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Coons-Johanns No. 1079; that at 5:30
p.m. on Monday, June 3, the Senate
proceed to votes in relation to the two
amendments in the order listed; that
there be no second-degree amendments
in order to either amendment prior to
the votes, and that there be 2 minutes
equally divided between the votes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, in recent
years the farm bill has changed and be-
come more about welfare than pro-
viding a safety net for America’s agri-
culture producers. Because this is so
frustrating to me, I offered an amend-
ment that would have restored the in-
tegrity of the farm bill. It would have
cut the food stamp program by about
$250 billion over ten years and con-
verted it into a discretionary block
grant. I am disappointed the Senate re-
jected my amendment by a vote of 36—
60.

But the crop insurance program re-
mains the heart of the farm bill. Many
of my colleagues believe it is appro-
priate to reduce the program’s effec-
tiveness by imposing means testing
and other limitations on participation.
These restrictions are counter-
productive and result in crop insurance
becoming more expensive for family
farmers. I agree there are many issues
that should be addressed to make the
farm bill more about farming, but I am
opposed to efforts to limit the effec-
tiveness of the crop insurance program.

VOTE EXPLANATION

e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I was
unable to attend four roll call votes
that occurred on May 23, 2013. Had I
been present, I would have voted yea
on the confirmation of Srikanth
Srinivasan to be U.S. Circuit Judge,
yea on Feinstein amendment No. 923 to
end the Federal crop insurance subsidy
for tobacco, yea on Hagan amendment
No. 1031 to reduce fraud in the crop in-
surance program, and yea on Durbin
amendment No. 953 to reduce crop in-
surance premium subsidies for those
earning over $750,000 annually in ad-
justed gross income.®

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to a period of morning business
with Senators permitted to speak for
up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Michigan.

SEQUESTRATION

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I wish to
start by thanking Senator WHITEHOUSE
who has shown such strong leadership
on the issue we are going to be dis-
cussing this afternoon, which is how do
we get out of the sequestration box we
are now in. I also wish to thank him for
joining with me in sponsoring the Cut
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Unjustified Tax Loopholes Act, which
could do so much to address the prob-
lems we will be discussing today, in-
cluding the need to move forward on
solutions to our budget deficit and to
ending sequestration.

I ask unanimous consent that fol-
lowing my remarks, the Senator from
Rhode Island be recognized for his re-
marks on this subject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, at the be-
ginning of March, when Congress’s fail-
ure to reach a compromise on deficit
reduction triggered sequestration,
some in Congress were ready to declare
victory. ‘‘Sequestration will take place
. . .[and] I am excited,” said one Mem-
ber of the House of Representatives.
“It’s going to be a home run,” said an-
other Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives. ‘“This will be the first sig-
nificant tea party victory,” said a
third Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

Well, sequestration may be a victory
for the tea party, but it isn’t a victory
for the American people. It is not a vic-
tory for the men and women of our
military and their families.

Over the past 2 months, the Senate
Armed Services Committee has heard
testimony from our highest ranking
military leaders, including the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the
Army Chief of Staff, the Chief of Naval
Operations, the Air Force Chief of
Staff, the Commandant of the Marine
Corps, and the Combatant Commanders
who are responsible for our forces in
Afghanistan and Korea and around the
world. Each of these military leaders
told us that continued sequestration
will damage our security and harm the
troops they lead.

General Dempsey, the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of staff, warned us:

If sequestration occurs, it will severely
limit our ability to implement our defense
strategy. It will put the Nation at greater
risk of coercion, and it will break faith with
men and women in uniform.

He warned us that continued seques-
tration would ‘‘destroy’ military read-
iness. General Amos, the Commandant
of the Marine Corps, told us: ‘“‘Seques-
tration will leave ships in ports, air-
craft grounded for want of necessary
maintenance and flying hours, units
only partially trained and reset after 12
years of continuous combat, and mod-
ernization programs canceled.”” The re-
sult, he stated, would be ‘‘a lapse in
American leadership.”

General Odierno, the Chief of Staff of
the Army, told us:

Sequestration will result in delays to every
one of our 10 major modernization programs,
the inability to re-set our equipment after 12
years of war, and unacceptable reductions in
unit and individual training. . It will
place an unreasonable burden on the shoul-
ders of our soldiers and civilians. . . . If we
do not have the resources to train and equip
the force, our soldiers, our young men and
women, are the ones who will pay the price,
potentially with their lives.

The Vice Chief of Staff of the Air
Force warned:

May 23, 2013

Lost flight hours will cause unit stand-
downs which will result in severe, rapid, and
long-term unit combat readiness degrada-
tion. We have already ceased operations for
one-third of our fighter and bomber force.
Within 60 days of a stand down, the affected
units will be unable to meet emergent or op-
erations plans requirements.

The Vice Chief of Naval Operations
told us:

In FY13, we will reduce intermediate-level
ship maintenance, defer an additional 84 air-
craft and 184 engines for depot maintenance,
and defer eight of 33 planned depot-level sur-
face ship maintenance availabilities. At our
shore bases, we have deferred about 16% of
our planned FY13 shore facility sustainment
and upgrades, about $1 billion worth of work.
... By the end of FY13 ... nearly two
thirds of the fleet . . . will be less than fully
mission capable and not certified for Major
Combat Operations.

We rely on the men and women of our
military to keep us safe and to help us
meet the U.S. national security objec-
tives around the world. We expect our
men and women in uniform to put their
lives on the line every day, but in re-
turn what we tell them is that we will
stand by them, we will stand by their
families, we will provide them the best
training, the best equipment, and the
best support available to any military
anywhere in the world. Sequestration
in fiscal year 2013 is already under-
mining that commitment to the men
and women in the military and their
families.

There may be a few people who, hear-
ing all of this, might still consider se-
questration a ‘‘victory.” But members
of the Armed Services Committee who
have heard the testimony—Democrats
and Republicans—believe the contin-
ued sequestration is a grave mistake.

These cuts will damage our military
readiness, restrict our ability to re-
spond when crisis erupts, and restrict
our flexibility in confronting national
security threats from Iran to North
Korea to international terrorism.
These cuts will cost taxpayers in the
long run because maintaining our mili-
tary readiness today is far less expen-
sive than rebuilding our military readi-
ness tomorrow after it has been squan-
dered.

The devastating effects of sequestra-
tion are also felt in other of our agen-
cies and departments. These effects are
going to harm students and seniors and
farmers and families across this Na-
tion. Continued sequestration will set
back our slow climb out of recession,
as well as education and medical re-
search and health care and public safe-
ty.
As former Defense Secretary Panetta
told our committee in February:

It’s not just defense, it’s education, loss of
teachers, it’s childcare. . . . It’s about food
safety, it’s about law enforcement, it’s about
airport safety.

The desire to avoid this outcome is, I
believe, bipartisan. That is why it is so
baffling to me that some of our Repub-
lican colleagues still refuse to allow us
to take the necessary next step to
avert this continued damage. By refus-
ing to allow a House-Senate conference
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