congress and the people we represent 
to decide. 

The issue is that today Congress is 
today prohibited by the Supreme Court 
from passing laws that protect the flag 
even if 100 percent of the American 
people wanted those laws and the Con-
gress was ready to enact them. 

The American people should be given 
the opportunity to decide whether they 
want their Constitution to allow their 
Congress to pass laws protecting the 
American flag. That is the way a rep-
resentative democracy like ours should 
function. The Supreme Court distorted 
that process and this amendment will 
correct the Court’s error. I urge my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle, as 
many of you have done in the past, to 
support this amendment and to give 
this decision back to the American 
people. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 466. Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. LAU-
TENBERG, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Ms. SNOWE) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill S. 782, to amend the 
Public Works and Economic Development 
Act of 1965 to reauthorize that Act, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 467. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Ms. 
SNOWE, and Mr. BROWN of Massachusetts) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill S. 782, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 468. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 782, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 469. Mr. BROWN of Ohio submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 782, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 470. Mr. BROWN of Ohio (for himself 
and Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 782, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 471. Mr. NELSON of Florida submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 782, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 466. Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. 
LAUTENBERG, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Ms. 
SNOWE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill 
S. 782, to amend the Public Works and 
Economic Development Act of 1965 to 
reauthorize that Act, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 10, line 19, before ‘‘and’’ insert 
‘‘military base closures or realignments,’’. 

SA 467. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Ms. 
SNOWE, and Mr. BROWN of Massachu-
setts) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill 
S. 782, to amend the Public Works and 

Economic Development Act of 1965 to 
reauthorize that Act, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 29, after line 20, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 22. FIDUCIARY EXCLUSION. 

Section 3(21)(A) of the Employee Retire-
ment Income and Security Act of 1974 (29 
U.S.C. 1002(21)(A)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘and except to the extent a person is pro-
viding an appraisal or fairness opinion with 
respect to qualifying employer securities (as 
defined in section 407(d)(5)) included in an 
employee stock ownership plan (as defined in 
section 407(d)(6)),’’ after ‘‘subparagraph (B),’’. 

SA 468. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 782, to amend the 
Public Works and Economic Develop-
ment Act of 1965 to reauthorize that 
Act, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. ll. REPEAL OF CERTAIN LIMITATIONS ON 

HEALTH CARE BENEFITS. 
(a) REPEAL OF DISTRIBUTIONS FOR MEDICINE 

QUALIFIED ONLY IF FOR PRESCRIBED DRUG OR 
INSULIN.—Section 9003 of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act (Public Law 
111–148) and the amendments made by such 
section are repealed; and the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 shall be applied as if such 
section, and amendments, had never been en-
acted. 

(b) REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON HEALTH 
FLEXIBLE SPENDING ARRANGEMENTS UNDER 
CAFETERIA PLANS.—Sections 9005 and 10902 of 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act (Public Law 111–148) and section 1403 of 
the Health Care and Education Reconcili-
ation Act of 2010 (Public Law 111–152) and the 
amendments made by such sections are re-
pealed. 

SA 469. Mr. BROWN of Ohio sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 782, to 
amend the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act of 1965 to reauthorize 
that Act, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

On page 7, strike lines 9 through 13 and in-
sert the following: 

‘‘(ii) reduce the dependence of the United 
States on foreign oil; 

‘‘(iii) encourage efficient coordination and 
leveraging of public and private investments; 
and 

‘‘(iv) encourage development of manufac-
turing capability within the region.’’; and 

SA 470. Mr. BROWN of Ohio (for him-
self and Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 782, to amend the 
Public Works and Economic Develop-
ment Act of 1965 to reauthorize that 
Act, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 12, between lines 11 and 12, insert 
the following: 
SEC. 10. BUSINESS INCUBATORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II of the Public 
Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 is amended by inserting after section 207 
(42 U.S.C. 3147) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 208. BUSINESS INCUBATORS. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF BUSINESS INCUBATOR.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In this section, the term 

‘business incubator’ means an organization 
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or entity established to foster the start-up of 
businesses or accelerate the growth of fledg-
ling companies by providing entrepreneurs 
with resources and services to produce viable 
businesses that can help create jobs and re-
store vitality to distressed areas. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘business incu-
bator’ does not include an organization or 
entity that is organized primarily as a for- 
profit venture. 

‘‘(b) DEVELOPMENT OF PLANS FOR CREATION 
OR EXPANSION OF BUSINESS INCUBATORS.—On 
receipt of an application from an eligible re-
cipient (as determined by the Secretary in 
accordance with subsection (d)), the Sec-
retary may provide grants to an eligible re-
cipient for— 

‘‘(1) the development of feasibility studies 
and plans for the creation of new, or expan-
sion of existing, business incubators; 

‘‘(2) the implementation of those studies 
and plans by supporting the creation of new, 
or expansion of existing, business incubators 
and related programmatic and technical as-
sistance, which may include— 

‘‘(A) making investments in an early-stage 
business; 

‘‘(B) providing training, counseling, and 
other assistance to an early-stage business 
to support the development of the business; 

‘‘(C) carrying out due diligence activities 
to analyze and assess the desirability, value, 
and potential of an opportunity to provide 
assistance; or 

‘‘(D) meeting operational expenses of the 
business incubator; and 

‘‘(3) the temporary support of operations of 
business incubators, to the extent that the 
Secretary determines that the support is es-
sential to assist a business incubator in be-
coming self-sustainable. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF GRANTS.— 
The amount of a grant provided to an eligi-
ble recipient under this section may not ex-
ceed— 

‘‘(1) $750,000, if the grant is to be used for 
feasibility studies and plans; or 

‘‘(2) $3,000,000, if the grant is to be used for 
implementation of those studies and plans. 

‘‘(d) PROCEDURE FOR PROVIDING GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) COMPETITIVE PROCESS REQUIRED.—The 

Secretary shall provide each grant under 
this section to an eligible recipient selected 
pursuant to a competitive process. 

‘‘(2) SELECTION CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall publish the criteria to be used in any 
competition under this paragraph for the se-
lection of eligible recipients of grants under 
this section, including requirements relating 
to— 

‘‘(A) the projected number of jobs required 
to be created at a new or expanded business 
incubator for each of the first 6 years after 
the date of receipt of the grant; 

‘‘(B) the funding to be required to create or 
expand a business incubator during the first 
5 years after the date of receipt of the grant; 

‘‘(C) the types of businesses and research 
entities expected in the business incubator 
and surrounding community; 

‘‘(D) letters of intent or support by busi-
nesses and research entities to establish a lo-
cation in the business incubator; 

‘‘(E) the capability to attract a well- 
trained workforce to the business incubator; 

‘‘(F) the management of the business incu-
bator; and 

‘‘(G) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated to carry out this section 
such sums as are necessary for fiscal year 
2012 and each fiscal year thereafter. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts made avail-
able pursuant to paragraph (1) shall remain 
available until expended.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents of the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3121 et 
seq.) is amended by adding after section 207 
the following: 
‘‘Sec. 208. Business incubators.’’. 

SA 471. Mr. NELSON of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 782, to 
amend the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act of 1965 to reauthorize 
that Act, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows: 

On page 5, after line 24, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. GRANTS FOR PUBLIC WORKS, ECO-

NOMIC DEVELOPMENT, AND ECO-
NOMIC ADJUSTMENT. 

Section 201(b)(1)(B) of the Public Works 
and Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 
U.S.C. 3141(b)(1)(B)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘high-technology’’ before ‘‘employment’’. 

On page 13, strike lines 7 through 13 and in-
sert the following: 
the communities;’’; 

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon at the end; and 

(4) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(5) the loss of information technology, 
aerospace, manufacturing, natural resource- 
based, agricultural, or service sector jobs, for 
reinvesting in and diversifying the econo-
mies of the communities; or 

‘‘(6) termination of a major civilian Fed-
eral program with commercial and industrial 
applications, for help in reinvesting and di-
versifying the economies of the communities 
and retaining the workforce necessary for 
technology-focused jobs.’’. 

On page 19, after the matter following line 
2 and before line 3, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. ELIGIBILITY OF AREAS. 

Section 301(a) of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3161(a)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(4) CAPITAL INFRASTRUCTURE AND SKILLED 
WORKFORCE; CAPACITY TO USE ASSISTANCE.— 
The area has— 

‘‘(A) a well-developed capital infrastruc-
ture and a skilled workforce; and 

‘‘(B) the capacity to effectively use Federal 
assistance to increase employment in a tech-
nology-focused or manufacturing sector.’’. 

On page 20, between lines 2 and 3, insert 
the following: 
SEC. ll. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STRATE-

GIES OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICTS. 

Section 401(a)(3) of the Public Works and 
Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3171(a)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec-
tively; 

(2) by inserting before subparagraph (B) (as 
redesignated by paragraph (1)) the following: 

‘‘(A) contains a specific plan to increase 
employment in manufacturing or a field 
with commercial, industrial, and military 
applications;’’. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 
AFFAIRS 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 14, 2011, at 10 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 14, 2011, at 2:30 p.m. in room 253 of 
the Russell Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 14, 
2011, at 10 a.m. in room 366 of the Dirk-
sen Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 14, 2011, at 2:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON AIRLAND 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Airland of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 14, 2011, at 9 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PERSONNEL 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Personnel of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 14, 2011, at 5 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON READINESS AND 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Readiness and Manage-
ment Support of the Committee on 
Armed Services be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 14, 2011, at 3:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON SEAPOWER 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Seapower of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on June 14, 2011, at 2 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON STRATEGIC FORCES 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Strategic Forces of the 
Committee on Armed Services be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on June 14, 2011, at 10:30 
a.m. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Kelsey 
Beltramea, Nikhil Sahai, and Cathryn 
Curoe of my staff be granted floor 
privileges for the duration of today’s 
proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, JUNE 
15, 2011 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10 a.m. on Wednesday, June 

15; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day; that following any leader 
remarks, the Senate proceed to a pe-
riod of morning business until 2 p.m., 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
the first hour equally divided and con-
trolled between the two leaders or 
their designees, with the Republicans 
controlling the first 30 minutes and the 
majority controlling the next 30 min-
utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it adjourn under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:58 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, June 15, 2011, at 10 a.m. 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate June 14, 2011: 

THE JUDICIARY 

CLAIRE C. CECCHI, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW 
JERSEY. 

ESTHER SALAS, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW 
JERSEY. 
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RECOGNIZING THE LIFE OF DR. 
RALPH RUSH HENDRICKS 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on be-
half of the United States Congress, it is with 
great respect and honor that I rise today to 
recognize the life of Northwest Florida’s be-
loved Ralph Hendricks. 

Born in Jay, Florida on June 3, 1927, Ralph 
Hendricks lived a life deeply rooted in his 
strong faith in God and love for his family and 
community. Dr. Hendricks began preaching 
along the Gulf Coast after graduating from As-
bury College and Candler School of Theology 
at Emory University. An ordained elder in the 
United Methodist Church, Dr. Hendricks 
served pastorates throughout the Alabama- 
West Florida Conference for 40 years, includ-
ing those in Escambia, Santa Rosa and 
Okaloosa counties. 

His service to the Northwest Florida commu-
nity, however, spread beyond the doors of the 
church. A pivotal leader in the local commu-
nity, Dr. Hendricks served six years as a Dis-
trict Superintendent of the Andalusia District. 
He also served 37 years in the United States 
Navy and became chaplain of the Alabama 
Army National Guard. During his role as chap-
lain, he obtained the rank of Colonel and was 
awarded the Meritorious Service Medal. After 
his retirement, he continued to dedicate his 
time to those in need as Hospice chaplain in 
Escambia County, Florida. 

To some, Ralph Hendricks will be remem-
bered as a community leader and to others as 
a dedicated pastor and chaplain. To his family, 
he will forever be remembered as a loving 
husband, father, grandfather, and great grand-
father. Ralph is survived by his wife Betty of 
57 years; his children, Randy, Steve, and 
Mary Kaye; 7 grandchildren and 1 great 
grandchild. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, I am privileged to honor the life of 
Dr. Ralph Hendricks for his honorable leader-
ship and service to Northwest Florida and to 
this great nation. My wife Vicki and I offer our 
prayers for his entire family. He will be truly 
missed. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MARITIME INTER-
NATIONAL FOR THE 2011 LOU-
ISIANA ECONOMIC DEVELOP-
MENT LANTERN AWARD 

HON. CHARLES W. BOUSTANY, JR. 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
congratulate Maritime International, a com-
pany from South Louisiana, for being named 
winner of the 2011 Lantern Award, District 4. 

The Lantern Award is presented by Louisiana 
Economic Development to salute manufactur-
ers from across the state for their outstanding 
contributions to the Louisiana economy and to 
their communities. 

Maritime International is owned by David 
Leblanc, John Deats and Donald Nassar and 
provides full service marine engineering and 
manufacturing. It serves many different clients 
including the U.S. Navy, oil companies, gov-
ernment agencies and port authorities. 
Maritime’s goal is to offer clients effective and 
economical solutions for their mooring and 
berthing needs. Five engineering and sales of-
fices are located in the U.S., China, the U.K., 
UAE and France. 

Maritime makes an effort to purchase items 
from Louisiana vendors and is very involved in 
the local community. The company provides 
support to community events and charitable 
needs including Susan G. Komen Race for the 
Cure, St. Jude, UNICEF and many more. Mar-
itime International has steadily grown and in-
novated since beginning in 1996 and is con-
tinuing to do so with new expansion jobs un-
derway. 

It goes without saying that Maritime Inter-
national is very deserving of the honor of 
being given the 2011 Lantern Award. The staff 
at Maritime International is innovative and ef-
fective in what they do. I wholeheartedly thank 
Maritime International for their service to Lou-
isiana, and I congratulate the company on this 
award. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2012 

SPEECH OF 

HON. LAURA RICHARDSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 1, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 2017) making ap-
propriations for the Department of Home-
land Security for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes: 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position of H.R. 2017, the FY 2012 Homeland 
Security Appropriations Bill. As a member of 
the House Homeland Security Committee, I 
cannot stress enough the importance of ensur-
ing state and local officials have the resources 
they need in order for them to efficiently and 
effectively respond to national and local emer-
gencies. This bill breaks faith with first re-
sponders, who are essential to our national 
security, by significantly underfunding them. 

In particular, this bill proposes to cut fire-
fighter assistance grants by more than fifty 
percent. The Assistance to Firefighter Grant 
program (FIRE) focuses on equipping fire-
fighters with the necessary resources they 
need to respond to any national or local emer-
gency in a post 9/11 environment. The Staff-
ing for Adequate Fire and Emergency Re-

sponse Grant program is designed to allow 
fire departments to increase their training and 
hiring of more firefighters. By cutting FIRE 
grants by 51 percent, from $405 million in FY 
2011 to $200 million in FY 2012 and SAFER 
grants by 63 percent, from $405 million in FY 
2011 to $150 million in FY 2012, we ultimately 
risk jeopardizing the safety of our commu-
nities. In addition, this bill takes away direct 
funding for nine key state and local security 
grants (including State Homeland Security 
Grants, Urban Area Security Initiative, Transit 
Security Grants, and Port Security Grants), 
combines them into a separate block grant, 
and slashes the funding of the block grant by 
55 percent—from $2.2 billion in FY 2011 to $1 
billion in FY 2012. By requiring all of these 
critical programs to compete against one an-
other for essentially half the funding they each 
received the previous year, this bill will force 
many of these programs to be underfunded or 
zeroed out entirely. 

This bill also significantly cuts Homeland 
Security Research and Development projects 
by 42 percent—from $688 million in FY 2011 
to $398 million in FY 2012. By implementing 
these cuts, this bill would force us to eliminate 
more than 144 research projects in areas such 
as biological and explosives detection, ad-
vanced cyber security, and interoperability. In 
a time when our nation remains highly vulner-
able to terrorism, we cannot afford to lose 
these essential counterterrorism research 
projects. 

In response to our troubling debt, many cuts 
were already made to H.R. 1473, the FY 2011 
Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act (P.L. 
102–10) For example, State Homeland Secu-
rity Grants were cut from $950 million in FY 
2010 to $725 million in FY 2011; the Urban 
Area Security Initiative was cut from $887 mil-
lion in FY 2010 to $725 million in FY 2011; 
Transit Security grants were cut from $300 
million in FY 2010 to $250 million in FY 2011; 
Port Security Grants were cut from $300 mil-
lion in FY 2010 to $250 million in FY 2011; 
and SAFER grants were cut from $420 million 
in FY 2010 to $405 million in FY 2011. By 
continuing to make substantial cuts, this bill 
will undoubtedly hinder the capabilities of our 
nation’s first responders. 

According to The International Association 
of Firefighters (IAFF) these cuts would have 
disastrous effects on the safety of our commu-
nities. They have stated that ‘‘[a]t a time when 
state and local public safety budgets are 
shrinking, it is unconscionable to implement 
cuts of this magnitude. Make no mistake, if 
this proposal is enacted, it would devastate 
local fire department budgets and threaten 
public safety nationwide.’’ In addition to the 
cutting of research programs, this bill also 
makes a foolish mistake of preserving a cap 
on the total number of TSA screeners at 
46,000—which will prevent the additional hir-
ing of personnel needed to staff new security 
technology. 

There will be a number of other troubling 
consequences if this bill is to pass: 
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Transit agencies would not have funding to 

hire additional law enforcement officers, ac-
quire bomb sniffing dogs, or install explosive 
screening devices at a time when open source 
media reports indicate that Al Qaeda may be 
attempting a major attack on the U.S. rail sys-
tem. 

States and localities would receive greatly 
reduced funding (or be denied funding en-
tirely) to harden tunnels and bridges or install 
surveillance systems at high-risk areas. 

Ports would not have funds for vessels to 
protect harbor waterways from a terrorist 
threat or for maritime training of law enforce-
ment personnel at the ports. 

According to the National Association of 
Counties, a reduction in grant programs and 
the combining of funding would result in com-
munities of all sizes not being able to enhance 
their level of preparedness to deal with all 
hazards, including potential nuclear, chemical, 
and biological attacks. 

As a member of the House Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, I refuse to stand by this bill. 
We as members of Congress have a responsi-
bility to protect our communities from any pos-
sible danger. For this reason, there is no high-
er priority than to adequately fund our home-
land security, particularly our first responders 
such as firefighters. It makes no sense to 
weaken our Homeland Security program by 
cutting their resources in a time when terrorist 
threats continue to put our nation at risk. We 
as members of Congress must unite and as-
sist our brave first responders in their efforts 
to help contain any threats by providing them 
with all necessary resources, rather than turn 
our backs and leave them without sufficient 
funding. This bill not only undermines our na-
tion’s security, it also undermines our alle-
giance to the American people who look up to 
us in this particular time to protect them from 
any possible danger, whether it is an act of 
terrorism or a natural disaster. For this reason, 
I oppose H.R. 2017, the FY 2012 Homeland 
Security Appropriations Bill. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, on May 11th, 
my vote on rollcall vote No. 309 was incor-
rectly recorded as ‘‘aye’’ when I intended to 
vote ‘‘no.’’ I did not see the error until it was 
too late. I have strong opposition to H.R. 1229 
and my intention was to vote ‘‘no’’ on this leg-
islation. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE PROSTATE 
ACT 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today dur-
ing Men’s Health Week to urge my colleagues 
to support the fight against one of our Nation’s 
leading causes of death among men—prostate 
cancer. There are significant racial and ethnic 
disparities that demand attention: African 

Americans have prostate cancer mortality 
rates that are more than double those in the 
white population. Underserved rural popu-
lations have higher rates of mortality com-
pared to their urban counterparts. Additionally, 
certain veterans’ populations may have nearly 
twice the incidence of prostate cancer than the 
general population of the United States. 

There should be coordination across Fed-
eral agencies which are already receiving sig-
nificant resources focused on prostate cancer 
programs. This coordination would serve to 
improve accountability and actively encourage 
the translation of research into practice. Addi-
tionally, this coordination would serve to iden-
tify and implement best practices, in order to 
foster an integrated and monolithic focus on 
effective prevention, diagnosis and treatment 
of this disease. 

For these reasons, I, along with Rep. 
BROUN, now introduce this bi-partisan piece of 
legislation. Our bill provides for a time-limited 
interagency taskforce to ensure that the Fed-
eral dollars invested in the fight against this 
disease are well spent. 

In 2010, more than 217,730 new patients 
were diagnosed with, and more than 32,050 
men died from this disease. Furthermore, 
about 1 man in 6 will be diagnosed with pros-
tate cancer, and roughly 2 million Americans 
are living with a diagnosis of prostate cancer 
and its consequences. While prostate cancer 
generally affects older individuals, younger 
men are also at risk for the disease. When 
prostate cancer appears in early middle age it 
frequently takes on a more aggressive form. 
Prostate cancer continues to be a serious 
threat to our Nation’s men. 

I urge my colleagues to support this bill, and 
use this as an opportunity to show America’s 
men that they have your support. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MAX BRAKE CON-
TROLLERS FOR THE 2011 LOU-
ISIANA ECONOMIC DEVELOP-
MENT LANTERN AWARD 

HON. CHARLES W. BOUSTANY, JR. 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
congratulate Max Brake Controllers, a com-
pany from Cameron Parish, Louisiana, for 
being named winner of the 2011 Lantern 
Award, District 3. The Lantern Award is pre-
sented by Louisiana Economic Development 
to salute manufacturers from across the state 
for their outstanding contributions to the Lou-
isiana economy and to their communities. 

Thomas McDaniel, his wife Debbie and 
company employees created Max Brake Con-
trollers several years ago. McDaniel is also 
the owner of Mac’s Classic Muscle Cars, a 
supplier of Max Brakes. Because of his experi-
ence in this field, McDaniel was able to play 
a key role in creating the Max Brake tech-
nology. Max Brake Company uses Louisiana 
parts as much as possible, with about half of 
the components bought locally including brass 
stock, electrical parts and hardware from local 
companies. 

Max Brake Controllers uses a braking sys-
tem for trucks and big rigs to carry large 
loads. An electrical display presents hydraulic 
vehicle brake pressure and helps to control 

electric trailer brakes. The brake pressure is 
monitored by a pressure sensor in the vehicle 
master cylinder. 

McDaniel is a member of the Cameron Par-
ish Police Jury. He is also an avid supporter 
of South Cameron High School and a member 
of the Volunteer Fire Department, Recreation 
Department and Water District. 

It goes without saying that Max Brake Con-
trollers is very deserving of the honor of being 
given the 2011 Lantern Award. McDaniel and 
the other staff at Max Brake Controllers are in-
novative and effective in what they do, and I 
am honored to serve as their member of Con-
gress. I wholeheartedly thank Max Brake Con-
trollers for their service to the Cameron Parish 
and the state of Louisiana, and I congratulate 
the company on this award. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE JET PRO-
PULSION LABORATORY ON THE 
COMPLETION OF THE SPIRIT 
ROVER MISSION 

HON. DAVID DREIER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to con-
gratulate the La Canada Flintridge based Jet 
Propulsion Laboratory (JPL), its director, Dr. 
Charles Elachi and all of the JPL employees, 
on successfully completing the mission of 
Spirit, a Mars Exploration Rover. Spirit was 
designed, built and operated by JPL. 

In the summer of 2003, NASA launched 
Spirit along with its twin, Opportunity, from 
Cape Canaveral Air Force Station. After trav-
eling for six months and more than a quarter 
million miles, Spirit landed on Mars on Janu-
ary 3, 2004. The Mars Exploration Rover mis-
sion sought to expand our understanding of 
Mars’ geological history and find evidence of 
water. One of the mission’s greatest achieve-
ments was Spirit’s discovery of minerals indi-
cating that Mars was once a wet environment 
with hot springs and steam vents. These con-
ditions may have been favorable for microbial 
life. In addition, Spirit provided us with thou-
sands of breathtaking images of Mars’ sur-
face. While Spirit’s mission was only planned 
for three months, it showed amazing resiliency 
and continued to operate for six years. After 
surviving three Martian winters, countless dust 
storms and a broken wheel, NASA lost contact 
with Spirit last March. Opportunity continues to 
explore the Martian surface. 

Mr. Speaker, the success of Spirit’s mission, 
and JPL’s scientific accomplishments, dem-
onstrate the need to continue strong support 
for Mars exploration missions. As you may 
know, the Mars Science Laboratory is sched-
uled to launch at the end of this year. It will 
expand upon the discoveries made by Spirit 
and provide new insight into Mars’ past. Its 
primary purpose is to determine if Mars was 
ever capable of supporting microbial life. To 
accomplish this, the mission will carry the 
most advanced instruments ever sent to Mars 
and have the capability to travel farther than 
past rovers. 

Mankind has always yearned to explore 
what is beyond the horizon. However, space 
exploration does more than inspire our imagi-
nation. It provides measurable benefits here at 
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home. From new medical treatments to devel-
oping new energy solutions, NASA technology 
has made our world better. In addition, 
NASA’s research centers, such as JPL, en-
hance communities, including my own district, 
by providing high-paying, highly-skilled jobs. 
Lastly, these projects provide inspiration to the 
next generation of engineers and scientists 
who will develop our future industries. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend JPL and its em-
ployees whose tireless work has made Spirit’s 
mission such a tremendous success. I wish 
JPL the best of luck as it embarks on future 
projects and continues to expand our knowl-
edge of Mars. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE VCU BASKET-
BALL TEAM’S ADVANCEMENT TO 
THE NCAA BASKETBALL TOUR-
NAMENT’S FINAL FOUR 

HON. ERIC CANTOR 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize a historic accomplishment for the 
Richmond region. On March 27, 2011, the Vir-
ginia Commonwealth University’s basketball 
team defeated the University of Kansas 71-61 
and for the first time in history advanced to the 
NCAA Basketball Tournament’s Final Four. 

Led by Coach Shaka Smart, the Rams had 
a terrific season and finished sixth in the final 
ESPN/USA Today Coaches poll, which is the 
highest finish in school and CAA history. The 
Rams ended the season by tying their record 
of 28 wins. 

The Rams set a number of new records for 
VCU and the CAA including total points 
scored with 2,864 and total three-pointers with 
339, a mark which ranked second in the na-
tion. The fourteen home games of the 2010– 
11 season set a new average attendance 
record with 6,645 fans per game. The average 
attendance for all forty games was 8,742, 
which is also a school record. 

The team has brought the City of Richmond 
and the entire Commonwealth of Virginia 
much pride. Their strong teamwork and spirit 
were evident, and they brought an excitement 
to our community that has rarely been seen 
before. VCU pride was displayed in store 
fronts, restaurants, local businesses and in 
people’s homes. We were all proud to share 
the magic of VCU’s Cinderella season with the 
country. 

I offer sincere congratulations to VCU Presi-
dent Michael Rao for his vision and out-
standing leadership, Coach Smart for his con-
tagious enthusiasm and tenacity, the Ram 
basketball team for their exceptional play and 
inspiring team spirit, and all of the students 
and fans that supported the team throughout 
the season. 

I commend the Rams on their successful 
season and ask you to join me in celebrating 
their historic run. 

DIA DE PORTUGAL RECOGNITION 

HON. DENNIS A. CARDOZA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
along with my colleagues Mr. Costa of Cali-
fornia, Mr. McGovern of Massachusetts, and 
Mr. Cicilline of Rhode Island to recognize Dia 
de Portugal, and reiterate the strong bond be-
tween the United States and Portugal. Cele-
brated around the world on June 10th, Dia de 
Portugal recognizes the magnificent heritage 
of the Portuguese people and their descend-
ents. 

Contributing to the strong ties between the 
United States and Portugal are the sizable 
Portuguese communities in Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, New Jersey, California, and Ha-
waii. The latest census estimates that 1.3 mil-
lion individuals living in the United States are 
of Portuguese ancestry. There are also about 
20,000 Americans living in Portugal. 

A large percentage of Portuguese-Ameri-
cans are descendents of immigrants who 
came from the Azores in the late 1950’s after 
the islands experienced several volcanic erup-
tions and earthquakes, leaving many without 
homes. Thousands of victims were in need of 
aid, and the United States, in a gesture of 
international goodwill, allocated visas to the 
people of the Azores to find work and rebuild 
their lives in America. Since the Azores are 
known for their rich soil and temperate cli-
mate, many of the Portuguese refugees set-
tled in regions of the United States that sup-
ported agriculture and dairy, such as the San 
Joaquin Valley in Central California. Many 
other Portuguese from the Azores settled in 
parts of the nation with burgeoning fishing in-
dustries, particularly in Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, and New York where they continued to 
diversify and contribute to the nation’s econ-
omy and common heritage. 

Modern day Portugal has been an integral 
member of the European Union (EU) and is a 
strong proponent of European integration. 
While Portugal held the presidency of the EU 
Council for the third time during the latter half 
of 2007, Portugal oversaw the signing of a 
new EU reform treaty, staged EU summits 
with Russia, India, and China, and held a sec-
ond EU-Africa summit. Furthermore, Portugal 
is a founding member of NATO and continues 
to be an active member of the alliance. 

Lastly, the defense relationship between the 
United States and Portugal is excellent, cen-
tered on the 1995 Agreement on Cooperation 
and Defense (ACD). For 50 years, Lajes Air 
Base in the Azores has played an important 
role in supporting U.S. military aircraft. Past 
missions have engaged in counter-terrorism 
and humanitarian efforts, including operations 
in Afghanistan and Iraq. Portugal often em-
phasizes its support for strong European ties 
with the United States, particularly on defense 
and security issues. Portugal sees its role as 
host of NATO’s ‘‘Joint Command Lisbon,’’ lo-
cated near Lisbon, as an important sign of alli-
ance interest in transatlantic security issues. 

Mr. Speaker, we celebrate all the accom-
plishments of the Portuguese and Portuguese 
Americans on this occasion, and wish every-
one celebrating worldwide a joyous Dia de 
Portugal. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I 
missed a round of votes in order to attend the 
remembrance services of a friend who passed 
away in Buffalo over the weekend. Because 
the votes I missed dealt with important ques-
tions of labor policy, foreign policy and funding 
for our veterans, I would like to enter into the 
record how I would have voted had I been 
present. 

On Rollcall 413, the LaTourette Amend-
ment, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

On Rollcall 414, the Amash Amendment, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

On Rollcall 415, the Sherman Amendment, 
I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

On Rollcall 416, retaining Title II (Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs), I would have voted 
‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

PASSING OF THE HONORABLE 
JUAN FRANCISCO LUIS, THIRD 
ELECTED GOVERNOR OF THE 
U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS 

HON. DONNA M. CHRISTENSEN 
OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. I rise today to com-
memorate the life of the Honorable Juan Fran-
cisco Luis, the third elected Governor of the 
U.S. Virgin Islands who passed away on June 
4, 2011, at the age of 70. In office from 1979 
through 1986, Governor Luis was the longest 
serving elected chief executive of our island 
territory. 

Governor Luis served at a time of growth 
and change in the Virgin Islands. He was a 
popular governor known as a leader who was 
responsive to the needs of ordinary citizens, 
who was always willing to listen to their indi-
vidual concerns. According to Profiles of Out-
standing Virgin Islanders, he will be remem-
bered for significant infrastructure develop-
ment in the islands, in particular, the establish-
ment of modern health care facilities on all 
three islands, the initial expansion and financ-
ing of the airports on St. Thomas and St. 
Croix, the construction of a new container port 
on St. Croix, acquisition of land on St. Croix 
for homeownership and agriculture and sev-
eral capital construction projects. 

Mr. Speaker, Governor Luis first ran for pub-
lic office in 1972, when he was elected to the 
Tenth Legislature of the U.S. Virgin Islands 
and served as chairman of the Legislative 
Housing and Planning Committee, Vice Chair-
man of the Recreation Committee and mem-
ber of the Committees on Finance, Public 
Safety, Health and Welfare, Labor and Vet-
erans Affairs. 

He was chosen by the late Governor Cyril 
King to be his running mate in the 1974 gu-
bernatorial election. The two won, and when 
Governor King died unexpectedly in 1978, 
Luis became Governor of the Virgin Islands. 
Originally a member of the Independent Citi-
zens Movement, and later as an independent, 
Luis was elected in his own right in 1978 and 
again in 1982. 
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Born on the neighboring island of Vieques, 

Puerto Rico, he moved with his family to St. 
Croix when he was two months old. He was 
the valedictorian of the then Christiansted 
High School in 1958 and went on to attend 
Inter-American University in Puerto Rico. He 
served in the U.S. Army and was honorably 
discharged in 1968 as a sergeant. He later 
taught at the then Christiansted Grammar 
School and worked for the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development. 

I have two special recollections of personal 
interactions with him as Governor. He made 
time to meet with me when there was a con-
troversy surrounding the naming of the park in 
Frederiksted. Several of us had decided to ask 
him to consider vetoing the bill as passed by 
the Legislature and he did. I don’t exactly re-
member the details of his negotiations with the 
HESS refinery. But at the time it seemed to 
me that he was not getting the support he 
needed and so in an attempt to rise above 
party politics, I secured the signatures to call 
a special meeting to urge the Territorial Com-
mittee of the Democratic Party to support him 
during the negotiations. My efforts were not 
successful, but I know he appreciated the at-
tempt. 

I believe that history will be exceedingly kind 
to the memory of Governor Luis as we can 
see his contributions in the health care sys-
tem, in education, in the economy and in other 
aspects that affect the daily lives of Virgin Is-
landers. His efforts were sincere and those of 
us in office today build on the foundations that 
were set during his tenure. With the passage 
of time people have the chance to assess the 
contributions of those who live their lives in 
service to the public. It can be said of Gov-
ernor Juan Luis that he had a clear vision and 
that he worked diligently to accomplish his in-
tended goals and that we the people, were 
better off for it. 

Mr. Speaker, my family, staff and I extend 
our sincere condolences to his wife, Mrs. Luz 
Luis and his children Juan, Jr. and Carlota 
Amalia. May Governor Juan Francisco Luis 
rest in peace. 

f 

HONORING DYERSBURG 
SUPERINTENDENT LLOYD RAMER 

HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege 
to rise today to honor and thank Mr. Lloyd 
Ramer for an outstanding 42-year career of 
serving in public education as Superintendent 
of the Dyersburg City Schools. Mr. Ramer will 
retire from service as Superintendent on June 
7, 2011. We celebrate his accomplishments 
and wish him well in his future endeavors. 

As an exceptional leader and education ad-
vocate, Mr. Ramer began with the Dyersburg 
School System in 1969. He has functioned in 
numerous roles ranging from a contemporary 
studies teacher, acting director, basketball 
coach, curriculum coordinator, and assistant 
superintendent. In 1994, Mr. Ramer accepted 
the responsibility of Superintendent, dem-
onstrating what a colleague calls his ‘‘driving 
commitment to excellence and his continued 
quest for quality educational opportunities for 
our students.’’ His commitment has been prov-

en by spending all 42 years of his career 
working for the Dyersburg City Schools. His 
years of working with the city schools prove 
his tremendous commitment to public edu-
cation. 

On behalf of the House of Representatives, 
I want to thank Mr. Ramer for encouraging 
thousands of young Americans to achieve 
their fullest potential. 

Please join me in honoring Mr. Lloyd Ramer 
upon his retirement from public education. 

f 

HONORING MS. PATRICIA WOJCIK 

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, today I pause to 
remember the great life and work of Patricia 
Wojcik the longtime director of the Department 
of Senior Services in Cheektowaga, New 
York. 

For nearly two and a half decades Pat dedi-
cated her life to making the lives of seniors in 
Western New York healthier, happier and 
more fulfilled. 

Upon first assuming her leadership role in 
town government in 1980, Pat made it her 
mission to give local seniors a place to gather, 
learn, have fun and build friendships. 

Two short years later the Cheektowaga 
Senior Center opened its doors and over the 
years since, thousands of seniors were greet-
ed at those doors by Pat’s smiling face and 
kind words. 

The many ways Pat touched the lives of 
others is far too great to mention here but her 
commitment is demonstrated in the respect 
she had for the commitment of those she 
served. Each year one of her trademark 
events was a ceremony which included a 
splendid celebration for Cheektowaga couples 
celebrating their 50th wedding anniversary. 

Her devotion to her work didn’t go unrecog-
nized. She received citizen of the year awards 
from the Am Pol Eagle and Zonta Club, was 
recognized by the St. Joseph Hospital Foun-
dation and in 2005 I was honored to nominate 
her to represent our area for the White House 
Conference on the Aging. 

That same year, 25 years after she first 
started, Pat turned over her duties at 
Cheektowaga’s Senior Center and began a 
well-deserved retirement. 

On June 10, 2011 I will join long-time 
Cheektowaga leader Assemblyman Dennis 
Gabryszak, Pat’s friends, family and co-work-
ers to plant a tree in Pat Wojcik’s honor in 
front of the building where she spent so many 
years. 

Her memory will live on with this tree as 
well as in the hearts of all of us who knew and 
loved her. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2012 

SPEECH OF 

HON. GENE GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, June 2, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 

consideration the bill (H.R. 2055) making ap-
propriations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes: 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair, I 
rise today in support of the LaTourette amend-
ment and of the thousands of American work-
ers, contractors and small businesses that 
benefit from the use of Project Labor Agree-
ments. 

Created by the National Labor Relations Act 
of 1935, Project Labor Agreements, or PLAs, 
allow construction workers to enter into a col-
lective bargaining agreement that establishes 
the terms and conditions of employment for all 
workers on a construction project. 

Project Labor Agreements are cost effective 
and pro-business. They are used in every 
State on private- and public-sector construc-
tion projects. Fortune 500 companies such as 
Wal-Mart, Toyota, and Boeing praise and use 
PLAs because they provide contractors with a 
reliable and uninterrupted supply of trained 
workers at predictable costs for wages and 
benefits. 

PLAs provide uniform working conditions 
and rules on construction sites, thereby mak-
ing the work site safer while businesses ben-
efit by paying less in worker compensation 
and avoid project delays due to the lessened 
risk of job site accidents. 

PLAs encourage the employment of local 
residents, ensuring that these workers’ pay-
checks will be spent in the local community. 
PLAs can also be used as a way to enhance 
the work opportunities of military veterans and 
underrepresented communities. 

PLAs have been used for the construction 
of some of our Nation’s most iconic building 
projects, including the Coulee Dam in Wash-
ington State, the Trans-Alaska Pipeline, and 
the Kennedy Space Center in Florida. 

PLAs represent the best of what can hap-
pen when labor and business come together. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to support American workers and busi-
nesses and vote in favor of the LaTourette 
amendment. 

f 

MARTIN VAN BUREN NATIONAL 
HISTORIC SITE 

HON. CHRISTOPHER P. GIBSON 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today on 
behalf of the people of New York’s 20th Dis-
trict to express our sincere appreciation for the 
Open Space Institute’s continued preservation 
and protection of the Martin Van Buren Na-
tional Historic Site in my hometown of 
Kinderhook, NY. 

The Martin Van Buren National Historic Site 
was established by Congress in 1974 in order 
to commemorate the life and work of Presi-
dent Martin Van Buren through the preserva-
tion and interpretation of Lindenwald, his 
home and farm. When the site was estab-
lished, Kinderhook was a rural farming com-
munity, like many towns in the Mid-Hudson 
River Valley. Over the years, new homes and 
the loss of agricultural land began to threaten 
the area surrounding the park. These changes 
compromised the historic integrity of the prop-
erty. 
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The Open Space Institute (OSI) is a non-

profit organization that has worked for over 30 
years to conserve land in eastern New York, 
New England, and New Jersey. The primary 
geographic focus of OSI’s program has been 
the Hudson River Valley. To date, OSI has 
protected nearly 90,000 acres for parks, farm-
land preservation, historic sites, and other 
conservation purposes. In partnership with the 
National Park Service (NPS), the Columbia 
Land Conservancy, the Town of Kinderhook, 
and others, OSI identified a ‘‘Kinderhook 
Creek Conservation Corridor.’’ Within this area 
lie two significant historic sites: Martin Van 
Buren National Historic Site and the Columbia 
County Historical Society’s Van Alen House. 
In addition, this land encompasses a largely 
unspoiled agricultural landscape and a creek 
that is popular with fishermen, swimmers, and 
boaters. Over the years, OSI has helped pro-
tect nearly 1,000 acres of open space and 
working farmland within this corridor. 

Addressing the concerns of citizens and the 
National Park Service at a critical time, Open 
Space Institute purchased a large tract of Van 
Buren farmland, including the historic 
Lindenwald farm cottage. OSI worked with the 
NPS to establish easements protecting Van 
Buren resources, and held those until such 
time as citizens and public organizations, in-
cluding the Friends of Lindenwald, could re-
quest and achieve congressional approval for 
a boundary expansion in 2009. 

In order to keep the farmland in agricultural 
use, Open Space sold a 101-acre parcel to 
Roxbury Farm, a community-supported coop-
erative organic farm. Roxbury Farm agreed to 
the easement stipulations suggested by the 
National Park Service protecting historic re-
sources. This year, OSI donated 26 acres of 
land within the historic core of Lindenwald, in-
cluding a Van Buren era farm cottage, to the 
National Park Service to benefit the people of 
the United States. 

In addition to protecting Lindenwald in its 
historic agricultural setting, OSI has worked 
with the NPS to create a trail easement that 
will offer increased opportunities for public en-
joyment of the park and surrounding land as 
part of an overall plan that was developed in 
concert with local landowners, citizens, and 
governments. 

The unique partnership between OSI, 
Roxbury Farm, Friends of Lindenwald, and the 
NPS has created new opportunities to help 
visitors understand the importance of agri-
culture in President Van Buren’s life, the role 
of the changing agricultural economy before 
the Civil War, and the value of agriculture to 
America’s future. 

f 

HONORING MR. GEORGE MARTIN 

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commemorate the 90th birthday of a proud 
son of the city of Buffalo and an ardent be-
liever in the Jesuit educational tradition— 
George Martin. 

When I think of George Martin, I think of a 
man of deep faith, commitment to public serv-
ice, and a man who most of all places tremen-
dous value in quality education. George Martin 

is one of the proudest Buffalonians I have 
ever had the pleasure to know. His commit-
ment to education is so vast, so complete, that 
these words hardly live up to the record he 
has compiled. 

A proud alumnus of St. Joseph’s Collegiate 
Institute, George’s service to that institution is 
unparalleled. A longtime board chair, George 
was designated an Affiliate Christian Brother 
due to his faithful service to St. Joe’s and to 
the wider LaSallian community. 

George has demonstrated as deep a com-
mitment to Canisius College, where he is ac-
curately regarded as a living legend. George 
was the very first lay Executive Vice President 
of Canisius College, where he blazed a trail 
and set an example for literally thousands of 
impressionable students. Today, a dormitory 
and an academic award are named in his 
honor, and an endowed scholarship fund ex-
ists in his name, demonstrating all the more 
the deep and abiding commitment George has 
to the college itself and to education in gen-
eral. 

George has a great history in public service 
as well. A veteran of the Sedita administration 
in Buffalo City Government, George was also 
a friend and confidant to Governor Hugh 
Carey. George also served with honor and 
distinction for many years in leadership of the 
New York State Council of Parks, where he 
worked tirelessly to maintain the New York 
State Park system’s preeminent position as 
among the very best state systems in the na-
tion. 

Hailing from the proud neighborhoods of 
South Buffalo, George served his country with 
honor and bravery in World War II, and is pa-
triarch to many nieces and nephews—many 
themselves alumni of Canisius. Our commu-
nity is fortunate that this proud family shared 
their uncle with us, to dedicate so very much 
to the growth and success of these important 
Jesuit institutions. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I ask that you join 
with me and with the membership of the 
House to honor the dedicated service of Buf-
falo’s George Martin, and to wish good health 
and Godspeed to him upon the occasion of 
his 90th birthday. 

f 

PAUL MADAY RETIREMENT 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure that I congratulate Mr. Paul M. 
Maday on his retirement from his position as 
Business Manager/Secretary-Treasurer for the 
Boilermakers Local 374, as well as his posi-
tion as Recording Secretary-Treasurer for the 
Northwestern Indiana Building and Construc-
tion Trades Council. Paul, a member of the 
Boilermakers Local 374 for many years, has 
dedicated his life to the interests of his fellow 
tradespeople and the entire community in 
Northwest Indiana. For his lifetime of service 
to the Boilermakers, Paul was honored at a 
retirement dinner that took place at Avalon 
Manor in Merrillville, Indiana, on Friday, June 
10, 2011. 

Paul Maday has been a member of the Boil-
ermakers Local 374 for 34 years. During his 
tenure, he has held numerous positions. After 

four years as an apprentice, Paul became a 
journeyman, a general foreman, and a union 
steward. Paul’s career continued to advance, 
and he was named Assistant Business Man-
ager in 1995, a position he held for ten years. 
Because of his hard work and tremendous 
leadership skills, Paul went on to become 
Business Manager/Secretary-Treasurer in 
2005 and was reelected to this position in 
2008. Paul also has served as Recording Sec-
retary-Treasurer for the Northwestern Indiana 
Building Trades Council since 2005. For his 
noteworthy level of skill and commitment, Paul 
was appointed to the Indiana State Pressure 
Vessel Board in 2002, 2005, and 2008. Addi-
tionally, he has served as chairman of the 
Boilermakers National Pension Trust and the 
National Annuity Trust and also served as 
chairman of the Tripartite Committee for U.S. 
Steel, ArcelorMittal Indiana Harbor and Burns 
Harbor, representing the Northwestern Indiana 
Building Trades Council. Paul’s passion, devo-
tion, and continuous support to the Building 
Trades is truly remarkable, and for this he is 
worthy of the highest praise. 

Northwest Indiana has a rich history of ex-
cellence in the craftsmanship and loyalty of 
tradespeople. For many years, Paul Maday 
has displayed unwavering dedication to the 
members of the Building Trades, and his var-
ious positions have allowed him the oppor-
tunity to touch the lives of countless individ-
uals. Not only has Paul selflessly served his 
local members, but through his work with the 
Building Trades, he has been a remarkable 
example of just how much good a dedicated 
individual can do for a community. When it 
comes to serving those in need, Paul Maday 
has been a leader of his members and the 
Northwestern Indiana Building and Construc-
tion Trades Council to ensure that innumer-
able good works are done. Paul also selflessly 
gives of his time to many charitable organiza-
tions. He has been involved in the Alzheimer’s 
Association walk-a-thon fundraiser and has 
served on the executive board for the Amer-
ican Heart Association of Northwest Indiana, 
as well as the Northwest Indiana Workforce 
Investment board. Although Paul has served 
the Building Trades and his community with 
complete dedication, it is his commitment to 
his family that is most impressive. Paul and 
his wonderful wife, Terry, have two beloved 
children and one grandchild. 

Mr. Speaker, Paul Maday has given his time 
and efforts selflessly to the union members he 
has worked so tirelessly with and represented 
so well. He has given to the people of North-
west Indiana personally and through his work 
with the Building Trades Council. He has been 
a true role model to his peers and a true 
friend to Northwest Indiana. I respectfully ask 
that you and my other distinguished col-
leagues join me in commending Paul for his 
outstanding contributions and in wishing him 
well upon his retirement. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF H.R. 2055 

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, today, with pas-
sage of the FY 2012 Military Construction/Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations bill, we renew our 
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commitment to keep our promise to our na-
tion’s more than 2 million military personnel 
and their families, reservists, and 23 million 
veterans. 

I have said it before, but I am proud to note 
again that this committee has a strong history 
of working in a bipartisan way to produce a bill 
that recognizes and supports the needs of our 
active duty service members and our vet-
erans. 

The legislation includes a total of $127.8 bil-
lion in both discretionary and mandatory fund-
ing for the Department of Veterans Affairs—an 
increase of $8.7 billion over last year’s level. 
In this bill, discretionary funding alone equals 
$58.3 billion, which is $1.85 billion above the 
FY 2011 enacted level. This bill also provides 
full funding of $69.5 billion for mandatory VA 
programs. 

Since January 2007, Congress has in-
creased funding for veterans’ health care and 
other services by $30 billion (over 70%). While 
I would like to give more resources to Vet-
erans Affairs, even in these tough economic 
times, I am pleased that we are building on 
the progress made by the Democratic Majority 
in the last two Congresses. Importantly, this 
bill also includes provisions to increase spend-
ing oversight at the VA—making sure that the 
VA uses their increase in funding responsibly 
and appropriately is critically important for our 
nation’s veterans and their families. 

The bill protects the health and well being of 
our veterans by preserving the advance ap-
propriations for medical care already provided 
for fiscal year 2012 and providing the manda-
tory funding for disability, rehabilitation, edu-
cation, and housing benefits. This bill also in-
cludes sufficient resources to fully implement 
VA homeless assistance programs, including 
the Homeless Providers Grant and Per Diem, 
the Domiciliary Care for Homeless Veterans, 
and the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development—Department of Veterans Affairs 
Supported Housing programs. 

I commend the Chairman and Ranking 
Member for their hard work in ensuring that 
this bill is another significant step in fulfilling 
the promise our country made to leave no vet-
eran behind. 

I urge my colleagues to support final pas-
sage of H.R. 2055. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF PARMA 
COMMUNITY GENERAL HOSPITAL 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Parma Community General 
Hospital. In June 2011, Parma Community 
General Hospital will be celebrating 50 years 
of service. Their mission has been to provide 
excellent, personalized care incorporating their 
core values of integrity, community partner-
ship, commitment and stewardship, collabora-
tion and teamwork and individual growth and 
development. 

In August 1961 the hospital was founded. 
Within a few years it was fully accredited and 
joined the Cleveland Hospital Council. Parma 
Community General Hospital is a successful, 
not-for-profit, community hospital. It is a state- 
of-the-art facility in a close-to-home, friendly, 
community setting. 

The hospital has grown extensively, adding 
floors and new Intensive Care and Coronary 
Care units in the 1970s and several medical 
office buildings in the 1980s and 1990s. In 
1982 the hospital expanded health education 
programs by opening the Health Education 
Center. In the 1990s they added the 
ElderCenter Adult Day Care which was de-
signed as an alternative to nursing homes and 
a Child Care Center for hospital employees 
and the public. It has an award-winning Home 
Health Care program, and an EMS Education 
Program that has endeavored to meet the re-
gion’s safety needs for the past 25 years. 

In the 1990s, Parma Hospital grew further, 
adding the Pain Center, expanding the inpa-
tient Acute Rehabilitation Center, modernizing 
the Small Wonders Maternity Center and add-
ing the Behavioral Center for Older Adults, a 
geriatric psychiatric unit. Parma Hospital won 
its first of numerous awards for excellence in 
orthopedics the year before the 1999 opening 
of The Heart Center, a cardiovascular inten-
sive care unit that would garner its own array 
of awards, including the 100 Top Hospitals for 
Cardiovascular Care more than once and the 
fastest heart attack care in the region through-
out the Code STEMI program. 

The past decade brought the addition of 
outpatient oncology care in a community set-
ting and the opening of Residential Seasons 
of Life Hospice on Pleasant Valley Lake. 
Parma Hospital also enlarged its Emergency 
Department, adding an innovative Doc at the 
Door program for efficient triage, and built a 
new Intensive Care Unit. Outpatient radiology 
services were brought to both Ridge Park 
Square in Brooklyn and WellPointe Pavilion, 
offering outpatient services. Other specialized 
patient care areas include: physical, occupa-
tional, speech and respiratory therapies, lab-
oratory and radiology, the Bariatric Center, in-
patient and outpatient care and surgery, inpa-
tient care floors including oncology, medical 
and surgical, inpatient rehabilitation unit, dia-
betic counseling and sports medicine. 

In 2010 Parma Community General Hospital 
President and CEO Terrence G. Deis was 
named to the list of top Hospital and 
Healthcare Industry Leaders to Know. Mr. 
Deis is proud that the hospital, with nearly 
2,000 employees, has flourished as a commu-
nity partner and credits the hard work and in-
tegrity of the employees, management and 
medical staff with the success of Parma Com-
munity General Hospital. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, please join me 
in recognition of Parma Community General 
Hospital’s 50th anniversary and in honor of 
those past and present whose unwavering 
dedicated service will be the legacy of Parma 
Community General Hospital. 

f 

COMMENTS ON H.R. 3, NO 
TAXPAYER FUNDING ABORTION 

HON. MAXINE WATERS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong opposition to H.R. 3, the No Taxpayer 
Funding Abortion bill. This bill prevents women 
who have private insurance plans from receiv-
ing comprehensive sexual health coverage 
even in cases when their health is in danger. 

It is extremely clear that Republicans are 
waging a war against women’s rights by push-
ing a radical agenda that will primarily hurt 
poor and low-income women. An agenda like 
this only further proves that the Republicans 
are not interested in jobs and repairing our 
economy but instead more interested in divi-
sive social issues that will not move this econ-
omy forward. 

Women and families need affordable and 
accessible health care more than ever before. 
This blatant assault on women’s health needs 
to stop. As elected officials, it is our duty to 
ensure that all rights, including women’s 
rights, are not violated through policies that 
only further limit access. We have to stand up 
and fight for the preservation of the rights for 
all women by defeating this bill. 

QUICK FACTS FROM ACLU 
Who does H.R. 3 penalize? Bearing in mind 

the rationale underlying the tax code’s 
treatment of medical expenses, as described 
above, a close examination of the Smith 
bill’s tax provisions reveals that it serves to 
punish certain segments of the population. 

Women: It should go without saying that 
the effects of the Smith bill will dispropor-
tionately fall on women, as women are the 
ones who are most likely to spend funds on 
abortion procedures. However, the Smith bill 
does not punish women exclusively. Many 
men purchase insurance policies that cover 
their spouses and dependents, and many use 
the funds considered in the Smith bill to pay 
expenses for abortion procedures for their 
spouses and dependents. 

Low and middle-income people: The Smith 
bill would penalize low- and middle-income 
taxpayers. As described below, taxpayers 
who would be entitled to a subsidy for insur-
ance purchased on an exchange would not be 
eligible for such a subsidy if the insurance 
plan offered on the exchange included cov-
erage for abortion procedures. Thus, while 
wealthier taxpayers whose employers pro-
vide insurance premium subsidies would 
likely suffer no penalty to enroll in a plan 
that includes coverage for abortion proce-
dures, taxpayers who must buy insurance on 
an exchange would lose a significant subsidy, 
and in all likelihood be effectively precluded 
from obtaining insurance with coverage for 
abortion procedures. 

Small businesses: The Affordable Care Act 
provides for a tax credit for small businesses 
(businesses with 25 or fewer full-time em-
ployees) to encourage the provision of health 
insurance for their employees. The Smith 
bill’s provisions would deny small businesses 
this tax credit if they were to offer insurance 
policies that covered abortion procedures. In 
all likelihood, this would have the effect of 
eliminating coverage for abortion for em-
ployees of small businesses. 

Tax-Exempt Organizations: As described 
below, tax-exempt organizations are also eli-
gible to receive the small business credit for 
the provision of health insurance (the credit 
is taken against employment tax payments). 
At a time when individuals are scaling back 
on charitable giving, small charities that 
would be eligible for the small business tax 
credit can use all the help they can get. The 
Smith bill would deny these organizations a 
crucial tax incentive, without which many of 
these charities would not likely be able to 
bear the cost of providing health insurance 
to their employees. Such a crucial incentive 
should not be dependent upon whether the 
organization provides insurance coverage 
that covers abortion procedures. 

H.R. 3 rewrites long-standing tax laws and 
policies to impose a new penalty on millions 
of Americans (Section 303): H.R. 3 rewrites 
long-standing tax laws to penalize a single, 
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legal, medical procedure: abortion. It would 
end certain preferential tax treatment for 
medical expenses and insurance premiums 
where abortion is involved. 

Specifically, under the bill: Individuals eli-
gible for the health coverage tax credit or 
who receive benefits from the Pension Ben-
efit Guarantee Corporation would not re-
ceive a credit on the premiums paid for in-
surance that covered abortion; small busi-
ness employers who make a qualified non-
elective contribution to purchase a health 
insurance plan that includes coverage for 
abortion would not receive a small business 
tax credit provided under the health care 
law; individuals could no longer claim the 
itemized deduction for unreimbursed medical 
expenses that exceed 7.5% of their adjusted 
gross income; individuals who make tax de-
ductible contributions to a health savings 
account (HSA) would be required to include 
in income any amounts paid out of an HSA 
when those proceeds are used for expenses re-
lating to an abortion; any individual who 
uses funds from a health Flexible Spending 
Arrangement (FSA) for an abortion would 
now be required to include those funds in 
their gross income for the taxable year; 
amounts distributed to an employee from a 
Health Reimbursement Arrangements (HRA) 
account for purposes of reimbursing the em-
ployee for funds spent for abortion would be 
included in the employee’s taxable income; 

f 

IN HONOR OF MR. MICHAEL 
CATANZARITE 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Mr. Michael Catanzarite, a prominent 
businessman, community leader, and a proud 
father. Mr. Catanzarite is being honored as a 
2011 Father of the Year nominee by the Fa-
ther’s Day Council of Northeastern Ohio and 
the American Diabetes Association. 

Mike Catan is a successful businessman, 
born and raised in northeast Ohio. His father, 
Pat Catan, was an entrepreneur who began 
both the Darice craft products company and a 
chain of Pat Catan’s craft stores. Mike has fol-
lowed in his father’s footsteps and serves as 
Co-Chief Executive Officer of Darice Inc. 

Mr. Catan has also been an active commu-
nity leader. In 2002, when he found out that 
Strongsville High School’s athletic field had 
fallen into disrepair, he spearheaded efforts to 
raise money to build a brand new stadium. Pat 
Catan Stadium opened only 83 days after 
ground was broken, and the facility is a boon 
to the community. Mr. Catan has also been 
known for his volunteer work; in 2009, he led 
a team including family and friends in building 
a new home for a Strongsville family whose 
two young daughters had been diagnosed with 
a very rare genetic condition. Mike Catan, 
along with many other volunteers and donors, 
worked to create a home that would meet the 
life-long needs of the two young girls. These 
are only a few examples of Mr. Catan’s com-
mitment to improving the community. 

Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me 
in recognizing Mr. Michael Catan, whose chil-
dren nominated him 2011 Father of the Year. 
His dedication to improving the community for 
his children and all citizens of northeast Ohio 
is awe-inspiring. I wish Mike Catan the best in 
all of his future endeavors. 

RECOGNIZING THE ACHIEVEMENTS 
OF CITY OF LAS VEGAS COUN-
CILMAN GARY REESE 

HON. SHELLEY BERKLEY 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, today I urge 
my colleagues to join me in recognizing the 
achievements of the mayor Pro Tem of the 
City of Las Vegas, Nevada, Gary Reese. 

Gary Reese was first elected to the Las 
Vegas City Council representing Ward 3 on 
June 6, 1995, and is currently serving his 
fourth term. Councilman Reese was appointed 
Mayor Pro Tem on November 16, 2000. 

Councilman Reese has accomplished many 
things for the City of Las Vegas. From 1995– 
2011, Councilman Reese facilitated 19 com-
munity and recreational centers, 10 transpor-
tation projects, eight fire stations, eight expan-
sion and beautification projects, the Fremont 
Street Experience, Neon Sign Museum, a 
water reclamation center, and a police area 
command station. 

As the owner of the Plaza Barber Shop and 
former chairman of the Las Vegas Planning 
Commission, Gary Reese is a well-known fig-
ure in the Las Vegas community. Prior to es-
tablishing the Plaza Barber Shop, which has 
been in operation since 1963, Councilman 
Reese worked at the Nevada Test Site. 

Councilman Reese currently serves as a 
vice chairman on the Las Vegas Metropolitan 
Police Department’s Committee on Fiscal Af-
fairs. He is also a member of the Las Vegas 
Centennial Board of Directors and Executive 
Committee and was recently appointed to the 
board of the Las Vegas Convention and Visi-
tors Authority. He has also served on the 
Southern Nevada Health District Board for 
more than 13 years. 

In addition to his work on the Planning 
Commission, Councilman Reese has served 
on the City’s Board of Zoning Adjustment, 
Southern Nevada Enterprise Consortium and 
the Real Estate and Recommending Commit-
tees. His concern for citizen interest is mani-
fested through his past involvement with the 
City’s Citizens Advisory Committee on Down-
town Development and the Senior Citizens 
Advisory Board. Councilman Reese has also 
served as a member of the City’s Liquor/Tav-
ern License Committee and the Economic Op-
portunity Board of Clark County. 

As the Representative for Nevada’s First 
Congressional District, it gives me immense 
pride to recognize the accomplishments of 
Councilman Gary Reese. 

f 

IN HONOR AND REMEMBRANCE OF 
JOHN MICHAEL KICK 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor and remembrance of Officer John Mi-
chael Kick, the first Cleveland police officer to 
lose his life in the line of duty. 

Officer Kick was a lifelong Clevelander of 
German descent. He joined the Cleveland Po-
lice Department upon its formation in 1866. 

His colleagues described Officer Kick as a 
‘‘quiet, faithful, brave and fearless officer.’’ 

On the night of May 13th, 1875, Officer Kick 
accompanied his fellow officers as they inves-
tigated a suspicious group who were thought 
to be behind several robberies that occurred in 
Cleveland. Officer Kick located the perpetra-
tors and began to follow them, along with 
some fellow police officers and eventually 
tracked them down. The officers were out-
numbered three to six, yet they continued on 
with their duties. 

Officer Kick and his fellow colleagues con-
fronted the suspects, inquiring about their 
names and occupations. After a loud shouting 
match, the group of criminals quickly drew 
their revolvers and began to open fire. The of-
ficers, including Officer Kick, drew their weap-
ons and returned fire. During the crossfire, 
one round shot by the criminals struck Officer 
Kick in the chest and wounded him. Doctors 
attempted to save his life, to no avail. On May 
15th, Officer Kick passed away. He left every-
thing he owned to his mother, his wife and his 
three children. 

Officer Kick will be remembered by the 
Cleveland community and the Nation. His 
name is inscribed on the National Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial Wall in Wash-
ington, DC. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, please join me 
in remembering the sacrifice that Officer John 
Kick made to ensure that Cleveland would re-
main a safe city. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. KEVIN BRADY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to state that had I been present on June 13, 
2011, for the vote series, I would have voted 
against the LaTourette and Sherman amend-
ments and voted for the Amash amendment 
as well as the Veterans’ Affairs Title. I was un-
able to be in Washington for the votes as I 
was attending the visitation service of a close 
family friend. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF MR. STEVE 
CHARLES POPOVICH 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Mr. Steve Popovich, a man of 
immense generosity, endless energy and a 
lifelong passion for music. This passion led 
him to play a vital role in launching the ca-
reers of The Jacksons, Michael Jackson, 
Santana, Bruce Springsteen, Mac Davis, Paul 
Simon, Engelbert Humperdinck, Tom Jones, 
Boston, Ted Nugent, Cheap Trick, Frankie 
Yankovic and Meat Loaf. 

Mr. Popovich, who was born on July 6, 
1942 in Nemacolin, Pennsylvania, moved to 
Cleveland, Ohio as a teenager. While he was 
considered a music-industry insider, he also 
continually reached beyond the mainstream to 
promote the music and musicians he knew 
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had great promise, even when others chose to 
ignore them. He founded his own label, Cleve-
land International Records, which promoted 
one of the industry’s biggest selling albums, 
Bat Out of Hell by Meat Loaf. The album was 
released in 1977 and remains the fifth best 
selling album worldwide. 

Mr. Popovich has been described by his col-
leagues and those who knew him best as ‘‘a 
man with a big heart,’’ ‘‘ a kind and generous 
man who was a mentor to so many,’’ ‘‘ a man 
who would literally give you the shirt off his 
back,’’ ‘‘ a man with a rare enthusiasm that 
made things happen’’ and a man whose pass-
ing ‘‘marks the end of an era.’’ 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, please join me 
in recognition of Mr. Steve Popovich, a man 
who spent a lifetime giving of himself, leaving 
behind a legacy of music that will be enjoyed 
for years to come and many, many friends 
who will miss his energy and creative enthu-
siasm. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 2010 FAIRFAX 
COUNTY FEDERATION OF CITI-
ZENS’ ASSOCIATION AWARD RE-
CIPIENTS 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize the honorees of the Fairfax 
County Federation of Citizens’ Association 
Awards Banquet. 

The Fairfax County Federation of Citizens’ 
Associations is a coalition of civic and home-
owners associations from throughout Fairfax 
County. Through the Federation, individual 
communities can join with other associations 
to ensure that their voices are heard and that 
their communities stay strong. Each year, the 
Federation honors a select few individuals for 
extraordinary contributions to the community 
that have resulted in tangible improvements in 
our neighborhoods, schools, businesses and 
local government. This is the 61st Annual 
Awards Banquet, and this year’s honorees 
have each dedicated years of service to the 
residents and communities of Fairfax County. 

It is my pleasure to recognize the following 
individuals for their service to the community: 

2010 Citizen of the Year: Mollie Morrison- 
Loeffler for her efforts in the revitalization of 
Parklawn and the surrounding communities in 
the Mason District. 

2010 Citation of Merit: Dr. Charles Dane for 
his long history of public and community serv-
ice, especially in the area of public education 

2010 Special Gratitude Award: Anthony H. 
Griffin for his visionary leadership which has 
resulted in Fairfax County being named ‘‘one 
of the best managed jurisdictions in America’’ 

2010 Special Gratitude Award: William D. 
Lecos for his innovative approach in the areas 
of public-private partnerships and promotion of 
economic competitiveness and sustainability 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in thanking these individuals and in congratu-
lating them on being honored by the Fairfax 
County Federation of Citizens’ Associations. 
Civic engagement defines a community, and it 
is thanks to these individuals that Fairfax 
County residents enjoy such an excellent qual-
ity of life. The contributions and leadership of 

these honorees have been a great benefit to 
our community and truly merit our highest 
praise. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2012 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 
OF RHODE ISLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, June 2, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 2055) making ap-
propriations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes: 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to the amendment to the Military Con-
struction, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act that exempts various 
agencies from Section 526 of the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act, a critical provision 
for our national security. 

This exemption will derail the government’s 
efforts to strengthen national security through 
greenhouse gas reduction. Furthermore, many 
senior defense leaders do not want such pro-
visions. During recent testimony before Energy 
& Commerce, Navy Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary Tom Hicks stated the Defense Depart-
ment was comfortable with Section 526 and 
that the provision was an effective policy tool. 
Furthermore, it is important to note Section 
526 actually supports the development of al-
ternative domestic fuels; a point that many 
critics of this provision do not fully understand 
or articulate in their arguments against it. 

Allowing this amendment to become law will 
ultimately endanger our national security. I 
hope my colleagues can work together to 
reach a compromise to strengthen this energy 
security provision as this bill moves through 
the legislative process. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 30 YEAR ANNI-
VERSARY OF SHELTER HOUSE 
AND THE RECIPIENTS OF THE 
2011 SHELTER HOUSE, INC. VOL-
UNTEER AWARDS 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize the 30th Anniversary of Shel-
ter House, Inc., (Shelter House) and to con-
gratulate the recipients of the 2011 volunteer 
awards. 

Shelter House is a community-based, non- 
profit organization founded 1981 by several 
ecumenical groups, which came together to 
better serve low-income individuals and fami-
lies. The mission of Shelter House is to break 
the cycle of homelessness for families and vic-
tims of domestic violence in Fairfax County by 
providing crisis intervention, temporary hous-
ing, and supportive services to promote self 
sufficiency. 

Shelter House operates three shelters: The 
Katherine K. Hanley and the Patrick Henry 
family shelters, which provide temporary hous-
ing for families in our community who find 
themselves homeless, and Artemis House, 
which provides temporary housing for victims 
of domestic violence. Shelter House also of-
fers transitional housing services and ongoing 
supportive services for those who have en-
tered permanent housing. 

Volunteers and community partners are the 
cornerstone of this organization. These rela-
tionships are critical assets to Shelter House 
and a leading cause for its successes. Each 
year, Shelter House honors those volunteers 
and partners who have demonstrated excep-
tional dedication and commitment to ending 
homelessness. 

The following individuals are being recog-
nized with 2011 Shelter House, Inc. Volunteer 
Awards: 

Ending Homelessness Award: Nicole Larese 
of the Junior League of Northern Virginia, 

Friend of Shelter House Kids Award: The 
Reading Connection, 

Faith Community Award: Emmaus United 
Church of Christ, 

Youth Volunteer Award: Jessica Woolson, 
Unsung Hero Award: Erica Stewart, 
Special Event Volunteer Award: Sarah 

Bock. 
The following individuals and organizations 

are being recognized as 2011 Community 
Champions: 

Annandale Christian Community for Action 
(ACCA); AKA Phi Nu Omega Chapter; Balfour 
Beatty Construction; Capital One; Fairfax 
County Board of Supervisors; Donna Fleming; 
Freddie Mac Foundation; Great Falls Women’s 
Club; The Honorable Kate Hanley; Verdia 
Haywood; HomeAid NoVA; Junior League of 
Northern Virginia; Old Dominion Cotillion; 
Sidley Austin LLP; and, Versivo. 

The outstanding efforts of the above-men-
tioned individuals and organizations merit spe-
cial recognition, but one must acknowledge 
the impact of all Shelter House volunteers who 
work to provide secure and structured environ-
ments for families in need. These volunteers 
and community partners make Shelter House 
one of the most effective organizations in the 
battle to end homelessness by empowering 
families to reach their full potential. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in thanking Shelter House, Inc. for thirty years 
of service in the battle to end homelessness 
and also in expressing our sincere apprecia-
tion to all of the volunteers and community 
partners for their selfless dedication to this 
worthy cause. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I was not 
present during the rollcall vote No. 413–416, 
on June 13, 2011. On rollcall vote No. 413 I 
would have voted ‘‘yes’’; on rollcall vote No. 
414 I would have voted ‘‘no’’; on rollcall vote 
No. 415 I would have voted ‘‘no’’; on rollcall 
vote No. 416 I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
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PRINCE WILLIAM NAACP ‘‘SALUTE 

TO VETERANS’’ 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the Prince William 
County Chapter of the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) 
and its 2011 ‘‘Salute to Veterans’’ Freedom 
Fund Banquet. U.S. Army Major General (Re-
tired) Robert C. Gaskill and U.S. Marine Corps 
Master Gunnery Sergeant (Retired) John W. 
Jones Jr. will receive special recognition at the 
banquet for their service to our nation. 

The NAACP was established in 1909 to 
eliminate racial prejudice and remove barriers 
of racial discrimination that prevent equal op-
portunity for all members of society. The 
Prince William County Chapter seeks to imple-
ment outreach initiatives, educational pro-
grams and victim services that address issues 
of discrimination in the local community. The 
local chapter hosts an annual Freedom Fund 
Banquet to raise funds to support the chap-
ter’s activities. This year, the program will 
honor veterans of the United States armed 
forces. 

It is my honor to join the Prince William 
County Chapter of the NAACP in giving spe-
cial recognition to two veterans and residents 
of Prince William County, Major General 
Gaskill and Master Gunnery Sergeant Jones. 

General Gaskill was born in Yonkers, N.Y., 
on April 12, 1931, to John and Armania 
Gaskill. The Gaskill family later moved to Ar-
lington, Va. General Gaskill completed Re-
serve Officer Training as a Distinguished Mili-
tary Graduate, and received a bachelor of 
science in business administration from How-
ard University in 1952. He was commissioned 
into one of the last all-black battalions in the 
United States Army. General Gaskill had a 
distinguished and decorated career in the 
Army before his retirement in 1981, to which 
he credits the support of his late wife Erotida 
Gaskill. General Gaskill is a Life Member of 
the NAACP, member of Unity in the Commu-
nity, and an elder at his church. 

Sergeant Jones was born in Memphis, 
Tenn., on September 3, 1930, to Mattie and 
John W. Jones, Sr. Sergeant Jones’ mother 
passed away when he was nine, and he was 
raised by Laura Belle Jones, his father’s sec-
ond wife. In 1956, Sergeant Jones joined the 
United State Marine Corps. While in the Ma-
rine Corps, Sergeant Jones went to night 
school to complete his high school degree and 
enrolled in college courses. His service in the 
Corps included tours in the 1958 Lebanon Cri-
sis and the Vietnam War. Sergeant Jones is 
married to the former Anne Tankins of 
Quantico. He is active in the NAACP and vol-
unteers in his church, First Mount Zion Baptist 
Church, where he serves as Deacon Emeritus 
and sings in the choir. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleagues join 
me in recognizing the Prince William County 
Chapter of the National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People (NAACP) and 
its 2011 ‘‘Salute to Veterans’’ Freedom Fund 
Banquet. I extend my personal appreciation to 
Major General U.S.A (Retired) Robert C. 
Gaskill and Master Gunnery Sergeant 
U.S.M.C. (Retired) John W. Jones, Jr. for their 
service and sacrifice on behalf of our country. 

RECOGNIZING THE ACHIEVEMENTS 
OF THE SOUTHERN ILLINOIS 
UNIVERSITY FLYING TEAM 

HON. JERRY F. COSTELLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
acknowledge the exceptional accomplishments 
of the Flying Salukis, the flying team at South-
ern Illinois University in Carbondale, Illinois. 
Under the direction of Coach Nathan Lincoln, 
on May 21, 2011, the Flying Salukis won the 
2011 National Intercollegiate Flying Associa-
tion championship, concluding a weeklong 
competition at the Ohio State University Air-
port. The Flying Salukis edged out 26 teams 
from across the Nation to capture the cham-
pionship title, which is the eighth in the history 
of Southern Illinois University’s aviation pro-
gram, and the first since 1985. 

With 10 team members scoring a total of 
414 points, the Flying Salukis won the title by 
nine points over the University of North Da-
kota, a two-time defending champion. The 
team placed in all 11 events, demonstrating a 
very well-rounded lineup in both flight and 
ground events at the competition. Michael 
Carroll, from Normal, Ill., and one of three 
team captains, gave a truly exceptional per-
formance, scoring 121 points to become the 
top-scoring pilot in the Nation and finishing 
second for the national top pilot award. 

In addition, the team won three individual ti-
tles. Taylor Bream, from Lake Villa, Ill., won 
the short-field approach and landing; Ryan 
Veldman, from Lexington, Ky., won the power- 
off landing event; and co-captain Daniel Har-
rington, from Monee, Ill., won the SCAN title. 
Other team members who scored in events 
were Scott Blair, from Bloomington, Ill.; David 
Brown, from Chicago, Ill.; Ryan Buttney, from 
Lemont, Ill.; Daniel McMahon, from Edina, 
Mo.; Joshua Mech, from Sheboygan, Wis.; 
and Samuel Oas, from Villa Park, Ill. 

Additional members of the Flying Salukis for 
the 2011 spring semester include: Courtney 
Copping, from St. Charles, Ill.; Kyle Hayes, 
from Bourbonnais, Ill.; Justin Lopez, also from 
Bourbonnais; Michael Szemplinski, from Ge-
neva, Ill.; and George ‘‘Rusty’’ Wharton, III, 
from Goodfield. 

I also want to recognize the Flying Salukis’ 
assistant coaches: senior lecturer Bryan Har-
rison, assistant instructors Jeffrey Jaynes, 
Kevin Krongos and Sabrina Zwego, and also 
Kim Carter, a senior lecturer and academic 
adviser. In addition to teaching as faculty 
members in the aviation flight program, these 
individuals dedicate a great deal of time after 
classes to assist Coach Lincoln and the team 
members, and we appreciate their hard work. 

Mr. Speaker, Southern Illinois University has 
a proud tradition in teaching, research and 
public service, and it is also very well known 
for its nationally competitive athletic and extra-
curricular teams. The Flying Salukis have 
once again demonstrated exactly why this uni-
versity’s aviation program continually ranks as 
one of the best in the nation. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in congratulating the Flying 
Salukis and their coaches, as well as the fac-
ulty and students at Southern Illinois Univer-
sity for their continuing commitment to excel-
lence. 

RECOGNIZING RECIPIENTS OF THE 
2011 BEAT THE ODDS AWARDS 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the recipients of the 
2011 Beat the Odds Awards. These awards 
are sponsored by the Prince William County 
Bar Foundation and are presented to extraor-
dinary youth who have exhibited exceptional 
determination to overcome adversity and lead 
full, productive lives. 

The narrative of these awards is truly com-
pelling; to qualify for a Beat the Odds award, 
a youth must have come into contact with the 
juvenile justice system. Despite this potential 
obstacle, Beat the Odds Award recipients 
have overcome abuse, neglect or juvenile de-
linquency with an earnest effort to realize a 
successful future. 

It is my great honor to commend the fol-
lowing individuals who have risen above sub-
stantial negative influences and are now being 
recognized as community success stories: 

Recipients of the 2010 Beat the Odds Phoe-
nix Award: Victoria Rose, Jacob Whitfield, 
Martha Vasquez-Quintanilla, Benjamin Dinarte, 
Eduardo Silva Ostos, Shahnewaz Bhuiyan, 
Mark Johnson, Jr., and Curtis Moore, Jr. 

Recipients of the 2010 Beat the Odds 
Scholarship Award: Mariam Sankoh, Vanessa 
Monserrat Rodriguez, Tanya Donangmaye, 
Anthony Harris, Taylor Katherine Peevy, Indi-
ana Sommer Anderson, Kelly Renee Teboe, 
Jennifer Salas, Maria Sisson, and Caleb Dan-
iel Foster. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in congratulating these young people for the 
positive example they set for their peers. Our 
community sends a powerful message to our 
youth when we encourage them to triumph 
over setbacks and to gain strength from hard-
ship. Beat the Odds scholarships totaling more 
than $100,000 from the Prince William Bar 
Foundation are a resounding endorsement of 
that message, and I thank the Foundation for 
its dedication and generosity to youth in our 
community. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JOHN SULLIVAN 
OF OKLAHOMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to state 
for the record that I intended to vote ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall vote 414 to H.R. 2055 taken on June 
13, 2011. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD cur-
rently lists me as a ‘‘nay’’ vote on this meas-
ure. I firmly support the prohibition on Davis- 
Bacon prevailing wage requirements for con-
struction projects funded by the Military Con-
struction and Veterans Affairs Appropriations 
Act because this dated policy inflates the cost 
of construction and restricts competition that 
could save taxpayers billions. 
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COMMENDING THE HUNTERDON 

CENTRAL SOFTBALL TEAM ON 
THEIR CHAMPIONSHIP SEASON 

HON. LEONARD LANCE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate the Hunterdon Central Regional 
High School’s Softball Team on its outstanding 
victory this past weekend in the New Jersey 
State Interscholastic Athletic Association’s 
Blue Ribbon Awards Group 4 Championship. 
Hunterdon Central had previously been given 
the state ranking of fourth by the Newark Star 
Ledger and earned this title after compiling an 
astounding 31–2 record for the season. 
Hunterdon Central had previously won the 
Group 4 championship in 1999. Hunterdon 
Central prides itself on fundamentals and exe-
cution and the team’s skills and experience 
demonstrate a mastery of the sport. The hard 
work of the Lady Red Devils shows determina-
tion and teamwork. 

I also congratulate Hunterdon Central coach 
Pete Fick who has now achieved a career 
record of 699–227–1. 

I commend the entire team on its hard work 
and congratulate all of the players on their 
stellar season and well deserved champion-
ship. 

I am also pleased to praise the team’s ac-
complishments with my colleagues in the 
House of Representatives and with the Amer-
ican people. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE PRINCE WIL-
LIAM CLEAN COMMUNITY COUN-
CIL AND ITS 2010 VOLUNTEER OF 
THE YEAR 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize the Prince William Clean 
Community Council (PWCCC) and its 2010 
Volunteer of the Year, Walter Skaja. With the 
help of dedicated volunteers like Mr. Skaja, 
the Council works to eliminate litter and graffiti 
in our Prince William neighborhoods and com-
mercial centers. 

The idea of forming an organization in 
Prince William County aimed at addressing 
environmental issues was conceived in 1982 
during a spring cleanup effort led by a group 
of concerned local citizens. These individuals, 
who later became the founding members of 
PWCCC, immediately recognized the impor-
tance of litter prevention education as a way 
to long-term environmental cleanliness. In 
1986, the Prince William County Litter Control 
Council was born. The organization later came 
to be known as the Clean Community Council 
and became an affiliate of Keep America 
Beautiful, a nationwide non-profit that uses 
education and hands-on stewardship to advo-
cate litter control, waste reduction, and com-
munity beautification. 

The Council’s litter prevention and graffiti 
abatement efforts have not gone unnoticed. 
The Council’s accolades include a 1994 Gov-
ernors Award for Volunteering Excellence. The 

Council was a 2000 Virginia Stewardship 
Award Winner in the Communication/Edu-
cation Category and received the Prince Wil-
liam County 2001 Partners for the Potomac 
Environmental Patron Award, 2000 and 2002 
Keep America Beautiful National Awards and 
a 2008 Keep America Beautiful President’s 
Circle Recognition Award. 

The Council’s volunteers always have been 
essential to its success and the Volunteer of 
the Year Award is a way to recognize their in-
valuable support. 

The 2010 recipient, Walter Skaja, has been 
a volunteer with PWCCC since 2009. He start-
ed working with PWCCC through its Adopt-A- 
Spot program, where volunteers adopt an area 
of Prince William County and agree to remove 
litter and debris throughout the year. Shortly 
after adopting two neighborhood parks, Walter 
also adopted Cedar Point Elementary School. 
In the past two years, Walter has not been 
alone in his work for a clean environment. He 
has had help from Cub Scout Pack 1384. Wal-
ter routinely has 100 or more scouts to help 
him with his beautification efforts. They have 
transformed Cedar Point Elementary School 
with landscaping improvements that have in-
cluded mulching and planting trees, shrubs 
and flowers. In addition to his volunteer work 
with the Adopt-A-Spot and Adopt-A-School 
programs, Walter spent time during the major 
snow storms in 2009 and 2010 removing snow 
from fire hydrants and clearing snow at Cedar 
Point Elementary School. His tireless efforts 
helped students, parents, and staff make it to 
school safely. 

Mr. Speaker, we create safer, cleaner 
neighborhoods when residents take ownership 
for their communities. The Clean Community 
Council asks Prince William residents to take 
pride in their county. I ask my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing the successes of the 
Prince William Clean Community Council as 
well as in congratulating Walter Skaja on 
being named the recipient of the 2010 Prince 
William Clean Community Council Volunteer of 
the Year Award. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
DR. NANCY GRASMICK, SUPER-
INTENDENT OF MARYLAND PUB-
LIC SCHOOLS 

HON. JOHN P. SARBANES 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Dr. Nancy Grasmick for her 
years of outstanding service to the people of 
Maryland, including her twenty year leadership 
role as Superintendent of Maryland public 
schools, the longest serving appointed school 
chief in the United States. Dr. Grasmick began 
her career as a teacher of deaf children at 
William S. Baer School in Baltimore City. In 
her years as an educator in Maryland public 
schools, Dr. Grasmick has served as a re-
source teacher, principal, supervisor, assistant 
superintendent, and associate superintendent 
in Baltimore County. In 1989, Dr. Grasmick 
was appointed by Governor William Donald 
Schaefer to act as the Special Secretary for 
Children, Youth, and Families and in 1991, the 
Maryland State Board of Education appointed 
her to be the first female Maryland State Su-

perintendent of Schools. All of these achieve-
ments are the culmination of many years of 
hard work, strong dedication, and commitment 
to the people of Maryland. This commitment 
has been recognized many times over through 
many awards, including her induction into the 
Maryland Women’s Hall of Fame in 2004. 

Dr. Nancy Grasmick has been known for 
her emphasis on student achievement, teach-
er quality, parental involvement, and early 
childhood education. Under her leadership, 
Maryland has been recognized for its achieve-
ments in education, having been named as 
‘‘the most consistently high performing state’’ 
by Education Week. Dr. Grasmick has made 
an enormous impact on Maryland public 
schools and has changed the lives of count-
less families in the State of Maryland and be-
yond. 

I was my special privilege to work with Dr. 
Grasmick for seven years as liaison to the 
Baltimore City Public Schools. I saw firsthand 
the amazing work of a leader motivated by 
compassion and a burning determination to 
give every child the chance to succeed. Dr. 
Grasmick’s commitment to excellence is 
unrivaled. She is relentless in demanding the 
very best of those around her, while always 
offering the kind word and gesture. In that way 
and so many others, she is a natural born 
leader. I could not have had a better mentor 
or friend. My congratulations to Dr. Grasmick 
on a brilliant career. We look forward to her 
continued contributions to the State of Mary-
land and to our nation. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2012 

SPEECH OF 

HON. MAXINE WATERS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, June 2, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 2055) making ap-
propriations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes: 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chair, I want to thank 
Chairman CULBERSON and Ranking Member 
BISHOP for agreeing to offer my amendment 
en bloc to H.R. 2055—Military Construction 
and Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act. My amendment simply re-
moves funding from the VA Medical Support 
and Compliance Account and replaces it back 
in the very same account. My intent in doing 
this is to highlight an issue for my colleagues 
and for the Department of Veterans Affairs 
(VA). 

I believe that the VA needs to comprehen-
sively examine its wait times for processing re-
quests for mental health services from vet-
erans and that the VA should submit a report 
to Congress no later than January 1 of 2012 
on changes they intend to make to ensure that 
veterans needing mental health services re-
ceive those services in a timely and effica-
cious manner. 

Veterans in my district often wait years for 
a resolution of their cases with the VA. My of-
fice works closely with veterans, assisting 
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many of them in expediting their requests for 
the benefits to which they are entitled, includ-
ing mental health benefits. Unfortunately, 
many of these veterans still wait years for a 
resolution of their cases. This is simply unac-
ceptable. These men and women have sac-
rificed their health, well-being, and, in some 
cases, their livelihoods, for this country. 

The excessively long wait times at the VA 
are unjust and un-American. The wait times 
for veterans who are suicidal or suffering from 
mental health illnesses, including Post Trau-
matic Stress Disorder (PTSD) and Traumatic 
Brain Injury (TBI), are especially troubling. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to support 
timely mental health services for our veterans 
by voting ‘‘yes’’ on this amendment. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE ACHIEVEMENTS 
OF CITY OF LAS VEGAS MAYOR 
OSCAR GOODMAN 

HON. SHELLEY BERKLEY 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, today I urge 
my colleagues to join me in recognizing the 
achievements of the Mayor of the City of Las 
Vegas, Nevada, Oscar Goodman. 

Mayor Goodman has worked tirelessly for 
the City of Las Vegas. From 1999 to 2011, the 
Mayor facilitated 19 community and rec-
reational centers, eight transportation projects, 
eight fire stations, seven expansion and beau-
tification projects, a water reclamation center, 
and a police area command station. 

Mayor Goodman has been responsible for 
many great accomplishments in the heart of 
downtown. As Mayor, he was successful in 
acquiring a large piece of urban real estate in 
the City without resorting to eminent domain. 
Symphony Park will include the Lou Ruvo 
Brain Institute, Performing Arts Center, busi-
ness, medical, and retail opportunities. 

Mayor Goodman also managed to acquire a 
historic downtown post office from the General 
Services Administration. The building is being 
converted to a state-of-the-art museum cap-
turing the excitement and notoriety of the his-
tory of Las Vegas. Also in the center of Las 
Vegas, an intellectual marketplace is being de-
signed and will be home to the University of 
Nevada Las Vegas’ (UNLV) School of Archi-
tecture, UNLV Modern Letters Program, and 
the Nevada School of the Arts. 

Mayor Goodman serves as the Chairman of 
the Las Vegas Convention and Visitors Au-
thority and works non-stop to raise support for 
cultural programs and charities of Las Vegas. 

Oscar Goodman first ran for Mayor of Las 
Vegas in 1999. By his third reelection bid in 
April 2007, Mayor Goodman captured 84 per-
cent of the vote. 

As the Congresswoman for the people of 
Las Vegas, it gives me great pleasure to rec-
ognize the achievements of the self-pro-
claimed ‘‘Happiest Mayor in the Universe,’’ 
Mayor Oscar Goodman. 

COMMENDING THE GRADUATES OF 
ROBINSON SECONDARY SCHOOL 
ON THEIR ENLISTMENT IN THE 
UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES 

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize nine graduating seniors in 
my community for their record of academic 
and athletic accomplishment and their admi-
rable decision to enlist in the United States 
Armed Forces. 

With graduation season upon us, thousands 
of young people in my community, and mil-
lions across the nation, are preparing for the 
next chapter in their lives. Some will pursue 
higher education or vocational training, others 
will seek to enter the workforce immediately, 
and many will answer the call to serve their 
community and their country. 

I join with their families and friends in con-
gratulating and commending the following 
Robinson Secondary School graduates on 
their enlistment: 

United States Marines: Philipp Zinser, Dan-
iel Kellam, Sam Lausier, Ji Jong Lee, Won 
Gyu Lee and Junsuk Choi 

United States Navy: David Maeng 
United States Air Force: Jade Vitali and 

Kevin Haas 
At a time of great uncertainty both at home 

and abroad, these young people have stepped 
forward to follow in a long line of distinguished 
Virginians who selflessly volunteered to de-
fend our nation and its ideals. In fact, these 
graduates hail from a school named for Sgt. 
James W. Robinson Jr., who was the first Vir-
ginian to receive the Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantry and heroism during the 
Vietnam War. Sgt. Robinson’s accomplish-
ments continue to serve as a model for char-
acter and leadership not only for the students 
at the school bearing his name, but also for all 
those who seek to follow in his footsteps. 

The Northern Virginia Chapter of Our Com-
munity Salutes will host a ceremony Thursday, 
June 9, to recognize these young people and 
their families and to wish them safety and suc-
cess as they pursue a career in the Armed 
Forces. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in applauding the courage and dedication of 
these graduates and in assuring them and 
their families that the full support and re-
sources of the U.S. Congress and the Amer-
ican people will be behind them every step of 
their journey in defense our nation’s freedom. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE 
REGULATORY BALANCE ACT 

HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
discuss an issue of great importance to family 
farmers and agricultural businesses. The regu-
latory burdens placed on family farmers and 
the agriculture business hinder job creation, 
job retention, and innovative breakthroughs in 
technology and crop production. Family farm-

ers across the country lead the world in the 
production of a safe, secure food supply and 
provide a multi-billion dollar economic impact. 
In order for family farmers and the agriculture 
community to continue to prosper, the regu-
latory process must follow common sense and 
not be unduly burdensome. 

That is why I am pleased to introduce the 
Regulatory Balance Act, which codifies into 
federal statute the cost benefit analysis re-
quired by Executive Order 12866. Simply put, 
any regulation with a significant economic im-
pact of $100 million or more proposed by the 
United States Department of Agriculture, 
USDA, the Environmental Protection Agency, 
EPA, and the Food and Drug Administration, 
FDA, must perform a cost-benefit analysis and 
report the same to Congress before the regu-
lation takes effect A cost-benefit analysis 
would determine whether a proposed regula-
tion would have a negative economic impact 
on our Nation’s economy. 

As a farmer, I understand the costs associ-
ated with many of the regulations placed upon 
the agriculture community. By guaranteeing a 
more transparent, efficient regulatory process 
that works for family farmers instead of 
against them, the rural areas of my district and 
this country will thrive. Family farmers and the 
agriculture community will continue to be the 
best in the world as long as federal agriculture 
regulations are evenly balanced between cost 
and benefit. 

Creating a stable regulatory environment, 
where balance between the cost to family 
farmers and the agriculture community is bal-
anced with the benefit of the regulation, allows 
family farms and the agriculture community to 
invest and grow their business without added 
costs due to regulations that fly in the face of 
common sense. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues in the 
House (and Senate) to support me in passing 
the Regulatory Balance Act and bring stability 
and balance to the regulatory process. 

f 

THE STATE OF TEXAS HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES H.R. NO. 1955 

HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following: 

H.R. NO. 1955 
RESOLUTION 

Whereas, The United States Fish and Wild-
life Service has proposed granting endan-
gered species status to the dunes sagebrush 
lizard, a measure that would have a signifi-
cant negative impact on the Lone Star 
State; and 

Whereas, The business climate in Texas 
has been consistently ranked as the nation’s 
best, and the oil and gas sector is crucial to 
its continued vitality; Texas is the nation’s 
leading producer of oil and natural gas, and 
it holds 30 percent of the nation’s natural gas 
reserves and almost a quarter of its oil re-
serves; the oil and gas industry contributes 
$30 billion annually to the Texas economy 
and employs more than 315,000 Texans at 
some of the highest salaries in the state; and 

Whereas, Despite its resilience, the Texas 
economy has not been immune to the global 
economic recession; there have been signifi-
cant job losses over the past two years, and 
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recently high gas prices have posed new chal-
lenges; the Fish and Wildlife Service failed 
to take these factors into account in its pro-
posal to grant endangered species status to 
the dunes sagebrush lizard in southeastern 
New Mexico and adjacent oil-producing areas 
of West Texas; and 

Whereas, In addition, the service has failed 
to consider that approximately 75,000 acres 
identified as habitat for the lizard are owned 
and managed by The University of Texas for 
the benefit of higher education; university 
officials have estimated that the listing 
could stop the drilling of approximately 1,000 
oil and gas wells and eliminate the produc-
tion of seven million barrels of oil equivalent 
annually; and 

Whereas, The Texas Legislature and the 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Department have 
traditionally recognized the private land-
owner as the primary steward of our state’s 
natural resources, but the Fish and Wildlife 
Service has not adequately consulted with 
the State of Texas, Texas landowners, or 
other stakeholders; moreover, the service 
has failed to fully consider issues unique to 
species protection and habitat conservation 
in Texas; and 

Whereas, Listing the dunes sagebrush liz-
ard as an endangered species would inflict se-
vere economic damage, harm property own-
ers, and undermine higher education in the 
Lone Star State; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the house of representatives 
of the 82nd Texas Legislature hereby respect-
fully urge the United States Fish and Wild-
life Service to withdraw its proposal to list 
the dunes sagebrush lizard under the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973; and, be it further 

Resolved, That the house of representatives 
direct the agencies of the State of Texas to 
cooperate with the efforts of the Texas En-
dangered Species Task Force to investigate 
the scientific basis of the proposed listing 
and the potential burdens on private prop-
erty rights and economic development in the 
state; and, be it further 

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the Texas 
House of Representatives forward official 
copies of this resolution to the president of 
the United States, the acting director of the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the president 
of the Senate and the speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the United States Con-
gress, and all the members of the Texas dele-
gation to Congress with the request that this 
resolution be entered in the Congressional 
Record as a memorial to the Congress of the 
United States of America. 

JOE STRAUS, 
Speaker of the House. 

I certify that H.R. No. 1955 was adopted by 
the House on May 25, 2011, by a non-record 
vote. 

ROBERT HANEY, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO WILLIAM T. NOONAN 

HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a public servant who has dedi-
cated most of his career to making my home-
town a better place. William T. Noonan, known 
to his friends as Bill, has served for the last 21 
years as the Administrator of Sumter County, 
South Carolina. That 21-year tenure has 
earned him the distinction of being the longest 
serving Administrator in Sumter County’s his-
tory. 

A native of Silver Spring, Maryland, Bill re-
ceived his bachelor’s degree from Furman 
University in Greenville, South Carolina in 
1963 and a master’s degree from Appalachian 
State University in Boone, North Carolina, in 
1970. 

Following a 15-year career in education, 
serving as a teacher, coach and administrator, 
Bill joined the management team at Campbell 
Soup Company, Sumter Plant, as its Human 
Resources Director in 1978. He held that posi-
tion until 1985, when he was promoted to Re-
gional Risk Manager, Southern Division (six 
plants in GA, SC, NC, and MD). Following a 
12-year career and the restructuring of Camp-
bell’s Poultry Division, he accepted the posi-
tion of Chief Administrative Officer for Sumter 
County rather than relocating his family to 
Campbell’s headquarters in Camden, New 
Jersey. 

Bill’s involvement in community organiza-
tions has included the Greater Sumter Cham-
ber of Commerce, the United Way of Sumter, 
Clarendon and Lee Counties (Board of Direc-
tors/Past President), the Governor’s Initiative 
for Work Force Excellence, Leadership South 
Carolina, Leadership Sumter, and the South 
Carolina Executive Leadership Program. He 
served as a member of the Sumter School 
District Seventeen Board of Trustees from 
1984 to 1990. Throughout his career, Bill has 
been selected by his peers to numerous posi-
tions of distinction and honor. Currently, he 
serves as Secretary for the Board of Directors 
for the South Carolina Association of Coun-
ties, and is a Trustee of the South Carolina 
Association of Counties Workers’ Compensa-
tion and Liability Trust Funds. Bill is a past 
President of the South Carolina Association of 
Counties Managers, Administrators, and Su-
pervisors Association. 

Bill is married to the former Sandy Andrews 
of Sumter. Together they have four children 
and five grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in applauding the wonderful work of 
Bill Noonan. He has been a leader in Sumter 
County for his entire career and is a vital part 
of this vibrant community. I wish him well in 
his future endeavors and thank him for his 
dedication to Sumter County. 

f 

CONGRATULATING ARIZONA 
STATE UNIVERSITY’S WOMEN’S 
SOFTBALL TEAM, WINNER OF 
THE NCAA 2011 NATIONAL CHAM-
PIONSHIP 

HON. ED PASTOR 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
my colleagues to join me in congratulating Ari-
zona State University’s (ASU) women’s soft-
ball team in winning the NCAA 2011 cham-
pionship title. The Sun Devils swept the Uni-
versity of Florida Gators on June 7, 2011 in a 
best-of-three series, winning the final game by 
a score of 7–2. This accomplishment marks 
the Sun Devil’s second national championship 
in four seasons, placing them among an elite 
group of just four teams who have won mul-
tiple NCAA titles in softball, with ASU also 
winning the title in 2008. 

The team’s success is undoubtedly attrib-
uted to the extraordinary leadership of Head 

Coach Clint Myers, the hard work and dedica-
tion of the players, and the efforts of sup-
porting staff and loyal fans alike. Especially 
impressive was the stellar performance of 
freshman Dallas Escobedo and senior Kaylyn 
Castillo. Their teamwork and close collabora-
tion was integral in leading ASU to victory. 
Escobedo won her 19th consecutive decision 
while becoming the first freshman pitcher to 
be credited with a national championship since 
1990. Castillo’s strong defensive stance as 
catcher, her ability to guide and mentor 
Escobedo, and her impressive .429 average 
also greatly contributed to the team’s cham-
pionship win. 

Additionally notable, in seven seasons of 
the best-of-three championship series format, 
no winning team has compiled a larger cumu-
lative margin of victory than ASU’s 15 runs, 
and in this past season alone, the Sun Devils 
won 23 of 24 games and recorded a perfect 
10-game winning streak in the tournament. 

I want to congratulate Head Coach Clint 
Myers, Assistant Coach Chuck D’Arcy, Asso-
ciate Head Coach Robert Wagner, and all the 
players on the championship team: Nikole 
Afusia, Lucy Aubrecht, Hillary Bach, Katelyn 
Boyd, Kaylyn Castillo, Krista Donnenwirth, 
Jessica Donovan, Lindsey Edgerton, Dallas 
Escobedo, Lacy Goodman, Talor Haro, Alix 
Johnson, Breanna Kaye, Kayla Ketchum, 
Annie Lockwood, Dani Rae Lougheed, 
Michelle Nulliner, Sam Parlich, Mackenzie 
Popescue, Sarah Rice, Lesley Rogers, Mary 
Spiel, Mandy Urfer, Bailey Wigness, and 
Christina Zambrana. 

In considering all of these achievements, I 
ask that you join me in recognizing Arizona 
State University’s softball team in winning the 
NCAA 2011 championship title. 

f 

THE ANNIVERSARY OF FLAG DAY 
AND THE FOUNDING OF HART-
FORD, CONNECTICUT 

HON. JOHN B. LARSON 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, it 
is with a heartfelt sense of patriotism that I 
rise to celebrate the 150th anniversary of Flag 
Day, as well as the 375th anniversary of Hart-
ford, Connecticut. 

The concept of ‘‘Flag Day’’ actually origi-
nated in Hartford. Just before the outbreak of 
the Civil War in 1861, Hartford resident 
George Morris imagined Flag Day as an op-
portunity to promote the idea of a strong union 
in the face of a looming conflict. Later that 
year the Hartford Daily Courant newspaper 
endorsed Morris’ idea, and in 1862 the Gen-
eral Assembly in Hartford made Connecticut 
the first State to recognize June 14th as Flag 
Day. 

The great city of Hartford was founded 375 
years ago by Reverend Thomas Hooker and 
has played an instrumental role in our Nation’s 
history throughout the years. Whether it was 
laying the foundation for the United States 
Constitution or being the home to distin-
guished citizens such as Mark Twain, Harriet 
Beecher Stowe, and Sam Colt, Hartford’s his-
tory has forever been interwoven with that of 
our great country. 

Given that the City of Hartford has played 
such a historic role in shaping the United 
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States, it is no surprise that the idea of Flag 
Day originated there. 

f 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND 
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2012 

SPEECH OF 

HON. MAZIE K. HIRONO 
OF HAWAII 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, June 2, 2011 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 2055) making ap-
propriations for military construction, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes: 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chair, I rise in support of 
H.R. 2055, the Military Construction-Veterans 
Affairs Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 
2012. This bipartisan bill passed the Appro-
priations Committee by unanimous voice vote, 
and I urge my colleagues to support it on the 
House floor today. 

To support those who have put their lives 
on the line for our country, this bill provides 
disability payments, pensions, survivors’ bene-
fits, and education benefits under the Post-9/ 
11 G.I. Bill. 

The ward in Iraq and Afghanistan have 
taken a major toll on our brave men and 
women in uniform. We must take care of our 
veterans’ mental and physical health needs as 
they return home and transition to civilian life. 

Today’s bill provides $129.7 billion for the 
Veterans Affairs Department for Fiscal Year 
2012. The Veterans Health Administration 
serves over 4 million patients. Continuing the 
practice the Democratic Congress started in 
2009, the bill provides advance appropriations 
for VA medical accounts for both the next and 
the following fiscal years. Our veterans de-
serve the certainty of knowing there will be 
enough funds, in advance, for the care they 
have earned and deserve. 

Of the more than 50,000 veterans in my dis-
trict—rural Oahu and the Neighbor Islands— 
many live in rural areas. The veterans I have 
met with cite difficulty in getting to medical 
care in Honolulu from the Neighbor Islands, as 
well as not enough services on their own is-
lands. Today’s bill includes $250 million for in-
novations to improve health care assess for 
rural veterans. These include providing VA 
outpatient care through community-based out-
patient clinics and completing a feasibility 
study on mobile health services, home-based 
care, and telemedicine. 

Today’s bill also provides $11.5 billion for 
military construction, a 4 percent increase over 
current levels. Hawaii has many military 
bases, and this bill will support the construc-

tion of housing and other facilities on our 
bases, sending a positive ripple effect through-
out Hawaii’s economy. 

Today I am voting for the LaTourette 
amendment on Project Labor Agreements. 
This amendment would restore President 
Obama’s executive order encouraging Federal 
agencies to consider requiring Project Labor 
Agreements for construction contracts. Project 
Labor Agreements are short-term agreements 
for the length of a project that can reduce 
projects’ costs and duration. Project Labor 
Agreements strengthen project quality by help-
ing the Federal Government specify the 
project requirements in advance. This is the 
third time this year that this Congress has 
tried to undermine Project Labor Agreements. 
Fortunately, amendments to preserve Project 
Labor Agreements passed the last two times; 
I hope the LaTourette amendment will also 
pass. 

I am opposing the Amash amendment that 
would try yet again to eliminate Davis-Bacon 
prevailing wage protections. This is yet an-
other attack on working families. The Davis- 
Bacon Act prevents contractors from driving 
down wages and benefits in an area. Amend-
ments to eliminate Davis-Bacon protections 
have failed again and again this year, and I 
hope the Amash amendment will meet the 
same fate. 

Overall, the underlying bill supports our vet-
erans and military construction in Hawaii, and 
I urge my colleagues to support it. 

f 

OMARSKA 

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, 
some of us in this chamber today were here 
20 years ago when the conflicts associated 
with Yugoslavia’s demise began, and we 
heard the reports of horrible atrocities as they 
were taking place. I followed the situation 
closely as a member of the Helsinki Commis-
sion, which I chair today. The names of many 
of the villages, towns and even cities men-
tioned were new to our ears then, but they 
have since been etched into our minds and 
hearts by the savage acts that were com-
mitted in or near them. 

One such place is Omarska, in northwestern 
Bosnia near Prijedor. We first heard of it in the 
summer of 1992. That is when Roy Gutman, 
a foreign correspondent working for Newsday, 
reported on the existence, at a mining com-
plex, of a camp run by Bosnian Serb militants 
that held several thousand non-Serb pris-
oners, primarily Bosniaks but also Croats. 
Based on the later reports of the detainees 
who survived their ordeal at Omarska, Gutman 
called it a ‘‘death camp’’ and reported on the 

appalling conditions and the rape, torture and 
execution of detainees there as well as at 
other camps in the vicinity. International re-
porting, especially by British journalists Ed 
Vulliamy, Penny Marshall and Ian Williams, 
exposed the horrors of Omarska and ulti-
mately forced the camp to close. 

Before Omarska, Mr. Speaker, many com-
mentators on the Balkan conflicts which began 
in Slovenia and Croatia before moving to Bos-
nia tried to explain away an unpleasant but al-
legedly unavoidable and manageable reality. 

After Omarska, it became clear to many 
people that, in Bosnia, we were dealing with 
evil on such a scale that can neither be ex-
plained away nor ignored. Eventually, the 
internationally community organized an inter-
national tribunal to prosecute war crimes, 
crimes against humanity and genocide in the 
former Yugoslavia. The tribunal convicted sev-
eral of the camp guards, commandants and 
associated others for crimes committed at 
Omarska. 

In late May, Omarska survivors and families 
of victims were able to gather at the site of the 
camp, both to remember and to remind. They 
were joined by senior Bosnian officials, rep-
resentatives of the international community in-
cluding the US Embassy, and supportive non- 
governmental organizations from Serbia. The 
survivors, however, want an appropriate me-
morial that would protect the site and to which 
there could be public access not just for one 
day, but regularly throughout the year. As 
those gathered in Omarska themselves de-
clared, ‘‘we deem that the sufferings of civil-
ians in Omarska concentration camp, as well 
as in other concentration camps formed during 
the wars in the Nineties, must be honorably 
commemorated so as to become part of public 
memory, on the path towards establishment of 
the co-habitation in the areas of the former 
Yugoslavia.’’ 

The horrors that took place at Omarska and 
their lasting impact on Bosnian society cer-
tainly warrant such a memorial. It would pro-
vides some closure to victims, and it would 
counter those who are still unwilling to ac-
knowledge the horrific crimes that, in undeni-
able fact, were committed there in 1992. It 
would also serve as a lasting reminder to us 
all. If atrocites on the scale of those at the 
Omarska camp are not appropriately remem-
bered, they are more likely to be repeated, in 
some other distant town or village presently 
unknown to us. That is why we have these 
memorials: in the hope we will never forget 
nor ever allow such crimes to be repeated. 

As the Chairman of the Bosnian Caucus, I 
encourage the present owners of the mining 
complex to permit and support the establish-
ment of a permanent memorial at Omarska. I 
bring this issue to the attention of my col-
leagues in the hope they can join me in this 
call. 
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Tuesday, June 14, 2011 

Daily Digest 
Highlights 

The House passed H.R. 2055, Military Construction and Veterans Affairs 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2012. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S3741–S3786 
Measures Introduced: Nine bills and one resolu-
tion were introduced, as follows: S. 1188–1196, and 
S.J. Res. 19.                                                                  Page S3773 

Measures Considered: 
Economic Development Revitalization Act: Sen-
ate resumed consideration of S. 782, to amend the 
Public Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 to reauthorize that Act, taking action on the 
following amendments proposed thereto: 
                                                                                    Pages S3752–54 

Pending: 
DeMint Amendment No. 394, to repeal the 

Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Pro-
tection Act.                                                                    Page S3752 

Paul Amendment No. 414, to implement the 
President’s request to increase the statutory limit on 
the public debt.                                                           Page S3752 

Cardin Amendment No. 407, to require the FHA 
to equitably treat homebuyers who have repaid in 
full their FHA-insured mortgages.                    Page S3752 

Merkley/Snowe Amendment No. 428, to establish 
clear regulatory standards for mortgage servicers. 
                                                                                            Page S3752 

Kohl Amendment No. 389, to amend the Sher-
man Act to make oil-producing and exporting car-
tels illegal.                                                                     Page S3752 

Hutchison Amendment No. 423, to delay the im-
plementation of the health reform law in the United 
States until there is final resolution in pending law-
suits.                                                                                  Page S3752 

Portman Amendment No. 417, to provide for the 
inclusion of independent regulatory agencies in the 
application of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.).                        Page S3752 

Portman Amendment No. 418, to amend the Un-
funded Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 
1501 et seq.) to strengthen the economic impact 
analyses for major rules, require agencies to analyze 

the effect of major rules on jobs, and require adop-
tion of the least burdensome regulatory means. 
                                                                                            Page S3752 

McCain Amendment No. 411, to prohibit the use 
of Federal funds to construct ethanol blender pumps 
or ethanol storage facilities.                                  Page S3752 

McCain Amendment No. 412, to repeal the wage 
rate requirements commonly known as the Davis- 
Beacon Act.                                                                   Page S3752 

Merkley Amendment No. 440, to require the Sec-
retary of Energy to establish an Energy Efficiency 
Loan Program under which the Secretary shall make 
funds available to States to support financial assist-
ance provided by qualified financing entities for 
making qualified energy efficiency or renewable effi-
ciency improvements.                                               Page S3752 

Coburn Modified Amendment No. 436, to repeal 
the Volumetric Ethanol Excise Tax Credit. 
                                                                                            Page S3752 

Brown (MA)/Snowe Amendment No. 405, to re-
peal the imposition of withholding on certain pay-
ments made to vendors by government entities. 
                                                                                            Page S3752 

Inhofe Amendment No. 430, to reduce amounts 
authorized to be appropriated.                             Page S3752 

Inhofe Amendment No. 438, to provide for the 
establishment of a committee to assess the effects of 
certain Federal regulatory mandates.                Page S3752 

Merkley Amendment No. 427, to make a tech-
nical correction to the HUBZone designation proc-
ess.                                                                                     Page S3752 

McCain Amendment No. 441 (to Coburn Modi-
fied Amendment No. 436), to prohibit the use of 
Federal funds to construct ethanol blender pumps or 
ethanol storage facilities.                                        Page S3752 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 40 yeas to 59 nays (Vote No. 89), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, not having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate rejected the motion 
to close further debate on the Coburn Modified 
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Amendment No. 436, to repeal the Volumetric Eth-
anol Excise Tax Credit.                                           Page S3754 

Message from the President: Senate received the 
following message from the President of the United 
States: 

Transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on the 
continuation of the national emergency that was 
originally declared in Executive Order 13405 of June 
16, 2006, with respect to Belarus; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. (PM–10)                                  Pages S3770–71 

Nominations Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nominations: 

By a unanimous vote of 98 yeas (Vote No. EX. 
88), Claire C. Cecchi, of New Jersey, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of New Jersey. 
                                                                                    Pages S3749–52 

Esther Salas, of New Jersey, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of New Jersey. 
                                                                                    Pages S3749–52 

Executive Communications:                             Page S3771 

Petitions and Memorials:                           Pages S3771–73 

Executive Reports of Committees:               Page S3773 

Additional Cosponsors:                                       Page S3773 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S3773–84 

Additional Statements:                                        Page S3770 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S3784–85 

Authorities for Committees to Meet: 
                                                                                    Pages S3785–86 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S3786 

Record Votes: Two record votes were taken today. 
(Total—89)                                                    Pages S3752, S3754 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 6:58 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Wednesday, 
June 15, 2011. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S3786.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

AUTHORIZATION: DEFENSE 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Airland 
met in closed session and approved for full com-
mittee consideration, those provisions which fall 
within the jurisdiction of the subcommittee, of the 
proposed National Defense Authorization Act for fis-
cal year 2012. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the nomination of Leon E. Panetta, of 
California, to be Secretary of Defense. 

AUTHORIZATION: DEFENSE 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Stra-
tegic Forces met in closed session and approved for 
full committee consideration, those provisions which 
fall within the jurisdiction of the subcommittee, of 
the proposed National Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 2012. 

AUTHORIZATION: DEFENSE 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on 
SeaPower met in closed session and approved for full 
committee consideration, those provisions which fall 
within the jurisdiction of the subcommittee, of the 
proposed National Defense Authorization Act for fis-
cal year 2012. 

AUTHORIZATION: DEFENSE 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Readi-
ness and Management Support met and approved for 
full committee consideration, those provisions which 
fall within the jurisdiction of the subcommittee, of 
the proposed National Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 2012. 

AUTHORIZATION: DEFENSE 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Per-
sonnel met in closed session and approved for full 
committee consideration, those provisions which fall 
within the jurisdiction of the subcommittee, of the 
proposed National Defense Authorization Act for fis-
cal year 2012. 

NOMINATIONS 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine the 
nominations of Luis A. Aguilar, of Georgia, and 
Daniel M. Gallagher, Jr., of Maryland, both to be a 
Member of the Securities and Exchange Commission, 
and Anthony Frank D’Agostino, of Maryland, and 
Gregory Karawan, of Virginia, both to be a Director 
of the Securities Investor Protection Corporation, 
after the nominees testified and answered questions 
in their own behalf. 

RAIL SECURITY 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine emerg-
ing threats to rail security, focusing on comprehen-
sive risk assessments for transportation, technology 
to enhance security, and rail security training, after 
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receiving testimony from John S. Pistole, Adminis-
trator, Transportation Security Administration, De-
partment of Homeland Security; Steve Lord, Direc-
tor, Homeland Security and Justice Issues, Govern-
ment Accountability Office; and John O’Connor, 
National Railroad Passenger Corporation Amtrak Po-
lice Department, Washington, DC. 

WILDFIRE MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: Committee 
concluded a hearing to examine wildfire manage-
ment programs of the Federal land management 

agencies, after receiving testimony from Senator Kyl; 
Thomas Tidwell, Chief, Forest Service, Department 
of Agriculture; and Kim Thorsen, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior for Law Enforcement, Secu-
rity, and Emergency Management. 

INTELLIGENCE 
Select Committee on Intelligence: Committee held closed 
hearings on intelligence matters, receiving testimony 
from officials of the intelligence community. 

Committee recessed subject to the call. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 23 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 2159–2181; and 3 resolutions, H. 
Res. 303–305 were introduced.                  Pages H4185–86 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H4187–88 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
Report on the Revised Suballocation of Budget 

Allocations for Fiscal Year 2012 (Rept. 112–104); 
H.R. 1934, to improve certain administrative op-

erations of the Library of Congress, and for other 
purposes (H. Rept. 112–105); and 

H.R. 1891, to repeal ineffective or unnecessary 
education programs in order to restore the focus of 
Federal programs on quality elementary and sec-
ondary education programs for disadvantaged stu-
dents, with an amendment (H. Rept. 112–106). 
                                                                                            Page H4185 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Webster to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H4079 

Recess: The House recessed at 10:30 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 noon.                                               Page H4083 

Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the guest chap-
lain, Reverend Dr. Mark Smith, Ohio Christian Uni-
versity, Circleville, OH.                                          Page H4093 

Mexico-United States Interparliamentary 
Group—Appointment: The Chair announced the 
Speaker’s appointment of the following Members of 
the House to the Mexico-United States Inter-
parliamentary Group: Representatives Mack, Nunes, 
Bilbray, and Canseco.                                               Page H4096 

Reception in the House Chamber of Former 
Members of Congress: Agreed by unanimous con-
sent that the proceedings had during the former 

Members program held earlier in the day be printed 
in the Congressional Record and that all Members 
and former Members who spoke during the program 
have the privilege of revising and extending their re-
marks.                                                                      Pages H4083–93 

Military Construction and Veterans Affairs and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2012: The 
House passed H.R. 2055, making appropriations for 
military construction, the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2012, by a yea-and-nay vote of 
411 yeas to 5 nays, Roll No. 418. Consideration of 
the measure began on Thursday, June 2nd. 
                                                                                    Pages H4104–07 

Rejected the Owens motion to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Appropriations with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the House forthwith 
with an amendment, by a yea-and-nay vote of 184 
yeas to 234 nays, Roll No. 417.                Pages H4104–06 

H. Res. 288, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to on June 2nd. 
Committee Elections: The House agreed to H. Res. 
303, electing Members to certain standing commit-
tees of the House of Representatives.              Page H4108 

Committee Resignation: Read a letter from Rep-
resentative Reed, wherein he resigned from the Com-
mittee on Rules, effective immediately.         Page H4108 

Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug 
Administration, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2012: The House began consider-
ation of H.R. 2112, making appropriations for Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, and Related Agencies programs for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2012. Consideration 
is expected to resume tomorrow, June 15th. 
                                                         Pages H4096–H4104, H4107–83 
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Agreed to: 
DeLauro amendment that redirects $136,070,000 

in funding with respect to the Office of the Secretary 
of Agriculture;                                                     Pages H4152–64 

Fortenberry amendment that increases funding, by 
offset, for the Rural Energy for America Program by 
$1 million;                                                             Pages H4166–68 

Clarke (MI) amendment that increases funding, by 
offset, for the Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program by 
$5 million;                                                             Pages H4170–71 

Young (IN) amendment that decreases funding for 
Departmental Administration by $2,390,000 and ap-
plies the savings to the spending reduction account; 
and                                                                                     Page H4171 

Nugent amendment that increases funding, by 
offset, for the Agricultural Research Service by $2 
million.                                                                            Page H4175 

Point of order sustained against: 
Jackson Lee amendment that sought to increase 

funding, by offset, for the Office of the Secretary of 
Agriculture by $25 million and                 Pages H4165–66 

Jackson Lee amendment that sought to increase 
funding, by offset, for the Special Supplemental Nu-
trition Program for Women, Infants, and Children 
by $681,750,000.                                              Pages H4175–79 

Proceedings Postponed: 
DeLauro amendment that seeks to increase fund-

ing, by offset, for the Center for Food Safety and 
Applied Nutrition by $1 million;             Pages H4164–65 

Sessions amendment that seeks to strike the pro-
viso on page 3, beginning on line 22, relating to 
FAIR Act or Circular A–76 activities;    Pages H4168–69 

Farr amendment that seeks to increase funding, by 
offset, for the Agricultural Marketing Service by 
$300,000;                                                                       Page H4169 

Broun (GA) amendment (No. 8 printed in the 
Congressional Record of June 13, 2011) that seeks 
to reduce funding for Agricultural Buildings and Fa-
cilities and Rental Payments by $20,900,000 and 
apply the savings to the spending reduction account; 
                                                                                    Pages H4169–70 

Chaffetz amendment that seeks to reduce funding 
for the Economic Research Service by $43 million; 
reduce funding for the National Agricultural Statis-
tics Service by $85 million; reduce funding for the 
Agricultural Research Service by $650 million; re-
duce funding for Food for Peace Title II Grants by 
$1,040,198,000 and to apply $1,818,198,000 to the 
spending reduction account;                         Pages H4171–74 

Broun (GA) amendment (No. 4 printed in the 
Congressional Record of June 13, 2011) that seeks 
to reduce funding for the Economic Research Service 
by $7 million and apply the savings to the spending 
reduction account;                                              Pages H4174–75 

Clarke (MI) amendment that seeks to increase 
funding, by offset, for the Agricultural Marketing 
Service by $1 million;                                     Pages H4179–80 

Broun (GA) amendment (No. 9 printed in the 
Congressional Record of June 13, 2011) that seeks 
to reduce funding for the Agricultural Marketing 
Service by $7,750,000 and apply the savings to the 
spending reduction account; and                Pages H4180–81 

Richardson amendment that seeks to increase 
funding, by offset, for the Commodity Assistance 
Program by $10 million.                               Pages H4181–83 

H. Res. 300, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to by a yea-and-nay vote of 
235 yeas to 180 nays, Roll No. 419, after the pre-
vious question was ordered without objection. 
                                                                                            Page H4107 

Presidential Message: Read a message from the 
President wherein he notified Congress that the na-
tional emergency and related measures blocking the 
property of certain persons undermining democratic 
processes or institutions in Belarus are to continue in 
effect beyond June 16, 2011—referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs and ordered printed (H. 
Doc. 112–35).                                                              Page H4096 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the 
House today appears on page H4096. 
Amendments: Amendments ordered printed pursu-
ant to the rule appear on page H4188. 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of today and appear 
on pages H4106, H4106–07, H4107. There were no 
quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 11:39 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Appropriations: Full Committee held a 
markup on the Report on the Revised Suballocation 
of Budget Allocations for Fiscal Year 2012; and the 
Defense Appropriations Bill, FY 2012. A bill mak-
ing appropriations for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes was ordered reported, as amended. 

RETIREMENT SECURITY 
Committee on Education and the Workforce: Sub-
committee on Health, Employment, Labor, and Pen-
sions held a hearing entitled ‘‘Retirement Security: 
Challenges Confronting Pension Plan Sponsors, 
Workers, and Retirees.’’ Testimony was heard from 
public witnesses. 
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YUCCA MOUNTAIN REPOSITORY LICENSE 
APPLICATION 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Environment and the Economy held a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘The NRC Inspector General Report on the 
‘NRC Chairman’s Unilateral Decision to Terminate 
NRC’s Review of the DOE Yucca Mountain Reposi-
tory License Application.’ ’’ Testimony was heard 
from Hubert T. Bell, Inspector General, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. 

DOES THE DODD FRANK ACT END ‘‘TOO 
BIG TO FAIL’’? 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Fi-
nancial Institutions and Consumer Credit held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Does the Dodd Frank Act End 
‘Too Big to Fail’?’’ Testimony was heard from Mi-
chael H. Krimminger, General Counsel, Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation; Christy Romero, Acting 
Special Inspector General, Office of the Special In-
spector General, Troubled Asset Relief Program; and 
public witnesses. 

ROLE OF THE U.S. IN THE WORLD BANK 
AND MULTILATERAL DEVELOPMENT 
BANKS 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on 
International Monetary Policy and Trade held a hear-
ing entitled ‘‘The Role of the U.S. in the World 
Bank and Multilateral Development Banks: Bank 
Oversight and Requested Capital Increases.’’ Testi-
mony was heard from Lael Brainard, Under Secretary 
for International Affairs, Department of the Treas-
ury. 

HOLDING HONDURAS HOSTAGE 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on the 
Western Hemisphere held a hearing on Holding 
Honduras Hostage: Revoked Visas and U.S. Policy. 
Testimony was heard from Roberto Micheletti Baı́n, 
former President of Honduras, (via video conference); 
and Cresencio S. Arcos, Jr., Senior Political Advisor, 
National Defense University’s Center for Hemi-
spheric Defense Studies, former U.S. Ambassador to 
Honduras. 

COAST GUARD POST 9/11 HOMELAND 
SECURITY MISSIONS 
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on 
Border and Maritime Security held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Securing the Nation’s Ports and Maritime Border— 
A Review of the Coast Guard Post 9/11 Homeland 
Security Missions.’’ Testimony was heard from ADM 
Robert J. Papp, Jr., Commandant USCG. 

FOREIGN CORRUPT PRACTICES ACT 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism, and Homeland Security held a hearing on 
the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act. Testimony was 
heard from Greg Anders, Deputy Assistant Attorney 
General, Criminal Division, DOJ; and public wit-
nesses. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on 
Fisheries, Wildlife, Oceans, and Insular Affairs held 
a hearing on H.R. 946, the ‘‘Endangered Salmon 
Predation Prevention Act.’’ Testimony was heard 
from Jim Lecky, Director of the Office of Protected 
Resources, National Marine Fisheries Service; Guy 
Norman, Southwest Regional Director, Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife; Robin Brown, 
Program Leader, Marine Mammal Research, Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife; and public wit-
nesses. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public Lands held a hearing 
on the following bills: H.R. 1904, the Southeast Ar-
izona Land Exchange and Conservation Act of 2011; 
H.R. 869, to clarify the definition of flood control 
operations for the purposes of the operation and 
maintenance of Project No. 2179 on the Lower 
Merced River; H.R. 1258, the Box Elder Utah Land 
Conveyance Act; H.R. 1545, the Waco Mammoth 
National Monument Establishment Act of 2011; 
H.R. 473, the HALE Scouts Act; and H.R. 1740, 
to amend the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate a segment of Illabot Creek in Skagit County, 
Washington, as a component of the National Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System. 10 a.m., 1334 Longworth. 
Testimony was heard from Rep. Larsen, Mary Wag-
ner, Associate Chief, U.S. Forest Service, Department 
of Agriculture; Marcilynn Burke, Deputy Director, 
Bureau of Land Management, Department of the In-
terior; Larry Groth, City Manager, City of Waco, 
Texas; Michael Hing, Mayor, City of Superior, Ari-
zona; and public witnesses. 

TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY 
IN FEDERAL SPENDING 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Full 
Committee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Achieving 
Transparency and Accountability in Federal Spend-
ing.’’ Testimony was heard from Earl Devaney, 
Chairman, Recovery Accountability and Trans-
parency Board; Kim Wallin, Controller, State of Ne-
vada; and public witnesses. 
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TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH PRIORITIES 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Sub-
committee on Technology and Innovation, hearing 
on Transportation Research Priorities: Maximizing 
Return on Investment of Taxpayer Dollars. Testi-
mony was heard from: Peter Appel, Administrator, 
Research and Innovative Technology Administration, 
Department of Transportation; Lynn Peterson, Trans-
portation Policy Advisor, Office of Governor John 
Kitzhaber; and public witnesses. 

FEDERAL PERSPECTIVE ON A NATIONAL 
CRITICAL MATERIALS STRATEGY 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Sub-
committee on Investigations and Oversight held a 
hearing on The Federal Perspective on a National 
Critical Materials Strategy. Testimony was heard 
from John P. Holdren, Director, Office of Science & 
Technology Policy; David Sandalow, Assistant Sec-
retary for Policy and International Affairs, Depart-
ment of Energy; and Jeff L. Doebrich, Program Co-
ordinator (Acting), Mineral Resources Program, Geo-
logical Survey. 

HOW PROPOSED HOURS OF SERVICE 
TRUCKING RULES ARE A DEAD END FOR 
SMALL BUSINESSES 
Committee on Small Business: Subcommittee on Inves-
tigations, Oversight and Regulations held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Do Not Enter: How Proposed Hours of 
Service Trucking Rules are a Dead End for Small 
Businesses.’’ Testimony was heard from public wit-
nesses. 

CREATING JOBS AND INCREASING U.S. 
EXPORTS BY ENHANCING THE MARINE 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Coast Guard and Maritime Transpor-
tation held a hearing entitled ‘‘Creating Jobs and In-
creasing U.S. Exports by Enhancing the Marine 
Transportation System.’’ Testimony was heard from 
David Matsuda, Administrator, Maritime Adminis-
tration; and public witnesses. 

MENTAL HEALTH: BRIDGING THE GAP 
BETWEEN CARE AND COMPENSATION FOR 
VETERANS 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Full Committee held a 
hearing on Mental Health: Bridging the Gap be-
tween Care and Compensation for Veterans. Testi-
mony was heard from Karen H. Seal, M.D., Depart-
ment of Medicine and Psychiatry, San Francisco De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Medical Center, Vet-
erans Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs; Antonette Zeiss, Acting Deputy Pa-
tient Care Services Officer for Mental Health, Vet-

erans Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs; and public witnesses. 

ACCURACY OF PAYMENTS MADE BY THE 
SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
Committee on Ways and Means: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Subcommittee on Social Security held 
a joint hearing on the accuracy of payments made by 
the Social Security Administration (SSA). Testimony 
was heard from Carolyn Colvin, Deputy Commis-
sioner, Social Security Administration; Patrick P. 
O’Carroll Jr., Inspector General, Social Security Ad-
ministration; Dan Bertoni, Director, Education, 
Workforce, and Income Security Issues, GAO; and 
public witnesses. 

Joint Meetings 
MOLDOVA’S CONFLICT IN TRANSNISTRIA 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe. Com-
mission received a briefing on prospects for 
unfreezing Moldova’s frozen conflict in Transnistria, 
focusing on examining how the existing security and 
governance conditions in the region affect the human 
rights and humanitarian situations on the ground 
from Igor Munteanu, Ambassador of Moldova to the 
United States, Department of State; Vladimir Socor, 
Jamestown Foundation, Berlin, Germany; and Vlad 
Spanu, Moldova Foundation, and Lyndon Allin, both 
of Washington, DC. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
JUNE 15, 2011 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, to hold 

hearings to examine the ‘‘Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act’’ and implementation of Title VII 
one year later, 9:30 a.m., SR–328A. 

Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Depart-
ment of Defense, to hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates for fiscal year 2012 for the Department 
of Defense, 11 a.m., SD–192. 

Committee on Armed Services, Subcommittee on Emerging 
Threats and Capabilities, closed business meeting to mark 
up those provisions which fall under the subcommittee’s 
jurisdiction of the proposed National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2012, 9:30 a.m., SR–232A. 

Full Committee, closed business meeting to mark up 
the proposed National Defense Authorization Act for fis-
cal year 2012, 2:30 p.m., SR–232A. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs, Sub-
committee on Financial Institutions and Consumer Pro-
tection, to hold hearings to examine enhancing safety and 
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soundness, focusing on lessons learned and opportunities 
for continued improvement, 10 a.m., SD–538. 

Committee on Environment and Public Works: to hold hear-
ings to examine the ‘‘Clean Air Act’’ and public health, 
10 a.m., SD–406. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, 
to hold hearings to examine the nominations of Jennifer 
A. Di Toro, Donna Mary Murphy, and Yvonne M. Wil-
liams, all to be an Associate Judge of the Superior Court 
of the District of Columbia, 2:30 p.m., SD–342. 

United States Senate Caucus on International Narcotics Con-
trol, to hold hearings to examine the continued construc-
tion of illegal tunnels on the southwest border of the 
United States and the role these tunnels may play in the 
transport of drugs, weapons and human beings, 2:30 
p.m., SD–562. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, Full Committee, markup of 

the Energy and Water Appropriations, FY 2012, 9:30 
a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Committee on Education and the Workforce, Full Com-
mittee, markup of H.R. 1217, to prohibit the Depart-
ment of Education from overreaching into academic af-
fairs and program eligibility under title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965. 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Power, markup of the following: H.R. 1938, 
the North American-Made Energy Security Act; and H.R. 
2054, the Energy and Revenue Enrichment Act of 2011. 
9 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Commerce, Manufacturing, and 
Trade, hearing on legislation to require greater protection 
for sensitive consumer data and timely notification in case 
of breach. 10 a.m., 2322 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Health, reconvene hearing from June 
2, entitled ‘‘PPACA’s Effects on Maintaining Health Cov-
erage and Jobs: A Review of the Health Care Law’s Reg-
ulatory Burden.’’ 3 p.m., 2322 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism, Nonproliferation, and Trade, hearing on Global 
Maritime Piracy: Fueling Terrorism, Harming Trade, 2 
p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, Full Committee, hearing 
entitled ‘‘The Threat of Muslim-American Radicalization 
in U.S. Prisons.’’ 9:30 a.m., 311 Cannon. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immigra-
tion Policy and Enforcement, hearing on legislation re-
garding the Legal Workforce Act, 10 a.m., 2141 Ray-
burn. 

Full Committee, markup of H.J. Res. 1, Proposing a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States. 1 p.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Full Committee, markup 
of the following: H.R. 258, the Chesapeake Bay Account-

ability and Recovery Act of 2011; H.R. 295, to amend 
the Hydrographic Services Improvement Act of 1998 to 
authorize funds to acquire hydrographic data and provide 
hydrographic services specific to the Arctic for safe navi-
gation, delineating the United States extended conti-
nental shelf, and the monitoring and description of coast-
al changes; H.R. 320, the Distinguished Flying Cross 
National Memorial Act; H.R. 441, the Kantishna Hills 
Renewable Energy Act of 2010; H.R. 470, the Hoover 
Power Allocation Act of 2011; H.R. 489, to clarify the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Interior with respect 
to the C.C. Cragin Dam and Reservoir, and for other pur-
poses; H.R. 643, the Sugar Loaf Fire Protection District 
Land Exchange Act; H.R. 670, to convey certain sub-
merged lands to the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands in order to give that territory the same 
benefits in its submerged lands as Guam, the Virgin Is-
lands, and American Samoa have in their submerged 
lands; H.R. 686, the Utah National Guard Readiness 
Act; H.R. 765, the Ski Area Recreational Opportunity 
Enhancement Act of 2011; H.R. 944, to eliminate an un-
used lighthouse reservation, provide management consist-
ency by incorporating the rocks and small islands along 
the coast of Orange County, California, into the Cali-
fornia Coastal National Monument managed by the Bu-
reau of Land Management, and meet the original Con-
gressional intent of preserving Orange County’s rocks and 
small islands, and for other purposes; H.R. 1022, Buffalo 
Soldiers in the National Parks Study Act; H.R. 1141, the 
Rota Cultural and Natural Resources Study Act; H.R. 
1160, the McKinney Lake National Fish Hatchery Con-
veyance Act; and S. 266, to redesignate the Noxubee Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge as the Sam D. Hamilton Noxubee 
National Wildlife Refuge. 10 a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘Operation Fast and Furious: 
Reckless Decisions, Tragic Outcomes.’’ 9:30 a.m., 2154 
Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Federal Workforce, U.S. Postal Serv-
ice and Labor Policy, hearing entitled ‘‘Postal Infrastruc-
ture: How Much Can We Afford?’’ 1:30 p.m., 2154 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, Subcommittee 
on Energy and Environment, hearing on An Examination 
of DOE’s Clean Technology Programs, 2 p.m., 2318 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Small Business, Full Committee, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Lifting the Weight of Regulations: Growing 
Jobs by Reducing Regulatory Burdens.’’ The focus of the 
hearing is on the following bills: H.R. 527, the Regu-
latory Flexibility Improvements Act of 2011; and H.R. 
585, the Small Business Size Standard Flexibility Act of 
2011. 1 p.m., 2360 Rayburn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Wednesday, June 15 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Senate will be in a period of 
morning business until 2 p.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Wednesday, June 15 

House Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Continue consideration of 
H.R. 2112—Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and 
Drug Administration, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2012. 
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