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this way, those who have taken a bul-
let for our country, many who have 
done multiple tours for us in Afghani-
stan and Iraq, and some who have suf-
fered horrible wounds, including those 
many of us have had the privilege of 
visiting at Walter Reed. So we can pay 
for and fix the military retirement 
cuts, as many Members on both sides of 
the aisle have said we have a commit-
ment to do, because we think that was 
unfair. 

What else can we do with this? We 
can also pay for the bill pending on the 
floor, the 3 months extension of unem-
ployment benefits for American work-
ers who are struggling during this pe-
riod, who are trying to get back to 
work. 

Finally, we can also take the remain-
der of the savings and apply it to the 
deficit. Again, fix tax abuse, where 
there has been fraud, rampant fraud 
found by investigations by requiring a 
Social Security number, such as the 
earned-income tax credit, and in return 
it is a three-for. 

We can pay for the 3-month unem-
ployment extension on this floor, we 
can fix the unfair cut to military retir-
ees and to our wounded warriors, and 
we can help reduce our deficit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR-
REN). The Senator’s time has expired. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EMERGENCY UNEMPLOYMENT 
COMPENSATION EXTENSION ACT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, all postcloture time 
with respect to the motion to proceed 
to S. 1845 is considered expired. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1845) to provide for the extension 

of certain unemployment benefits, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. This is similar to 
‘‘Groundhog Day’’ because this is a pic-
ture we have already seen in the very 
lucid speech given by my friend from 
New Hampshire. 

She should have gone back through 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. We have 
been through this before. 

We are not going to hurt American 
children, and that is what it does. We 
have been through this. This is some-
thing we have tried to use in the past 
to pay for things that are very unfair 
to American children. 

The other issue is there have been 
some efforts made, and good-faith ef-
forts made by the Senator from Ohio, 
to stop double dipping—people who are 
on disability and are drawing unem-
ployment insurance. We agree with 
him. We can take care of that, but it 
does not save $5.4 or $5.6 billion. 

The disability community at this 
point is outraged that anyone will even 
suggest this. We can stop the double 
dipping. We are happy to join with 
them in doing that, but that savings is 
a little over $1 billion. We are pleased, 
and that is part of the proposal we will 
all have in a little bit. 

I received a phone call from a person 
who has done more for helping people 
who are disabled than any person in 
the history of this body, the senior 
Senator from the State of Iowa. He had 
been previously engaged and he heard 
about this. Those of us who know TOM 
HARKIN know what he does to protect 
the disabled. I know my friend from 
Ohio has good intentions, but the dis-
ability community will never allow 
this to happen, and they are right. 

My friend, the junior Senator from 
Nevada, as some of us know, has had 
casts on one leg and now the other leg. 
He has had some surgery on his ankles. 
He has had to replace the Achilles ten-
dons in both of his legs. A cast broke, 
I think it was on his left leg—maybe it 
was his right leg. I don’t remember. 

I talked to him this morning and he 
had to go to the emergency room to get 
his cast replaced. I am waiting to hear 
from him. I have explained this pro-
posal in some detail to him and his 
staff, but he hasn’t had an opportunity 
to speak to his staff since he had to 
rush to the emergency room—at least 
that is my understanding—so I am 
waiting until he gets back. 

The proposal Senator REED has come 
up with extends unemployment insur-
ance through mid-November. The pack-
age does what the Republicans wanted. 
It is entirely paid for. There are struc-
tural changes which they have been de-
manding, and we have done that. It has 
reforms that reduce slightly the num-
ber of weeks an unemployed person can 
remain on the unemployment insur-
ance, while all along preserving ex-
tending the weeks of high-unemploy-
ment States. 

The legislation proposed by Senator 
JACK REED tightens the rules for unem-
ployment insurance. It would include a 
proposal, much like that advocated by 
the Senator from Ohio Mr. PORTMAN, 
that would prevent people from col-
lecting both unemployment insurance 
and disability insurance at the same 
time. That is clear. 

Much of this offset is simply an ex-
tension of the Murray-Ryan agreement 
we all voted for—or a lot of us voted 
for earlier. This provision would extend 
the sequester on mandatory programs 
for another year. If Republicans have a 
complaint about this, don’t call and 
complain to JACK REED. Call PAUL 
RYAN. This is his. This is his idea— 
maybe not on this specific issue, but 
this is his proposal, his idea. 

We believe if it is good enough to 
help other proposals propounded by my 
Republican friends in the House, it is 
good enough to help the unemployed. 

In this proposal, there has been a de-
sire to address the concerns of the Re-
publicans and Democrats. Is it perfect? 

Of course not, but JACK REED has done 
a remarkably good job, and we believe 
this is a sound and balanced proposal. 

I would also say this takes care of it 
for the good part of this year. I wish we 
could have done it until the first of the 
year. We can’t find enough money. I 
have been waiting here for more than 
24 hours for a reasonable proposal by 
my Republican friends to pay for this. 
We don’t have one yet. 

We are not going to strip the rights 
of people who have health insurance, 
and we are certainly not going to go 
after little boys and girls in America 
who have the child tax credit. There 
comes a time when we have to move 
forward. 

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. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. PORTMAN. I ask unanimous 

consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. REID. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion has been heard. 
Mr. PORTMAN. Is there objection? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, ob-

jection was heard. 
The clerk will continue to call the 

roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk con-

tinued with the call of the roll. 
Mr. PORTMAN. I ask unanimous 

consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. REID. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk con-

tinued with the call of the roll. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. REID. Madam President, I first 
of all appreciate everyone’s coopera-
tion here—patience more than coopera-
tion. We are doing our best. I have al-
ready said what we are trying to do 
here, and I will repeat just a part of it. 

We have a proposal that is paid for. It 
is a pay-for that we have used and it is 
something I think is totally valid. The 
original idea came from PAUL RYAN, 
but we have used it on another occa-
sion. This has nothing to change that 
original proposal except to extend it 
for 1 year. The proposal of my friend 
from Ohio—an issue he has alerted us 
to—we think we have taken care of in 
this amendment. I think it is a fine 
proposal, but the breadth of what he is 
trying to do is really unfair and we 
can’t do that. So we are doing our ut-
most. 

We have structural changes in this. 
It is paid for—a pay-for for almost to 
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