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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, 
July 19, 2012. 

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 17, 2012, 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 

AMERICANS HOLD THE KEY TO 
THE AMERICAN DREAM—NOT 
GOVERNMENT 

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I couldn’t 
believe my ears last Friday when Presi-
dent Obama made the revealing state-
ment: if you have a business, you 
didn’t build that. Someone else made 
that happen. 

The President’s decision to speak as 
an authority on the private sector, 
where he has never staked his own live-

lihood, is baffling. The takeaway from 
his speech may be boiled down to this: 
it’s not your smarts; it’s not your work 
ethic. If not for the government, where 
would you be? 

Ask the entrepreneur who has taken 
real risk if that rings true. Ask the 
small business owner who took out a 
second mortgage to get his company 
off the ground. Ask those who wakened 
before dawn to fire up the ovens at 
their bakery or to tend to the needs on 
their farm. Was Washington a co-la-
borer in their work? Should Wash-
ington claim any credit for their suc-
cess? Job creators stake their own 
money and security on their ventures 
and most do so without the safety net 
of a government grant or bailout. 

In America, not everyone chooses to 
take those risks and join the ranks of 
job creators; and among those who do, 
not everyone succeeds. But that is the 
symptom of a choice-driven free mar-
ket and part of the beauty of our coun-
try. That is why our Declaration 
itemizes as one of our inalienable 
rights the pursuit of happiness. This is 
the understanding that the American 
Dream looks different for everyone and 
that through hard work, talent, choice, 
and opportunity, so too will its results. 

Inherent in the American psyche is 
the belief that hard work can change 
the course of a person’s life. I know 
that to be true in my own life; and 63 
percent of Americans share that belief, 
as opposed to 37 percent of French, 45 
percent of Dutch, and 46 percent of 
Norwegians. That hope in hard work is 
among our country’s greatest assets, 
and it is a tragedy that the principle 
was so diminished by our White House. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, I have a back-
ground as a small businesswoman. To-
gether with my husband, Tom, we built 
an independent nursery and land-
scaping business in North Carolina 
more than 30 years ago, and it’s still in 
our family today. I’ve seen what it 
takes to keep a small business afloat. 

The hours are long, the strain on the 
family can be significant, and you live 
with the knowledge that one sustained 
economic downturn could spell the end 
of your life’s work. 

No one from the government was 
there when my husband and I worked 
in the rain and snow to finish jobs so 
we could get paid, or cut Christmas 
trees and load them when the tempera-
ture was so brutally cold we could 
hardly tie knots to keep them on a 
truck. No one from government was 
there in the wee hours of the morning 
when we were doing our regular jobs 
while at the same time working to 
start our business. 

Small businesses operate in a world 
of bottom lines Washington knows very 
little about. Unlike Washington, they 
don’t have the luxury to deficit spend, 
print more money, or profess as 
‘‘spending cuts’’ lower-than-antici-
pated growth. 

When the President claimed the 
American system ‘‘allowed’’ the suc-
cessful to thrive, he made a dangerous 
error. Government doesn’t allow its 
citizens to thrive, nor does it ‘‘enable’’ 
them to thrive or ‘‘permit’’ them to 
thrive. That language suggests govern-
ment is a benefactor possessing the au-
thority to give or take the blessings of 
open commerce as it sees fit. No, gov-
ernment does not ‘‘allow’’ you to 
thrive. Government, when it operates 
in its constitutional capacity, does not 
obstruct your thriving. 

Ask small business owners today and 
they will likely tell you they exist in 
spite of government’s burdens and in-
terference. Government already obli-
gates small businesses to pay more 
than $10,000 per employee each year to 
comply with Federal regulations. That 
is money they are not directing toward 
hiring new employees. But even with 
that knowledge, Washington’s regu-
latory tsunami continues. So do the 
taxes. 

In a faltering economy, job creation 
is of paramount importance; and when 
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you raise taxes in a faltering economy, 
job creation is thwarted. The President 
acknowledged as much in 2009, but his 
policies run to the contrary. 

Perhaps the President’s lack of fa-
miliarity with running a business in a 
recession is responsible for his insist-
ence on increasing taxes on 940,000 
small business tax filers in 2013. Per-
haps it’s because he doesn’t know the 
ins and outs of private sector creation 
that he’s willing to risk 710,000 Amer-
ican jobs on his tax crusade. We who 
know the private sector want to spare 
him that lesson. Taxes will devastate 
our economy. To grow it, every Amer-
ican should benefit from an extension 
of tax relief. 

Mr. Speaker, Washington didn’t buy 
the American Dream for the millions of 
small businesses that comprise the 
backbone of our economy. Nor did 
Washington show up sick when a shift 
needed to be covered, miss soccer 
games because a shipment had to be re-
ceived, or work graveyard because 
someone had to do it. Americans did 
that. 

Too quickly we forget that every-
thing the government has it takes from 
taxpayers; and if taxpayers do poorly, 
so does the government. So Wash-
ington must remain mindful. If the 
policies it imposes make it harder for 
small businesses to grow and create 
jobs, and eliminate their ability to in-
vest, it is Washington that will find 
itself in crisis as it is now. 

f 

PUBLIC BROADCASTING 

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. There is a battle 
under way about the very existence of 
public broadcasting. We thought we 
were past this when, 15 months ago, the 
House Republican leadership targeted 
NPR and tried to defund the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting. 

Luckily, last year, 170 million peo-
ple—who don’t just listen to or watch 
public broadcasting, but depend on it— 
unleashed an unprecedented show of 
support. As a result, the Republican 
leadership walked back. 

One good thing about last year’s 
budget was a requirement to have a 
study about alternatives to funding 
public broadcasting so that people 
would have hard facts for this year’s 
budget discussion. Well, that study is 
in, and it clearly shows that there is no 
viable alternative to Federal funding 
for public broadcasting. 

Many of the proposals that have been 
suggested would actually result in less 
money overall for public broadcasting 
in the long term. Yet the House appro-
priations bill, marked up yesterday, 
would slash funding now, defund NPR 
Federal support, and end public broad-
casting as we know it within 2 years. 

I had dinner with Ken Burns last 
night, and we discussed this. He point-
ed out that his five or six projects in 

the pipeline would never be seen if this 
budget goes forward. So enjoy his pro-
gram about the Dust Bowl this Novem-
ber because you will never be able to 
see the Roosevelts, Jackie Robinson, 
Vietnam, Hemingway. All will never be 
finished or seen if the Republican budg-
et proposal is approved. 

The problem is that Governor Rom-
ney—who has singled out public broad-
casting as one of five projects that he 
would defund—and the Republicans lis-
tened to a tiny fraction of the Amer-
ican public that is even a minority in 
their own party. Polls show that two- 
thirds of Republicans surveyed would 
either keep Federal funding for broad-
casting as it is or increase it. 

What resonates with Republican pri-
mary voters is not what America 
wants, needs, or believes. The unprece-
dented threat comes at exactly the 
time Americans need public broad-
casting the most. NPR news, the object 
of greatest Republican scorn, is the 
most trusted brand in American news 
media. 

PBS shows like ‘‘Sesame Street’’ 
have helped three generations of par-
ents raise their children with effective, 
commercial-free educational program-
ming. 

b 1010 

Locally owned news is becoming only 
a memory for most America as large 
corporations buy up local stations and 
newspapers. There’s no money to be 
made by commercial stations that 
cater to the special needs of rural and 
small town America. Luckily, public 
broadcasting is there because their 
mission is to serve, not make money. 

We must stop this attack on the crit-
ical service, especially for rural and 
small-town America. It’s time for the 
170 million Americans who depend on 
public broadcasting every month to 
again fight back and for Congress to fi-
nally listen. 

The radical proposal to slash public 
broadcasting, defund NPR, and termi-
nate public broadcasting as we know it, 
is a powerful symbol of how far out of 
step the Republican leadership is from 
the country they’re supposed to rep-
resent. 

There’s no reason to make public 
broadcasting a partisan issue. Public 
broadcasting has broad support from 
Republicans, Independents, and Demo-
crats alike. That’s why PBS and its 
member stations were named number 
one in public trust and a ‘‘excellent’’ 
use of taxpayer dollars for the 9th con-
secutive year. 

It’s time for people who believe in 
public broadcasting to stand up to this 
extremism and settle the question once 
and for all about the future of public 
broadcasting. Unless we fight now, 
there may be nothing left to protect. 

f 

MINNESOTA’S 86,000-ACRE 
PROBLEM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Minnesota (Mr. CRAVAACK) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CRAVAACK. Mr. Speaker, for far 
too long—over 30 years, in fact—Min-
nesota and its students have been faced 
with an 86,000-acre problem. 

When Minnesota became a State in 
1858, sections 16 and 36 of every town-
ship were set aside in trust for the ben-
efit of schools. The State could use, 
lease, or sell the land to raise money 
for education. Then, in the 1970s, the 
Federal Government created the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness. These State school trust lands 
within the Boundary Waters cannot be 
timber harvested, leased, or utilized for 
their minerals. Thus, they are not gen-
erating money for the school trust. As 
a result, approximately 86,000 acres of 
State trust lands are currently locked 
within the borders of the Boundary 
Waters and unable to produce critical 
funding for Minnesota public edu-
cation. 

Ultimately, Congress got us into this 
situation in the first place, and Con-
gress will have to get us out. 

On June 8, the Natural Resources 
Committee’s Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public 
Lands, conducted a comprehensive 
hearing on this legislation. Our goal: 
preserve and protect the Boundary 
Waters and allow State-owned school 
trust lands to raise revenue for Min-
nesota education through utilizing our 
timber and mineral resources. 

It is imperative we resolve this long-
standing problem. Minnesota law speci-
fies these lands must earn money for 
the school trust. In fact, the State has 
a constitutional responsibility to earn 
a financial return from these lands to 
fund the education system. 

That is why I introduced H.R. 5544, 
the Minnesota Education Investment 
and Employment Act, which will give 
State-owned school trust lands trapped 
in the Boundary Waters to the Federal 
Government in exchange for Federal 
Government-owned land outside the 
Boundary Waters. This legislation is 
needed for the Federal Government to 
execute the bipartisan plan recently 
agreed upon by the Minnesota Legisla-
ture and signed by the Governor. 

Our economy cannot wait, and our 
kids in the classroom shouldn’t either. 
This legislation will produce new op-
portunities to create well-paying jobs 
and additional revenue for our schools. 

Minnesota’s school trust lands are a 
154-year investment in our future. 
Times are tight, and our schools and 
teachers could use the help. Currently, 
some school districts in Minnesota, in-
cluding mine in North Branch, have 
classes with up to 40 students and have 
scaled back to 4-day school weeks. 

Just recently, the largest paper in 
Minnesota, the Minneapolis Star Trib-
une, penned an opinion piece which 
stated that enactment of this legisla-
tion would be a boon for our economy 
in the Eighth. Unfortunately, special 
interests are attempting to derail this 
broad, bipartisan land swap plan, which 
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includes jobs for Minnesotans and addi-
tional revenue to fund our schools. To 
swap these lands trapped within the 
Boundary Waters for lands located out-
side the Boundary Waters—to simply 
execute this Federal action—our State, 
its people, and our students should not 
endure years of litigation and disingen-
uous delay. 

Importantly, the Minnesota Edu-
cation Investment Employment Act 
would not eliminate a single acre of 
Boundary Waters land. In fact, it would 
add Federal wilderness acres to the ex-
isting boundaries. The Boundary Water 
Canoe Area wilderness would therefore 
become whole. 

The Boundary Water Canoe Area is 
an important and vital aspect of the 
Eighth District of Minnesota, and we 
will take care of it. As a side benefit— 
the bill guarantees Minnesotans will 
retain their existing hunting and fish-
ing rights in the Boundary Waters. 

Now, more than ever, it is our duty 
as Minnesota’s leaders to honor the 
State’s obligations owed to Minnesota 
students and restore the integrity of 
the Boundary Water Canoe Area Wil-
derness. This is a team effort, and I am 
ready to work with involved stake-
holders and my colleagues to put Min-
nesota schools first. 

f 

SUPPORTING PRESIDENT OBAMA’S 
DECISION TO STOP DEPORTA-
TIONS FOR DREAM ACT-ELIGI-
BLE IMMIGRANTS 

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

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I’m 
very pleased to announce today that 
more than 100 of my colleagues have 
joined me in writing to President 
Obama to thank him for his action to 
use prosecutorial discretion to stop de-
portations for DREAM Act-eligible im-
migrants. 

We are pledging our continued and 
strong support for this policy. My col-
leagues and I, 104 of us, are standing 
together to make clear that we think 
America is a better place with the im-
migrants who will be helped by this 
new policy. 

Of course, not everyone agrees. 
Progress doesn’t always mean con-
sensus. My colleague, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
wants to sue the President, take him 
to court, because Mr. KING is deter-
mined to deport every last young per-
son who is DREAM Act eligible. Mitt 
Romney says that he would veto the 
DREAM Act and does not support steps 
to protect these very young people. 

Let’s remind ourselves exactly who 
the Republican candidate for President 
believes should be deported. 

DREAM Act-eligible young people 
who have lived in America for more 
than 5 years. Most of them were 
brought to our Nation as children, 
many of them as infants, toddlers, yes, 
babies. They’ve stayed away from 
crime. They attended our high schools 
and colleges. They are no different 

from your children or my children. 
They regularly excel at school. Some 
are valedictorians. They are athletes 
and musicians and leaders. Many of 
them want to serve our Nation in the 
military. They are leaders in their high 
school ROTC. They are, in every sense 
of the word, except for the very nar-
row, exclusive sense promoted by Mr. 
KING and Mr. Romney, outstanding 
young Americans. 

Apparently, when Mr. KING and Mr. 
Romney look at the winner of your 
high school science fair or a young im-
migrant eager to become a soldier, 
they see a threat to our national secu-
rity. 

Sensible Americans see their friends 
and neighbors, young people who want 
to make America better. They want 
these young people to be treated fairly, 
and they also want our Nation to be 
safe. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would ask Mr. 
KING and Mr. Romney a question: In a 
world where our law enforcement offi-
cials have limited time and resources, 
who should they be focused on inves-
tigating, detaining, putting behind 
bars, rounding up, and deporting—the 
captain of your high school chess team 
or a drug smuggler? 

I know the answer. I think most of 
Americans would agree. Immigrants 
who break the law should face serious 
consequences. Immigrants who are 
busy studying for exams should simply 
be left alone. That’s not just my opin-
ion or just the opinion of immigrants 
or advocates or 104 of my colleagues. 

Despite those few who would like to 
sue the President and force him to kick 
high school kids out of this country, 
President Obama’s actually legally and 
responsibly using prosecutorial discre-
tion to leave young people alone and 
focus instead on actual criminals. 

b 1020 

It is the consensus legal opinion 
among experts. Even the Supreme 
Court has weighed in. In their Arizona 
decision last month, the Supreme 
Court wrote: 

A principal feature of the removal 
system is the broad discretion exer-
cised by immigration officials. Federal 
officials, as an initial matter, must de-
cide whether it makes sense to pursue 
removal at all. 

‘‘Whether it makes sense to pursue 
removal at all,’’ says the Supreme 
Court. 

If the Supreme Court’s opinion is not 
enough, then I submit the opinions of 
Members of Congress, including those 
of Members I don’t often agree with 
when it comes to immigration. These 
Members include LAMAR SMITH, the 
chairman of our Judiciary Committee; 
DAVID DREIER, chairman of the Rules 
Committee; and even BRIAN BILBRAY, 
chairman of the House anti-immigra-
tion caucus. 

Just a few years ago, as this letter 
notes, they weighed in forcefully on 
prosecutorial discretion. In a letter to 
a previous President’s administration, 

these staunch opponents of immigra-
tion reform enthusiastically defended 
prosecutorial discretion, writing: ‘‘The 
principle of prosecutorial discretion is 
well established.’’ They wrote that 
legal experts at Immigration Services 
‘‘apparently well-grounded in case law’’ 
show that the Immigration Services 
has prosecutorial discretion in the ini-
tiation—the beginning—and the termi-
nation of deportations. 

It’s simple, really. The Members of 
Congress who signed this letter with 
me today, the Supreme Court, Presi-
dent Obama—and yes, even LAMAR 
SMITH and dozens of his colleagues just 
a few years ago—get it. It is time to 
leave hardworking immigrants alone. 
When we do, our law enforcement offi-
cials can focus on catching the actual 
bad guys. 

JULY 18, 2012. 
President BARACK OBAMA, 
The White House, Pennsylvania Avenue, 
Washington, DC 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We write to thank 
you and express our appreciation for your re-
cent decision to grant ‘‘deferred action,’’ 
protection from deportation, and work per-
mits to certain young people who call the 
United States home and who are not an en-
forcement priority for the Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS). 

We welcome the opportunity to ensure 
that our constituents who fit the criteria for 
relief are among the estimated 800,000 indi-
viduals whose lives will forever be changed 
as a result of your leadership. DREAMers 
coming forward to apply will mark a new 
chapter, but not the last chapter, in a long 
struggle for inclusion in society. The new 
policy represents an important down pay-
ment toward achieving broader reforms in 
the future. 

The implications of your policy are al-
ready reverberating well beyond those who 
are potentially eligible for deferred action. 
With this announcement, you have changed 
the public discourse about immigration and 
immigrants, and our communities are now 
excited and hopeful. Even those who attack 
immigrants for political purposes are second 
guessing their negative posture toward the 
young immigrants you are protecting. You 
have opened the door to reform, and people 
of all political stripes recognize that change 
is coming and is inevitable. 

We recognize that there are those who will 
want to take the power of discretion away 
from you and the Executive branch. Like 
you, we agree that you are on solid moral 
and legal ground and we will do everything 
within our power to defend your actions and 
the authority that you, like past Presidents, 
can exercise to set enforcement priorities 
and better protect our neighborhoods and 
our nation. 

Despite this vital reprieve for a deserving 
group of promising individuals, we also un-
derstand that it does not diminish the need 
for a permanent solution and comprehensive 
immigration reform. Mr. President, we stand 
committed to fixing the broken immigration 
system once and for all, and we are ready to 
fight for a permanent solution that benefits 
all children and families, the economy, our 
national security and our nation. 

We thank you again for your actions on be-
half of DREAMers. We stand ready to work 
with you to ensure the policy’s success and 
to use it as a stepping stone for broader re-
lief and future legislative action. 

Sincerely, 
Luis V. Gutierrez; Joseph Crowley, Xa-

vier Becerra; Steny Hoyer; Howard 
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Berman; Charles A. Gonzalez; Jared 
Polis; Susan A. Davis; Zoe Lofgren; 
Judy Chu; Nancy Pelosi; John Conyers, 
Jr.; Lucille Roybal-Allard; Michael M. 
Honda; Barbara Lee; Gene Green; Raúl 
Grijalva; James P. Moran; Eleanor 
Holmes Norton; Bill Pascrell, Jr.; Jan-
ice Hahn; Peter Welch; José E. 
Serrano; Betty McCollum; Ruben Hino-
josa; Lois Capps; Yvette D. Clarke; 
Laura Richardson; Silvestre Reyes; 
Hansen Clarke; Terri Sewell; Jerrold 
Nadler; Bob Filner; Dennis Cardoza; 
Frederica Wilson; Charles B. Rangel; 
Edolphus ‘‘Ed’’ Towns; Jan Scha-
kowsky; Jackie Speier; Gregorio Kilili 
Camacho Sablan; Maxine Waters; 
Bobby L. Rush; Pedro R. Pierluisi; 
Carolyn B. Maloney; Gwen Moore; Lou-
ise M. Saughter; Ted Deutch; Chaka 
Fattah; Rick Larsen; Jim McDermott; 
George Miller; Henry C. ‘‘Hank’’ John-
son, Jr.; John Lewis; John W. Olver; 
James P. McGovern; Joe Baca; Rush 
Holt; Robert A. Brady; Eni 
Faleomavaega; Adam Smith; Al Green; 
Grace F. Napolitano; Earl Blumenauer; 
John Garamendi; John B. Larson; Jesse 
L. Jackson, Jr.; Doris O. Matsui; Keith 
Ellison; Fortney ‘‘Pete’’ Stark; Dennis 
J. Kucinich; Lloyd Doggett; Corrine 
Brown; Linda Sánchez; Gregory Meeks; 
Sam Farr; Gary C. Peters; Eliot L. 
Engel; Lynn Woolsey; Ed Pastor; Mau-
rice Hinchey; Albio Sires; Mike 
Quigley; Loretta Sanchez; Danny K. 
Davis; Nita Lowey; Mike Thompson; 
Anna Eshoo; Marcy Kaptur; David 
Cicilline; Russ Carnahan; Nydia M. 
Valázquez; Chris Van Hollen; Steve 
Israel; Diana DeGette; Edward J. Mar-
key; Henry A. Waxman; Karen Bass; 
Jim Costa; Steve Cohen; Henry Cuellar; 
Barney Frank; Ben Ray Luján; Sheila 
Jackson Lee; Robert C. ‘‘Bobby’’ Scott. 

f 

HIGH-LEVEL NUCLEAR WASTE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I come 
to the floor once again to reiterate 
Federal law, a law that was passed in 
1982, called the Nuclear Waste Policy 
Act, and the amendments offered in 
1987, which said that Yucca Mountain 
would be the long-term geological re-
pository for our nuclear waste in this 
country. It’s unfortunate that I have to 
keep coming down on the floor to ad-
dress this issue because of the adminis-
tration’s position to defund, derail, 
stop, and to actually break Federal 
law. 

To do that, not only do I just talk 
about the legal aspects of the Federal 
law, but I have been going around the 
country, identifying locations where 
we currently have high-level nuclear 
waste, and have been asking the basic 
question: Would you rather have it at 
location A or at location B? 

So, today, we return to Pennsyl-
vania, to a power plant called Lim-
erick. Limerick has 1,143 metric tons of 
uranium spent fuel on site. At Lim-
erick, the waste is stored above the 
ground in pools and in casks. It is 20 
feet above the groundwater, and it is 
on the Schuylkill River, which is 40 
miles from Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 
That is where we currently store high- 
level nuclear waste. 

Now, compare that to where we 
should by Federal law store high-level 
nuclear waste—in a place defined in 
law under the Nuclear Waste Policy 
Act: Yucca Mountain, in Nevada. This 
tells you it’s a government job. We’ve 
only been working on it for about 30 
years, and we’ve only spent about $15 
billion to study, research, and ascer-
tain that Yucca Mountain is a suitable 
location. 

So, at Yucca Mountain, since we’ve 
spent approximately 30 years and $15 
billion, how much nuclear waste do we 
have on site? Zero. 

If we had it, where would it be 
stored? It would be stored 1,000 feet un-
derground. It would be stored 1,000 feet 
above the water table, and it would be 
over 100 miles from the Colorado River. 
There is no safer place in the country, 
and there is no more studied location 
than Yucca Mountain. It just makes 
sense. 

What is a better location: next to a 
major river that feeds into the major 
metropolitan area of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, or underneath a moun-
tain in a desert? I would submit to you 
that underneath a mountain in a desert 
is the proper location. 

So what is the holdup? Well, the 
holdup is the Senator from Nevada, 
HARRY REID. More compelling are the 
other Senators from his party who are 
allowing Senator REID to block this, 
which is a detriment to their own 
States. We are going to talk about two 
in particular, but we’re looking at four 
Senators from two States—Senator 
CASEY, Senator TOOMEY, Senator 
MANCHIN, and Senator ROCKEFELLER. 

Senator TOOMEY is already on record 
as supporting Yucca Mountain. In fact, 
I quote him here: 

The alternative is what we have 
now—highly radioactive waste located 
at 131 sites in 39 States, including nu-
clear power plants close to the Lehigh 
Valley. That cannot be as safe and se-
cure as burying this stuff deep in 
Yucca Mountain. 

The other Senator is quoted, but has 
got question marks here because, in his 
being a Senator for 51⁄2 years, we don’t 
know his position of whether he thinks 
storing high-level nuclear waste at 
Limerick is a better plan than placing 
it underneath a mountain in a desert. 
He understands the concern and the 
need. 

He is quoted as saying: 
As a Senator from a State with nine com-

mercial reactors—this being one—and 10 mil-
lion people living within 50 miles of those re-
actors, I can tell you that nuclear security is 
extremely important to Pennsylvanians. 

So my question is, which is the ques-
tion posed here: Will you state a posi-
tion on whether you think Yucca 
Mountain is that location since it’s in 
Federal law? 

Overall, why is this important? As 
I’ve been coming down to the floor for 
the past year and a half, we’ve done a 
tally sheet of where Senators stand 
based upon their votes or their public 
comments. We have 55 Senators who 

say, yes, Yucca Mountain is the place 
we ought to go. Of course, if you follow 
closely in the parliamentary processes 
between the two Chambers, you really 
need 60 to move a bill in the Senate. 
It’s over five short. We need Senator 
CASEY to get on record in support of 
Yucca Mountain. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF NORTH 
CAROLINA STATE REPRESENTA-
TIVE WILLIAM L. WAINWRIGHT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. BUTTERFIELD) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to pay tribute to North 
Carolina’s State Representative Wil-
liam L. Wainwright, whose earthly 
journey has ended. 

Representative Wainwright died on 
Tuesday of this week, July 17, 2012, at 
the age of 64, after a brief illness. Rep-
resentative Wainwright was a dear per-
sonal friend and leader in the First 
Congressional District. 

Representative Wainwright was dep-
uty democratic leader of the North 
Carolina House of Representatives, and 
was formerly the speaker pro tempore 
of the House. In each position, Rep-
resentative Wainwright was the first 
African American to hold the position. 

In addition to serving the citizens of 
Craven and Lenoir Counties as their 
representative for the past 21 years, 
Representative Wainwright was a 
tenured pastor and presiding elder of 
the New Bern District of the African 
Methodist Episcopal Zion Church. His 
ministry touched thousands of people 
in his home communities of New Bern, 
Havelock, and Harlowe. For more than 
40 years, Representative Wainwright 
taught God’s word in pulpits all across 
America. He counseled those in need. 
He visited the sick and was a friend to 
all. 

In the general assembly, Representa-
tive Wainwright was a leader among 
leaders. He was chairman of the Legis-
lative Black Caucus. He served as vice 
chairman of the Finance Committee. 
He was also a member of the Commerce 
and Job Development Subcommittee 
on Business and Labor, the Committees 
on Health and Human Services, Home-
land Security, Military and Veterans 
Affairs, even the Committee on Insur-
ance. 

North Carolina Governor Bev Perdue 
said this of Representative Wain-
wright: 

Whether he was in the pulpit or the legisla-
ture, William Wainwright’s priorities were 
without question and his devotion without 
peer. 

b 1030 
He served the Lord and the people of North 

Carolina with courage, with humility, and 
with love. He and I arrived at the general as-
sembly about the same time, from neigh-
boring districts. He was wiser in the ways of 
both politics and the human spirit. Ever 
since, and up to his last days, I relied on his 
invaluable counsel, and I will always treas-
ure his friendship. Heaven is a richer place 
today. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:29 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A19JY7.005 H19JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5017 July 19, 2012 
Those were the words of North Caro-

lina Governor Bev Perdue. 
County Commissioner Johnnie Samp-

son in Craven County, North Carolina 
said: 

He worked around the clock for the history 
education center, and he was able to get 
things done. He wanted to help people who 
could not help themselves. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, it must be 
said today that North Carolina is bet-
ter because of the life and work of Wil-
liam Wainwright. William had endless 
energy and deep passion for the people 
he served. We will miss this giant of a 
man. May God bless his memory and 
provide comfort to his beloved family 
and his community. 

f 

IN HONOR OF PRIVATE FIRST 
CLASS BRANDON D. GOODINE 

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

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I come before you today with a great 
sadness, but with a sense of pride to 
honor one of Georgia’s own heroes, Pri-
vate First Class Brandon D. Goodine. 
On June 7, Brandon gave the ultimate 
sacrifice when his unit was attacked 
with an improvised explosive device by 
enemy forces in Maiwand district of 
Kandahar province in Afghanistan 
while he was supporting Operation En-
during Freedom. 

Brandon was a beloved father. He was 
a husband, a brother, and a son. He was 
taken from us much too soon, but not 
without accomplishing some great 
things. He believed that his greatest 
accomplishment was his 3-year-old 
daughter, Kathryn. 

Brandon became a father at a young 
age, but devoted his life to making sure 
Kathryn had everything she needed. In 
fact, his reason for joining the Army 
was so that he could be sure that she 
was going to be taken care of. Her 
birth gave him direction and purpose in 
life, helping him believe he could ac-
complish anything. Everything that 
Brandon did was for Kathryn. 

Giving everything 110 percent is what 
Brandon did. He was just an all-around 
great guy striving to make something 
of himself. Brandon attended Henry 
County High School and later joined 
the Navy ROTC at Greenville High 
School. 

On May 2, 2011, he joined the Army 
and proudly served as a scout with 
Bravo Troop, Fourth Battalion, 73rd 
Calvary Regiment of the 82nd Airborne 
Division from Fort Bragg, North Caro-
lina. In his unit, he was a brother to 
his fellow paratroopers. They remem-
ber not only laughing and having fun 
with him, but his kindness and gen-
erosity that he showed them. 

Going out of his way to volunteer or 
help someone was not unusual for 
Brandon. On June 7, he was assigned to 
a mission to prevent the enemy from 
freely attacking peaceful communities 
in Afghanistan. He bravely gave his life 

doing what he did best—helping others 
and giving them a chance for a better 
life. 

His commitment to his daughter, his 
family, and our country inspired his 
older brother, Christopher, to enlist in 
the Army 3 months later. Brandon’s 
mother, Mandy, said she was not only 
proud to be his mother, but a friend. He 
was a hero to his family, a role model 
for his three sisters, a beloved son, a 
brother, a loving father, and a dedi-
cated husband to his wife, Nicole. 

One of the biggest tributes to Bran-
don’s life has been the support from the 
community. When Brandon was being 
transported home for the last time, 
flags were placed along the road to 
honor him in his sacrifice. He was laid 
to rest on June 18 by his close friends 
and family in McDonough, Georgia. 

I’m proud to stand here before you to 
honor the life of Brandon C. Goodine 
and to thank him for his service to our 
country. Brandon has left a lasting im-
pression on those he has touched, and 
his bravery will never be forgotten. 

Joan and I wish to extend our deepest 
sympathy to Mandy, Dwayne, Kathryn, 
Nicole, and all of Brandon’s family and 
friends. We will never forget his great 
sacrifice for his Nation so that we may 
all live free. 

f 

GLOBAL WARMING IS REAL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if anec-
dotal evidence were science, I would be 
standing here proclaiming that global 
warming is real, just step outside. It is 
severely hot, oppressive, simply 
unenjoyable. Often, I feel as if I’m 
standing behind an 18-wheeler blowing 
heat and exhaust in my face. But no, 
I’m just walking my dogs in Chicago no 
less. Chicago, the city of snow. Yes, 
snow, the stuff that emboldened those 
who said that global warming was a 
farce. ‘‘Just think about that snow 
piled up against your door,’’ they said. 

But global warming is part of a larg-
er climate crisis—climate change. It is 
something the Union of Concerned Sci-
entists say includes such events as 
more extreme storms, more severe 
droughts, deadly heat waves, rising sea 
levels, and more acidic oceans, to name 
a few. You might have noticed I’m cit-
ing the Union of Concerned Scientists, 
not the group of folks who notice 
anecdotally that the weather was ex-
treme. It would do us good to heed the 
words of science and not the remarks 
of a few casual observers. 

I don’t make my case that global 
warming is real because it’s hot, just 
as it doesn’t follow that global warm-
ing isn’t real when it’s cold. Extreme 
weather is climate change. Over 200 
peer-reviewed scientific studies have 
concluded that global warming is real 
and potentially catastrophic. No sci-
entific peer-reviewed studies have 
found the opposite—none. 

As of July 3, 56 percent of the conti-
nental United States was experiencing 

drought conditions. This marks the 
largest area affected by drought in the 
12-year record kept by the U.S. 
Drought Monitor. Scientists note that 
temperature records reveal a long-term 
trend for warming that has been pick-
ing up speed. The first decade of this 
century was the warmest on record, ac-
cording to NOAA’s State of Climate in 
a 2010 report. It is real because science 
tells us so. 

We have sustained 1,644 record heat 
days from January to June of 2012. We 
have endured 631 days of record rain-
fall. We have shoveled our way out of 
98 days of record snowfall. The pro-
longed heat wave this past spring in-
cluded the hottest March since record-
keeping began in 1894. There were 671 
records that were broken, according to 
the National Weather Service. April 
marked the end of the warmest 12- 
month stretch ever in the United 
States. 

What does all this snow, rain, heat, 
drought, ocean acidity, and raging for-
est fires mean? Scientists say it’s glob-
al warming. Scientists say that our 
warming climate is causing more and 
more extreme weather events, and they 
can and will get worse by our inaction. 

Several weeks of snowmageddon, 
which prompted taunts of Al Gore by 
Congress, do not disprove scientific 
fact. At the same time, the brutality of 
today’s untenable heat does not solid-
ify my stance any more than the snow 
disproves Al Gore. Local temperatures 
taken as individual data points have 
nothing to do with the long-term trend 
of global warming. 

To get a real hand on global reading, 
scientists rely on changes in weather 
over a long period of time. Looking at 
high- and low-temperature data from 
recent decades shows that new record 
highs occur nearly twice as often as 
new record lows. 

So, no, my belief in global warming 
isn’t sprung from a conversation with 
my neighbor nor a straw poll of people 
I’m sitting and sweating with at a Cubs 
game. My belief in global warming is 
borne of a respected acknowledgement 
of sound science that tells us that glob-
al warming is real. 

As Winston Churchill said, ‘‘I never 
worry about action, but only about in-
action.’’ My concern—my fear—is that 
we have gone too far to save the planet 
we’ve neglected to protect because 
we’ve traded science for reading the 
wind. 

Global warming is real, and the ex-
treme weather and sound science dem-
onstrate that this is so. Let us know 
the crippling fear of inaction no longer. 

f 

b 1040 

THE 38TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
INVASION OF CYPRUS 

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today not only as a Member of this es-
teemed body, but also as a member of 
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the House Foreign Affairs Committee 
and as a cochair of the Congressional 
Caucus on Hellenic Issues. 

I stand before you today to recall a 
somber anniversary that has pained 
the Cypriot and Hellenic communities 
for the past 38 years. Mr. Speaker, even 
though the tragic events of the Turk-
ish invasion of Cyprus took place long 
ago on July 20, 1974, the suffering of the 
victims has not subsided. 

This anniversary is a time for Amer-
ica to respectfully remember the bru-
tal Turkish military invasion of Cy-
prus, to mourn those who lost their 
lives, and to condemn the continued 
occupation. Over 5,000 Cypriots were 
killed in 1974, and more than 1,400 
Greek Cypriots, including four Ameri-
cans of Greek Cypriot descent, still re-
main missing. Since the invasion, Tur-
key has established a heavily armed 
military occupation that continues to 
control over 30 percent of Cyprus. 

Forced expulsions of Greek Cypriots 
on the occupied land have left nearly 
200,000 people displaced. These Cypriots 
were kicked out of their homes, mak-
ing them refugees in their own coun-
try, Mr. Speaker. These properties 
have been unlawfully distributed and 
are currently being used by tens of 
thousands of illegal settlers from Tur-
key. To this day, Greek Cypriots are 
prevented by Turkey from returning to 
their homes and properties. 

Another tragic result of this 38-year 
occupation is a division among Greek 
and Turkish Cypriots who have been 
forcibly separated along ethnic lines. 
This unnatural division of the island 
nation is a crime against society and a 
crime against the people of Cyprus that 
can only be resolved by ending Tur-
key’s illegal occupation. 

Mr. Speaker, 38 years is too long. On 
the occasion of this anniversary, we 
need to take a long, hard look at our 
own commitment toward helping Cy-
prus reach a lasting and enduring peace 
free from occupation, division, and op-
pression. 

A few years ago, the U.S. House had 
the wisdom and foresight to unani-
mously pass H. Res. 405, a measure I in-
troduced which expressed strong sup-
port from this body for the implemen-
tation of the July 8 agreement. 

Last month Mr. ENGEL and I intro-
duced H. Res. 676 to expose and halt the 
Republic of Turkey’s illegal coloniza-
tion of the Republic of Cyprus with 
non-Cypriot populations, to support 
Cyprus in its efforts to control all of 
its territories, to end Turkey’s illegal 
occupation of Cyprus, and to allow Cy-
prus to exploit its energy resources 
without illegal interference from Tur-
key. 

The Republic of Cyprus has also 
worked alongside its European neigh-
bors to bring about a stronger integra-
tion of Turkish and Greek Cypriot in-
terests for the good of the island and 
its people. This has included a partial 
lifting on the restriction of movement 
across the cease-fire line that con-
tinues to forcibly divide Cyprus. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that because of 
this continued integration between 
Greek and Turkish Cypriots, and the 
economic and political successes that 
the Republic of Cyprus so readily 
wants to share with its neighbors, it is 
possible to bring closure to this 38-year 
occupation now as Cyprus takes over 
the EU presidency, the first time since 
its succession to the union in 2004. 

Cyprus has long been a strong and 
faithful ally of the United States. It 
continues to work with us in the global 
war on terrorism and has supported our 
efforts in both Afghanistan and Iraq. 
Mr. Speaker, 38 years is too long. It’s 
long enough. It is time to have Cyprus, 
a Cyprus that is once again unified 
without Turkish occupation troops, 
foreign illegal settlers, where human 
rights is fundamental for all Cypriots. 

Every legal citizen of the republic of 
Cyprus, irrespective of national or reli-
gious background, is eligible currently 
to enjoy all rights provided for by the 
constitution and international conven-
tion signed by Cyprus. The only obsta-
cle, Mr. Speaker, is the Government of 
Turkey. 

We Americans, as friends of the Cyp-
riot people, owe it to them to do every-
thing in our power to support peace 
and an end to Turkey’s 38-year illegal 
occupation of Cyprus. 

f 

HONORING REVEREND JACOB N. 
UNDERWOOD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. TOWNS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I come to 
the floor today to recognize Reverend 
Jacob N. Underwood, the founder of the 
Grace Baptist Church in east New 
York’s section of Brooklyn. He is a 
very unusual person and has done some 
great things. 

For instance, when the people in east 
New York were complaining about the 
lack of housing, Reverend Underwood 
pulled the group together and started 
building houses. He established the 
Grace Towers because people were 
complaining about not having housing. 
Then they came to talk about the inad-
equate schools. Then, of course, at that 
point in time he pulled some folks to-
gether and started a school. 

Then, when they were talking about 
jobs, he also provided jobs. I recall re-
cently talking to Brother Lee in the 
east New York section, who indicated 
that Reverend Underwood gave him a 
job and that as a result now he has a 
house and family, and he went on to 
say how excited he was about that job 
that Reverend Underwood provided. 

Reverend Underwood did so much in 
the community. He was the kind of 
person who didn’t believe in just com-
plaining, sitting around and talking 
about what needs to be done. He was 
the kind of person that would go and 
get it done. We need more people like 
him today because Reverend Under-
wood was a very progressive person, 
had an agenda, promoted human wel-

fare and social reform in the church 
and in the community. 

When people would say you can’t do 
that, he would just say watch me be-
cause all things are possible with God. 
He is a very strong man of faith, and he 
just felt that with a little support that 
he could accomplish anything that he 
wanted to do. 

Pastor Underwood also established a 
soup kitchen and one of the first day 
care centers in the east New York sec-
tion Brooklyn. He really believed in 
helping others. What I liked about him 
is that he was not the kind of person, 
if you asked him for help, that he 
would call a press conference. You 
know, some people, if you asked them 
for help, the first thing they want to do 
is call a press conference and let the 
world know that you’ve asked them for 
help. 

He was not that kind of person. He 
would make a decision to help and very 
quietly would just do it and was happy 
that he was in a position to do it for 
you. 

Pastor Underwood served on the local 
school board, and he was very big on 
voter registration. A lot of people in 
the area were not registered, but he 
sort of talked to them, called meetings 
together and encouraged us to get in-
volved in terms of registering people. 
As a result, a lot of folks were reg-
istered in that community. 

He was also on the civil rights com-
mittee. He was the first elected chair-
man of the East New York Community 
Corporation back in those days and 
president of the New York Progressive 
State Congress. He served twice as the 
moderator of the New York Missionary 
Baptist Association. What a great man. 

He was the chairman of the Browns-
ville East New York Clergy Association 
and president of the New York Progres-
sive State Convention and cor-
responding secretary of the Presidents 
Department of the Progressive Na-
tional Baptist Convention, the presi-
dent of the African American Clergy 
and Elected Officials Association of 
Brooklyn, and he currently serves as 
the chairman of the Churches United 
for Worldwide Action. At the age of 84, 
he decided to start another church, not 
in New York, but in the State of his 
birth, South Carolina. 

Let me conclude and thank Reverend 
Underwood for his inspiration and com-
mitment to making the world a better 
place for all of us to live. He is a great 
teacher, he is a great innovator, a 
great educator; and, of course, he be-
lieved that he has an obligation and re-
sponsibility to help others. That is 
what it’s all about. 

Now, at the age of 86, on his 86th 
birthday, he indicated that he was not 
through organizing and doing things. I 
would say to Reverend Underwood and 
to those who actually know him, the 
world is a better place because of the 
fact that this man has been here for 86 
years making a difference, doing things 
on behalf of people. He can surely say 
that this world is better because of his 
involvement. 
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CBO TRANSPARENCY ACT 

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

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Re-
member back in school when your 
math teacher expected you to show 
your work when solving a problem? It 
made sense. A number on a page, even 
if it was the correct answer, didn’t suf-
fice because your teacher wanted you 
to demonstrate you knew how to solve 
the problem. There, the outcome was a 
grade on a quiz or a test. But what 
about when we’re talking about hun-
dreds of billions or trillions of dollars? 
Why is it we take on blind faith the 
cost estimates produced by one of the 
most influential accounting firms in 
the United States, the Congressional 
Budget Office. 

In 1974, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, or CBO, was formed to give Con-
gress independent, nonpartisan, objec-
tive analysis of legislation. In addition, 
the CBO is required by law to produce 
a cost estimate—or ‘‘score’’—for every 
bill coming out of committee of either 
Chamber of Congress. It sounds good in 
theory, but the problem is no one 
knows how CBO arrives at their num-
bers—and they won’t tell us. They 
don’t have to. CBO is not required to 
‘‘show their work,’’ like we were re-
quired in school, when announcing eco-
nomic impact results. 

Members of Congress rely on the CBO 
score. A favorable or a budget-neutral 
score makes a difference for a bill’s 
success or failure. If there are savings, 
chances are better that the bill will get 
a vote on the floor. If it’s budget-neu-
tral, it may still get a vote. But what 
happens if the analysis was wrong and 
turns out to lead to big deficits, or 
what if Congress failed to call up a bill 
for a vote because CBO scored it as def-
icit spending when really it could lead 
to substantial savings? 

The price of an inaccurate estimate 
right now is extremely high. Our na-
tional debt is closing in on $16 trillion. 
Major safety net programs like Medi-
care and Medicaid are heading for 
bankruptcy. Congress has to act to 
bring our country back from the brink 
of a fiscal cliff. It is crucial for policy-
makers to have all available informa-
tion about the true cost of legislation. 
And that’s why I introduced H.R. 6136, 
the CBO Transparency Act, so law-
makers and the public have an oppor-
tunity to review CBO’s work. 

Today, you can access information 
on hospital visits, crop yields, and air 
quality levels, which are used to 
produce major regulation by the EPA 
and others. But you can’t find out how 
the CBO scored things. Like any sci-
entific study, opening up the details of 
a CBO analysis for greater inspection 
and peer review will enable us to better 
understand how decisions are made. 

This bill isn’t about pointing out in-
accuracies in CBO’s estimates. What 

we’re doing here is using transparency 
to enhance the credibility of the Con-
gressional Budget Office. Once the in-
formation is out there, it can be re-
viewed by Congress and all Americans. 
Is the information correct? Do they 
consider all the facts? Was something 
left out? Was their analysis done right? 

In 2009, a University of Chicago re-
searcher revealed a CBO office had 
grossly underestimated potential sav-
ings from changes to Medicare and 
Medicaid. For instance, CBO overesti-
mated the cost of Medicare part D by 
40 percent. In the 1980s, CBO predicted 
spending on hospitals stays under new 
law would be $19 million more expen-
sive than the actual cost. Congress 
changed Medicare to pay hospitals a 
fixed amount per admission. This en-
couraged shorter stays, led to fewer di-
agnostic services, and lowered adminis-
trative costs. But CBO didn’t predict 
that, and by 1986 actual spending for 
hospital payments was 18 percent lower 
than estimated. 

The CBO also estimated that if hos-
pitals reported infection rates, it would 
cost about $30 million over 5 years. It 
turns out when they report infection 
rates, they pay attention to it. And the 
savings has been billions of dollars over 
5 years and tens of thousands of lives. 
When the CBO says the stimulus saved 
3.3 million jobs or tax rates don’t im-
pact decisions by individuals or busi-
nesses or that cutting spending will 
slow economic growth, we currently 
have no way of understanding the con-
clusions CBO has reached because we 
can’t get information on how they got 
there. 

Ultimately, the decisions we make in 
Congress are only as good as the data 
upon which they are based. I hope all 
my colleagues will join me in this ef-
fort. Transparency is a cornerstone of 
sound government. I urge Democrats 
and Republicans to sign on to this bi-
partisan good government bill, H.R. 
6136, the CBO Transparency Act. 

f 

STOP MILITARY RAPE 

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

Ms. SPEIER. I rise again today to 
talk about military sexual trauma. It’s 
a cancer, it’s ubiquitous, it’s unabated, 
and regretfully, unaddressed. 

There was Tailhook in 1991. There 
was Aberdeen in 1996. There were scan-
dals at the military academies. There 
were hearings, there were reports, 
there were toothless recommendations. 
So here we are, again, with yet another 
scandal. 

At this very moment, military train-
ing instructor Luis Walker stands be-
fore a court martial for raping and as-
saulting recruits at Lackland Air 
Force Base in San Antonio, Texas. 
Walker’s job is to train freshly minted 
new Air Force recruits, many of them 
still in their teens. In all, there are 28 
charges against him and 10 victims. 
Walker is a sexual predator. 

On Tuesday, a victim testified that 
right after graduating from boot camp, 
Walker approached her while she sat 
outside on a bench waiting for a bus 
that would take her to technical train-
ing school. Walker came up and or-
dered her to get some bleach from a 
supply room, and then he followed her. 
Once inside, he closed the door and 
took off his training instructor’s hat. 
‘‘I’m not here for bleach, am I,’’ she 
asked. While Walker had intercourse 
with her on a couch, she wondered, 
‘‘My God, I hope he has a condom on.’’ 

On Wednesday, another victim testi-
fied that while on laundry detail one 
day, Walker showed up and told her to 
follow him to get some towels, but to 
wait 5 minutes so the surveillance cam-
eras would not capture them going up 
together. Once inside a dorm, he pulled 
her into a flight office, kissed her, and 
told her to perform oral sex on him. 
She said she did what she was told. 

Walker’s defense attorneys argue 
that because the women never force-
fully resisted, the sex was consensual. 
The defense also argues that because 
the women never came forward to re-
port the incidents, they must not have 
felt victimized. 

If this happens in any high school in 
this country—if the prized English 
teacher, band instructor, or football in-
structor had sex with his student, we 
would be outraged and we would de-
mand action. That teacher would be 
fired. Yet at Lackland, where some of 
the recruits are just 18 or 19 years old, 
we rationalize the behavior of the per-
petrator and we blame the victim. Ap-
parently, we have a different definition 
of zero tolerance for sex offenders in 
the military world than we do for them 
in the civilian world. What does zero 
tolerance mean in the military? Is that 
just a catchphrase? 

The 35,000 Air Force recruits who fun-
nel through Lackland each year are 
mostly confined to the base for 61⁄2 
weeks of training. They get one 3- 
minute phone call once a week. Re-
cruits live and breathe basic training 
and follow each and every order of 
their instructor. One rape victim at 
Lackland said, ‘‘Nothing a military 
training instructor says ends with a 
question mark.’’ 

Walker is not the only predator 
charged at Lackland. Seven additional 
training instructors have been charged 
with sexual misconduct with trainees. 
At least another five are under inves-
tigation. One instructor, Staff Ser-
geant Craig LeBlanc, bragged about his 
conquests to his colleague, who waited 
a month before he reported the inci-
dents. Out of loyalty, the colleague 
stayed quiet. Once he finally reported 
LeBlanc’s misconduct with recruits, 
that instructor was ostracized by fel-
low training instructors for being a 
tattletale. Is this really a culture of 
zero tolerance? 

Congress needs to investigate and to 
hold an independent hearing on the 
widespread sex abuse at Lackland Air 
Force Base. In the last 3 years since 
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Luis Walker started working at 
Lackland, roughly 21,000 female airmen 
have cycled through basic training. 
Have they been interviewed by inves-
tigators to determine if they, too, have 
been raped and sexually assaulted at 
Lackland? How widespread is this epi-
demic? 

At Lackland, out of the 31 identified 
victims, only one has reported the 
crime. Why are victims scared to come 
forward? Internal investigations will 
not get to the bottom of this. Congress 
needs to act. I called for a hearing in 
June, and received no response. Last 
week, I was joined by a bipartisan 
group of 77 Members of Congress call-
ing for a hearing. We’ve received no re-
sponse. I’m sick of waiting for action. 
The 19,000 members of our military who 
are raped each and every year deserve 
better than catchphrases. They deserve 
justice. 

f 

COOL BLAST LEMONADE STAND, 
CYPRESS, TEXAS 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. There’s a new 
small business in my district in south-
east Texas: Cool Blast Lemonade 
Stand, run by the Sutton sisters of Cy-
press, Texas. Clara is 7 and Eliza is 4. 
Their newest employee is little brother 
Eirik, who recently was hired to join 
the team. They even have their own 
Facebook page with 867 followers. 

b 1100 

On their Facebook page, they say 
this about their business: 

We are entrepreneurs who started a lem-
onade stand for Lemonade Day. We are going 
to continue working to earn money to spend 
on things we would like, save and also to 
share with our two chosen charities, Meals 
on Wheels and Paws of Texas Rescue. 

Mr. Speaker, they learned all of these 
lessons without any interference from 
the Federal Government. 

Their father, Andrew, said this: 
They did it all on their own. Nobody helped 

them except us. My wife and I both run our 
own businesses, so running a lemonade stand 
with them was showing them what they 
could do. They were curious how we got 
money for things. 

Mr. Speaker, the girls stood out in 
100-degree Texas humid heat serving 
customers instead of being like many 
other kids going to the local swimming 
pool. Each day they are open for busi-
ness, the girls learn valuable lessons— 
lessons about budgets, lessons about 
capitalism, and lessons about life. 

Clara says: 
You learn how to make change. We learned 

about customer service—that we should al-
ways be nice to customers. We learned how 
to advertise. We donate some of the money 
to charity to help other people out. We 
might buy a gift for our brother since he’s 
our new employee. 

After one Lemonade Day in Houston, 
the girls said that they made enough 
money to ‘‘pay their investors back in 
full.’’ Mr. Speaker, when was the last 

time you heard of a 7-year-old using 
those business terms? 

These kids are getting on-the-job 
business training that no government— 
especially the Federal Government— 
gave them. They are practicing Ameri-
canism. In the America I know, we 
teach our kids the value of hard work 
and entrepreneurship. We teach our 
kids from a young age that success 
does not come without sacrifice. Perse-
verance and responsibility pay off. 

These are the lessons that our chil-
dren need to learn, not the lessons of 
trying to depend on government. You 
see, these kids made it without govern-
ment doing anything except getting 
out of their way. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the next time you 
see the President, tell him that suc-
cessful businesses in America come 
from businessowners—even kids—and 
not the Federal Government. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

THE 38TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
INVASION OF CYPRUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Mrs. MALONEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
as the founder and cochair of the Hel-
lenic Caucus to speak on the 38th anni-
versary of the 1974 illegal Turkish inva-
sion and occupation of Cyprus. We 
must ensure that the passage of time 
does not allow us to forget that the Cy-
prus issue is the result of an illegal in-
vasion and ongoing occupation. 

It is long overdue for Turkey to with-
draw its troops from Cyprus so that the 
island can move forward as one nation. 
Turkey continues to forcibly occupy 
more than one-third of Cyprus with 
more than 48,000 troops. In addition, to 
date, Turkey has repeatedly ignored 
many of the United Nations resolutions 
pertaining to Cyprus and has continued 
to occupy the island in complete viola-
tion of international law. 

The destruction of religious and cul-
tural sites and artifacts continues 
unabated, in a long list of Turkish ac-
tions that flagrantly disrespect the 
rights and religious freedoms of the 
Cypriot people. In the last Congress, 
the Hellenic Caucus passed a resolution 
in the House calling for the protection 
of these religious sites and artifacts in 
Turkish-occupied areas. We have also 
worked on a resolution that has been 
introduced by Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. 
ENGEL, H. Res. 676, which calls for the 
halt of the Republic of Turkey’s illegal 
colonization of the Republic of Cyprus 
with non-Cypriot populations. They are 
moving people onto the island. It is re-
ported there are 500,000 Cypriot phones 
in the Turkish area. So the popu-
lation—no one knows how many more 
people they’re moving in. Cyprus is en-
deavoring to control all of its territory 
to end Turkey’s occupation and to ex-
ploit its energy resources without ille-
gal interference by Turkey. 

In 2011, they discovered gas in the 
Cypriot area. The Noble Energy Com-

pany, a private energy company from 
Texas, discovered that a field off the 
coast of Cyprus may hold as much as 8 
trillion cubic feet of natural gas, the 
first discovery off the divided island 
nation. This is tremendously impor-
tant for energy independence and for 
an ally to be able to support America 
and our energy needs. The beginning of 
drilling by Noble prompted Turkey in 
September to send a vessel accom-
panied by warships and fighter jets to 
the area. 

Cyprus is divided after Turkey in-
vaded the northern third of the island 
in 1974. Turkey does not recognize the 
Greek Cypriot Government. So this is 
yet another development that the 
Turkish country has brought to the is-
land of Cyprus. 

There have been some successes for 
Cyprus. In May of 2004, Cyprus, with 
the support of the United States, 
joined the European Union. And during 
the second half of this year, Cyprus 
took over the very important and pres-
tigious position of presidency of the 
Council of the European Union. This is 
the first time Cyprus presided over the 
Council of the EU since it became a 
member of it in 2004. 

Yesterday, a group of Hellenic Cau-
cus members met with a group of lead-
ers from the district that I am honored 
to represent. They included Phil Chris-
topher, Peter Papanicolaou and other 
national leaders of the Cypriot Amer-
ican community and other Greek 
American leaders. They came to par-
ticipate in the hearings before the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee on 
the confirmation hearing of Mr. 
Koeing. John Koeing was nominated by 
President Obama to be the next U.S. 
Ambassador to Cyprus, and we are 
hopeful that the confirmation will 
move forward. 

We are also very concerned about a 
bill that has been put forward that 
gives preferential treatment to Turkey 
over other countries on contracts and 
activities that take place on American 
Indian areas. This has caused a great 
deal of concern with the members of 
the caucus. 

I now want to express my opposition 
to the Indian Tribal Trade and Invest-
ment Demonstration Project Act. This 
bill would give preferential treatment 
to Turkish businesses to engage in in-
vestment activities on Indian tribal 
lands. And I question why they are 
being singled out for this consider-
ation, given the illegal occupation that 
continues. 

I express my strong support for Cy-
prus and the vital role it is playing in 
European affairs and the strong ally 
they have been to the United States. 

f 

THE 38TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
INVASION OF CYPRUS 

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

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, July 20 
marks the 38th anniversary of the 
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Turkish invasion of the island of Cy-
prus. That invasion claimed the lives of 
about 5,000 Cypriots. In the neighbor-
hood of 200,000 people were forcibly ex-
pelled from their homes during that 
time period. To put that in perspective, 
that was one-third of the population of 
the country. If this were to happen in 
the United States, it would be the 
equivalent of about 100,000 people be-
coming refugees in their own land. 

As we stand here today, that occupa-
tion continues. There are over 30,000 
Turkish troops on the island. They are 
stationed on over one-third of Cyprus. 
Sadly, that occupied area of this beau-
tiful land is one of the most militarized 
areas in the world. I have seen this on 
both sides of that divide. It is truly 
tragic that despite the wishes of Cyp-
riots on both sides of that line that 
this cannot be resolved. And the Cy-
prus-Turkey issue, unlike many others, 
is one that the international commu-
nity has been able to agree on. 

There have been 75 resolutions adopt-
ed in the Security Council—more than 
13 by the General Assembly—calling 
for the return of the refugees to their 
homes and to their properties and for 
the withdrawal of those Turkish troops 
from Cyprus. 
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President Demetris Christofias has 
followed through on his promise to 
make the solution of that problem his 
top priority. I met with him when I 
was in Nicosia 3 years ago, and his 
commitment to finding a solution 
greatly impressed me in that he had 
reached out to Turkish Cypriots. 

I had my own opportunity, when I 
was in northern Cyprus, to talk to 
Turkish Cypriots, and they confirmed 
that their desire was to find a resolu-
tion to this problem, to find a way to 
have Turkish troops leave the island. 
And there’s certainly no lack of good 
will, I think, in terms of the Cypriot 
community. 

So, since 2008, there have been these 
full-fledged negotiations with leaders 
of the Turkish Cypriot community. I 
think that the problem here is that 
that effort needs a reliable partner, a 
reasonable partner, and I question 
whether Turkey is listening in that 
process. From everything I’ve seen, 
they’re not listening yet. 

I would point out that Cyprus and 
the United States share a deep and 
abiding commitment to upholding the 
ideals of freedom, democracy, justice, 
human rights, and the international 
rule of law. After the Lebanon crisis in 
2006, if you’ll recall, Cyprus served as 
the principal transit location for peo-
ple evacuating Lebanon, including our 
U.S. citizens. I had constituents that 
went through Cyprus at that time. In 
the ‘83 Beirut barracks bombing, it was 
Cyprus that provided the staging 
ground for the U.S. evacuation and res-
cue efforts after that bombing. 

But I point out also that since the 
discovery of gas reserves in the eastern 
Mediterranean, the U.S. has advocated 

including revenue sharing from energy 
resources in those Cyprus settlement 
talks, urging that they be shared with 
the Cypriot community on both sides 
of that line. 

It’s important to note that there are 
concrete efforts underway by the heads 
of the respective communities to re-
unify. Greek and Turkish Cypriots, 
alike, want to see that solution. Again, 
in my view, what stands in the way 
here is Turkey at the present time, and 
I wish they would reconsider their posi-
tion. 

You can see the extent to which Cy-
prus is willing to compromise with 
these newly discovered energy re-
sources. Greek Cypriot leaders are will-
ing, in principle, to share the benefits 
of future gas production with Turkish 
Cypriots. Their only request is that 
revenues not be shared with those 
30,000-plus Turkish soldiers on the is-
land, and that’s still not good enough 
for Turkey. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, 38 years of 
occupation, needless militarization in 
this part of the world, this divide 
should have ended long, long ago. 
There is still time to right this wrong. 
I hope Turkey reconsiders. 

f 

HONORING MARCEL DEON 
JACKSON 

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

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, recently, I introduced a reso-
lution in this House calling the illit-
eracy of our African American and His-
panic men in this country to be a na-
tional crisis. By teaching our young 
men how to read, we can help build 
their character, we can save their lives. 
We can also reduce violent crime, be-
cause many of our young men will no 
longer be on the streets. They will be 
in schools, and they will also have the 
skills that they need to get good-pay-
ing jobs. 

Today, I wish to offer that resolution 
in recognition of the memory of a great 
man of honor, Marcel Deon Jackson. 
We need more men like Mr. Jackson. 

Marcel Jackson recently gave his life 
in defense of another. He was a coura-
geous member of Detroit 300, which is a 
community organization committed to 
deter crime in the streets of Detroit. 

If we help give our young men hope— 
hope through education, hope by build-
ing their character, by reading inspir-
ing books, hope that they can have a 
better life, raise a family—that will 
save lives and make Metro Detroit and 
our country a better place to live. 

Marcel Jackson lived and died so 
that we who live in Detroit could have 
a better life there. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
this House to recognize the memory of 
the life of Marcel Deon Jackson, a 
great man of honor. 

HONORING THE LIFE OF MEL 
FELDMAN 

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

Mr. SCHILLING. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to rise and say just a few words to 
honor the remarkable life and note the 
passing of a constituent of mine and an 
accomplished small business man from 
central Illinois, a businessman named 
Mel Feldman. 

I had the privilege of meeting Mr. 
Feldman in 2010, when he shared with 
me the story of his life and times. I’d 
like to share some of that with you, for 
it encapsulates much of what we all 
love about our country and what I love 
about central Illinois. 

Mel was born in Poland in 1913, which 
he and his family fled soon thereafter 
to escape the pogroms that arose dur-
ing the First World War. The family 
eventually settled in St. Louis, where 
Mel studied engineering. He began a 
career in the radio business, hustling a 
job as a remote engineer with KMOX 
during the 1930s, where he courted his 
wife, Ruth, while doing remote broad-
casts of big band concerts on Saturday 
nights. Later, he was an engineer and 
sidekick of a young broadcaster named 
Harry Carey, of who we’re very famil-
iar with. 

Mel fought in World War II, and upon 
returning home, he and a friend bought 
a radio station in Springfield, Illinois. 
Operating on a shoestring budget, they 
worked day and night for years to get 
established, eventually buying two 
other radio stations in Peoria and com-
ing to employ nearly 100 workers. 

He and his wife, Ruth, became pillars 
of the community at the synagogue 
there in the central Illinois area, where 
she helped run the preschool. In the 
1980s, they sold their stations and re-
tired, choosing to remain in the area to 
be near their family. 

To go from the streets of Eastern Eu-
rope to the prosperity and stability of 
central Illinois in the 21st century is a 
journey that is difficult for many of us 
to fathom. It is to the enormous ben-
efit of our community that people like 
Mel came to the United States and 
braved war and oppression and poverty 
and all kinds of other tribulations for 
the chance to settle down and raise 
their families amongst us. They are 
one of the things that make Illinois 
such a great and rewarding place to 
live and raise our families. 

America owes much to immigrants, 
and central Illinois owes much to the 
contributions of Mel and Ruth Feld-
man, whose legacy goes beyond the 
radio stations he established, the syna-
gogue they served, and the family they 
raised. Their lives touched and 
bettered so many friends and neighbors 
in Peoria, who I know are mourning 
Mel’s passing but, at the same time, 
celebrating his life. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
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declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 19 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 

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

f 

PRAYER 

Reverend Jeffery Bayhi, St. John the 
Baptist Catholic Church, Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana, offered the following pray-
er: 

Gracious God and Father, we humbly 
ask that You bestow upon us the gift of 
humility. Humble us in Your sight, our 
Creator. It’s only from You, our God, 
that the rights of life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness are derived, not 
from any king, government or con-
gress. Let us always see ourselves as 
stewards of these rights and the serv-
ants of the people created in Your 
image and likeness, like our Founding 
Fathers. We are to protect, ensure, and 
safeguard those rights. 

Guard us from the evils of pride and 
power that place self-interest before 
the common good. Give us the courage 
of our convictions and not simply a be-
lief based on convenience. Never let a 
wishbone replace our backbone, for it 
is You alone to whom one day we will 
all be accountable. Give us courage and 
strength to serve and care for Your 
people. We ask this through our God 
and Father. 

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 gentle-
woman from Kansas (Ms. JENKINS) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. JENKINS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

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

f 

WELCOMING REVEREND M. 
JEFFERY BAYHI 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
CASSIDY) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, it is my 

privilege to invite Father Bayhi here 
today to speak. Father Bayhi is a na-

tive of Baton Rouge and was ordained 
at St. Patrick’s Church in 1979. 

He has many academic achievements, 
but he is actually best known for spir-
itual stewardship of his parishioners. 
You can see this both in how his call-
ing and ministry manifest in the oppor-
tunities that he has sought and the ac-
tivities he currently does. 

Among these he has worked with 
Mother Teresa’s church in Calcutta. He 
currently is the director of Closer Walk 
Ministries. He has written several 
books, such as ‘‘Paved With Souls,’’ 
speaking about his experience with 
Mother Teresa and the Missionaries of 
Charity in Calcutta, as well as pro-
duced videos of his experiences on mis-
sion trips. He has worked in prison sys-
tems for the criminally insane. He 
works with youth, et cetera, et cetera, 
et cetera. 

I was struck that his prayer for us re-
flected his life, one of humility, cour-
age, accountability to God, calling us 
to service. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENHAM). The Chair will entertain 15 
further requests for 1-minute speeches 
on each side of the aisle. 

f 

DODD-FRANK 

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

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, despite 
my strenuous objections, 2 years ago 
this week Congress passed the Dodd- 
Frank Act. Two years have passed, and 
only one-third of nearly 400 rules are 
written today, and we have already 
added nearly 9,000 pages of new regula-
tions and $7 billion in compliance 
costs. 

By trying to solve a poorly under-
stood financial crisis, Washington cre-
ated a regulatory nightmare. New 
agencies like the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau have slowed the 
credit lifeline that is vital to the cre-
ation and survival of American small 
businesses. 

By impeding borrowing, experts pre-
dict Dodd-Frank will reduce annual job 
creation by 4.3 percent, hindering eco-
nomic growth. Instead of using crises 
as excuses to expand our already over-
reaching government, we should target 
regulation at the root of the problem 
and work to protect both consumers 
and our innovating entrepreneurs. 

f 

SUPPORTING MAKE IT IN 
AMERICA 

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

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker I rise in support of the Make 

It in America plan, a series of bills set 
forth by House Democrats to put 
America back to work. 

In the 29th District of Texas, we hold 
job fairs throughout the year to help 
our constituents find a job and make 
better lives for themselves and their 
families. The American public contin-
ually cites job creation and economic 
growth as the top concerns in the Na-
tion. 

The Make It in America plan aims to 
strengthen the economy and boost the 
middle class through continuing to 
grow our manufacturing and energy 
production sectors and creating jobs in 
America. Make It in America focuses 
on competition, investing in infra-
structure, clean energy jobs, increased 
education, smart tax policies, and 
smart regulations. 

Unfortunately, the majority in the 
112th Congress has failed to bring these 
job-creating plans to the floor for a 
vote and continually refuses to put for-
ward a comprehensive jobs plan. Con-
gress must focus our legislative prior-
ities, invest in our future, create good 
middle class jobs and increase Amer-
ica’s competitiveness around the globe. 
By creating these jobs for hardworking 
Americans, the other areas of our econ-
omy will be stimulated. 

I urge the majority to take up these 
bipartisan bills and help the American 
people get back to work. 

f 
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PERMITTING ISSUES 

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

Mrs. CAPITO. I rise today to support 
the jobs of hundreds of hardworking 
coal miners in West Virginia and to 
highlight the misguided actions of the 
EPA in objecting to permits for coal 
mining activity. 

On April 1, 2010, the EPA issued guid-
ance under the Clean Water Act that 
bypasses the normal process for pro-
mulgating water quality standards. It 
nullifies the water quality standards 
put into place by our State regulators 
and our State legislatures. In other 
words, the EPA has taken over the 
States’ prerogative on water quality. 

Despite a 2011 Federal court decision 
that rejected the EPA’s interpretation 
of its authority, the regulatory permit-
ting process for surface mining has es-
sentially been halted in the Appa-
lachian region. Hundreds of permits 
will expire within the next 18 months 
in West Virginia alone. Failure to act 
on these permits will lead to the loss of 
thousands of jobs in West Virginia, and 
just recently we have experienced a 
loss of 1,000 coal mining jobs. 

The EPA should exercise its permit-
ting and regulatory authority under 
the Clean Water Act in a manner that 
considers the impacts on jobs and the 
economy in West Virginia and other 
coal mining States. 
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DISCLOSE ACT 

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

Ms. CHU. Thanks to the Supreme 
Court decision on Citizens United, cor-
porations can now make unlimited do-
nations without disclosing who they 
are. The result is a government for hire 
to the highest bidder. 

Think about it. Are you a corrupt oil 
company that hates those annoying 
safeguards that protect Americans’ 
health, but restrict your ability to 
drill, baby, drill? No problem. Find a 
candidate that will turn a blind eye 
and donate until they win. Or maybe 
you’re a billionaire on Wall Street who 
leveraged away the savings of the 
American people for a big paycheck in 
2008, but now you’re being held back by 
Wall Street reform. Not to worry. Buy 
a candidate with a super PAC. Nobody 
needs to know who you even are. 

Twice this week, the DISCLOSE Act, 
which would end this madness and pro-
vide transparency to who’s contrib-
uting in elections, has come up in the 
Senate. And twice this week, Repub-
licans blocked it on a party-line vote. 
Americans should ask the GOP: Why? 

f 

TAXES 

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

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, massive 
tax increases loom on our horizon. If 
Congress doesn’t act before January 1, 
middle class families will see a return 
of the marriage penalty, the AMT, 
higher rates on capital gains, divi-
dends, estates, and painful tax hikes on 
incomes. According to a new study, the 
President’s tax plan would cost us 
more than 700,000 American jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, we all hear from our 
neighborhood businesses back home 
who say Congress can’t raise taxes dur-
ing a recession and expect the economy 
to generate new jobs. Yet some of my 
colleagues seem content to tax anyone 
who might have enough revenue to hire 
and then hope the voters blame some-
one else when it hurts the middle class. 

Well, I don’t care about the blame 
game. I care about jobs and the econ-
omy. Let’s stop the tax hikes, extend 
current rates, and work immediately 
on effective reforms to lower rates, 
close loopholes, and promote growth. 

f 

LAW OF THE SEA TREATY 

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

Mr. FARR. I rise today to express my 
shocking disappointment with some 
Republican Members of the other body 
in opposing the Senate ratification of 
the Law of the Sea Treaty. The Law of 
the Sea Treaty ratification is essential 
to protect American interests. For over 

30 years now, the United States Navy 
and the U.S. Coast Guard, both under 
Republican and Democratic adminis-
trations, former Secretaries of State, 
and U.S. military personnel have been 
consistent and strong proponents of 
U.S. joining the Law of the Sea Con-
vention. Defense Secretary Leon Pa-
netta recently said: 

Not since we acquired the lands of the 
American West and Alaska have we had such 
a great opportunity to expand U.S. sov-
ereignty. 

Former Secretary of Defense Robert 
Gates said: 

The Law of the Sea provides clear guidance 
on the appropriate use of the maritime do-
main. 

As the world’s major maritime power 
with the longest coastline, the U.S. has 
more to gain from legal certainty and 
public order in the world’s oceans than 
any other country. It has been sup-
ported by every President since Ronald 
Reagan. The time is due for the other 
body to take a leadership role and rat-
ify the Law of the Sea Treaty. 

f 

ARMY DEPOTS PLAY VITAL ROLE 
IN MILITARY READINESS 

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

Mr. FARENTHOLD. I rise today to 
express my concern regarding the re-
duction in funding for Army depots and 
arsenals contained in the Defense ap-
propriations bill that we’re debating 
today on the House floor. Army studies 
have shown that these reductions will 
have a lasting negative impact on the 
Army’s organic industrial base. 

I have the privilege of representing 
the Corpus Christie Army depot, 
known as the ‘‘best kept secret in the 
Army,’’ saving taxpayers millions of 
dollars. It costs about $6.7 million to 
repair a crash-battle damaged 
Blackhawk versus $17 million for a new 
one. In fiscal year 2011, a record pro-
duction year, CCAD produced more 
than $47 million in cost savings for the 
Army. The depot shares a great rela-
tionship with the community, employ-
ing over 6,000 civilian, 56 percent of 
whom are veterans. The Army depot 
serves as the world’s largest facility for 
the repair and overhaul of Army avia-
tion helicopters. Without CCAD, the 
Army would be unable to sustain max-
imum combat power for the warfighter. 

I look forward to working with the 
committee and the chairman to ad-
dress these concerns and ensuring the 
Corpus Christie Army depot and others 
depots and arsenals continue to play a 
vital role in maintaining the readiness 
of our military. 

f 

INTERNATIONAL AIDS 
CONFERENCE 

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. With the Inter-
national AIDS Conference less than a 
week away, I join my colleagues to cel-
ebrate the progress we’ve made in the 
fight against HIV/AIDS, to honor those 
who have lost their battle to this dis-
ease, and also to remind everyone that 
we still have much work to do in Sub- 
Saharan Africa, the Caribbean and 
Asia, but also the United States, where 
more than 1 million people—a dis-
proportionate number of whom are peo-
ple of color—are living with HIV and 
AIDS today. Blacks and Latinos to-
gether account for 64 percent of all new 
HIV infections, yet are only about 28 
percent of the population. The AIDS 
case rate among African Americans is 
nearly 10 times higher than that of 
whites; and one recent study found 
that 2 percent of all blacks in the U.S., 
compared to only .2 percent of all 
whites, are HIV positive. In my dis-
trict, the U.S. Virgin Islands, which is 
predominantly black and Hispanic, 
we’re extremely hard hit, with the 
third largest AIDS case rate in the Na-
tion. 

The conference offers all of us an op-
portunity to reinvigorate our commit-
ment to battling this disease, to rein-
force existing relationships and forge 
new ones with the leaders in the fight 
against HIV/AIDS, and to take signifi-
cant steps toward making HIV/AIDS a 
disease of the past. 

f 

ILLINOIS’ 14TH DISTRICT 2012 
OLYMPIANS 

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to recognize the remarkable ac-
complishments of six athletes from Il-
linois’ 14th Congressional District who 
will represent the United States at the 
2012 Olympics in London. Twin broth-
ers Grant and Ross James from DeKalb 
will both compete as part of the men’s 
eight rowing team. Track and field ath-
lete Evan Jager of Algonquin will com-
pete in the steeplechase. Anna Li of 
Aurora will travel to London as an al-
ternate member of the women’s gym-
nastics team. Charlie Jayne of Elgin 
will serve as alternate for the eques-
trian team. Finally, the men’s 
volleyball team will include Sean Roo-
ney, a graduate of Wheaton- 
Warrenville South High School. 

Each of these men and women are 
making us so proud as they represent 
Illinois and the United States this 
summer. The House of Representatives 
wishes them the best of luck. 

f 

READ IT AND WEEP 

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, won-
ders never cease. I picked up The Hill 
this morning, which is a local news-
paper that most people read once in a 
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while, and there were the words of one 
of the best Republican doctors that 
ever served in the Congress. Bill Frist 
has said he’s encouraging his Repub-
lican colleagues to embrace the insur-
ance exchange which is central to 
President Obama’s health care plan. He 
said: 

Originally it was a Republican idea. The 
State insurance exchanges will offer a menu 
of private insurance plans to pick and choose 
from, all with a required set of minimum 
benefits to those without employer-spon-
sored health care insurance. 

Now, here’s a Republican doctor who 
was the Majority Leader in the Senate. 
Contrast him to who we have there 
now. We have 31 times in this body 
tried to repeal this, and here you have 
a Republican doctor who was Majority 
Leader of the Senate saying we ought 
to do it. 

Read it and weep. 
f 

b 1220 

SEQUESTRATION 

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

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, once again, 
President Obama displays his lack of 
leadership and refuses to take charge 
in order to avoid the forthcoming dev-
astating ramifications associated with 
sequester. That’s why I enthusiasti-
cally agreed to cosponsor H.R. 5872, the 
Sequestration Transparency Act of 
2012. 

For months, the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee has repeatedly asked 
DOD and OMB for specifics of how se-
questration would be implemented and 
its impact. In response, we have re-
ceived nothing. 

Once H.R. 5872 is implemented, the 
President will be forced to forgo his 
laissez-faire approach to crisis resolu-
tion and will be required to report to 
Congress the details of the administra-
tion’s plans to implement the budget 
sequestration cuts. He will be forced to 
include an estimate of the sequestra-
tion percentages and amounts nec-
essary to achieve the reduction for 
both defense and non-defense cat-
egories. 

Of course, the impact on our military 
personnel and their families cannot be 
overstated. Frankly, it’s inexcusable 
that these men and women who sac-
rifice so much for our Nation should 
suffer through these uncertainties 
while Senate Democrats and the White 
House refuse to offer a specific pro-
posal to fix the sequester. As such, I 
urge Senator REID to take this bill up 
immediately. 

f 

BUFFALO IS BACK IN BUSINESS 

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

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I come to 
the House floor to talk about the ex-

traordinary transformation in the city 
of Buffalo and Buffalo’s waterfront. 
The national publication, The Econo-
mist, had declared last week that the 
city of Buffalo is back in business. 

Buffalo was once an industrial econ-
omy and an industrial working water-
front. Today, there is a transformation 
of public places along the water’s edge 
attracting some 800,000 people from all 
over Buffalo, western New York, and 
southern Ontario into the city of Buf-
falo. There are 425 cultural and arts 
events. Four years ago, there were 
none. 

Buffalo’s last 36 months have been a 
period of great progress, with tens of 
millions of dollars of private sector in-
vestment following the public invest-
ment of infrastructure that has trans-
formed Buffalo’s waterfront. The last 
36 months have been a period of great 
progress. The next 36 months are 
poised to be a period of even greater 
progress. 

f 

HONORING THE FIREFIGHTERS OF 
HIGH PARK, COLORADO 

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

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the brave firefighters, 
the sheriff’s department officials, and 
first responders who fought the High 
Park fire near Fort Collins, Colorado, 
and those who cared so deeply for their 
neighbors and their communities by 
providing a helping hand. 

The High Park fire was the most de-
structive in the history of northern 
Colorado, burning over 87,000 acres, de-
stroying 259 homes, and displacing hun-
dreds of families for weeks. At its peak, 
over 2,000 firefighters, National 
Guardsmen, law enforcement, and oth-
ers braved extremely rugged terrain, 
100-plus-degree temperatures, and high 
winds to battle this complex and fast- 
moving fire. In some cases, local volun-
teer firefighters fought on the fire line 
for the good of the community, despite 
knowing that their own homes would 
likely be burned to the ground. 

As signs popped up across the front 
range of Colorado thanking those brave 
men and women for their service, this 
Congress salutes you. Because of the 
brave and immense effort of these fire-
fighters, lives were saved, homes were 
preserved, and generations to come will 
be able to continue to enjoy some of 
the most beautiful and majestic for-
ested areas in the country as we work 
to restore those areas that were lost. 

I’m proud to recognize the great and 
heroic efforts of our firefighters. 

f 

HONORING GAIL PENNYBACKER 

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

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Gail Pennybacker, an 
award-winning, longtime television 

journalist who has covered local news 
in the District, Maryland, and espe-
cially Virginia for the ABC Channel 7 
news team since 1986. 

During her time as the northern Vir-
ginia bureau chief, Gail has garnered 
the respect of law enforcement, legisla-
tors, and everyday citizens alike. Gail 
has covered the Capital region’s top 
stories for the last quarter century, in-
cluding the September 11 terror at-
tacks, the beltway sniper shootings, 
and the Columbine High School mas-
sacre. She has reported directly from 
the Persian Gulf during the Iraq war, 
conducted exclusive interviews with 
nationally known individuals, and 
earned several Edward R. Murrow 
Awards and other accolades. 

Active in her community, Gail has 
been deeply involved with a variety of 
civic associations and organizations, 
including the Alzheimer’s Association 
and the American Diabetes Associa-
tion. 

Her recognition by the Northern Vir-
ginia Victims Coalition for the ‘‘objec-
tive, fair, and compassionate portrayal 
of crime victims’’ is truly a testament 
to her respect for all persons, no mat-
ter their situation. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I’m hon-
ored to ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating Gail Pennybacker upon 
her retirement from ABC7. Her dedica-
tion to making news reporting a reli-
able source of information has made 
her an institution in our community. 
While Gail’s familiar face will be 
missed, we wish her only the best as 
she begins the next phase of her life. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
WILLIAM RASPBERRY 

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

Mr. NUNNELEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the memory of a great 
man, Mr. William Raspberry of 
Okolona, Mississippi, who died Tuesday 
at the age of 76. 

He was hired by The Washington Post 
straight out of the Army and worked 
his way up from teletype operator to 
the op-ed page. At the time, he was 
only one of a handful of nationally syn-
dicated and widely read African Amer-
ican columnists. 

And though Mr. Raspberry lived most 
of his life away from Mississippi, he 
never forgot Okolona. He devoted much 
of his time in retirement to the founda-
tion in Mississippi that bears his name 
that helped children from at-risk fami-
lies be prepared for entrance into kin-
dergarten. 

He was a model of how to talk about 
complicated and divisive issues in a re-
spectful and civil tone. In fact, he once 
said: 

Perhaps it was then that I found myself 
trying to write in such a way that people 
who didn’t agree with me might at least hear 
me. Then I found they were talking back to 
me in similarly civil tones. And it felt good. 

His attitude would be a model for all 
of us that debate public policy. 
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William Raspberry was a fine man 

and a great Mississippian. He will be 
missed. 

f 

MAKE IT IN AMERICA 

(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, every citizen de-
serves an equal opportunity to make it 
in America. Last week, I, along with 
Democratic Whip STENY HOYER and 
other members of the Democratic Cau-
cus unveiled a plan to jump-start 
growth in the United States manufac-
turing industry and support job cre-
ation that we so desperately need. 

My bill, the Advancing Innovative 
Manufacturing Act of 2012, makes in-
vestments to spur innovation and in-
crease the competitiveness of Amer-
ican manufacturers. 

In order for America to make it, we 
need to maintain the capacity to man-
ufacture new and innovative products 
right here at home in America. The 
Make It In America agenda will do just 
that. 

Mr. Speaker, I would say: Let all of 
us face and focus on our responsibility 
to America’s business and press ahead 
to make it all in America. 

f 

NORTH KOREAN GULAGS 

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, last week, I 
had the privilege of meeting Shin 
Dong-hyuk, the only known defector to 
have escaped from one of the many 
concentration camps operated by the 
Communist government in North 
Korea. 

He was born in the camp and faced 
starvation, torture, and brainwashing 
on a routine basis, which is described 
in the book, ‘‘Escape From Camp 14.’’ 
On the same day, the authorities exe-
cuted both his brother and his mother 
in front of him for attempting to plan 
an escape. He knew nothing of the out-
side world, only living day to day, 
doing whatever was needed to survive. 
Heartbreakingly, this included inform-
ing the guards when he heard about his 
family’s escape plan. Years later, a new 
prisoner came to the camp from 
Pyongyang, and Shin began to learn 
about the outside world and then began 
to long to escape. 

By some estimates, as many as 
200,000 people are held in the brutal 
gulags like Shin. As we negotiate with 
the gangster government of North 
Korea over their nuclear weapons pro-
gram, we cannot forget about these 
human rights atrocities perpetrated 
against millions of their own people. 

b 1230 

TAX CUTS FOR MIDDLE CLASS 
FAMILIES 

(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 urge us to reclaim the secu-
rity that middle class Americans have 
lost over the last decade. 

Beginning in 2001, Republicans passed 
trillions of dollars in tax cuts, pri-
marily benefiting the wealthiest Amer-
icans. We were told these tax cuts 
would unleash a torrent of job creation 
and economic growth. That was balo-
ney. It failed miserably. The wealthiest 
Americans experienced unprecedented 
gains while middle class families saw 
their budgets shrink in tandem with 
rising poverty and the slowest rate of 
job creation in half a century. 

Well, lesson learned. It’s time to let 
the tax cuts for the wealthiest expire, 
but not at the expense of middle class 
families. It’s time to extend, without 
delay or uncertainty, tax cuts for all 
families, for all income up to $250,000. 
If we don’t, it will be a disaster, and a 
tax hike will result for those middle 
class families. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s unacceptable, par-
ticularly when Republicans are holding 
these tax cuts hostage so that wealthy 
Americans can continue to reap the 
benefits of a broken system that hasn’t 
worked to the advantage of most 
Americans and has exploded our def-
icit. Lesson learned. 

Let’s not let tax cuts expire for peo-
ple whose income is up to $250,000. 

f 

CONGRATULATING WARRINGTON- 
WARWICK LITTLE LEAGUE SOFT-
BALL TEAM 

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate the War-
rington-Warwick Little League softball 
team for their victory over Minersville 
on Saturday in the State championship 
game in Pennsylvania. 

Our community can be proud to be 
represented by this group of young 
women as they compete for the re-
gional title this week. As the father of 
three girls who are involved in our 
community, I understand the dedica-
tion required of the players and their 
families to achieve such a success. 

The team will head to Bristol, Con-
necticut, today, where they will com-
pete against State championships from 
nine other States for the title. Con-
gratulations to Coach Bitting, Coach 
Corso, and Coach Ruscio, and players 
Stephanie Andreoli, Madison Bitting, 
Sophia Boggs, Meghan Bradley, Lauren 
and Nicole Corso, Lauren Crim, Alex-
andra DeLeon, Sabrina Dobron, 
Kaitlyn Hammond, Alexis McConomy, 
Madeline McShane, Giuliana Ruscio, 
and Cassie Underkofler. 

Congratulations once again to every-
body who took part in this historic 
run. We wish all the players and coach-
es and parents the best. I’m proud and 
honored to see a local team go so far. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE CITY OF 
MORRO BAY 

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to extend my congratulations to 
the city of Morro Bay in my congres-
sional district on the central coast of 
California. 

Last month, the city won the 2012 
award for Excellence in Local Govern-
ance for coastal and ocean manage-
ment from NOAA, the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration. 
This award is for its groundbreaking 
work with other coastal communities 
in California, local fishermen, and the 
Nature Conservancy to preserve his-
toric fishing activity and build long- 
term economic and environmental re-
siliency on California’s central coast. 

Working together, these partners re-
alized that Morro Bay and other small 
fishing communities—our working wa-
terfronts—needed to respond to the 
changing conditions of their fisheries. 
This effort has not been easy, to be 
sure; but Morro Bay’s leaders, who 
have faced huge obstacles in their ef-
forts to try new approaches to fisheries 
management, were determined to make 
this work. So it is great to see this rec-
ognition of their courage and their 
hard work to improve Morro Bay’s 
leading industry. 

Again, I congratulate the city of 
Morro Bay and its innovative partners 
for earning this acknowledgement. 

f 

THANKING SMALL BUSINESS 
OWNERS IN AMERICA 

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

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to say thank you to all those 
small business owners across America 
who have used their ingenuity, hard 
work, and tireless effort at great finan-
cial risk to build a business from the 
ground up. 

Americans know that jobs aren’t cre-
ated by bureaucrats in Washington, 
D.C. We know that our country’s great-
est innovators succeed in our American 
free enterprise system because they 
pour their hearts and souls into their 
dreams, overcoming each obstacle 
placed in their way. 

In our current economy, Congress 
should be doing everything it can to 
minimize the burdens on these entre-
preneurs; yet, day by day, new regula-
tions, mandates, and taxes pile up and 
make it that much harder for these 
innovators to succeed and harder for 
them to create good jobs and grow the 
economy. 
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Mr. Speaker, this morning, as thou-

sands of small business owners rise at 
the crack of dawn once again to build 
on the American Dream, we say thank 
you. It’s their hard work and deter-
mination, and it’s the tireless effort of 
every working American that has built 
the most prosperous Nation the world 
has ever seen. 

f 

INTERNATIONAL AIDS 
CONFERENCE 

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

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. The Inter-
national AIDS Conference could not be 
returning to America at a better time. 
This year’s conference could mark the 
turning point in the HIV/AIDS epi-
demic. Advances in research are finally 
allowing us to picture the possibility of 
a generation that is free from this dis-
ease. 

Despite great promise, there is still 
much to do. Now more than ever, 
America must remain committed to 
leading the fight against HIV/AIDS, 
combating the crisis right here at 
home and abroad. Our continued sup-
port is absolutely vital to developing 
new treatments and prevention tech-
niques, including microbicides, as well 
as to finding a cure. 

The United States must continue to 
do everything we can to increase access 
to treatment for infected individuals 
around the globe, including the avail-
ability of life-saving drugs. Let this 
conference serve as a reminder of 
America’s contribution to combating 
this epidemic and a rallying cry for 
why we can’t turn back now. 

f 

CALLING FOR A VOTE ON THE 
FARM BILL 

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

Mr. BERG. Mr. Speaker, last week, 
the House Ag Committee reported out 
of committee a version of the House 
bill. I rise today to call for this impor-
tant measure to be brought to the floor 
for a vote as soon as possible. 

Agriculture is the backbone of North 
Dakota’s economy. Our great State 
leads the Nation in nine different com-
modities. This farm bill takes into con-
sideration unique things within our 
State and within many other States as 
it relates to agriculture and those com-
modities. Specifically, it implements a 
strong crop insurance program that 
would be so beneficial in times like 
these where we’re facing severe 
drought in much of our Nation. North 
Dakota’s farmers and ranchers need 
the stability that this farm bill can 
bring, and it needs to be a long-term 
authorization. 

Now is the time for the House to act. 
For farmers and ranchers across this 
country, now is the time to ensure that 
we act on this important piece of legis-

lation and get it reauthorized for the 
long term. The time for the farm bill is 
now. 

f 

STUNT 

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

Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to recognize STUNT, a new competi-
tive team sport which focuses on the 
technical and athletic components of 
cheerleading, including stunts, basket 
tosses, and tumbling. 

With more than 800,000 cheerleaders 
in the United States, USA Cheer cre-
ated this NCAA emerging sport to pro-
vide new opportunities for female ath-
letes to compete at the high school and 
collegiate level, while still allowing 
traditional cheerleading to remain a 
vital and important part of the schools’ 
spirit program. 

There are 22 colleges that have al-
ready participated in the national 
championships, with this number 
poised to expand significantly by next 
year. As cochairman of the Congres-
sional Caucus on Youth Sports, it is 
my distinct pleasure to highlight the 
success of STUNT and to commend the 
inaugural players of this sport. Your 
pioneering efforts will inspire and gen-
erate excitement amongst the next 
generation of potential STUNT ath-
letes. May God bless you for your ef-
forts to involve more young female 
athletes in healthy physical activities 
and sports. 

f 

VETERANS JOBS ACT 

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

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge the President to sign the 
Veterans Jobs Act. 

This body has a duty to make sure 
that every veteran, our brave men and 
women who are returning home—at 
200,000 leaving Active Duty every 
year—actually have jobs available to 
them and that they’re actually cer-
tified to be able to accept those jobs. 

We invest billions of dollars every 
year to give the best training in the 
world to our young men and women 
who are serving our country. Yet when 
they leave Active Duty, most times 
they’re not certified for the very jobs 
that they’re trying to get. Our brave 
men and women deserve the oppor-
tunity to jump right into these fields. 
Why should they have to get 2 or 3 
extra years of training to duplicate the 
training they already have that is of-
tentimes much better training that 
they had on Active Duty. 

We have a duty to pass this bill, to 
have it signed into law, and to not let 
a day go by that these veterans return 
home and make sure that they’ve got 
the certifications to immediately enter 
our workforce. 

I urge the President once again to 
sign this important legislation that 
both bodies have passed now on a bi-
partisan level. 

f 
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RETURN OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
AIDS CONFERENCE 

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

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, 
for the first time in more than two dec-
ades, the United States will host the 
19th International AIDS Conference, 
drawing over 20,000 people from around 
the world to our Nation’s Capital. 

Having participated in every con-
ference since I was first elected to Con-
gress in 1998, I knew we could not bring 
the conference back to the United 
States until the discriminatory immi-
gration ban on people living with HIV 
was lifted. 

In 2007, I introduced a bill to repeal 
the ban. Few believed it could be done, 
but through bipartisan support we 
achieved this goal, and I want to thank 
Members who are still here for their 
support in that effort. 

This week, the return of the con-
ference is an important opportunity to 
shine a global spotlight on the fight 
against AIDS in the African American 
community and communities of color, 
and a national spotlight on the ongoing 
global epidemic. Yesterday I intro-
duced new legislation to do just that. 

Ending the HIV/AIDS Epidemic Act 
articulates a policy and financing 
framework to achieve an AIDS-free 
generation in the United States and 
abroad. I urge all my colleagues to sup-
port it so that we can begin to bring an 
end to AIDS here at home and around 
the world. 

f 

TRICKING THE PUBLIC IS 
OBSCENE 

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

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, funding 
the military is imperative, and sup-
porting our troops at home and abroad 
is fundamental. But overfunding it at 
the expense of vital domestic programs 
is irresponsible. 

The Defense appropriations bill is $8 
billion more than the agreed-upon level 
set by the Budget Control Act. This 
means that real programs in our home 
districts, which many of our constitu-
ents rely on, will be cut or go un-
funded. 

Every family in this Nation knows 
what it is to make a budget and the 
reasons behind needing it. This bill bla-
tantly ignores the need and purpose of 
a budget. Certain aspects of this bill 
are hundreds of millions of dollars 
above requested levels. If a family tried 
to live like that, they would be in dire 
straits. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:29 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K19JY7.024 H19JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5027 July 19, 2012 
Designating money when it is above 

and beyond what is needed is nothing 
more than a gratuitous earmark. Now, 
I am in favor of earmarks; I’m just not 
in favor of trying to trick the public. I 
believe that earmarks are right. It is 
our constitutional responsibility as 
Members of the House. But tricking 
the public by adding $8 billion more is 
obscene. 

f 

PROPOSED SNAP PROGRAM CUTS 
(Mr. GRIJALVA asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, at a 
time when the Republican majority 
has, in another wasted effort, repealed 
health care reform for the 33rd time, at 
a time when we will not see on this 
floor a vote to extend tax cuts for the 
middle class, now the Republican ma-
jority is planning to literally take food 
out of the mouths of families and chil-
dren by cutting $16.5 billion from the 
SNAP program in the farm bill. 

This represents 45 percent of all the 
cuts, immediately cuts 3 million fami-
lies and children from the program, 
and this is at a time when one in seven 
American families depend on some sup-
plemental food assistance. 

But as the Republican majority fid-
dles away, we know that there is a cri-
sis. Fifty-eight percent of all food bank 
clients currently receiving SNAP bene-
fits need assistance from them. The re-
sulting demand to food banks will put 
additional pressure on our commu-
nities and on families. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Ms. 

Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed with 
amendments a bill of the following 
title in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

H.R. 1627. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for certain require-
ments for the placement of monuments in 
Arlington National Cemetery, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. 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 the further consideration of H.R. 
5856, and that I may include tabular 
material on the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GOSAR). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 717 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 5856. 

Will the gentleman from California 
(Mr. DENHAM) kindly take the chair. 
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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 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5856) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2013, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. DENHAM (Act-
ing Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, July 18, 2012, the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
KING) had been disposed of, and the bill 
had been read through page 153, line 15. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following new section: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used in contravention of 
section 7 of title 1, United States Code. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
this is the DOMA limitation amend-
ment. We’ve seen this last year where 
it passed out of the House of Rep-
resentatives with a substantial vote. 
And it says, as it reads, that none of 
the funds made available by this act 
may be used in contravention of the 
Defense of Marriage Act, which passed 
here in this Congress in 1996. 

What we’ve seen since the passage of 
the Defense of Marriage Act is an effort 
on the part of the executive branch to 
undermine, I believe, marriage between 
one man and one woman within our 
military ranks. 

We saw the President of the United 
States make some statements along 
the way that his position was evolving 
on marriage that seemed to be a signal 
to the Department of Defense, which 
issued two memoranda, one of them on 
September 21, the Secretary of Defense 
memorandum that identified facilities, 
and it says that the facilities, our mili-
tary facilities should be made, the use 
of them should be made on a sexual ori-
entation-neutral basis. That’s a signal 
that says same-sex marriages on U.S. 
military bases and U.S. facilities. 

The second memorandum came 9 
days later to our military chaplains, 
and it says a military chaplain may of-
ficiate any private ceremony, on or off 
a military installation. That’s not just 
permission, that’s implied encourage-
ment to conduct same-sex marriages 
on our military bases, conducted by 
our chaplains who are, presumably, all 
under the payroll of the United States 
Government. 

This same-sex marriage that has 
been taking place on our military 
bases, where otherwise legal around 

the world, contravenes the Defense of 
Marriage Act. The Defense of Marriage 
Act means this, actually says specifi-
cally this: marriage means only a legal 
union between one man and one 
woman, as husband and wife, and the 
word spouse refers only to a person of 
the opposite sex who is a husband or a 
wife. Pretty simple statute being con-
travened by the directives of the Presi-
dent of the United States as exercised 
through the Secretary of Defense. 

And I would point out that the Presi-
dent has demonstrated disrespect for 
the Constitution and the rule of law on 
multiple occasions. I just came from 
the Judiciary Committee, where I re-
minded Secretary Napolitano of the 
same thing. 

Congress directs and acts within the 
authority of article I of the Constitu-
tion, our legislative authority, and the 
President of the United States, or his 
executives who are empowered by him, 
seek to undermine the law of the 
United States, instead of coming here 
to this Congress and asking for the law 
to be changed, or simply accepting the 
idea that they’ve taken an oath to up-
hold the Constitution of the United 
States and the rule of law, and to take 
care, under article II, section 3, that 
the laws be faithfully executed. 

That’s not happening, Mr. Chairman, 
and this amendment prohibits the use 
of military facilities, or the pay of 
military chaplains, from being used to 
contravene the Defense of Marriage 
Act. The President has now stepped out 
and said that he supports same-sex 
marriage in the United States. That is, 
apparently, the most recent evolution 
of his position. 

b 1250 

But an evolving position of the Presi-
dent of the United States cannot be al-
lowed to contravene the will of the peo-
ple of the United States, as expressed 
through the statutes of the United 
States and as signed by previous Presi-
dent Bill Clinton in September of 1996. 

So I urge the adoption of this amend-
ment. It prohibits the utilization of 
any of these funds that are in the De-
fense appropriations bill to be used to 
contravene the Defense of Marriage 
Act. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, DC, September 30, 2011. 

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES OF 
THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS— 
CHIEFS OF THE MILITARY SERVICES 

SUBJECT: Military Chaplains 

In connection with the repeal of Section 
654 of Title 10 of the United States Code, I 
write to provide the following guidance, 
which hereby supersedes any Department 
regulation or policy to the contrary: 

A military chaplain may participate in or 
officiate any private ceremony, whether on 
or off a military installation, provided that 
the ceremony is not prohibited by applicable 
state and local law. Further, a chaplain is 
not required to participate in or officiate a 
private ceremony if doing so would be in 
variance with the tenets of his or her reli-
gion or personal beliefs. Finally, a military 
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chaplain’s participation in a private cere-
mony does not constitute an endorsement of 
the ceremony by DoD. 

CLIFFORD L. STANLEY. 

GENERAL COUNSEL OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE, 
Washington, DC, September 21, 2011. 

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES OF 
THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS— 
UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
FOR ACQUISITION, TECHNOLOGY AND 
LOGISTICS; UNDER SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE FOR PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS 

SUBJECT: Uses of DoD Facilities 
In connection with the repeal of Section 

654 of Title 10 of the United States Code, I 
write to provide the following legal guid-
ance. 

Determinations regarding use of DoD real 
property and facilities for private functions, 
including religious and other ceremonies, 
should be made on a sexual-orientation neu-
tral basis, provided such use is not prohib-
ited by applicable state and local laws. Fur-
ther, private functions are not official ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense. Thus, 
the act of making DoD property available for 
private functions, including religious and 
other activities, does not constitute an en-
dorsement of the activities by DoD. 

JEH C. JOHNSON. 

TITLE 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
CHAPTER 1—RULES OF CONSTRUCTION 

Sec. 7. Definition of ‘‘marriage’’ and ‘‘spouse’’ 
In determining the meaning of any Act of 

Congress, or of any ruling, regulation, or in-
terpretation of the various administrative 
bureaus and agencies of the United States, 
the word ‘‘marriage’’ means only a legal 
union between one man and one woman as 
husband and wife, and the word ‘‘spouse’’ re-
fers only to a person of the opposite sex who 
is a husband or a wife. 

Source: Added Pub. L. 104–199, Sec. 3(a), 
Sept. 21, 1996, 110 Stat. 2419. 

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to the amendment. 
This amendment is being offered for 
purely political reasons. 

As the gentleman knows, the Defense 
of Marriage Act is already current law. 
Despite the successful repeal of Don’t 
Ask, Don’t Tell last year under DOMA, 
same-sex military spouses are not enti-
tled to the same benefits as other mar-
ried couples. This amendment only 
seeks to divide this House. He knows 
that current law already prohibits 
same-sex spouses from independently 
shopping at military commissaries, 
using base gyms, or benefiting from 
subsidized dental and health care. 

I do believe we should have the de-
bate of the effects of DOMA on our 
servicemembers and their families, but 
introducing this contentious and dis-
criminatory amendment to this bill is 
not the place. I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this divisive amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I rise in sup-

port of the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. The gen-
tleman from Iowa has explained the 
amendment very thoroughly. It is easy 
to understand. The House has spoken 
many, many times strongly on the 
issue, so I would add my support to the 
King amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DICKS. 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 Iowa will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), add the following new section: 
SEC. ll. Funds made available by this Act 

for operations of the Armed Forces in Af-
ghanistan shall be obligated and expended 
only for purposes of providing for the safe 
and orderly withdrawal from Afghanistan of 
all members of the Armed Forces and De-
partment of Defense contractor personnel 
who are in Afghanistan. Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed to authorize the use 
of funds for the continuation of combat oper-
ations in Afghanistan while carrying out 
such withdrawal or to prohibit or otherwise 
restrict the use of funds available to any de-
partment or agency of the United States to 
carry out diplomatic efforts or humani-
tarian, development, or general reconstruc-
tion activities in Afghanistan. 

Ms. LEE of California (during the 
reading). I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment be considered as read 
and printed in the RECORD. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I reserve a point of order on the 
gentlelady’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The gentlewoman is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment is straightforward. It 
would put a responsible end to combat 
operations in Afghanistan by limiting 
funding to the safe and orderly with-
drawal of United States troops and 
military contractors. 

Eleven years after Congress wrote a 
blank check for war without end, 
which I could not support, the United 
States is still in Afghanistan. Ever 
since that vote, I have introduced this 
Lee amendment—that responsibly and 
safely brings our troops home—on nu-
merous occasions and at every oppor-
tunity. It is past time that Congress 
caught up, had the debate, and passed 
this amendment. 

Today, we have the opportunity to 
stand squarely with the war-weary 
American people who want to bring our 
troops home. It is clear that the Amer-
ican people have been far ahead of Con-
gress in supporting an end to the war 
in Afghanistan. The call has been grow-
ing across this land to bring this war to 
an end, and it is past time for Congress 
to answer that call. 

After over a decade of war and over a 
half a trillion dollars in direct costs— 
not a penny of it, mind you, paid for, 
and we talk about deficit reduction— 
when we should have been actually in-
vesting in jobs and our economy here 
at home, it is really time now to say 
enough is enough. It is crucial to our 
economy and to the future of this 
country to stop pouring billions into a 
counterproductive military presence in 
Afghanistan. It is no wonder that 7 out 
of 10 Americans oppose the war in Af-
ghanistan. The American people have 
made it clear that the war should end, 
that it should not go on for another 
year or 2 years and, surely, not for an-
other decade or more. 

Mr. Chair, the costs of the war are 
unacceptable, particularly when we ask 
what we gain by keeping our troops in 
Afghanistan through 2014. The war in 
Afghanistan has already taken the 
lives of over 2,000 soldiers, has injured 
tens of thousands more, and has 
drained our Treasury of over a half a 
trillion dollars. These costs will only 
go up as we spend trillions of dollars on 
long-term care for our veterans, which 
of course we must do. 

As the daughter of a military vet-
eran, I know firsthand the sacrifices 
and the commitment involved in de-
fending our Nation; but the truth is our 
troops have been put in an impossible 
situation. There is no military solu-
tion, and it is past time to end the war 
and to bring our troops home. Quite 
frankly, it is time to use these savings 
from ending the war to create jobs here 
at home. We need to provide for the 
health care and economic security of 
our returning troops by rebuilding the 
American economy. 

The American people have made it 
clear that the war should end. Not an 
extra day—not an extra dollar—should 
be spent extending the decade-long war 
in Afghanistan. After 11 long years 
now, it is time to bring our troops 
home. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I make a point of order against 
the amendment because it proposes to 
change existing law and constitutes 
legislation in an appropriations bill 
and, therefore, violates clause 2 of rule 
XXI. The rule states in pertinent part: 

‘‘An amendment to a general appro-
priations bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law.’’ 

The amendment gives affirmative di-
rection in effect, so I ask for a ruling 
from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 
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If not, the Chair will rule. 
The Chair finds that this amendment 

includes language imparting direction 
on the expenditure of funds. 

The amendment, therefore, con-
stitutes legislation in violation of 
clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The point of order is sustained, and 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I rise to make 
just a very brief announcement. 

For years and years in the past when 
presenting the Defense appropriations 
bill, it has always been my policy, if 
any amendment is out of order and is 
subject to a point of order, to allow the 
introducer of that amendment at least 
5 minutes to discuss it before raising a 
point of order. I hope we can do that 
today and expedite the process. I would 
like to move this bill a little quicker 
than maybe we had anticipated. 

So I just make that announcement. 
We will continue to allow you to have 
your debate time before raising the 
point of order, but I would hope that 
everybody would be respectful of the 
time. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. CHAFFETZ). 
The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the 

short title), add the following: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be may be obligated or ex-
pended for assistance to the following enti-
ties: 

(1) The Government of Iran. 
(2) The Government of Syria. 
(3) Hamas. 
(4) Hizbullah. 
(5) The Muslim Brotherhood. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of my amendment to 
H.R. 5856, the Department of Defense 
Appropriations Act for fiscal year 2013. 

The amendment seeks to halt any po-
tential Department of Defense funding 
from being used to aid States and orga-
nizations that pose real threats to the 
international community. My amend-
ment is simple. It prohibits any DOD 
funds from being spent on the Govern-
ment of Iran, the Government of Syria, 
the Muslim Brotherhood, Hamas, and 
Hezbollah. 

b 1300 

The cases against each of these orga-
nizations are well documented. Each of 
them has either sponsored terror ac-
tivities, performed terror activities, 
made threats of terror activities, or en-
gaged in atrocious human rights viola-
tions. None of these organizations are 
particularly friendly to the United 
States, and each of them harbors hate 
towards our friend and ally, Israel. 

Further, I know that some make the 
argument that sometimes foreign aid 
eases diplomatic relations with certain 
entities. While I do not discount that 
theorem, I do not believe that the 
United States should be disbursing any 
funding to any entity that promotes 
terror and violence. To that I say, trust 
is a series of promises kept, and we 
need to start with upholding good be-
havior, and that is by honoring pre-
vious promises. 

This amendment is almost exactly 
the same as the amendment I offered to 
the last DOD appropriations bill, only 
that this amendment has included Da-
mascus, due to the al-Assad regime’s 
terrible atrocities of late. That amend-
ment was adopted by voice vote in the 
House of Representatives. 

I ask my colleagues to give my re-
vised amendment the same unanimous 
approval as last time. In the words of 
the old American adage: We do not ne-
gotiate with terrorists. 

I thank the chairman and the com-
mittee for their work, and I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on my amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. GOSAR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I would just 
like to advise him that our side of the 
committee especially and enthusiasti-
cally endorses your amendment. 

Mr. GOSAR. I appreciate the gen-
tleman, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Ms. HAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. HAHN. Today is actually my 1- 
year anniversary of being sworn in to 
this Congress. It’s hard to believe it’s 
been a year. 

One of the things I came to Congress 
to do was to really move us toward 
ending the wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. While we look toward the 11th an-
niversary of Operation Enduring Free-
dom, I believe it’s necessary to reflect 
on the staggering human and economic 
costs this country has endured over the 
past decade. Since 2001, we’ve spent 
nearly $635 billion on the Afghanistan 
war. Under FY 2012 figures, this 
equates to an average of $8.8 billion a 
month, $2 billion a week, and nearly 
$300 million a day. 

With what it takes to keep this war 
going for a week, we can hire 45,000 
more construction workers to help re-
pair and build our own crumbling infra-
structure. With what it costs to keep 
this war going for 1 more month, we 
can hire over 250,000 new teachers, 
nearly enough to hire back all of the 
teachers and public school officials 
who’ve lost their jobs during this great 
recession. While these figures seem as-
tounding, they don’t begin to compare 

to the human toll that this war has 
taken on our active servicemembers 
and military families. 

Last October, on the weekend of the 
10th anniversary of this war in Afghan-
istan, I visited Arlington West in Cali-
fornia—an incredible memorial to the 
men and women who died in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. It’s truly a moving expe-
rience walking through row after row 
of crosses in the sand at Santa Monica 
Beach. 

As of today, 2,041 U.S. soldiers have 
been killed in Afghanistan, and over 
12,000 have been wounded. While many 
of us talk about these figures here on 
the House floor, I know many of us 
have even more personal experiences 
with families who have suffered loss or 
illnesses or injuries of their loved ones. 

Unfortunately, I had reason to visit 
Walter Reed twice in the last 6 months, 
and I’ve seen the evidence of the sac-
rifice that we’re asking these young 
men and women to bear. I think all of 
us should take the time to walk the 
halls of Walter Reed and see the full 
cost that this war has taken. My own 
cousin, a young man of 26, was only in 
Afghanistan 3 months and was shot in 
his leg. It’s unclear whether or not 
he’ll get full recovery of his leg. Last 
week, I visited one of my former em-
ployees in the City of Los Angeles 
whose son, Ben, was in Afghanistan. He 
reenlisted three times to go back. Un-
fortunately, this last time, he’s now 
lost both of his legs. His future and his 
family’s future has changed forever. 

When you walk the halls at Walter 
Reed, you’re made to remember the 
mothers bearing the crosses of their 
children, armed with only the memory 
of the love lost and unique responsi-
bility that we all have to the fallen. 
You’re reminded of the men and women 
who are still here and of the battles 
that they’re going to have to fight long 
after they hang up their fatigues and 
come home. You’re reminded of the 
struggles shared by the families—the 
mothers, the fathers, the sisters, the 
brothers, the sons, and daughters—of 
these veterans who bear the seen and 
unseen scars of four, five, even six 
tours of duty. 

These scars are most evident in the 
recent news that 154 Active Duty serv-
icemembers have committed suicide in 
the first 150 days of this year. This is 
nearly 1 per day. This is a heart-
breaking statistic that brings into 
stark relief the terrible toll of nearly 
11 years of war. 

Mr. Chairman, we need to bring these 
troops home. That’s why I support this 
amendment that provides for the safe 
and orderly withdrawal of U.S. forces 
from Afghanistan and to help bring 
this war to an end. A decade at war is 
too long. 

I want to thank Congresswoman LEE 
for raising this incredibly important 
issue, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this effort and help bring the 
troops home. With that, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE OF 

CALIFORNIA 
Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chairman, 

I have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. (a) The total amount of appro-

priations made available by this Act is here-
by reduced by $19,200,000,000. 

(b) The reduction in subsection (a) shall 
not apply to amounts made available— 

(1) under title I; 
(2) under title VI for ‘‘Defense Health Pro-

gram’’; and 
(3) under title IX for— 
(A) ‘‘Military Personnel’’; and 
(B) ‘‘Defense Health Program’’. 

Ms. LEE of California (during the 
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the amendment be 
considered read. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chair, I’m 

pleased to be joined by my colleagues 
in offering an amendment to set Pen-
tagon spending at the levels from the 
2008 financial year adjusted for infla-
tion, or at $500 billion. 

I’m offering this amendment for one 
simple reason: the bloated Pentagon 
budget must be addressed if we are se-
rious about solving our Nation’s def-
icit. Quite frankly, our real national 
security is about rebuilding our econ-
omy. It’s time to use these tax dollars 
to create jobs here at home. 

It’s time to rebuild America and also 
to provide for the health and economic 
security of our brave troops and the 
communities that they live in back 
here at home. Even with this modest 
cut—and it’s very modest at $19.2 bil-
lion—the Pentagon-based budget would 
still be, mind you, a half trillion dol-
lars, excluding war funding for Afghan-
istan, far outpacing any other nation 
in defense spending. 

Americans across the country have 
been forced to cut back, and many are 
barely able to make ends meet while 
Pentagon spending has doubled over 
the past decade. The United States 
spends as much on its military as the 
next 14 countries combined, and all but 
three of these are close allies. Ameri-
cans believe no Federal agency should 
be immune from cuts, including the 
Pentagon. In fact, the average Amer-
ican would pursue a much larger cut of 
over $100 billion according to a poll re-
leased earlier this week by the Stimson 
Center. 

Some have argued that defense cuts 
will result in job losses. The Pentagon, 
quite frankly, is not a jobs program. 
Even if it were, defense spending cre-
ates fewer jobs per billion dollars spent 
than investing in other sectors: edu-
cation, health care, clean energy, or 
even tax cuts. 

The bloated Pentagon budget has 
been immune from oversight and scru-

tiny for too long. We couldn’t even pass 
my amendment yesterday calling for 
an audit of the Pentagon. This really 
has resulted in unbalanced spending 
where nearly 60 cents of every discre-
tionary dollar now goes to the Pen-
tagon. If we are serious about address-
ing the deficit, we must take reason-
able steps to rein in Pentagon spend-
ing. 

My amendment makes modest cuts 
to defense spending while protecting 
our active military personnel and retir-
ees from misguided efforts to cut their 
compensation and health care expendi-
tures by prohibiting the additional 
cuts from coming from Active Duty 
and National Guard personnel accounts 
from the defense health program. Let 
me repeat: not a single penny would 
come from Active Duty and National 
Guard personnel accounts or from de-
fense health programs. 

President Eisenhower famously said 
that the United States ‘‘should spend 
as much as necessary on defense,’’ 
which we all agree with, ‘‘but not a 
penny more.’’ 

b 1310 

At a time when American families, 
businesses, and government agencies 
are facing budget cuts and tightening 
their belts, the Pentagon should not be 
immune from the need to justify its ex-
penses and guard against waste, fraud, 
and abuse. 

I am proposing a very modest pro-
posal over the course of a decade that 
would equal less than $200 billion, $200 
billion. The Bowles-Simpson Commis-
sion outlines $750 billion in suggested 
defense cuts in the next decade. 

President Reagan’s Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense, Lawrence Korb, has 
proposed $1 trillion in cuts to the Pen-
tagon over the next 10 to 12 years. As I 
said, the average American would cut 
18 percent of the Pentagon budget, or a 
little over $100 billion. 

Finding $19 billion in savings next 
year is a very modest first step after an 
unchecked decade of runaway Pen-
tagon spending. While many Americans 
would support a larger cut, this is a 
commonsense amendment to change 
the direction of Pentagon spending to-
wards a reasonable level aligned with 
actual threats to our national security. 

I hope my colleagues, many of whom 
speak out here on the House floor fre-
quently about the importance of ad-
dressing our deficit, will support this 
amendment. If we are really concerned 
about the deficit, then vote for this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, this is another amendment that 
slashes large amounts from our overall 
Defense appropriations bill. 

I would say that this subcommittee 
is not adverse to reducing defense 

spending when we can do so without 
having an adverse effect on readiness 
or without having an adverse effect on 
our troops, their medical care, and 
their families. I understand the gentle-
lady does protect some of those issues 
in her amendment. 

This committee has already proven 
that we are willing to cut defense. In 
the last 2 fiscal years, this sub-
committee, on a bipartisan basis and in 
a bipartisan way, was able to reduce 
$39 billion, and we did so very carefully 
by looking at every account, every 
project, every place that we could find 
weakness in the spending, in the con-
tracting, in programs that were termi-
nated or about to be terminated, and 
we can do that, but just an across-the- 
board cut is not smart. 

Here’s what could happen. We could 
actually, with this amendment and 
this reduction, we could require that 
we reduce or cancel training for troops 
returning home from the battlefield or 
cancel Navy training exercises because 
they are running very tight on funding 
already, or reduce Air Force flight 
training or delay or cancel mainte-
nance of aircraft, ships, and vehicles. 
All of this relates to readiness: to 
make sure that the men and women in 
the military are ready, that they are 
trained properly, that they have the 
equipment, and that the equipment is 
ready. 

Now something new here, interesting 
for this year: the CBO—and everyone 
understands that CBO is a nonpartisan, 
nonpolitical organization—has just 
issued their analysis of the Depart-
ment’s Future Year Defense Programs, 
the FYDP, and determined that De-
partment plans will actually cost $123 
billion more than they actually 
project, which means what they say we 
will get for the money, we won’t get 
that for the money. 

Further cuts would make it very dif-
ficult to meet the requirements of the 
Department of Defense, the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, and the Air Force. 
We just don’t want to do that. 

This is not the only amendment. We 
have dealt with similar amendments 
numerous times yesterday, and I ex-
pect that we will again numerous times 
today. This is not a good amendment, 
and it’s one that I would hope that the 
Members reject. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
proud to cosponsor this amendment of-
fered by my friend from California. As 
she clearly stated, this amendment 
would cut $19.2 billion of Pentagon 
spending and bring the overall spend-
ing down to $500 billion while at the 
same time protecting our troops and 
their medical needs. 

Even with this cut, the $500 billion 
that remains amounts to a generous 
appropriation for the Defense Depart-
ment. With this cut, the Pentagon 
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budget would still be greater than the 
next 10 countries’ defense budgets com-
bined. That’s right: military spending 
from China, Japan, Germany, the U.K., 
Russia, India, France, Saudi Arabia, 
and Brazil combined would still trail 
our United States’ military Pentagon 
budget by hundreds of billions of dol-
lars. 

I just don’t understand how someone 
can stand here and say half a trillion 
dollars isn’t enough. How many more 
outdated Cold War weapons systems do 
we need? How many helicopters with 
unreliable mechanical systems do we 
need? How many fighter jets causing 
pilot blackouts do we need? How many 
more private defense contractors do we 
have to pay and overpay? 

At some point we have to say enough 
is enough. It’s time, Mr. Chairman, for 
a reality check. It’s time to accept 
that we spend too much on our bloated 
defense budget. I mean, ask any other 
Department or agency if they would 
make due with half a trillion dollars. I 
think we all know what that answer 
is—they would be delighted. 

I urge you all, vote ‘‘yes,’’ bring some 
sanity back to our budget. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. LEE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. LEE. 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 gentlewoman from California will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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 Department 
of Defense or a component thereof to provide 
the government of the Russian Federation 
with any information about the missile de-
fense systems of the United States that is 
classified by the Department or component 
thereof. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Alabama is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BROOKS. I want to thank Rep-
resentative MIKE TURNER, chairman of 
the Armed Services Strategic Forces 
Subcommittee, and Representative 
TRENT FRANKS, cochair of the Missile 
Defense Caucus, for their support of 
this amendment. 

This amendment prohibits the ad-
ministration from using funds to share 
the United States’ classified missile de-
fense information with Russia. It is 
similar to an amendment which passed 
with bipartisan support in the House 
version of the fiscal year 2013 National 
Defense Authorization Act. 

In light of recent statements by 
President Obama that he wanted 
‘‘more space’’ from the Russians in re-
gards to missile defense, and his state-
ment that he would ‘‘have more flexi-
bility’’ on this issue after the elections, 
I am concerned, Mr. Speaker, that the 
United States’ hit-to-kill and other 
valuable missile defense technologies 
may become pawns in a political chess 
game of appeasement with the Rus-
sians. 

Statements by Russian Chief of Gen-
eral Staff Nikolai Makarov have in-
creased my concern. In reference to the 
United States’ desire to strengthen our 
missile defense sites in Europe, Gen-
eral Makarov threatened the use of 
military force against the United 
States, declaring that ‘‘A decision to 
use destructive force preemptively will 
be taken if the situation worsens.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, if Russia’s defense 
staff is willing to blatantly threaten 
the United States, why should the 
United States hand them the keys to 
technology that gives America’s 
warfighter a decided advantage. 

The danger to national security is 
obvious, but there is more to this pic-
ture. The Congressional Research Serv-
ice estimates the United States has 
spent approximately $153 billion on 
missile defense. A vast majority, 
roughly 90 percent, was spent on hit-to- 
kill technology. It makes no sense to 
spend $153 billion of taxpayers’ money 
on advanced weaponry just to give it 
away. 

This amendment builds on a letter 
that had broad bipartisan support in 
the United States Senate and was 
signed by 39 senators in April 2011 ex-
pressing concern about giving the Rus-
sians sensitive missile defense data and 
technologies. 

b 1320 
These Senators were concerned, as I 

am, that the White House must not use 
America’s missile defense technologies 
as a bargaining chip in negotiations 
with Russia. 

This amendment helps the United 
States lead the world in missile defense 
technologies, preserves investments of 
billions of dollars, and ensures the via-
bility of current and future missile de-
fense technologies. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
my colleague and good friend, Con-
gressman TURNER from the great State 
of Ohio. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
may yield, but not specific amounts of 
time. 

The gentleman from Ohio is recog-
nized. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Thank you, 
Mr. BROOKS. 

I just want to point out the impor-
tance of this amendment and also reit-
erate that this amendment says that 
classified information about our mis-
sile defense system should not be al-
lowed to be provided to the Russians. 
We have two areas of concern: 

Obviously, one, Iran and their grow-
ing ICBM threat to the United States. 

I previously wrote a letter with Chair-
man MCKEON to Secretary Panetta 
asking about specific information for 
the rising ICBM threat with Iran. 

The second aspect is that we’re all 
aware that the President is currently 
in negotiations on a secret deal with 
the Russians. We saw that in the open 
mike discussion that the President was 
having with Medvedev in South Korea, 
where he said he wanted greater flexi-
bility until after the election. Some of 
that flexibility should not be disclosing 
classified information concerning our 
missile defense system to the Russians. 
This amendment would say: Mr. Presi-
dent, you won’t tell us what your se-
cret deal is, but that secret deal better 
not include sharing classified informa-
tion of the United States with the Rus-
sians about our missile defense. 

Again, Mr. BROOKS’ amendment is 
very important because it says: Mr. 
President, even though you won’t tell 
us what the secret deal is, we will not 
allow you to exchange classified infor-
mation and weaken the security of the 
United States. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 13, 2012. 
Hon. LEON E. PANETTA, 
Secretary of Defense, 
Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY PANETTA: We write out of 
concern with the Administration’s plans for 
missile defense, specifically, the continued 
sharp decline in the attention and resources 
invested in U.S. national missile defenses. 
We fear that this situation could be severely 
exacerbated under current plans, including 
the threat of defense sequester, which could 
be prevented under recent legislation passed 
by the House of Representatives. Further, we 
are in receipt of an $8 billion reprogramming 
request that could, in view of new informa-
tion, continue to mis-prioritze scarce defense 
resources. 

In 2009, the Administration justified a sig-
nificant shift in U.S. missile defense policy 
on the basis of what was labeled ‘‘new intel-
ligence assessments’’. Secretary Gates, in a 
September 17, 2009, press conference, stated, 
‘‘our intelligence assessment also now as-
sesses that the threat of potential Iranian 
intercontinental ballistic missile capabili-
ties has been slower to develop than was es-
timated in 2006.’’ (emphasis added). It there-
fore follows that a shift in intelligence could 
justify a further change in U.S. missile de-
fense strategy. 

The recently released unclassified 2012 Re-
port on the Military Power of the Islamic 
Republic of Iran suggests to us just such a 
shift may be at hand. For example, the re-
port stated, ‘‘Beyond steady growth in its 
missile and rocket inventories, Iran has 
boosted the lethality and effectiveness of ex-
isting systems with accuracy improvements. 
. . . Since 2008, Iran has launched multistage 
space launch vehicles that could serve as a 
test bed for developing long-range ballistic 
missile technologies.’’ 

Because of our concerns that the 2009 judg-
ments may be superseded based on new intel-
ligence information, we have the following 
questions, which we request be answered by 
you with an unclassified written response: 

1. Have key judgments about Iran’s efforts 
to develop intercontinental ballistic missiles 
(ICBM) shifted since 2009? Does Iran now in-
tend to develop an ICBM? If so, when is the 
earliest it could deploy such a capability? 

2. Has Iran continued to improve its ICBM- 
related technical capabilities through its 
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short-range, medium-range, and alleged 
space-launch vehicle tests since 2009? 

3. If Iran has now decided to develop an 
ICBM capability, does that suggest anything 
regarding Iranian decisions to develop a nu-
clear weapons program? There appears to be 
no reason for Iran to develop ICBMs unless it 
has already decided to develop nuclear weap-
ons, or other weapons of mass destruction, to 
put on top of those missiles. 

4. Have there been any further develop-
ments that suggest North Korea could be 
preparing to deploy a new road mobile ICBM 
this year? 

Additionally, for almost three years, the 
Committee has been asking for, and repeat-
edly promised by your Department, a ‘‘hedg-
ing strategy’’ for national missile defense in 
the event that the Administration’s plan, as 
articulated in the September 2009 decision on 
the Third Site and the European Phased 
Adaptive Approach (EPAA) and the 2010 Bal-
listic Missile Defense Review, is delayed for 
technical or budgetary reasons, or if the bal-
listic missile threat to the United States 
emerges faster than was assessed in 2009. In-
deed, in the FY2012 National Defense Author-
ization Act, such a plan was required by law. 
The Committee has thus far received no such 
strategy. 

The Administration’s plan for national 
missile defense is almost entirely focused on 
assumptions for future changes to the shot 
doctrine of the GMD system—which would 
not happen for years under the program of 
record, assuming it is possible, or the SM–3 
IIB missile, which is now a year delayed, and 
about which the Defense Science Board and 
the National Academies have all expressed 
grave concerns for its projected capability. 
Indeed, the Government Accountability Of-
fice has expressed concerns about the ab-
sence of any real Analysis of Alternatives to 
substantiate technical capability and re-
quirements for the IIB missile and therefore 
has warned about the risk of delay and budg-
et overrun. We urge the Administration to 
provide the Committee all the analysis that 
was prepared when the SM–3 IIB missile was 
recommended in September 2009. 

Committee staff were briefed in March of 
this year on some elements of the ‘‘hedging 
strategy’’, as then under consideration, in-
cluding potential configurations of an East 
Coast site consisting of 20 ground-based 
interceptors. The Committee is now in-
formed that the Department has determined 
not to share even those briefing slides with 
the Committee. 

We request you submit the hedging strat-
egy mandated by section 233 of the FY12 
NDAA not later than the week of July 30th, 
in time for Committee Members to be briefed 
before the August district work period and 
Senate consideration of the NDAA, and we 
request you immediately transmit the brief-
ing slides of the March 6th briefing. 

The Committee is in receipt of almost $8 
billion in FY12 reprogramming requests, 
with significant sums of money intended for 
missile defense capabilities and capabilities 
oriented to a potential conflict with a re-
gional threat. We therefore believe it appro-
priate for our requests in this letter to be an-
swered prior to any decision by the Com-
mittee on those matters. 

We appreciate your willingness to work 
with us on these requests in a timely fash-
ion. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ 

MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee 

on Armed Services. 
MICHAEL R. TURNER, 

Chairman, Sub-
committee on Stra-
tegic Forces. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 23, 2012. 
President BARACK OBAMA, 
The White House, 
Washington, DC. 

MR. PRESIDENT: As you know, there is pro-
found interest on the subject of you and your 
Administration’s efforts to enter into an 
agreement with the Russian Federation on 
the subject of U.S. missile defenses. These ef-
forts were the subject of considerable debate 
during the recent consideration of H.R. 4310, 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2013. 

Specifically, there is still a great deal of 
concern about what you meant when you 
were overheard during a recent meeting in 
Seoul with Russia’s former President, Dmitri 
Medvedev, that after this election, your 
‘‘last election,’’ you ‘‘would have greater 
flexibility’’ to make a deal with Russia con-
cerning U.S. missile defenses. 

One of your aides, Mr. Nabors, wrote to me 
stating ‘‘[i]t is no secret that this effort [re-
ferring to the effort to negotiate an agree-
ment with Russia about U.S. missile defense] 
will be more complicated during election 
years in both the United States and Russia.’’ 
The inference is that the American people 
may not like the deal your Administration is 
planning to negotiate. If that is the case, 
why make it at all? 

What is it you and your administration are 
concerned the American people would object 
to in such a deal with Russia? Would it be 
limitations, unilateral or bilateral, with 
Russia on the speed, range, or geographical 
deployment of U.S. missile defense intercep-
tors? 

Of like concern is your apparent belief that 
U.S. missile defenses are a hindrance to fur-
ther U.S. nuclear arms reductions. At 
present, your Administration is conducting 
what’s known as the NPR Implementation 
Study, which press reports indicate could 
recommend up to 80 percent reductions in 
U.S. nuclear forces, on top of the unilateral 
U.S. reductions your Administration just ne-
gotiated in the New START treaty. This re-
view is being conducted in total secrecy, 
without any information having been shared 
with the Congress. Many in Congress, me in-
cluded, are deeply troubled that you may be 
willing to further trade or give away U.S. 
missile defenses to get closer to your goal of 
a world without nuclear weapons. 

You may be able to put to rest such con-
cerns if you would simply direct your Ad-
ministration to share with the Congress the 
draft agreements that have been offered to 
Russia. For example, according to President 
Putin in a March 2, 2012 interview with RIA- 
Novosti: 

‘‘They [referring to your Administration] 
made some proposals to us which we vir-
tually agreed to and asked them to get them 
down on paper.. .They made a proposal to us 
just during the talks, they told us: we would 
offer you this, this and that. We did not ex-
pect this, but I said: we agree. Please put it 
down on paper . . . We were waiting for their 
answer for two months. We did not get it, 
and then our American partners withdrew 
their own proposals, saying: no, it’s impos-
sible,’’ he added. 

This is not the first such reference to a se-
cret deal the Obama Administration offered 
to Russia. The Russian newspaper 
Kommersant reported last October that it 
obtained the copy of a deal that was to be 
agreed to at the May 2011 08 summit in Deau-
ville, France. 

Mr. President, the unwillingness of your 
Administration to provide copies of these 
draft agreements to the Congress does noth-
ing to resolve concerns about just what your 
Administration is prepared to oiler to Russia 

regarding U.S. missile defenses after your 
‘‘last election.’’ 

After all, it was not that long ago that 
your Administration unilaterally withdrew 
from the plan to build the European Third 
Site in Poland and the Czech Republic just 
to earn goodwill from Russian Presidents 
Putin and Medvedev during the negotiations 
of the New START treaty. Additionally, 
your signing statement earlier this year that 
you would treat section 1244 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2012 as non-binding, is troubling in that this 
provision, which you signed into law, only 
seeks to protect classified U.S. missile de-
fense information from disclosure to Russia 
or those to whom it proliferates, like the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran and Syria. 

I encourage you to direct your Administra-
tion to provide to the Congress the draft 
agreements provided to the Russian Federa-
tion. Such transparency would be the best 
way to resolve concerns in the Congress 
about your statement to President 
Medevedev—‘‘[t]his is my last election . . . 
After my election I have more flexibility’’— 
about your intentions for missile defense. 
And, I can see no reason why you wouldn’t 
provide to the elected representatives of the 
American people that which you and your 
Administration have provided to President 
Putin, President Medvedev and others in 
their government. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL R. TURNER, 

Chairman, Strategic Forces Subcommittee, 
House Armed Services Committee. 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, this actually may be the most 
critical amendment that we will con-
sider on this bill today. There should 
be no secret deals on our missile de-
fense with a Russian President or any 
other person not involved with the se-
curity of our own Nation. This amend-
ment precludes that. 

Mr. BROOKS has pointed it out ex-
tremely well and Mr. TURNER has cer-
tainly made a very strong case. But let 
me add, our national defense interests 
have got to be our interests, not some-
body else’s. Our national defense in-
vestments must be made based on what 
is the threat to our Nation, and missile 
defense in particular. The Iranians 
have just shown a massive arsenal of 
missiles—short-range, medium-range, 
and some long-range capability. Those 
missiles would have the ability to tar-
get our troops wherever they might be 
in the Persian Gulf region. They can 
even reach to Israel, one of our very 
best partners and coalition allies. 

We just can’t let this happen. We 
can’t let anyone make a secret deal 
with a Russian President on missile de-
fense. The threat is too great. 

The threat is growing not only from 
Iran, but from North Korea. The North 
Koreans have invested a lot of time, a 
lot of money, and a lot of technology in 
developing their missiles, and I don’t 
suspect that they are for peaceful pur-
poses. 

We have to be always on guard that 
we protect Americans and our interests 
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and our troops, wherever they might 
be, from hostile attacks by somebody’s 
missile. 

So this is a critical amendment, and 
I think it is important that we have a 
very large vote and send the message 
that we are not going to toy with the 
defense of our Nation, especially mis-
sile defense. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-

uisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Frankly, we don’t have 
any problem with this amendment. I 
would be very surprised if the adminis-
tration would give any classified infor-
mation to the Russian Government. 
Now, maybe the gentleman knows 
something that I don’t know. And I un-
derstand that there was an inadvertent 
comment suggesting that after the 
election there may be a better oppor-
tunity to work between the two gov-
ernments. Those things are said at 
times. But I have no personal informa-
tion that anyone is saying that we’re 
going to give them this information. 
So I personally think it would be a 
mistake to give it to them unless it 
was declassified so the American peo-
ple would know what the information 
was. 

But in this case, just to be sure, I’m 
willing to go along with the gentle-
man’s amendment. We have to be very 
careful here with classified informa-
tion, there’s no question about that. 
There’s been some concern expressed 
about classified information being re-
leased to the public, which is another 
questionable activity. 

I support the gentleman’s amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BROOKS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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 for the 

purpose of a colloquy regarding an 
amendment that I had intended to offer 
relating to military families. 

Mr. Chair, our military personnel 
have access to great health care 
through TRICARE, but in certain 
cases—and many would be surprised to 
learn this—TRICARE does not cover 
every health service. And this comes 
into play sometimes with children of 
military families with special needs. 
There’s also a circumstance when 
someone in the military is separating 
from the military but they don’t have 
retirement benefits, and their family, 
their children, may not have access to 
health insurance. 

I ran into this in a case back home in 
Tampa, Florida, at MacDill Air Force 
Base, not unlike many of our col-
leagues here who participate in forums 
for veterans and job fairs and the like. 

The military health folks didn’t know 
a lot about Medicaid or the Children’s 
Health Insurance Program, whether it 
applied to military families that they 
talked to all of the time or those fami-
lies that are separating from the mili-
tary and are no longer covered by 
TRICARE. So we tried to investigate 
this with the Pentagon a little bit, but 
they were not able to clarify anything 
for us. 

I have done a little research. There 
was one report, entitled, ‘‘Medicaid’s 
Role in Treating Children in Military 
Families.’’ That report advised that 1 
in 12 children from military families 
rely on Medicaid for some health serv-
ice; and for children with special needs 
in the military families, 1 in 9. I was 
surprised to learn that, frankly. Plus, 
we have many that have served in the 
military and have come back from Iraq 
or Afghanistan and have a lot of ques-
tions about what it means for them 
finding a job, finding coverage for their 
family as they move on in their lives. 

So I had intended to offer an amend-
ment that simply clarifies the fact that 
nothing prohibits DOD from providing 
that information at a job fair, a health 
fair, or advising military families that 
the Medicaid coverage or the SCHIP 
coverage could be an option. So I would 
really like to work with Chairman 
YOUNG, the Department of Defense, and 
Ranking Member DICKS so that our 
military families don’t have to worry 
about health coverage, whether they’re 
in the military, they have children, 
children with special needs, or they’re 
separating from the military and they 
just simply need answers to questions 
about where they can turn. 

I yield to the chairman. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I thank the gentlelady for yield-
ing, and I want to thank her for the at-
tention and the hard work that she 
does to ensure that our military serv-
icemembers and their families have the 
very best information and resources re-
garding health care. 

b 1330 
That is only fair. One of our highest 

priorities has always been to take care 
of the health of our men and women in 
uniform and their families. 

I thank the gentlelady again, my 
neighbor in Florida, for her advocacy 
on this issue and guarantee that we 
will be very happy to work with her 
and the Department to make sure that 
all relevant health care information is 
available to our servicemembers, our 
retirees, and their families. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair, I 
thank the chairman. And this is espe-
cially meaningful coming from Chair-
man YOUNG. No one has been more at-
tentive to military families and our 
servicemembers—no matter what serv-
ice, no matter their veteran status— 
than Mr. YOUNG, my colleague and 
friend from Florida. 

I thank the gentleman and yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WALDEN. I would ask the gen-
tleman from Florida if he would be 
willing to enter into a colloquy. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I would be 
happy to enter into a colloquy with my 
colleague, the very distinguished gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN). 

Mr. WALDEN. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Chairman. 

As chairman of the Communications 
and Technology Subcommittee, I have 
taken an interest in the use of our Na-
tion’s spectrum resources by both Fed-
eral and non-Federal users. Spectrum 
is becoming increasingly important as 
our Nation’s needs for mobile commu-
nications grow. Unfortunately, how-
ever, demand is quickly outpacing the 
supply of spectrum. 

The U.S. Department of Defense is a 
large user of spectrum. Efficient use of 
spectrum would therefore not only 
greatly benefit our country in terms of 
technological and economic develop-
ment, but also help our military in 
conducting its critical mission. 

Recent discussion of spectrum policy 
in government has turned to ways that 
governmental and nongovernmental 
users might share spectrum to the ben-
efit of both. It has come to my atten-
tion that the work of the Department 
of Defense—through the Defense Ad-
vanced Research Projects Agency, the 
Joint Program Executive Office Joint 
Tactical Radio System, and other pro-
grams—has been examining some of 
these sharing technologies, but with 
mixed results. It is my belief that Con-
gress would benefit greatly from a re-
port on this research. I would suggest 
that the Department of Defense draft 
such a report that details the status of 
its work on cognitive radio, dynamic 
spectrum access, software-defined 
radio, and any other spectrum-sharing 
techniques and technologies. 

I would like to ask for your support, 
Mr. Chairman, and assistance in work-
ing with the Department of Defense to 
get additional information on the types 
of technologies under development and 
production and how much has been 
spent to date for these efforts, as well. 

In addition, I believe that a clearer 
understanding of the efforts being pur-
sued by the Department of Defense and 
the associated organizations for joint 
spectrum management technology de-
velopments, what has been deployed 
and what future investments will 
achieve is important and should be pur-
sued and we should fully understand 
what they’re doing. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, if the gentleman would yield, I 
would say to him that today, spectrum 
is a commodity, and the efficient man-
agement of that commodity is critical. 
I agree that understanding the Depart-
ment of Defense’s plans and budgets for 
research and development and deploy-
ment of these capabilities is critical. 

I look forward to working with Mr. 
WALDEN and the Department of Defense 
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to understand the technologies and 
techniques being employed to improve 
government spectrum efficiencies. I 
thank the gentleman for raising this 
important issue. 

Mr. WALDEN. I thank the chairman 
for his work on not only this issue and 
working with us on this, but also your 
terrific dedication to the country over 
the years, and especially in moving 
this legislation forward. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE OF 

CALIFORNIA 
Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chairman, 

I have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. (a) The total amount of appro-

priations made available by this Act is here-
by reduced by $7,583,000,000. 

(b) The reduction in subsection (a) shall 
not apply to amounts made available— 

(1) under title I; 
(2) under title VI for ‘‘Defense Health Pro-

gram’’; 
(3) under title IX; and 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. LEE of California. The Lee-Van 
Hollen-Smith amendment would limit 
Department of Defense funding to the 
amount authorized under the Budget 
Control Act of 2011, resulting in a $7.6 
billion reduction in spending from the 
level authorized by the Appropriations 
Committee. 

This amendment is cosponsored by 
my colleagues, Armed Services Rank-
ing Member ADAM SMITH, Budget Com-
mittee Ranking Member CHRIS VAN 
HOLLEN, and Representatives AMASH, 
BLUMENAUER, CLARKE, JOHNSON, NAD-
LER, POLIS, SCHRADER, STARK, WELCH, 
and WOOLSEY, among others. 

As you know, Mr. Chair, last year, 
Congress passed the Budget Control 
Act, which put in place spending caps 
on discretionary spending. Despite 
these statutory limitations, the Appro-
priations Committee set overall mili-
tary spending billions of dollars above 
what the Pentagon requested or what 
was agreed to under the Budget Con-
trol Act. 

A deal is a deal. While many of us did 
not support the discretionary caps 
under the Budget Control Act, our 
amendment simply brings Pentagon 
spending in line with the law. Again, a 
deal is a deal. It does this while pro-
tecting our Active Duty military per-
sonnel and retirees from misguided ef-
forts to cut their compensation and 
health care expenditures, by prohib-
iting the additional cuts from coming 
from Active Duty and National Guard 
personnel accounts or from the Defense 
Health Program. 

Let me repeat: not a single penny 
would come from Active Duty and Na-
tional Guard personnel accounts or 
from the Defense Health Program. 

The Pentagon budget already con-
sumes almost 60 cents out of every dis-
cretionary dollar we spend, and adding 

billions of unrequested dollars—mind 
you, unrequested dollars—at the ex-
pense of struggling families during the 
ongoing economic downturn is wrong. 

Once again, I just have to remind us 
that yesterday an amendment was 
struck down, made out of order, that 
we still can’t even get an audit of the 
Pentagon; and here, once again, we’re 
going against the law of the land and 
violating a deal and asking for more 
money—outrageous. 

At a time when American families, 
businesses, and government agencies 
are facing budget cuts and tightening 
their belts, why shouldn’t the Depart-
ment of Defense be asked to become 
more efficient and eliminate wasteful 
programs? 

While many of us would support a 
larger cut, this is a commonsense 
amendment to keep spending in line 
with what was agreed to last year. Re-
member, a deal is a deal. 

I hope my colleagues, many of whom 
speak here on the floor frequently 
about the importance of addressing our 
deficit, will support this amendment. 
So I ask my colleagues, if we are really 
concerned with the deficit, then vote 
for this amendment. This is money the 
Pentagon did not ask for and it does 
not need. 

Some of us really do believe that 
your word is your bond. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, first, I would like to say that I 
really respect Ms. LEE’s tenacity and 
her determination. There’s no doubt 
that she is sincere, but I just disagree 
with her amendment. 

Actually, except for the numbers 
that have changed, this is basically the 
same amendment that has been offered 
before even today. And so rather than 
repeat the arguments, I will just say 
the arguments are the same. 

This is not a good amendment, and I 
would hope that the membership would 
oppose this amendment as we have oth-
ers similar to this. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Chairman, we 
have actually completed our with-
drawal from Iraq. We are on our way to 
withdrawing from Afghanistan. There 
is not a strategic need to increase the 
base budget for the Defense Depart-
ment beyond the BCA, Budget Control 
Act, agreement. 

Our own military leaders have ac-
knowledged that our debt and deficits 
are the largest national security threat 
that our country actually faces. We 
need to be building on the fiscal foun-
dation the BCA laid in order to provide 
for our children’s futures and the mili-

tary they will need to defend their free-
doms. Sticking to the BCA framework 
is our strategic priority. 

We should take a moment to remem-
ber where we were at this time last 
year. There was a real threat of gov-
ernment and economic shutdown due 
to the approaching debt limit. In the 
very 11th hour, we passed the bipar-
tisan Budget Control Act to forestall a 
sovereign debt crisis by cutting $900 
billion from the deficits and agreeing 
to cut another $1.2 trillion over the 
next 10 years. 

Even still, our national debt has in-
creased by $1.3 trillion since we came 
to that agreement last August. In part, 
this is due to the failure of the super-
committee to reform entitlements in 
our Tax Code. 

In the coming months, we need to 
finish the job we began with the pas-
sage of the Budget Control Act. Re-
forming entitlements and instituting 
comprehensive tax reform as suggested 
by the Bowles-Simpson plan is no 
longer an option but a national neces-
sity. Changes scheduled to go into ef-
fect in January would harm the econ-
omy and the middle class while proving 
ineffective in true deficit reduction. 
Backpedaling on the BCA is irrespon-
sible. 

b 1340 

By holding this body to the bipar-
tisan law we passed last August and re-
ducing our debt by reducing the under-
lying bill’s appropriation by a mere $7.5 
billion—in Washington, D.C. terms— 
the amendment before you today will 
enhance our national economic secu-
rity. 

We need to stick to the spending caps 
and move on from the FY 2013 appro-
priation process so we can work on get-
ting the next framework put in place 
to responsibly address what has be-
come known as the ‘‘fiscal cliff.’’ 

The American people and businesses 
in this country deserve certainty about 
their future. We need to do right by 
them, avoid a crisis of our own making, 
and lay the groundwork for restoring 
our economy and getting hardworking 
Americans back to work. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the requisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. STARK. I’d like to first thank 
my friend, Ms. LEE, for bringing up this 
important amendment. She knows so 
well that the less experience people in 
this body have had with the military, 
the fiercer they are. That goes to the 
Republicans wanting to exceed their 
own funding cap in the Budget Control 
Act by $8 billion. This is a moderate 
amendment to bring us back under the 
Budget Control Act. 

This is the 12th year that we’ve been 
fighting and funding a war in Afghani-
stan and that area; and there’s no 
peace, there’s nothing, no stability. 
The war in Afghanistan has basically 
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contributed to our instability. Nothing 
has happened over there. Since 2001, we 
have spent $600 billion or $700 billion on 
this Afghani war alone, and the De-
fense Department appropriations bill 
wants another $600 billion. 

Republicans like to talk about enti-
tlements like Medicare driving the 
debt. Well, let me tell you, defense 
spending has become just as much of 
an entitlement, with a team of lobby-
ists and Members of this body who are 
more interested in protecting defense 
contractors than protecting our coun-
try’s health, education, and economic 
growth. 

This bill ignores administration pro-
posals to delay or terminate military 
programs while providing funding in-
stead for weapons that the Department 
of Defense doesn’t want, doesn’t need, 
and won’t work. Apparently, funding 
wars and weapons instead of better 
health care, education, and repairing 
our infrastructure are more important 
to the Republican majority than all 
other issues. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense amendment and start 
reining in our out-of-control defense 
budget. 

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

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Maryland is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, 
I’m very proud to join with my col-
league from California (Ms. LEE) and 
Mr. SMITH, the ranking member on the 
Armed Services Committee, in support 
of this amendment. 

This amendment is, in fact, different 
than every other amendment that has 
been offered on this bill. This amend-
ment is very simple and very clear in 
its purpose: it’s to make sure that this 
Congress complies with the Budget 
Control Act agreement that was set by 
this body on a bipartisan vote just last 
year. 

I would just refer my colleagues to 
the Budget Control Act and refer them 
to section 302, Enforcement of Budget 
Goals. It’s right there in plain English 
what the 050 number will be, the De-
fense appropriation number will be. 
That was the Budget Control Act that 
was supported and voted on by the 
chairman of the Budget Committee, by 
the chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee, by the chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee, and by the 
chairman and the ranking member of 
the Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee. 

In fact, the chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee, Mr. ROGERS, said 
last year, when we passed it: 

Tough choices will have to be made, par-
ticularly when it comes to defense and na-
tional security priorities, but shared sac-
rifice will bring shared results. 

He went on to say: 
The Appropriations Committee has already 

started making tough decisions on spending 
and will continue to under the spending lim-

its and guidelines provided in this bill— 
meaning the Budget Control Act. 

That was August 1 of last year. The 
chairman of the full Appropriations 
Committee was right last year, but the 
bill that’s coming to the floor today is 
in violation of that bipartisan agree-
ment. As a result of that violation, 
while the Defense appropriation bill ex-
ceeds significantly what was requested 
by our own Defense Department as 
what was necessary to meet our na-
tional security needs—because this bill 
dramatically increased that level 
above what was requested—the reality 
is the other bills that are coming 
through the Appropriations Committee 
are taking very deep cuts—deep cuts to 
education, deep cuts to health care pro-
grams. In fact, the ranking member of 
the subcommittee, Mr. DICKS, de-
scribed that Labor-H bill as one of the 
most partisan bills that he has seen. 
That’s true, and that is a direct result 
of the fact that this bill that’s before 
us today dramatically explodes the 
Budget Control Act agreements. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would just 
refer the body to the statements made 
by Admiral Mullen recently, who of 
course was the chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, pointing out that our 
military strength depends on our eco-
nomic strength and our economic 
strength depends on our long-term fis-
cal health and the soundness of our fis-
cal policy. And I quote Admiral 
Mullen, who said: 

Our national debt is our biggest national 
security threat. 

He went on to say: 
Everybody must do their part. 

He said: 
We can no longer afford to spend taxpayer 

resources without doing the analysis—this is 
Admiral Mullen—without ensuring every 
dollar is efficiently and effectively invested. 
We can no longer go along with business as 
usual if we are going to get our fiscal house 
in order. 

That is why this body, on a bipar-
tisan basis, agreed to the Budget Con-
trol Act. So it’s very unfortunate that 
this bill now comes to the floor in vio-
lation of an agreement, in violation of 
an understanding that in order to get 
our fiscal house in order, we had to 
make tough decisions on defense and 
nondefense alike. 

By violating the agreement in this 
regard, what the committee is saying 
is they’re willing to make really tough 
decisions. In fact, they make irrespon-
sible decisions with respect to the non-
defense domestic spending, and we 
doubt we’ll even see a Labor-H bill on 
the floor of this House, it’s so bad. The 
reason it’s so bad is because, in part, 
that Budget Control Act was violated 
and so much was added to the Defense 
Department, again, as my colleagues 
have said, more than requested by our 
military leadership and more than re-
quested by the Defense Department. 

I agree with Admiral Mullen, who 
said we all need to share in this respon-
sibility. I agree with what my Repub-
lican colleague said just last year when 

we passed the Budget Control Act. 
Let’s stick to an agreement and let the 
people know that when this body 
comes to an understanding after a hard 
compromise, we stick with it for the 
public good. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. STARK. Mr. Chair, I rise today in oppo-

sition to H.R. 5856, the Department of De-
fense Appropriations Act for fiscal year 2013. 
Until we can rein in defense spending and 
treat it like all other federal programs facing 
damaging funding cuts, I cannot support yet 
another bloated defense budget. Republicans 
talk about how entitlements like Medicare are 
driving the debt. But it is clear that defense 
spending has become just as much of an enti-
tlement, complete with a team of lobbyists and 
members of this body that are more interested 
in protecting defense contractors than pro-
tecting our country. 

This bill marks the 12th fiscal year the 
United States has been fighting and funding 
the War in Afghanistan. During this time, we 
have pursued a variety of strategies and 
plans—none of which have delivered peace 
and stability to Afghanistan or the region. The 
War has, however, contributed to fiscal insta-
bility in our own country. Since 2001, we have 
spent $634 billion on the Afghanistan War 
alone. This appropriations bill is going to cost 
another $608.2 billion that we do not have. 
Yet the cycle continues. 

This year’s bill exceeds the Republicans’ 
own funding caps set by the Budget Control 
Act by almost $8 billion. This bill ignores ad-
ministration proposals to delay or terminate 
several military programs while providing fund-
ing for weapons programs the DoD said it 
doesn’t want or need. Apparently, funding 
wars and weapons instead of better health 
care, education, and repairing our crumbling 
infrastructure are more important to the Re-
publican Majority. It is unconscionable for us 
to be cutting these vital programs at the same 
time we’re increasing the defense budget. 
That is why I joined with Representative BAR-
BARA LEE (D–CA) to offer an amendment to 
cut that $8 billion from the defense appropria-
tions bill. 

I urge my colleagues to support this com-
monsense amendment and join me in voting 
against this out of control defense spending 
bill. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. LEE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. LEE of California. 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 gentlewoman from California will 
be postponed. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to engage the chairman, Mr. 
YOUNG, in a colloquy if he will so en-
gage. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend you and 
your committee for your hard work 
putting together this bill. The efforts 
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by your committee and your staff to 
provide our warfighters with the tools 
they need to keep our Nation secure 
are our first priority, and I thank you 
for your service doing just that. 

I applaud your work also to mitigate 
risk associated with shrinking budgets. 
I believe this bill shows your leadership 
to make the tough decisions to fund 
our Department of Defense at the ap-
propriate levels even during this time 
of fiscal austerity. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. CONAWAY. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I want to 
thank him very much for the comment. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I 
would also like to thank you specifi-
cally for your work addressing the 
wasteful pursuit by the Department— 
specifically the Navy—to stand up an 
alternative energy industry. These ef-
forts go against the primary mission of 
the Department and are a colossal 
waste of taxpayer money, especially as 
we are scrubbing every penny inside 
the Pentagon. 

The Navy claims that its pursuit of a 
green fuel source that is produced in 
the United States would help protect it 
from price shocks and volatility within 
the oil markets. I have yet to hear an 
argument that supports how spending, 
on average, $26 a gallon for biofuels 
would protect our fuel budgets when we 
could be paying $3.60 a gallon. This ar-
gument simply doesn’t add up. 

b 1350 

Prices, Mr. Chairman, would have to 
rise eightfold for this equation to 
work. 

The Navy claims that development of 
biofuels will limit the number of 
deaths associated with fuel convoys in 
theater. Yet, this is a specious argu-
ment. Convoys will still be needed to 
haul biofuels across dangerous areas to 
supply our needs, just like conven-
tional fuels. And if they’re less effi-
cient, more convoys would in all likeli-
hood be needed. 

The Navy also claims that buying 
biofuels and sailing their Green Fleet 
will end up saving American taxpayer 
dollars and ultimately lead our mili-
tary to energy independence. Through-
out hearings in the House and the Sen-
ate Armed Services Committee, wit-
nesses failed to offer any verifiable 
analysis that shows the costs of achiev-
ing this goal or when these goals can 
be achieved. 

Mr. Chairman, time and time again, 
with this current administration we’ve 
seen instances of shortsighted, unreal-
istic expectations like this and its sis-
ter project, Solyndra, at the Depart-
ment of Energy where venture capital-
ists are making a fortune off frivolous 
spending of taxpayer dollars on 
projects that belong in the private sec-
tor. 

The Department of Defense should be 
in the business of prosecuting wars and 
keeping this country safe, not wasting 

dollars on the pursuit of green fuel. I 
would argue that Department leaders 
should focus on buying the cheapest 
most readily available fueling which 
keeps our ships steaming and our 
planes flying. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. CONAWAY. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Thank you 
for yielding. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s atten-
tion to this matter, and I support his 
efforts to prioritize spending within 
the Defense Department. I look for-
ward to working with him to ensure 
that our scarce defense dollars are 
spent in a responsible manner, and I 
thank the gentleman for raising this 
issue. 

Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gen-
tleman, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KUCINICH 
Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), add the following new section: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used for the administra-
tion of the Armed Services Vocational Apti-
tude Battery for the student (high school) 
testing programs. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Just so you know, 
and I want the chairman and the rank-
ing member to know, in offering this 
amendment, it’s not my intention to 
wipe out military recruiting. It’s very 
important for people to be able to serve 
our country. It’s an honorable profes-
sion. It’s essential to America. 

What this amendment is about really 
is about upholding the right of parents 
to be able to determine whether or not 
their young person should have to take 
a test that would be given to them 
under the auspices of the Armed Serv-
ices Vocational Aptitude Test. This is 
a test that is administered annually to 
1 million military applicants, high 
school and postsecondary students. 

But it’s more than just a test. Here’s 
the kind of information that students 
who take this test divulge: Social Se-
curity number, gender, race, ethnicity, 
birth date, statement of future plans, 
and most significantly, their aptitude 
on a battery of subcritical tests. 

Now, if you ever wanted to make a 
case for the danger of Big Government 
being able to reach into schools, think 
about this. You’ve got the largest orga-
nization in the government admin-
istering tests to high school kids and 
basically getting all the information 
they want about these young people, 
and without their parents’ consent. I 
have a problem with that, and we all 
should have a problem with that. 

Now, if someone can tell me that 
you’ll fix this and provide for an opt-in 
or opt-out, or tell me that, you know, 

DENNIS, you’re right; any young person 
who could end up in military service, 
their parents ought to consent to 
whether or not they should be able to 
take the test and/or whether the re-
sults of the test should be released. 

This is about privacy. It’s about pa-
rental rights, and it’s also about not 
letting Big Government become Big 
Brother, gathering information about 
our children at a very early age in 
order to have some higher purpose. 

It might be very altruistic here. 
We’ve got to be very careful about this 
system we’ve set up. This Armed Serv-
ices Vocational Aptitude Test is ad-
ministered in recruiting centers. 
That’s true. Fine. But it’s also offered 
to high schools and postsecondary stu-
dents. And according to the Pentagon, 
the Career Exploration Program is de-
signed to help students explore civilian 
and military careers. 

But the rise of this test in high 
schools has led countless students and 
parents to feel that they’re being un-
fairly, potentially illegally, and often-
times unknowingly recruited. 

The Department of Defense claims 
it’s just a tool to screen students’ en-
listment eligibility and determine 
their interests and skills for non-
military careers, but Mr. Chairman, 
more than 90 percent of the scores 
being sent are sent directly to military 
recruiters. So it’s obvious this is a re-
cruiting tool. Fine. 

How about letting the parents know 
about it? How about giving parents a 
choice, because most of the times 
you’re talking about somebody that’s 
under 18 years old? 

So I don’t oppose military recruit-
ment. I want that understood. But I am 
concerned that this test is being ad-
ministered to kids in our public schools 
in a way that circumvents parental 
consent. The vast majority of students 
think they’re taking the test and that 
it’s required by their high school. Par-
ents aren’t informed that children are 
given the test. Why? Because their con-
sent isn’t required. 

Let’s get the parents in on this. 
Now, my dad encouraged me to be in 

the military. I had a heart murmur. I 
couldn’t serve. All my brothers and my 
sister did. But you know what? We had 
some feedback with our parents about 
this. 

You give a kid a test, that puts that 
child on a track to military service, 
parents don’t know about it? Are you 
kidding me? 

Parents have a right here, and we 
have to restrain the impulse of a big 
government organization to gather in-
formation about these kids that ordi-
narily the government would never be 
entitled to. 

So I want to make sure that my 
friends in the majority and my friend, 
who’s the ranking member, understand 
that my amendment in no way stops 
consenting adults from pursuing a ca-
reer in the military or from taking the 
test at a recruiting station or proc-
essing station. It doesn’t prohibit mili-
tary recruiter presence in our schools. 
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We dealt with that in No Child Left Be-
hind. I was on the other side on that, 
but my amendment doesn’t stop that. 

But it stops the administration of 
this test in schools, so it can’t be used 
as a recruiting tool disguised as a test 
that targets children who are legally 
too young, too young to consent to a 
career in the Armed Forces. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment. This amendment 
would basically prohibit funds from 
being used to administer the Armed 
Services Vocational Aptitude Battery 
test. This amendment would negatively 
impact both the education and recruit-
ing communities. 

This test is administered free of 
charge on a voluntary basis. It’s on a 
voluntary basis to high school and col-
lege students as part of a comprehen-
sive Career Exploration Program. This 
program integrates student aptitudes 
and interests to help them explore 
postsecondary opportunities, including 
college, technical schools, and civilian 
as well as military careers. 

As education resources grow to-
gether, many schools rely on this free 
test to provide a valuable career explo-
ration experience. And we, as a Nation, 
benefit from this test. Through this 
amendment, the gentleman would ef-
fectively prohibit high schools from of-
fering this test, which would be unfor-
tunate, and we are strongly opposed to 
the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. POE of 

Texas). The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH). 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I take this time to advise Mem-
bers of something that they might be 
exposed to here shortly. Recently, I 
had an opportunity to experience what 
I call ambush journalism on an issue 
that—I really found it hard to believe 
that this investigative reporter would 
raise the issue. 
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He was very upset because of the 
amount of money we spend to return 
our ‘‘killed in action’’ heroes back to 
their families at their home bases after 
they arrive in the United States at 
Dover. I was really shocked that that 
would be a concern to anybody because 
I believe that those heroes should be 
treated with the utmost respect. 

I told this distinguished gentleman 
that I would do everything that I pos-
sibly could to make sure that the prop-
er respect and dignity were awarded 

these heroes as their remains return 
home to their families. This gentleman 
thought that Congress actually set the 
schedules and decided which airplanes 
fly the soldiers back home. I explained 
the law. I explained that that was not 
the case. I explained that the Pentagon 
had a lot of people who did administra-
tive things like that, including sched-
uling. 

I expect that many of you might also 
face this same investigative reporter 
and be asked the same question. I just 
want you to be aware that that is the 
issue. I don’t understand why anybody 
would want to deny a hero killed in ac-
tion dignity and respect as he returns 
home to his family. It is just exas-
perating to me, I will say, Mr. Chair-
man. I just wanted Members to be 
aware. You may be faced with this very 
same question, with this very same 
issue. I hope you’re not, but you might 
be; so I bring this to your attention 
just in case. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-

uisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. I have had a chance to 
talk to the distinguished chairman of 
the Defense Subcommittee, Mr. YOUNG 
of Florida, about this issue. I can tell 
you, based on long experience, that no 
one cares more about our wounded war-
riors and also of those who have lost 
their lives and are coming home for the 
last time. 

I think the way that the Department 
of Defense handles this is appropriate. 
They are trying to get these bodies 
back to the parents or to the families 
as expeditiously as possible. Obviously, 
Congress doesn’t tell them how to do 
this. Obviously, we fund that program. 
I just appreciate Mr. YOUNG’s history 
of concern about our troops. I know 
that he stood up to a journalist, as 
most of us have had to do from time to 
time, who thinks he knows all the an-
swers but who has not gotten all of the 
information. 

As was suggested, the decisions about 
how to do this from Dover to the home 
are made by the Department of De-
fense. I think that it is done appro-
priately, and I think it is done in a dig-
nified way and in a way that all of us 
can be proud of. So I appreciate what 
Mr. YOUNG has done here. I just want 
him to know that I support him and 
will be glad to talk to any reporter. 

I see the distinguished chairman of 
the authorizing committee is here as 
well. Maybe it’s necessary to have an-
other meeting and to bring in some of 
the senior Members of the House and 
those who are leaders in defense to talk 
to this reporter and to try to make him 
understand how this actually func-
tions. 

I just want my good friend Mr. 
YOUNG to know that we support him. 
This is not something that he has day- 
to-day responsibility for, and he should 
not be blamed in any way. Again, we 

just know that he and his wife, Bev-
erly, have been such great supporters 
of the troops, so to have any insinu-
ation here is just not appropriate. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
with great pride to stand with Chair-
man YOUNG in order to reaffirm my 
commitment and the commitment of 
the members of the Armed Services 
Committee to the dignified and re-
spectful transportation of the remains 
of our war casualties to their final 
resting places. 

The current process of airlifting our 
fallen warriors was initiated by the 
Committee on Armed Services and leg-
islated in 2006 following a series of un-
fortunate cases in which the transfers 
of remains simply did not meet the 
high standard that the people of our 
Nation demanded. As awareness grew, 
it was very quickly clear that the rou-
tine treatment of our warriors on their 
returns home was not meeting the ex-
pectations of families and communities 
across the Nation. 

Without this law, the Department of 
Defense would be required to transport 
them by the cheapest means, in other 
words, to transport remains without an 
escort and in the cargo holds of com-
mercial airliners along with the suit-
cases and FedEx packages. No one 
wants to see that. That is not how the 
American people wish to treat those 
who have made the ultimate sacrifice 
on our behalf. 

The soul of a nation can be measured 
by its commitment to honor those who 
have sacrificed all to defend that na-
tion. If a nation takes a bookkeeper’s 
approach to measuring that commit-
ment, then, in this Nation’s case, the 
cost of Arlington, of all the national 
cemeteries, of the cemeteries we main-
tain overseas, of the efforts made to ac-
count for our war dead and missing is 
too high. When it comes to upholding 
the traditions so intrinsically linked to 
the values treasured by the American 
people, our Nation will never be ac-
cused of possessing a bookkeeper’s 
mentality. There is only one standard 
for the treatment of our fallen heroes, 
and the American people will demand 
that the standard will be met in the 
most dignified and respectful manner 
possible. 

I commend the gentleman from Flor-
ida for taking a moment to reaffirm 
the commitment of the Congress and 
the American people on this important 
issue. I cannot understand anyone who 
would challenge him on his devotion to 
our servicepeople. He and his wife both 
have dedicated the ultimate measure 
to seeing that our servicepeople are 
given the respect and the things that 
they need. I don’t know anyone who 
has visited the hospitals more or who 
has really cared about our people. I 
commend the chairman for this, for his 
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devotion to those who wear the uni-
form. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. HUNTER. As a United States ma-
rine who served in Iraq and Afghani-
stan and who saw the bodies and the 
flag-draped caskets with dignity and 
respect get put into the backs of air-
planes and sit off of the battlefield in 
those two theaters, I want to thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, for standing up for 
the fact that we accept them back into 
our arms in this Nation with the same 
dignity and respect. 

I would like to go a little bit further. 
Beyond saying this isn’t Congress’ 

job, if it were not for Congress, the 
bodies of our dead military men and 
women who come back to this Nation 
would be in the cargo holds of commer-
cial airliners. As the moms and dads 
watch their sons and daughters get 
forklifted off a commercial airline 
cargo hold and set on the ground—with 
no military escorts and with no flag- 
draped coffins—that is what we should 
be ashamed of. I would say that this is 
an issue that resonates with anybody 
who has worn a uniform or with any 
family who has had to receive the re-
mains of a loved one. 

Those who die for this Nation should 
be handled by honor guards, not by 
forklifts. It’s harsh but true that the 
people who question the necessity of 
this process need to examine their 
souls and ask themselves if they are 
even worthy of the freedoms that are 
protected and secured by our military 
heroes. There is no extravagant cost. 
There are no luxury accommodations. 
Those who pay for our freedom with 
their lives deserve to be treated with 
respect and handled as the heroes that 
they are. 

There are plenty of places in the de-
fense budget we can find savings, but 
the idea that someone would suggest 
the way we treat our war dead is a 
waste of money and resources should 
be ashamed, and he should not bring 
that up to any more Representatives in 
the future. 

I again want to thank Chairman 
YOUNG for his extraordinary service 
and for the way that he honors our 
wounded and our KIAs. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1410 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chair, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chair, I wish to 
engage in a colloquy with Chairman 
YOUNG and Ranking Member DICKS. 

Yesterday, the House adopted an 
amendment I offered with Congress-
woman BUERKLE directing the National 
Guard to conduct a capability assess-
ment of the medical equipment in its 

domestic Humvee ambulances. This 
will pave the way for the retrofitting of 
Humvee ambulances that lack ade-
quate cardiac monitoring and resus-
citation equipment. As you know, the 
National Guard’s mission includes re-
sponding to terrorist attacks, home-
land security emergencies, natural dis-
asters, and providing defense support 
to civil authorities. This equipment 
will allow the Guard to effectively 
carry out their mission. 

But the retrofitting of currently- 
owned Humvee ambulances is not 
enough. To purchase ambulances in the 
future that lack cardiac monitoring 
and resuscitation equipment is, frank-
ly, irresponsible. Mr. Chair and Mr. 
Ranking Member, the adjutant gen-
erals in eight different Sates, including 
Washington, New York, and my home 
State of Oregon, have indicated that 
this equipment is necessary to their 
missions, and could make the dif-
ference between life and death in an 
emergency situation. 

Mr. Chair and Mr. Ranking Member, 
both Congresswoman BUERKLE and I 
appreciate your support for our amend-
ment yesterday and your commitment 
to all who serve in our Nation’s Na-
tional Guard. Congresswoman BUERKLE 
and I had another amendment to en-
sure that this important lifesaving 
equipment would be included in 
Humvee ambulances purchased for the 
Guard in the future. In lieu of that 
amendment, I ask if you will work with 
Ms. BUERKLE and me to ensure that fu-
ture Humvee ambulances purchased for 
Guard use contain adequate cardiac 
monitoring and resuscitation equip-
ment? 

I would be happy to yield to the dis-
tinguished chairman. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 
gentlelady for yielding, and I thank the 
gentlelady for raising this issue. 

The attention and hard work to en-
sure the proper equipping of Humvee 
ambulances in units of our National 
Guard is extremely important. In to-
day’s wars, because we have these in-
creased benefits, we have better train-
ing, we have better medicines, we’re 
able to move soldiers from the battle-
field almost as soon as they’re hurt. 
Lives are being saved. Troops are sur-
viving who in previous wars would not 
have survived. So the gentlelady’s 
work is a very important part of this 
capability. 

I agree that the Humvee ambulances 
and National Guard units should be 
outfitted with proper medical equip-
ment to effectively accomplish the as-
signed missions, and that any new pur-
chases of Humvee ambulances should 
include the equipment necessary for 
mission accomplishment. The capa-
bility assessment that the National 
Guard will soon conduct will greatly 
assist this effort. I thank the gentle-
lady for her advocacy in this extremely 
important issue of saving the lives of 
our heroes on the battlefield. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentlelady 
yield? 

Ms. BONAMICI. Yes, I will yield to 
the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. I agree with my col-
league and look forward to working 
with you on this issue. Our National 
Guard and Humvee ambulances must 
have the cardiac monitoring and resus-
citation equipment and capabilities 
needed to respond to terrorist attacks, 
natural disasters, and homeland secu-
rity emergencies. This should be given 
careful thought when the Department 
of Defense makes future purchases. I 
might point out that this probably 
comes in other procurement for the 
Army, but also that the committee has 
provided $2 billion in National Guard 
equipment so that this money goes 
through and the National Guard actu-
ally gets to decide what that equip-
ment is. 

We look forward to working with 
you, with the Army, and the National 
Guard to see if there’s an answer to 
this problem. 

I appreciate the gentlelady yielding. 
Ms. BONAMICI. Thank you, Mr. 

Ranking Member. 
I sincerely thank the chairman and 

the ranking member for their atten-
tion, cooperation, and willingness to 
work on and address this very impor-
tant issue. With that, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MORAN 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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 to enter into a con-
tract, memorandum of understanding, or co-
operative agreement with, make a grant to, 
or provide a loan or loan guarantee to 
Rosoboronexport. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is about what is happening 
in Syria today as we speak. 

What began as peaceful demonstra-
tions against a nonrepresentative mi-
nority government quickly became vio-
lent when Bashar al-Assad chose the 
path of violence over an inclusionary 
government. Since the uprising began 
in March of last year, at least 16,000 
Syrians have been killed, countless 
thousands have been seriously injured, 
and at least 200,000 people have been 
displaced. 

In neighborhoods like Homs, as well 
as in defenseless refugee camps, women 
and children are being attacked, sexu-
ally assaulted, and summarily exe-
cuted. Accused civilian sympathizers 
are being brutally tortured, I won’t 
even go into the manner in which they 
are torturing them with all the acid 
burns, and sexual assaults, and so on. 

And, this country’s violence is only 
going to get worse. We read what hap-
pened yesterday when some of Presi-
dent Assad’s closest military advisers, 
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including the minister of defense, were 
assassinated in Damascus. As the un-
rest spreads, as all this violence con-
tinues, the international community 
has had to sit on the sidelines, unable 
to take action because of Russian oppo-
sition at the United Nations. Mr. 
Chairman, perhaps one reason the Rus-
sians oppose more forceful steps 
against Syria is because they are the 
regime’s principal weapons supplier. 
They have a vested economic interest. 
That’s why they won’t cooperate with 
the rest of the international commu-
nity who is trying to act responsibly. 

Just last year, Moscow sold Damas-
cus $1 billion in arms. In particular, a 
Russian state-owned firm, known as 
Rosoboronexport, has provided Assad’s 
regime with mortars, sniper rifles, at-
tack helicopters, and even recently 
agreed to provide advanced fighter jets. 
In a recent letter from the Pentagon to 
the Congress, the Pentagon wrote that 
there is evidence that this 
Rosoboronexport’s arms are being used 
to kill the civilians in Syria. As we 
speak, more Russian arms, including 
refurbished helicopters, are steaming 
towards Syria on a ship. I raise this on-
going humanitarian disaster in Syria 
and the role of this particular Russian 
firm in it because the U.S. Government 
has substantial business dealings with 
Rosoboronexport, and that makes us in 
some ways complicit in what is hap-
pening. 

To date, the Department of Defense 
has purchased 23 Mi-17 helicopters from 
Rosoboronexport for use by the Afghan 
National Security Forces. Just this 
past weekend, DOD agreed to purchase 
10 more, which will not be delivered 
until 2016, 2 years after we’ve left Af-
ghanistan. I don’t know about you, but 
I’m nervous about how those heli-
copters might be used 2 years after 
we’ve already left the country. Who are 
they going to be used by? And who are 
they going to be used against? 

Even more distressing is that DOD is 
buying these helicopters for our Af-
ghan allies from Syria’s main arms 
supplier through a no-bid contract. It’s 
an earmark for the Russians, no less. 
There has never been competition for 
supplying rotorcraft for the Afghan Na-
tional Security Forces. If there had 
been, our American firms would have 
won it. 

Mr. Chairman, I should think it’s 
troubling to all of us that we are pur-
chasing helicopters from a Russian 
firm that is directly complicit in the 
deaths of thousands of innocent Syrian 
men, women, and children. This has 
got to stop. 

What this amendment would do is to 
simply say no more purchases from 
this Russian arms supplier. We don’t 
need to be purchasing any more heli-
copters for years in advance when 
we’re not even going to have a military 
presence in the country. 
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The Russians have vetoed U.N. reso-
lutions designed to stop this violence 

in Syria. They are preventing an ex-
pansion of the current U.N. mandate. 
Our financial support for 
Rosoboronexport, has to be stopped. We 
have to divest ourselves from depend-
ence on this state owned arms supplier. 

This amendment would stop our busi-
ness dealings with Syria’s principal 
arms supplier. Otherwise, our con-
demnations of Syria’s regime ring hol-
low. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge support for the 
American taxpayer and for this amend-
ment. 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. DELAURO. I rise in support of 
my colleague’s bipartisan amendment, 
which prohibits any funds provided in 
this act from being used to fulfill the 
Defense Department’s current contract 
with Rosoboronexport, the Russian 
state arms dealer currently providing 
weapons to Syria for Mi-17 helicopters 
for the Afghan security forces. 

This amendment builds upon the bi-
partisan support of the amendment 
added to the House authorization bill 
that prohibits future contracts along 
the same lines and requires future con-
tracts to be competitively bid so that 
U.S. manufacturers can compete on 
these taxpayer-funded deals. 

For over a year now, we have seen 
Syrian President Bashar al-Assad re-
spond to peaceful demonstrations by 
the Syrian people with a brutal crack-
down. According to the Syrian Observ-
atory for Human Rights, over 17,000 
people have been killed by the regime 
since violence began there in March 
2011. Fighting this week has further in-
tensified in and around Damascus, and 
there are reports, after similar vio-
lence in Houla and Qubair, that more 
than 100 civilians have been massacred 
in Tremseh. This is on top of torture, 
sexual violence, inference with access 
to medical treatment and many other 
gross human rights violations per-
petrated by the al-Assad regime. 

At the same time, Russia continues 
to provide that regime with the means 
to perpetrate widespread systemic at-
tacks on its civilians. Last year alone, 
they reportedly sold Damascus $1 bil-
lion in weapons. In January, they 
signed a deal with Damascus to supply 
Syria with 36 combat jets. 

Last month Secretary of State Clin-
ton expressed concern that Russia is 
sending attack helicopters to Syria. 
The New York Times last Saturday, in 
an article on the defection of Syrian 
Air Force Captain Akhmed Trad, de-
tailed the use of rocket-equipped Mi-17 
helicopters by the regime. Earlier 
today, Russia, along with China, ve-
toed a U.N. Security Council resolution 
that would have sanctioned the Assad 
regime for the continued use of heavy 
weapons. 

Yet, incredibly, the U.S. Defense De-
partment has purchased 21 Mi-17 heli-
copters for the Afghan security forces 

and is reportedly purchasing 10 more 
through a no-bid with that Russian 
company, even though it supplies arms 
to Syria and was, for years, on the U.S. 
sanctions list for providing illegal nu-
clear assistance to Iran. 

If U.S. taxpayer dollars are going to 
be spent providing helicopters to the 
Afghans, those dollars should be spent 
on American systems that create jobs 
here at home. There are American 
companies available to manufacture 
the aircraft, which would increase 
interoperability with both the U.S. and 
NATO forces and support American 
manufacturing. The Defense Depart-
ment is reportedly already training the 
Afghans how to fly and maintain 
American-made helicopters. 

At the very least, there should be an 
open competition for procurement of 
these helicopters, a competition we be-
lieve superior American manufacturers 
would win. In any case, the American 
taxpayer dollars should not be used to 
subsidize al-Assad’s murderous regime 
in Syria. 

This amendment will end this no-bid 
contract, stop the use of Federal dol-
lars to subsidize the massacres being 
perpetrated by the al-Assad regime. I 
urge you to support this bipartisan 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I have had the opportunity to dis-
cuss this amendment numerous times 
with Mr. MORAN and with our col-
leagues on the Armed Services Com-
mittee, and I would like to say that I 
am here to support this amendment. 

However, I would like to engage Mr. 
MORAN and ask if he would be willing, 
as we move forward—I know we can’t 
do it on the floor today—to include a 
national security waiver in this lan-
guage when we get to conference. As 
we go through the process, would the 
gentleman have any difficulty sup-
porting us in that effort to get a na-
tional security waiver? 

I yield to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank you, first of all, for your support 
of this amendment as well as your 
leadership of this committee. 

I think this is an excellent idea. Per-
haps, if we were to get into conference 
with the Senate on this bill, which I 
expect we will, we could add that na-
tional security waiver at that time 
and, thus, we would not be compro-
mising the things that don’t need to be 
discussed on the floor. 

But I think that’s an excellent sug-
gestion, and I appreciate the gentle-
man’s deference to concerns that HASC 
might have. With that, I do appreciate 
the very distinguished chairman’s sup-
port. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman very much, and I do support 
this amendment. 
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Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the 

gentleman from Washington. 
Mr. DICKS. I support the amendment 

as well, and I appreciate the work of 
my friend and colleague from Virginia 
(Mr. MORAN) and Congresswoman ROSA 
DELAURO on this issue. 

There are some reasons why these 
Mi-17 helicopters are sold to the Af-
ghans. It’s not just a blunder. It’s be-
cause of the altitude of the country. 
There is a legitimate national security 
issue here that has to be addressed, and 
I think we do have helicopters, maybe 
not Black Hawks, but CH–47s, that can 
go to a higher altitude. I don’t know 
how much more expensive they are or 
anything about it. 

But I just want to point out that, be-
cause I don’t want people to have the 
impression that they just did this mali-
ciously. There were some legitimate 
reasons for this. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. MORAN. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man, and I very much thank my friend 
and colleague, the ranking member of 
the committee. 

That is an important point to make. 
The Pentagon not only has to be con-
cerned about the operability in Afghan-
istan, which is quite different. 

Mr. DICKS. Very unique. 
Mr. MORAN. It is very unique. Plus, 

the Afghans need helicopters they can 
maintain after we leave. They are used 
to maintaining Russian helicopters. 
During the occupation, they learned 
that. I understand they are easier to 
maintain than some of ours. 

But notwithstanding that, I think 
the gentleman would agree that there 
is reason for some apprehension after 
we have left the country to continue 
supplying these helicopters. 

Mr. DICKS. There ought to be a com-
petition. I mean, there is no reason 
that this should be sole-sourced. There 
should be an opportunity for American 
contractors to compete, and one thing 
we’re going to have to work on is logis-
tics and their ability to handle equip-
ment. That’s a very weak point right 
now with the Afghan military. 

Mr. MORAN. The other point, if the 
gentleman would further yield, is this 
firm is not someone we ought to be 
dealing with unless we absolutely have 
to. These are people that have violated 
our concerns about providing nuclear 
capacity to Iran. They have been cited 
about that. They are supplying a bil-
lion dollars of arms to Assad; and its 
principal reason, I suspect, because it’s 
a state-owned firm, that Russia won’t 
comply with the rest of the world. 

It does need to be seen in that con-
text, as well, to send this kind of a 

message. It’s not a message I am nec-
essarily sending to the Pentagon. It’s a 
message we’re trying to send to Russia: 
Let’s get on board. 

Mr. DICKS. In that respect I am to-
tally supportive of what the gentleman 
is trying to accomplish. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

b 1430 
Mr. ELLISON. First of all, Mr. Chair-

man, I’m very pleased to see that 
there’s broad bipartisan agreement on 
this issue. It’s always a great benefit 
when we can work things out—and oc-
casionally we do, just as we’ve seen. So 
that’s a good thing. But I do have an 
obligation to speak up for constituents 
of my own on this issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I have to say on the 
record that there have been more than 
17,000 people killed in Syria over the 
last 14 months. That’s when a non-
violent uprising began in response to 
Bashar Al-Assad’s brutal torture and 
murder of teenage kids in the city of 
Dara’a. Violence against civilians has 
escalated rapidly in months. There 
have been large massacres in the vil-
lages of Houla, Qubair, and possibly 
Tremseh. 

The international community, in-
cluding the Arab League, has over-
whelmingly condemned Al-Assad’s vio-
lent repression. One country—Russia— 
has refused to stop arming Al-Assad 
and his murderous campaign. In fact, a 
Russian cargo ship could deliver mili-
tary helicopters to Syria this week. 
Rosoboronexport is the Russian weap-
ons dealer arming the Al-Assad regime. 
There’s substantial evidence Al-Assad 
is using weapons from Rosoboronexport 
against innocent civilians in Syria. I 
was surprised to learn that our own 
government is buying Russian-made 
helicopters from Rosoboronexport. 

Put simply, our government is sup-
porting Syria’s arms dealer, which is 
enabling the Syrian regime’s bloody 
crackdown. This should stop. That’s 
why I urge all to support this amend-
ment, which it looks like there’s broad 
agreement on. American taxpayers 
should not be supporting Syria’s arms 
dealer. If the military wants to buy 
helicopters, it should by American ones 
and create jobs at home, not in Russia. 
Our amendment does the right thing. It 
ends the U.S. purchases from 
Rosoboronexport. I’m proud that it has 
strong bipartisan support, and I urge 
all of my colleagues to support it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MORAN. 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 gentleman from Virginia will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. TURNER OF OHIO 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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 to— 
(1) reduce the nuclear forces of the United 

States in contravention of section 303(b) of 
the Arms Control and Disarmament Act (22 
U.S.C. 2573(b)); or 

(2) implement the Nuclear Posture Review 
Implementation Study or modify the Sec-
retary of Defense Guidance for Employment 
of Force, Annex B, or the Joint Strategic Ca-
pabilities Plan, Annex N. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in support of the Turner-McKeon- 
Thornberry amendment. I, as chairman 
of the House Strategic Forces Sub-
committee, am offering this amend-
ment, along with the House Armed 
Services Committee chairman, Mr. 
MCKEON, and the vice chairman, Mr. 
THORNBERRY. 

For 66 years, the U.S. nuclear deter-
rent has kept us and our allies safe 
from large-scale war under a remark-
ably consistent policy supported by 
Presidents of both parties. Now, how-
ever, President Barack Obama appears 
to be unilaterally changing it—for rea-
sons not yet explained. 

House Armed Services Committee 
Chairman BUCK MCKEON and 31 other 
committee members and I recently 
wrote to the President, expressing con-
cern over reports that he is directing a 
review of U.S. nuclear weapons strat-
egy that could result in U.S. reductions 
of up to 80 percent. We asked to under-
stand what the President is doing, and 
why. We’ve received nothing back from 
the President. 

The Obama administration report-
edly is weighing at least three options 
for reducing U.S. nuclear forces: Cut-
ting to roughly 1,000 to 1,100; 700 to 800; 
or 300 to 400. Our arsenal now includes 
about 5,000 warheads, with approxi-
mately 2,000 deployed warheads per-
mitted under the new START Treaty. 
The remaining 3,000 are kept in storage 
as a hedge against advancements by 
other nations. Russia has 4,000 to 6,500 
warheads and China is reported to have 
more than 300, though no one outside of 
the Chinese Communist Party knows 
for sure how many they have. These 
countries, as well as India; Pakistan, 
which is building a stockpile expected 
to soon surpass Britain; Britain itself; 
France; North Korea; and perhaps soon 
Iran have active nuclear weapons mod-
ernization programs. Only the United 
States does not. 

Now, the President may soon seek to 
have the U.S. make the deepest reduc-
tions in its nuclear forces in history. 
The new strategic review could be on 
the President’s desk within the next 
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month. It is unclear whether he ex-
pects the cuts to be unilateral or with-
in the framework of a treaty with Rus-
sia or China and others. At least one of 
the President’s senior advisers has sug-
gested that these reductions could be 
unilateral. It’s worth noting that the 
impetus for this review is outside the 
norm. It is unexplainable. Tradition-
ally, a President has directed his mili-
tary advisers to determine, chiefly, 
what level of our nuclear force is need-
ed to deter a potential adversary from 
attacking us or our allies. The answer 
to that question should be what drives 
the strategy, not a President’s political 
ideology. 

For example, this is how Secretary 
Powell stated that President Bush 
looked at the issue. He stated: 

President Bush gathered his advisers 
around him and he instructed us as follows: 
‘‘Find the lowest number we need to make 
America safe, to make America safe today, 
and to make America safe in the future. Do 
not think of this in Cold War terms.’’ 

The House Armed Services Com-
mittee has been asking questions, hold-
ing briefings with the administration, 
even hearings about the details that we 
need to explain what the administra-
tion is doing. Unfortunately, the only 
information we have at this point is 
what we’re learning from the media. 
Why would the administration be un-
willing to share even the basic terms of 
reference for this review, known as 
Presidential Policy Directive 11? Why 
wouldn’t it share other basic instruc-
tions from the Defense Department? 
The President, after all, is directing a 
strategic review that could border on 
disarmament and significantly dimin-
ish U.S. strength. 

It is not even clear that the unilat-
eral reductions to the U.S. nuclear 
forces that are currently required by 
the New START agreement are in the 
best interests of our national security. 
And the Defense Department refuses to 
tell Congress how it plans to imple-
ment that treaty. The Senate was ulti-
mately comfortable with those reduc-
tions once the President promised to 
provide his own plan for modernization 
of our U.S. nuclear deterrent. The 
President’s most recent budget, how-
ever, abandons the nuclear moderniza-
tion funding that he promised. 

Case in point is the Chemistry and 
Metallurgy Research Replacement Nu-
clear Facility, the construction of 
which the President pledged a little 
more than a year ago to accelerate and 
which in this year’s budget he deferred 
for 5 years, which basically means that 
this project will be canceled. Thus, the 
President leaves the United States 
with virtually no militarily significant 
plutonium pit production capacity, 
which other nuclear weapons state still 
possesses. And he wants to seek steep 
new reductions in the U.S. nuclear 
forces. This can only be described as a 
bait-and-switch strategy. 

Any further reductions must be met 
with ample justification for how U.S. 
nuclear security will be enhanced. Sim-

ply saying that U.S. should ‘‘reduce the 
roles and numbers’’ of its nuclear 
weapons is nothing more than putting 
hope in the place of our strategy. 

Our military leaders share these sen-
timents. General Chilton, in talking 
about the number of warheads that we 
currently have, said: ‘‘The arsenal that 
we have is exactly what is needed to 
provide the deterrent.’’ 

Clearly, any further reductions will 
undermine the deterrent that has kept 
our country safe. Our nuclear weapons 
provide for the safety of this Nation 
and our allies around the globe. A num-
ber of countries with the capability 
and resources to do so have not pursued 
this. 

We ask for support for this in Ronald 
Reagan’s ‘‘peace through strength’’ 
policy. 

Mr. DICKS. I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. As you know, the New 
START, or strategic arms reduction, is 
a nuclear arms reduction treaty be-
tween the United States and Russia. On 
December 22, 2010, the Senate increased 
our national security by providing its 
advice and consent to ratification of 
the New START Treaty with Russia. 
With the New START Treaty, the 
United States and Russia will have an-
other important element supporting 
our reset relationship and expanding 
our bilateral cooperation on a wide 
range of issues. 

As the President said during the end 
of the last Congress, the treaty is a na-
tional security imperative as well as a 
cornerstone of our relations with Rus-
sia. Under the terms of the treaty, the 
U.S. and Russia will be limited to sig-
nificantly fewer strategic arms within 
7 years from the date the treaty en-
tered into force. Each party has the 
flexibility to determine for itself the 
structure of the strategic forces within 
the aggregate limits of the treaty. 

b 1440 

We should carry out our commitment 
to the New START treaty and not re-
strict our country’s obligation to im-
plement it. I urge my colleagues to op-
pose the amendment. 

I would say to the gentleman, if 
there is one thing—and I stand here as 
a member of this subcommittee for 34 
years—that we can reduce, it’s stra-
tegic weapons. We have never used one, 
except in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. And 
we can have a credible deterrent with a 
much smaller force. In fact, I agree 
with General Cartwright that we could 
use our strategic ballistic missile sub-
marines and our long-range bombers, 
the B–2s and hopefully a new bomber, 
and reduce dramatically the number of 
land-based ICBMs. 

We simply don’t need, and we can’t 
afford to have and continue to produce 
all of these nuclear weapons that will, 
more than likely, never be used. They 
are a good deterrent and they have 

been an effective deterrent. Thank God 
for that. But the Cold War is over, and 
we are in a position today where we 
must reduce the size of our nuclear 
weapons force. 

I yield to the gentleman. I’ve been 
here a long time. I went through all 
the arms control debates, and I know 
something about this subject. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Sir, thank you 
for yielding me time. And I know you 
certainly do know about this topic, 
which is why I know that you also 
know that we use our nuclear deterrent 
every day. While we stand on this floor 
and speak with the freedoms that we 
have, our nuclear deterrent keeps us 
safe. Abandoning our nuclear deterrent 
would not make us safe. 

Mr. DICKS. Regaining my time, just 
for a second, I worked to convert the 
B–2 bomber from a nuclear weapon car-
rier to a conventional carrier. Do you 
know why a conventional bomber is, I 
think, more of a deterrent than a nu-
clear bomber? Because with a conven-
tional bomber, you can use bombs. You 
can go in, and with the JDAMs that we 
put on those bombers, in one sortie, 
you could take out 16 targets. That is 
real deterrence. And that is having a 
conventional force that is usable. 

Nuclear weapons are not going to be 
used, and that’s why both sides can 
have a much smaller force. We can 
bring the number of nuclear weapons 
down. At some point, it becomes ridic-
ulous to have that many warheads 
when there aren’t that many targets, 
and we’re not going to use them. 

I know the gentleman is all wrought 
up about this and protecting our great 
deterrent, which has been a very valu-
able thing to our national security. 
But I have to tell you, if there is one 
thing that we can reduce by agreement 
with the Russians, it is nuclear weap-
ons. 

I will yield to the gentleman again if 
he wants to say anything else. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. To respond to 
the gentleman, again, our nuclear de-
terrent is used every day. Every day, it 
keeps us safe because it ensures that 
our country—— 

Mr. DICKS. It isn’t used every day. 
It’s available every day. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. This is my 
time. The time that I am speaking is 
my time. You yielded me some and you 
kept your own. 

Mr. DICKS. I yield. 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. The reality is 

that our nuclear deterrent is used 
every day. And when you say that nu-
clear weapons won’t be used, you can 
only say that with respect to our heart, 
the heart of this country, the heart of 
this country that wants to make cer-
tain that freedom is safe and our allies 
are safe. 

We can’t say that for others. Iran and 
North Korea are pursuing nuclear 
weapons not because they just want 
the increased power, they want that 
technology. They want that ability to 
have weapons of mass destruction. 

Mr. DICKS. I reclaim my time. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 

gentleman from Washington has ex-
pired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. DICKS 
was allowed to proceed for 1 additional 
minute.) 

Mr. DICKS. You don’t need thousands 
of these weapons. A couple hundred, 
frankly, could take out Iran and al-
most any country you can imagine. So, 
again, we can’t afford to do everything. 
We are in an era where we’re dealing 
with terrorists, and we need to have 
special forces that can be utilized. We 
need to have these very effective 
drones. We need to look at the threats 
that are out there today and equip our 
military accordingly. 

This is not our responsibility. The 
Senate handles advice and consent on 
treaties. We should stay out of this. In 
my judgment, this amendment is un-
necessary. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We support 
the amendment. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
On behalf of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, we appreciate his work. 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. I thank the 
gentleman from New Jersey for his 
work on this on the appropriations 
side. 

This is an important issue, and this 
really goes to the heart of our national 
security. My amendment does nothing, 
by the way, to prohibit the implemen-
tation of New START. But the thing 
that is important here is that there are 
those who talk about nonproliferation, 
and I think we are all wanting nuclear 
weapons to be restricted and to stop 
their growth. But there’s a difference 
between nonproliferation and disar-
mament of the United States. Only the 
United States is reducing our nuclear 
weapons. In New START, Russia wasn’t 
required to reduce at all. Only the 
United States was reduced. 

You have India, you have Pakistan, 
you have Iran and North Korea. North 
Korea already is a recognized nuclear 
weapons state. Iran is seeking nuclear 
weapons. And both of those nations are 
seeking ICBM technology for the pur-
poses of placing the United States at 
risk. Secretary Gates, upon his depar-
ture, was saying that North Korea is 
becoming an absolute threat to main-
land United States with its nuclear 
weapons and its ICBM technology. 

We can only be confident that others 
will not use nuclear weapons to the ex-
tent that we can stand strong as a nu-
clear weapons state. That needs to be 
derived from what is the threat and the 
number of weapons to ensure that we 
have both survivability and the ability 
to place their assets and their nations 
at risk. 

A couple of hundred—and all due re-
spect to the ranking member—is based 
upon no science whatsoever. Our com-

mander of U.S. Strategic Command, 
General Chilton, who has been through 
this science and who is charged with 
keeping the United States safe, said 
that the arsenal that we have is ex-
actly what is needed today to provide 
the deterrent. 

Our concern is that the President, on 
his road to zero, has made it clear that 
even though it will have no effect on 
reducing the nuclear arsenals of other 
nations, he would move to unilaterally 
reduce ours. That’s why we’re on this 
floor, not as the Senate, but as the 
House to say we are going to restrict 
funding to prevent the President from 
unilaterally disarming us. 

If the President is committed to a 
road to zero, show us any evidence that 
he is able to persuade anyone else to 
reduce their nuclear weapons, because 
we don’t have any evidence of anyone 
else reducing except the President’s 
trying to reduce ours. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 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 Ohio (Mr. TURNER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chair, 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 gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
Let me begin again by thanking Chair-
man YOUNG and Ranking Member 
DICKS for their continued leadership on 
this bill and this very important piece 
of legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, yesterday, Represent-
ative BACA and I offered an amendment 
that directs $10 million from the De-
fense-Wide Operations and Manage-
ment account and moves it to the Stra-
tegic Environmental Research Pro-
gram and the Environmental Security 
Technology Certification Program. 

These funds would provide the Re-
search and Development Programs ad-
ditional resources for competitive 
grants that allow our communities to 
provide clean water. It is critical that 
Congress support DOD efforts to de-
velop innovative solutions that use the 
best technology available to us for 
problems like the perchlorate contami-
nation that areas in my district in 
California deal with. 

Perchlorate is a chemical used to 
produce explosives that, when found in 
groundwater, can be harmful to 
women, children, and the elderly. In 
fact, one-quarter of Inland Empire 
aquifers, including basins from sur-
rounding counties, contains high con-
centrations of perchlorate. 

Just this week, the U.S. Geological 
Survey released findings from a state-
wide assessment of groundwater qual-
ity that high levels of perchlorate were 
discovered in 11 percent of wells and 
moderate concentrations in 53 percent 
of wells. That is statewide, Mr. Chair-
man. 

Groundwater contamination and 
other contamination from former de-
fense sites are becoming increasingly 
problematic throughout the Nation. 
Based on those facts, I would like to 
yield to the chairman for the purpose 
of entering into a colloquy, with hopes 
that we can work on this issue in the 
future. 

I yield to the gentleman from Flor-
ida. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

The committee does, in fact, recog-
nize that these R&D programs provide 
necessary resources that help invest in 
innovative new technologies which 
benefit local communities that are 
dealing with these contamination 
issues through competitive grants. 

b 1450 
We look forward to working with Mr. 

MILLER to see how we can properly ad-
dress the needs of communities looking 
to provide clean water to all of their 
citizens. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. 
I thank the chairman for agreeing and 
committing to work with me on this 
issue. I’d like to thank Representative 
BACA for his leadership in support of 
this issue, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. TONKO 
Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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 to pay a contractor 
under a contract with the Department of De-
fense for costs of any amount paid by the 
contractor or any subcontractor of the con-
tractor to an employee performing work 
under the contract or any subcontract under 
the contract for compensation if the com-
pensation of the employee for a fiscal year 
from the Federal Government for work under 
Federal contracts exceeds $230,700, except 
that the Secretary of Defense may establish 
one or more narrowly targeted exceptions for 
scientists and engineers upon a determina-
tion that such exceptions are needed to en-
sure that the Department of Defense has 
continued access to needed skills and capa-
bilities. This section shall apply to contracts 
entered into during fiscal year 2013. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order on the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

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

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer an amendment to the FY13 De-
fense appropriations bill. 

My amendment is a modest, straight-
forward reform to fix the current cap 
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on Federal salaries paid to government 
contractor executives. This is part of a 
bipartisan reform that I and our col-
league, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, have been working on for the 
past 2 years; and despite significant bi-
partisan progress in the Senate, this 
issue has never once been allowed so 
much as a vote in the House. I expect 
today will be no different. 

Nevertheless, Mr. Chair, it was once 
my understanding that the highest in-
dividual salary funded by the American 
taxpayer was that of the President of 
the United States at a total of $400,000; 
but it turns out that the leader of the 
free world isn’t actually the highest 
paid executive on the taxpayers’ pay-
roll. The highest Federal Government 
salaries are actually earned by private 
sector executives who can be paid near-
ly $770,000 in taxpayer dollars under 
current law. That’s nearly twice the 
salary of the Commander in Chief and 
more than three times the salary of the 
Secretary of Defense. In fact, gaping 
loopholes in the law mean that many 
can earn far more. Let me emphasize 
that these are federally funded salaries 
for private sector executives—funded 
100 percent by the American taxpayer. 

You won’t find these exorbitant pay 
rates on government pay schedules, 
and they certainly aren’t subject to the 
pay and hiring freeze. In fact, just 
weeks ago, top government contractors 
got a $70,000 raise on the taxpayers’ 
dime for no reason other than the cur-
rent law demanded it. That raise alone, 
$70,000, is more than the salary of most 
Federal employees. That raise brought 
the current cap on Federal reimburse-
ments for contractor compensation up 
to nearly $770,000, an incredible 10 per-
cent raise for the top echelons of the 
contractor workforce that is estimated 
to outnumber Federal civilian and 
military personnel by more than 2–1. 

To put that delta into perspective, 
compare the 10 percent contractor in-
crease to the 1.7 percent raise that this 
bill proposes for our women and men in 
uniform. Compare it to the total pay 
freeze under which our civilian per-
sonnel are operating. If you believe 
that reining in personnel costs is a 
smart way to reduce the deficit, then 
you cannot possibly argue that we 
should maintain a blank check for the 
estimated 7 million contractors on the 
Federal Government payroll. 

This problem started in the late 1990s 
with a law that created the current, 
deeply flawed formula to reimburse 
government contractors for the pay of 
their top executives. The so-called 
‘‘cap’’ under this law has grown by 
leaps and bounds each year, increasing 
by more than 75 percent in just the last 
8 years. That is an unsustainable and 
unjustifiable trend that must be put to 
a stop. In a year where we can agree on 
so little, I have found that many of us 
can agree on this. 

From 2001 to 2010, spending on service 
contractors rose by 137 percent, mak-
ing it one of the Pentagon’s largest 
cost drivers. Given the rampant growth 

in contract spending, the Army esti-
mated earlier this year that limiting 
contractor compensation to even the 
salary of the President—that’s 
$400,000—would have saved the tax-
payers $6 billion in fiscal year 2011 
alone, or a savings of approximately 15 
percent in contract services. Six billion 
dollars—that’s only for the Army, and 
that’s only in 1 year. Imagine what we 
could be saving government-wide. 

Our amendment is a modest, bipar-
tisan proposal that reins in the most 
excessive government salaries by revis-
ing the cap to a set level of $230,700—or 
the salary of the Vice President of the 
United States. The cap would apply to 
all defense contractors and subcontrac-
tors. However, it also reaffirms the au-
thority of the Secretary of Defense to 
create exceptions to the cap in certain 
circumstances. 

This authority was established in 
last year’s defense authorization to 
preserve flexibility for our military in 
maintaining access to individuals—par-
ticularly scientists and engineers—who 
possess unique skills and capabilities 
critical to the United States’ national 
security. 

To reiterate, this amendment does 
not grant new authority to the Sec-
retary of Defense. It is not legislating 
in an appropriations bill. It merely re-
affirms the current authority of the 
Secretary codified in title 10. To be 
clear, this amendment deals exclu-
sively with taxpayer dollars spent to 
reimburse contractors. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I make a point of order against 
the amendment because it proposes to 
change existing law and constitutes 
legislation in an appropriations bill 
and, therefore, violates clause 2 of rule 
XXI. 

The rule states in pertinent part: 
‘‘An amendment to a general appro-

priation bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law.’’ 

The amendment changes the applica-
tion of existing law. I ask for a ruling 
from the Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 

If not, the Chair will rule. 
The Chair finds that this amendment 

includes language conferring authority 
on the Secretary of Defense to estab-
lish certain exceptions. The amend-
ment, therefore, constitutes legislation 
in violation of clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The point of order is sustained, and 
the amendment is not in order. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
support an amendment by my good 
friend and colleague from New York to 
cap excessive contractor compensation. 
Ballooning contractor costs are wast-
ing taxpayer dollars and weakening our 
national defense. 

While our government employees ac-
cept pay freezes, the Office of Federal 
Procurement Policy raised the cap on 
executive compensation for contractor 
executives by 10 percent to nearly 
$770,000. This, my friends, is a no- 
brainer: we can’t afford to pay contrac-
tors twice the President’s salary. 

Now, mind you, this does not mean 
that the CEOs can’t make more than 
$770,000. They can, in fact. In fact, they 
can be paid much more by their share-
holders. We want to reduce the amount 
of money they make to no more than 
that of the President. 

Throughout this budget process, de-
fense contractor CEOs have threatened 
to fire people if they do not get what 
they want through the suspension of 
sequestration, saying that they can’t 
afford to continue their operations un-
less the Department of Defense is 
spared from the chopping block. But if 
you look at the Forbes magazine list of 
the top compensated CEOs, you see 
that it is the taxpayers who can’t af-
ford them. 

The Federal Government’s top con-
tractors make anywhere from $5 mil-
lion to $56 million each year. While 
these costs are not all coming directly 
from the Treasury, we contribute, 
nonetheless, in cost overruns and sin-
gle-source contracts that make them 
all too big to fail. 

b 1500 

Last year we passed language that 
capped some of their compensation, but 
excluded scientists and engineers from 
these caps because we were worried 
that we would not be able to get the 
talent we need. But when you think 
about it, this argument is ludicrous. 
The U.S. Government isn’t their only 
client, but we’re expected to pay the 
whole cost for the talent they need to 
win contracts with us. 

The Senate agrees. The Armed Serv-
ices Committee unanimously passed a 
bill that would include this cap on con-
tractor compensation. ‘‘Unanimously’’ 
means it was bipartisan. 

What we’re asking contractors to ac-
cept, the same salary as the Vice Presi-
dent, isn’t unfair or unprecedented. It’s 
time that we stop asking taxpayers to 
pay excessive contractor compensa-
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MY COFFMAN OF 

COLORADO 
Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr. 

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: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title) insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated in 
this Act shall be available to continue the 
deployment, beyond fiscal year 2013, of the 
170th Infantry Brigade in Baumholder and 
the 172nd Infantry Brigade in Grafenwöhr, 
except pursuant to Article 5 of the North At-
lantic Treaty, signed at Washington, District 
of Columbia, on April 4, 1949, and entered 
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into force on August 24, 1949 (63 Stat. 2241; 
TIAS 1964). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr. 
Chairman, the Cold War ended more 
than two decades ago, and the Iron 
Curtain and the Soviet Union no longer 
exist. 

While the United States is spending 
4.7 percent of our economy on defense, 
only 4 out of 28 of our NATO allies are 
spending even 2 percent of their econ-
omy on defense. Our allies in Europe 
have drastically reduced their national 
defense spending because they take for 
granted that the United States will 
continue to be the guarantor of their 
security. Now it is time for our NATO 
allies to provide more of their own se-
curity and not be so reliant upon the 
United States. 

We face difficult budget challenges 
here at home. The resources that we 
are currently spending on maintaining 
a military presence in Europe are need-
ed to meet much more significant secu-
rity challenges elsewhere. 

The Pentagon has recently stated 
that the American military presence in 
Europe is a diminishing priority and 
has proposed removing two combat bri-
gade teams in fiscal year 2013. This bi-
partisan limiting amendment to the 
Defense appropriations bill will force 
the Department of Defense to follow 
through with withdrawing two brigade 
combat teams from Europe and will 
deny the ability for the Pentagon to re-
verse this decision later. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s courtesy, as I appreciate 
him bringing this amendment to the 
floor. 

I think it’s telling that our friends in 
European NATO countries, since 2008, 
have reduced their defense spending 12 
percent. They’re having tough times. 
They’re retrenching. They recognize 
the new posture in terms of security. 
We should do the same thing. We 
should do the same thing. Absolutely. 

It’s ironic that this Chamber is going 
to be considering massive cuts in food 
stamps to have more responsibility and 
accountability that some of us think 
are draconian. But for heaven’s sake, 
why can’t we, 60 years after World War 
II, almost 25 years after the collapse of 
the former Soviet Union, can’t we help 
Europe assume a little larger role for 
their own defense? For whom are these 
troops positioned in terms of some sort 
of military posture? 

I think most of us agree that it’s 
highly unlikely they’ll be used in com-
bat. Any cost that would be incurred 
by accelerating it is money that’s 
going to be spent anyway, notwith-
standing all the costs to keep them 
there. 

So I think the gentleman is spot on. 
I’m happy to cosponsor the amend-
ment. I’m happy to speak in support of 
it. I hope this body approves it in a 

small way to help the Europeans as-
sume their own responsibility and for 
us to be able to focus on things that 
are more important for us. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. I yield to 
the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Would you explain—you 
say here you have these two brigades, 
except pursuant to article 5 of the 
North Atlantic Treaty. 

Could you explain what the impact of 
this is, the treaty commitments here? 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. To the 
gentleman from Washington, I believe 
that this certainly does not disallow us 
to maintain rotational forces in Eu-
rope. There is no provision within the 
NATO Charter that requires the United 
States to maintain a permanent mili-
tary presence in Europe. 

Mr. DICKS. It says: 
None of the funds appropriated in this act 

shall be available to continue the deploy-
ment beyond fiscal year 2013 of the 170th In-
fantry Brigade in Baumholder and the 172nd 
Infantry Brigade in Grafenwoehr, except pur-
suant to article 5 of the North—— 

Is there some commitment in the 
North Atlantic Treaty that requires us 
to have these two brigades there? 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. To the 
gentleman from Washington, there is 
no requirement where we have to main-
tain a permanent military presence in 
Europe. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. I rise in opposition to the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

I believe that this amendment is un-
necessary because the Department of 
Defense is currently in the process of 
reducing the number of troops in Eu-
rope. The Department has already an-
nounced the closure of Army garrisons 
in Schweinfurt, Bamberg, and Heidel-
berg by fiscal year 2015. 

Furthermore, the Department has 
begun the process of deactivating two 
infantry brigades, the 170th Infantry 
Brigade and the 172nd Infantry Bri-
gade, each with 3,850 soldiers. I think 
this is what the gentleman intends. In 
addition, the U.S. Army in Europe will 
see a reduction of approximately 2,500 
soldiers from enabling units over the 
next 5 years. 

Reducing end strength of any mili-
tary service is an art form, as pro-
jecting future needs for future conflicts 
is a very difficult task. Reducing end 
strength should be part of a deliberate 
and thoughtful plan that incorporates 
current and future national security 
needs of the Nation. 

I believe adding an arbitrary cap to 
the number of servicemembers as-
signed to Europe could put our na-
tional security at risk. I urge all my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. I move to 

strike the requisite number of words. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. TURNER of Ohio. I rise in agree-

ment with the ranking member on the 
issue of this amendment. 

The subject matter of this amend-
ment is really wholly inappropriate. It 
is the movement of brigades. From a 
policy perspective, we should not, on 
this bill or on any bill, be dictating the 
movement of brigades. 

Should we get out the map of the 
world and see where all of our brigades 
are and have a debate in Congress as to 
how they be moved about? No. That is 
something that is supposed to occur in 
consultation with the experts in full, 
and participation of the Department of 
Defense, the Secretary of Defense. And 
no disrespect to the authors, but they 
have no expertise or experience in how 
the positioning of our brigades should 
go for our overall national security. 

Mr. COFFMAN has previously authored 
an amendment that was on the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act that 
used language of permit the reassign-
ment or the removal of brigades. But 
this is directive. This says these bri-
gades shall be moved, and it does so 
under the assumption that there will 
be cost savings. But we all know that 
when you actually move a brigade, 
there are a number of costs that are in-
curred that are greater than any sav-
ings that you would have in offset. 

It’s been said that the Soviet Union 
no longer exists. You’re right; the So-
viet Union no longer exists. But we 
have commitments in the Middle East 
and our assistance to Africa and our re-
lationship with Israel. These troops are 
not there standing guard against the 
Soviet Union that’s not there anymore. 
They’re in active deployment under the 
Secretary of Defense with the current 
threats that we have for our national 
security. 

Certainly, as the ranking member 
has indicated, there’s ongoing assess-
ments as to where these brigades 
should be assigned and where their re-
sponsibility should be, and those 
should be left to our oversight of the 
Department of Defense and the Sec-
retary of Defense, not to our directive 
of the moving of brigades. 

b 1510 

There are some concerns that even 
the language of this and the directing 
of movement of brigades might be 
logistically implausible. One of the 
reasons we don’t direct these things is 
that we don’t really have the ability to 
understand all of the cascades of ef-
fects that occur. 

Now, I certainly understand the call 
for increased spending from our NATO 
partners. That is certainly something 
that this body should do; but in calling 
for our NATO partners to increase 
their participation in the expenditures 
of NATO in their own defense, we 
should not be directing the Secretary 
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of Defense to actually move brigades. 
It is an expertise we don’t have in a de-
bate that should not be happening from 
a policy perspective on this floor. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I move to strike 
the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. It is rare that I 
disagree with my good friend from 
Ohio, but I do. I think that it is appro-
priate to move forward in this direc-
tion. 

As my good friend from the State of 
Washington indicated, we are probably 
going to do this, I think he mentioned, 
by 2015. The point here is that this re-
assessment has been proceeding at a 
glacial speed. It is important for us to 
be on record to move this forward. 
There are major things that we are 
going to have to do. This is relatively 
small potatoes compared with what we 
are going to have to do if we are going 
to meet our challenges both in terms of 
a different security arrangement with 
regard to the threats that the United 
States faces and our fiscal problems. 

Now, we have had this sitting on the 
back burner for years. We are, if any-
thing, late to the party; and of course, 
as long as they are there, that is a dis-
incentive for our NATO allies to step 
up and to do what they need to do in 
their own defense. We have plenty of 
assets around the world. We have op-
portunities with naval and air strikes. 
The notion that we are going to be 
throwing ground forces that are sta-
tioned in Europe into the fray in Israel 
or in some battle in Africa, I think, is 
near-fetched at the least. Look at what 
we have done in the past and how we’ve 
gone about it. 

With all due respect, I think, in a 
world where we have the capacity—as 
we have shown—to be able to stage and 
move troops when needed, this is a 
small step in the right direction. I 
think my friend from Ohio is over-
stating the case in the notion that 
somehow it costs money to do the rede-
ployment so we should just keep them 
there. We are going to be redeploying 
them anyway, so the costs of redeploy-
ment are going to be incurred some-
time this decade or sometime this cen-
tury, but it costs money to keep them 
there. 

I have a nephew who makes a very 
good living teaching Americans in Eu-
rope in military schools. I think it’s 
time for my nephew to come home and 
teach in the United States. I think 
there are more cost-effective ways for 
us to meet our security obligations. I 
do think it is time for our European 
friends and allies to step up. We can no 
longer be paying almost half the de-
fense costs of the world when many of 
the others in that mix are people who 
are our friends and allies. I think this 
is a small step in the right direction. I 
urge the adoption of 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 Colorado (Mr. COFFMAN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. 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 Colorado will be 
postponed. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word in order 
to engage in a colloquy. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I would like to 
thank Chairman YOUNG and Ranking 
Member DICKS for ensuring that this 
legislation, the fiscal year 2013 Defense 
appropriations bill, would not include 
any reductions in the number of C–17s 
that are used and serviced by our 
armed services. 

The C–17 is the Air Force’s premier 
strategic transport aircraft, and it re-
mains the military’s most reliable and 
capable airlift aircraft. The C–17 flies 
more than 80 percent of all U.S. airlift 
missions while comprising only 60 per-
cent of the airlift fleet. The C–17 has 
proven capable of delivering more 
cargo, troops, and non-war humani-
tarian missions than any other aircraft 
that we have. 

Mr. Chairman, this aircraft was in-
strumental in saving lives during the 
devastating earthquake and tsunami 
that struck Japan last year. In addi-
tion to that, it was instrumental in 
aiding in the humanitarian efforts that 
I witnessed personally in Samoa. Some 
of the other missions include the deliv-
ery of 10,005 tons of disaster relief sup-
plies and the carrying of 13,812 pas-
sengers in response to the earthquake 
that struck Haiti in 2010. In 2009, I 
worked with Congressman ENI 
FALEOMAVAEGA to help get disaster re-
lief supplies to American Samoa after 
an earthquake and tsunami that rav-
aged that island. The 10-day relief mis-
sion was conducted with the C–17 air-
craft. 

The C–17 provides rapid-response ca-
pability for relief missions anywhere in 
the world, including—but not limited 
to—serving those who serve us. 

Mr. Chairman, in addition to these 
humanitarian efforts, the C–17 leads in 
providing positive economic benefits to 
our country. The C–17 is built in Long 
Beach, California, which I happen to 
have the privilege to represent with my 
colleague Mr. ROHRABACHER. The pro-
duction of the C–17 is responsible for 
over 13,000 jobs in California, and it 
provides $2 billion in economic benefit. 
Nationally, the production of the C–17 
has suppliers in 44 States, all of which 
we represent here. It supports more 
than 30,000 jobs and has an $8.4 billion 
economic impact. 

While we are looking for ways to rein 
in spending, the C–17 remains critical 

to our national security, to our human-
itarian relief missions, and to our econ-
omy. My effort today is to make sure 
that we have an adequate number of C– 
17s that are available, serviced and 
maintained for our Armed Forces. 

Will the chairman and ranking mem-
ber continue to work with me to ensure 
that there is a sufficient and well- 
maintained fleet of our C–17s in our 
armed services? 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-
tlelady yield? 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 
gentlelady for yielding. 

I also thank her for her strong sup-
port of the C–17, and she is right on 
with regard to the vital role it plays in 
our Nation’s defense. 

This committee has been a strong ad-
vocate for the C–17. Our bill fully funds 
the C–17 and ensures that no action can 
be taken by the Air Force to reduce the 
C–17 fleet. 

I again thank the gentlelady for her 
very timely comments on this impor-
tant issue. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentlelady 
yield? 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I yield to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. I was a very strong pro-
ponent of the C–17 even when Douglas 
Aircraft in Long Beach was building 
this airplane. I had a chance to go 
there when they were doing the wooden 
mock-ups and when they brought in 
the load masters, who made it such 
that the plane was built in a way that 
it could load cargo faster than any 
other airplane in history. We have 54 of 
these at Joint Base Lewis-McChord in 
the great State of Washington. We are 
very proud of the C–17. It is now built 
by the Boeing Company. 

I just want you to know that we are 
a very strong proponent. We had some 
great work done in the nineties in up-
grading the software when we had 
major software issues. We also had a 
dramatic workforce out there that 
really used all of the tools of lean pro-
duction. So the C–17 is a very high pri-
ority, and we will certainly do every-
thing we can. 

I wish we’d built more of them, 
frankly, while we had the line open, 
but we did everything we could. We are 
at a point now where the line is closing 
down except for foreign sales. We have 
a number of foreign sales; and if at 
some point we need to come back to it, 
I certainly would be open to that. 

b 1520 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I would like to 
thank Chairman YOUNG and also Rank-
ing Member DICKS for their response 
and their commitment to this program. 

Yes, in fact, we have been utilizing 
foreign sales, and given the current oc-
cupations in this country, we stand 
ready to continue to build them to pro-
tect this country. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 

I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
it is fortuitous now that I rise for the 
purpose of entering into a colloquy 
with the gentleman from Florida on an 
issue that deals directly with the C–17, 
I might add. 

I rise today to voice my concern over 
recent and devastating wildfires that 
have enveloped massive amounts of 
land throughout our country. The ruin 
caused by these wildfires has consumed 
2.1 million acres, destroyed over 1,600 
homes, killed 7 people, and threatened 
many more. This recurring problem, 
caused by dry conditions, hot weather, 
and ample fuel, tests the limits of our 
current Federal, State, and local fire-
fighting resources. 

When homes and lives are on the line, 
I believe we should take all possible ac-
tion to protect lives and property, in-
cluding the deployment of Air National 
Guard and Air Force Reserve resources 
when appropriate. We oftentimes think 
of the Department of Defense as an en-
tity that should be aimed at defending 
our Nation from foes abroad, but the 
fact is that there are enormous re-
sources held by the Department of De-
fense, such as cargo planes that are ca-
pable of assisting in many other ef-
forts, including firefighting efforts, 
which threaten the lives and property 
of our people. 

For example, one specific concept, 
named the Precision Container Aerial 
Delivery System, or PCADS, needs 
only an additional $2.6 million in fund-
ing to complete its already years-long 
evaluation of this technology. Unfortu-
nately, however, DOD has not com-
mitted this meager sum to finish eval-
uating PCADS, despite the authority 
to do so. 

What are PCADS? They essentially 
allow any military cargo plane that 
has a ramp in the back—mainly, our C– 
17s and our C–130s—to assist in wildfire 
efforts without having to modify the 
airplane at all. This means the C–17s 
and the C–130s, of which we have right 
now many stationed all over the coun-
try, could be deployed to help extin-
guish wildfires at a relatively low cost, 
creating a new and enormous fire-
fighting capability. As I say, it’s at a 
minimal cost. 

Basically what we’re talking about is 
a huge container system in the back 
that is made out of cardboard and a 
water balloon, which will permit put-
ting them onto the C–17s and the C–130s 
to rolling right on 1,000 pounds of water 
per container. These C–130 pilots and 
C–17 pilots are already trained to drop 
these things, and without modifying 
the airplane, they could become an 
enormous resource to fighting fires 
throughout our country without adding 
any extra cost after this $2.6 million 
for the final test. 

I, therefore, have one simple request: 
to the extent that the Department of 

Defense is capable of exploring new, in-
novative, cost-effective, and promising 
firefighting technologies that can be 
used for our civilian population, but es-
pecially for the firefighting capabili-
ties that can aid in support, as I say, 
firemen’s requests throughout our 
country and from the State and Fed-
eral level, I urge the Department of De-
fense to do so to the degree that it can. 

I now yield to the distinguished 
chairman, the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia for bringing this to our atten-
tion and for supporting innovative and 
cost-effective ways for our government 
to protect our people and their posses-
sions from wildfires. I, too, believe the 
Department of Defense should seri-
ously consider promising and cost-ef-
fective firefighting technologies where 
appropriate. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Yes, I yield to 
the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. This has been a subject 
I’ve been very interested in as former 
chairman of the Interior Appropriation 
Subcommittee where we have to fund 
the efforts for firefighting, which are 
very massive. 

I have tried to work with the Defense 
Department. The biggest problem we 
face is that OMB, when you want to 
lease these airplanes—we’re looking 
mainly at the C–130J here—lease them 
for firefighting purposes and then have 
them deployed with the National 
Guard in California or somewhere on 
the west coast, you get into the fact 
that if you try to lease them, the budg-
et control people want to put the whole 
burden on the first year. This is why 
leasing has become difficult. We’ve got 
to work out a way to get these air-
planes. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. In the past, in 
order to achieve the goal that you have 
outlined, we needed to reconfigure the 
inside of these C–130s and have special 
C–130s deployed. 

This new PCAD system, which we can 
roll on enormous amounts of water in 
these little container systems, which is 
1,000 pounds of water per container, can 
be dropped without reconfiguring the 
C–130s or the C–17s. 

Mr. DICKS. I’m very interested in 
this, and I want to talk to my good 
friend about this. I would like to work 
with you on it. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I have one last 
note. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. There’s been a 

series of tests to show this is very ef-
fective. One more series of tests will 

cost $2.6 million and can deploy these. 
I believe it will increase the value of 
our C–130s and C–17s to the point that 
we can actually maybe charge a little 
bit more money when we sell the C–17s, 
which will be far more than the $2.6 
million for this final test. It will pay 
for itself, not to mention the property 
damage that we can protect against. 

Mr. DICKS. I look forward to work-
ing with the gentleman on this issue, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I would like to 
engage in a colloquy. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank 
Chairman YOUNG and Ranking Member 
DICKS for including language in the 
conference report that recognizes the 
importance of increasing the fair op-
portunity for numbers of women and 
minorities in officer positions and 
within the Special Operations Forces. 

Minorities and women to have an op-
portunity to fairly compete—and I 
stress, ‘‘compete’’—are often underrep-
resented in the leadership ranks within 
our Armed Services. African Americans 
account for 12 percent of the U.S. popu-
lation but represent just 8 percent of 
Active Duty officers. Likewise, when it 
comes to Hispanic Americans, it’s even 
worse. Hispanics make up 15 percent of 
the U.S. population but number only 5 
percent of the officer corps. 

While the number of women in officer 
positions has seen increases, there is 
still a lack of women in top officer po-
sitions. In 2009, there were 40 individ-
uals who held the highest rank in our 
Armed Services. 

Mr. Chairman, do you know how 
many of those were women? I’m sad to 
say, just 1 out of 40. This shows that 
there is considerable room for improve-
ment. 

Having served on the Transportation 
Committee with Mr. CUMMINGS, much 
work was done on the Coast Guard side, 
but really should be equalled through-
out the Armed Forces. 

I was planning on offering an amend-
ment to the Defense appropriations bill 
that would make it explicit that it is 
the sense of Congress that efforts 
should be made to increase the number 
of women and minorities in officer po-
sitions, but it would be subject to a 
point of order. However, I’ve worked 
with Chairman YOUNG and his staff 
that going forward we would continue 
to look at ways to increase women and 
minorities within the leadership ranks 
and to give them an opportunity again 
to compete for fair positions. 

Chairman YOUNG, will you continue 
to work with me on this very impor-
tant issue? 

And I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 

gentlelady for yielding, and I thank her 
for calling attention to the fact that 
the subcommittee in our report said 
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this is an issue worthy of attention. 
Our language in the report said: urges 
the services, and specifically our Spe-
cial Operations Forces, to conduct ef-
fective outreach and recruitment pro-
grams to minority populations to im-
prove diversity in the military. 

Absolutely. We agree with you to-
tally. That is the intent of our com-
mittee. It becomes the intent of the 
Congress. We will continue to work 
with you to make sure that we do bet-
ter at every opportunity. 

I thank you for raising this issue 
today. 

b 1530 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I thank the gen-
tleman for his response, his leadership, 
and his commitment on this issue 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentlelady 
yield? 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DICKS. I want the gentlelady to 
know that we worked with Mr. YOUNG 
on a number of insertions of report lan-
guage in the report because of our con-
cern about this issue as well. This is 
something where we always have to be 
vigilant because the people kind of for-
get what the legal responsibilities are. 
These are statutory responsibilities. 

I appreciate the gentlelady from 
California bringing this to our atten-
tion. We’ll work with her on this issue. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman, and also Ranking Member 
DICKS. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BERG 
Mr. BERG. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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 to reduce the num-
ber of the following nuclear weapons deliv-
ery vehicles of the United States: 

(1) Heavy bomber aircraft. 
(2) Air-launched cruise missiles. 
(3) Nuclear-powered ballistic missile sub-

marines. 
(4) Submarine-launched ballistic missiles. 
(5) Intercontinental ballistic missiles. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from North Dakota (Mr. BERG) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BERG. Mr. Chairman, I have the 
distinct honor to represent several 
military installations in my State of 
North Dakota, including the Minot Air 
Force Base, the home of the 91st Mis-
sile Wing and the 5th Bomber Wing, 
which relates to the amendment I have 
to offer today. 

The amendment, which I offer today, 
along with my colleagues Mrs. LUMMIS 
of Wyoming and Mr. DENNY REHBERG of 
Montana, is very straightforward. It 
prohibits the fiscal year 2013 funds 
from being used to implement plans 
under the New START Treaty to re-
duce the number of nuclear weapons 
and their delivery system, which sig-

nificantly reduces America’s ability to 
develop and use our nuclear defense ca-
pabilities. 

We all know that during the 2010 
lame duck session the Senate ratified 
the New START Treaty, and President 
Obama made a promise to Congress 
that as long as he was President we 
will continue to invest in nuclear mod-
ernization. 

Mr. Chairman, since then, he has 
backed away from his promise, and we 
all heard the President’s unsettling off- 
mike comments that he would have 
more flexibility after the November 
elections. 

The treaty provides for 7 years for 
the United States and Russia to reduce 
the number of deployed ICBMs, de-
ployed submarine-launched ballistic 
missiles and deployed heavy bombers 
equipped to carry nuclear armaments 
to no more than 700 weapons. 

I know that many of us may not 
agree on the appropriate level of de-
ployed nuclear weapons or our view on 
the New START Treaty. However, we 
need to make one thing clear: nowhere 
in the New START Treaty does it re-
quire reductions from the United 
States to make these cuts prior to fis-
cal year or during fiscal year 2013. 

Furthermore, we’re still waiting on 
the administration to tell us exactly 
how sharp the cuts in our deployed nu-
clear weapons could be under the New 
START Treaty. 

The Associated Press has reported 
the Obama administration is going be-
yond the level laid out in the New 
START Treaty and is considering as 
much as an 80-percent reduction in our 
current nuclear arsenal. 

It appears that the administration is 
planning drastic cuts to our nuclear ar-
senal and could be planning to move 
away from our nuclear triad strategy 
altogether. All three legs of our Na-
tion’s nuclear triad are complementary 
to the defense of our Nation. 

Drastic cuts in our overall level of 
our Nation’s nuclear arsenal puts our 
national security at risk and sharp re-
ductions to any one leg of the nuclear 
triad would destabilize a sound defense 
strategy. 

Therefore, since the President made 
an agreement to modernize our arse-
nal, and Congress is still waiting to 
hear what those specifics are, Congress 
should not provide funding to facilitate 
these reductions. 

I urge adoption of these amendments. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-

tleman yield? 
Mr. BERG. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 

gentleman for yielding, and I thank 
him very much for bringing up this 
issue. I believe that the Berg amend-
ment recognizes the world as it really 
is, the threats that we potentially face. 
I think he has done the Congress a real 
service today by emphasizing this issue 
with his amendment, and I support his 
amendment. 

Mr. BERG. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. The New START Treaty 
limits the total number of weapon de-
livery vehicles by 2017. According to 
the Air Force, they are funded for New 
START implementation, but are await-
ing final force structure decisions to 
determine numbers of weapon delivery 
vehicles to be reduced in FY 13. 

We should carry out our obligation 
under the New START Treaty and not 
restrict the Department’s obligation to 
implement it. I urge my colleagues to 
oppose the amendment. 

I want to make it clear to my col-
leagues just what we’re talking about. 
Under the New START we will have 520 
ICBMs with 420 warheads. We will have 
60 bombers, 42 B–52s and 18 B–2s that 
are nuclear capable, and they have 
many warheads. We have 240 sub- 
launched missiles. The number of subs 
are not restricted, but we have 14 Tri-
dent submarines. 

I would, with all due respect, just say 
this, this is one area where we can, if 
we can come down on a mutual agree-
ment with the Russians to a lower 
level, we can save ourselves the money 
of not having to replace all of these 
weapons systems. A lot of very 
thoughtful people have looked at this 
issue, and they believe that the two 
most survivable legs of the triad are 
the ballistic missile submarines and 
the bombers. The land-based missiles 
are vulnerable. Now, we had great de-
bates over the MX missile. We got into 
how many RVs coming in to take out 
an existing missile, usually it’s two, so 
the enemy would be using up weapons. 

But the point of it all is, the last 
thing that we’re going to be using is 
nuclear weapons. It just is not going to 
happen; it would destroy the world. So 
we can come down to a lower level and 
still have a credible deterrent. We 
can’t afford to do everything. 

The most important thing today, I 
think, is to build up our Special 
Forces, build up our intelligence capa-
bilities, and look at the threats that 
we’re facing out there with al Qaeda 
and the terrorists. Frankly, nuclear 
weapons are a relic of the Cold War, 
and we should bring down the size of 
this. 

General Cartwright, one of the most 
thoughtful former members of the 
Joint Chiefs, has suggested that we go 
to a DYAD, just having ballistic mis-
sile submarines and bombers. That’s 
something that we should consider. 
The Markey amendment would have 
started us in a way of reducing the 
number of land-based missiles. 

I just think it’s not right for us to 
get in the middle of this. The Senate 
had long hearings. They went through 
a process of ratification. This treaty 
was ratified by the United States Sen-
ate. 
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Again, I just think if there is one 

area where we can make some reduc-
tions, it’s in the area of nuclear weap-
ons. We’re just not going to need as 
many as we’ve had in the past, and we 
can have great deterrents at a lower 
level. I hope we can reach that. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Wyoming is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

b 1540 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I’m pleased to work 
with Representative BERG on this 
amendment, which will protect our nu-
clear triad from the reductions sched-
uled under this treaty for the term of 
this 2013 budget year. Each leg of our 
nuclear triad—bombers, submarines, 
and land-based missiles—complement 
each other and they strengthen each 
other. 

As a lifelong resident of southeast 
Wyoming, I have come to understand 
and appreciate the role of our inter-
continental ballistic missiles. The 90th 
Missile Wing in Cheyenne keeps 150 of 
our ICBMs at nearly 100 percent alert. 
The bombers and subs have their own 
unique strengths, but no other leg of 
the triad comes close to this alert 
level. The constant alert, wide geo-
graphic dispersion and immediate, 
global response capability of our 
ICBMs make them an indispensable 
part of our triad. 

ICBMs are the most cost-effective leg 
of the triad as well. At less than $3 mil-
lion per ICBM, they are less than a 
third of the cost of a sub-launched mis-
sile or a nuclear bomber. It’s because of 
ICBMs that we can say with confidence 
that we are fielding a nearly unbeat-
able nuclear force. 

Those that want to slash our nuclear 
force forget that it was American 
strength that ended the Cold War. It 
was American strength, including the 
Peacekeeper and Minuteman III mis-
siles, that allowed us to negotiate land-
mark reductions in American and Rus-
sian nuclear arsenals. Remember, we 
were able to retire the Peacekeeper 
missile silos in Wyoming. It was a vic-
tory for global stability; but we did it 
through American strength, not 
through unilateral disarmament. 

That’s what makes the New START 
Treaty so troubling. It is bilateral in 
name only. The United States bound 
itself to unilateral reductions in stra-
tegic nukes, but Russia can still ex-
pand its strategic arsenal. Russia can 
stack their bombers to the hilt with 
warheads and call it a single-delivery 
vehicle. Russia can deploy an unlim-
ited number of the tactical nuclear 
weapons under which they hold an ad-
vantage. Russia can develop new, long- 
range nuclear-tipped cruise missiles. 
With New START, we negotiated away 
American strength and received little 
in return. 

It is dangerous to assume that our 
nuclear competitors have the same mo-

tives and ideals that we do. If we roll 
over and capitulate to the demands of 
our competitors, we cannot assume 
that Russia, China, and Iran will fol-
low. But if we maintain our strengths 
and our unbeatable nuclear posture, we 
will be far more effective at securing 
the peace that we all want. 

Again, I want to thank Representa-
tive BERG and Mr. REHBERG. I encour-
age you to vote against unilateral dis-
armament. Vote for our amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MARKEY. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MARKEY. This debate has taken 
on the characteristics of ancestor wor-
ship, and I understand it. I know it’s 
hard for individuals to let go of the 
Cold War, to let go of an era where for-
eign policy was characterized by this 
bitter rivalry between the United 
States and the Soviet Union. The re-
ality: We won. It’s over. We didn’t just 
win. It was basically a world where 
there’s unipower now. It’s us. 

The Chinese only have 40 to 50 nu-
clear missiles. The Russians have al-
ready dramatically reduced their weap-
ons. The likelihood of a nuclear war be-
tween the United States and Russia is 
negative zero. And yet there are Mem-
bers that don’t want to see any reduc-
tions in our nuclear weapons force, 
notwithstanding the fact that those 
extra expenditures then would have to 
come out of other budgets, including 
the budget for the National Institutes 
of Health to find a cure for cancer or 
Alzheimer’s or Parkinson’s. And so we 
have this curious disconnect between 
the reality of the world that we live in 
today and the understandable but erro-
neous commitment that many Mem-
bers on the other side have to a relic of 
a Cold War-era rivalry that no longer 
can withstand fiscal scrutiny. 

So let’s just take this debate about 
whether or not the United States is 
vulnerable. 

Each one of our submarine-based nu-
clear weapons systems have 96 inde-
pendently targetable warheads on-
board. That is: each one of our sub 
commanders can destroy the 96 biggest 
cities in China; each one of our sub 
commanders can destroy the 96 biggest 
cities in Russia; each sub commander, 
with their first nuclear weapon, could 
destroy Tehran; each sub commander 
could destroy Pyongyang and still have 
95 independently targetable nuclear 
weapons onboard that one submarine, 
much less every other submarine that 
we have out there. 

And so to have an amendment that 
says, after New START was agreed to 
between Russia and the United States, 
after the Air Force and the Navy 
signed off on New START, to have 
Members of the House proposing that 
notwithstanding that agreement that 
was reached that does enhance Amer-
ican national security by reducing the 

likelihood that there would be a con-
flict between the United States and 
Russia, as low as that likelihood is, 
that we have this micromanagement 
that comes in of our military. 

But it’s more than that. Let’s admit 
it. It’s all about jobs. You’re thinking 
about the defense bill as a jobs bill, and 
I understand that. But whenever we’re 
talking about the defense bill, those 
jobs that are created should relate in 
some way to American national secu-
rity. And what the Air Force and the 
Navy are saying is that they do not be-
lieve they need more nuclear weapons. 
In fact, they can agree to and have al-
ready accepted the reduction in nu-
clear weapons that is in the New 
START Treaty. 

And so I understand from a jobs per-
spective why you want to lock in jobs 
that may have been created a genera-
tion ago in the height of the Cold War, 
but we have to redeploy for the 21st 
century not only militarily, but also 
into what strengthens us domestically 
in terms of medical research and edu-
cational programs. 

So I can’t really understand why 
we’re even debating this issue. There is 
a treaty between our two countries. 
Our military has signed off. Our mili-
tary says it actually enhances our se-
curity. 

And I agree with the gentleman from 
Washington State: This is an area 
where we should actually give some re-
spect to the United States Senate that 
ratified the treaty, to each one of your 
Joint Chiefs that signed off on it, and 
not allow a jobs bill to trump our na-
tional security; and that if you can 
find programs that actually enhance 
our security and you want to spend the 
money on it, let’s debate that. But this 
is an area that is already resolved. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the Berg 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Chair, we’ve got to do 
everything we can to stop New START in its 
tracks. 

President Obama, with the support of the 
Senate put the United States on a dangerous 
path of unilateral disarmament. New START 
forced the United States to reduce our nuclear 
arsenal, while actually allowing Russia to in-
crease theirs. 

And for Malmstrom Air Force Base in Mon-
tana—home of the 341st ICBM Missile Wing— 
this does more than threaten our national se-
curity. For the Great Falls community, it threat-
ens the foundation of our community and 
economy. 

Last week, I heard from community leaders 
and activists in Great Falls. They made it clear 
that New START, and the deeper cuts it fore-
shadows, is a bad idea. 

Today, the House of Representatives has 
an opportunity to protect our nuclear deterrent 
and derail this harmful treaty. I urge ‘‘yes’’ 
vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Dakota (Mr. BERG). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 
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Mr. BERG. 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 North Dakota will 
be postponed. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HOLT. I wish to engage in a col-
loquy with the ranking member of the 
Committee, but let me begin by thank-
ing the gentleman from Washington 
and Chairman YOUNG for accommo-
dating my request, for the second year 
in a row, for an additional $20 million 
to be included in the appropriations 
bill for suicide prevention and outreach 
programs. 

b 1550 
The committee last year honored 

this request, and I think it’s a clear 
demonstration of the committee’s in-
tent that the Department do more and 
more to end this epidemic of suicide 
among our Active-Duty, Guard and Re-
serve force. 

I do have a clarifying question I 
would like to pose to the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Is it the committee’s intent that the 
$20 million in this legislation in addi-
tional suicide prevention funds be 
made available for successful suicide 
prevention programs, such as New Jer-
sey’s Vets4Warriors peer-to-peer coun-
seling and outreach program? 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOLT. I would be pleased to 
yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington. 

Mr. DICKS. I can assure the gen-
tleman from New Jersey that the com-
mittee intends to fund those programs 
that most effectively minimize sui-
cides. And I’d point out that in most of 
these situations, this money is going to 
be competitively awarded. But I’m sure 
that the gentleman’s New Jersey pro-
gram will compete very well. 

Mr. HOLT. I thank the gentleman. 
I would also like under general leave 

to insert in the RECORD a letter from 
the American Legion, the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, the Disabled American 
Veterans, AMVETS, and the Marine 
Corps League to Secretary Panetta 
concerning this Vets4Warriors pro-
gram. 

JUNE 15, 2012. 
Hon. LEON E. PANETTA, 
Secretary of Defense, 
Defense Pentagon, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: As a group of the na-
tions’ leading veteran service organizations 
we take very seriously our commitment to 
the men and women who serve in uniform. 
They have answered the call and put their 
lives in mortal danger to protect the nation 
from adversaries and to advance our national 
security interests. One of the most impor-
tant things we can do to honor their service 
and give something back to those who have 
given us so much is to ensure that they have 
healthy conduits to alleviate their mental 
and psychological anguish. 

Unfortunately, the nation has not yet suc-
ceeded in bringing this to pass. Though 
many programs and alternatives have been 
explored by the Departments of Defense and 
Veterans’ Affairs, few or perhaps none have 
been as successful as the Vets4Warriors pro-
gram. The program is based on the New Jer-
sey Vet2Vet program, a nationally-recog-
nized peer support program that has received 
critical acclaim for over 7 years. 
Vets4Warriors, the nascent program of the 
Army National Guard—a mere six months 
old—is showing incredible promise and we 
are confident that it will be as successful na-
tionally as Vet2Vet has been in New Jersey. 

Already, this program has received over 
7000 calls and nearly 500 inbound contacts 
through other means such as Internet-based 
chats. Vets4Warriors provides effective, on- 
going peer support for men and women from 
all service branches—past and present. Any 
military personnel, family member or vet-
eran can call this toll-free line 24/7 and have 
the call answered immediately by a carefully 
trained veteran peer counselor. We believe 
there are none better positioned to under-
stand and assist with the rigors of military 
life than someone who has lived it. The calls 
are all confidential and can be anonymous. 
The peer counselors are able to triage the 
callers’ needs, provide crisis intervention, 
local referrals for any needed services such 
as mental health, financial counseling, legal 
aid, or a host of other possible needs. At all 
times, a licensed mental health professional 
is immediately available to the peer coun-
selor, should the situation warrant it. The 
goal is to create a stigma-free environment 
that encourages service members to contact 
Vets4Warriors when any concerns arise and 
the peer counselors help prevent these prob-
lems from becoming crises. There is also a 
formal relationship with the National Vet-
erans Crisis Line, so calls to Crisis Line that 
are not crises are transferred to 
Vets4Warriors and crisis calls to 
Vets4Warriors can be ‘‘warm transferred’’ to 
the Veterans Crisis Line. Vets4Warriors 
strives to use all existing resources and not 
duplicate any of them. 

These and other characteristics make this 
program unique and successful. However, 
what truly sets their work apart is that they 
show their commitment to individuals by 
proactively reaching back to each person 
that contacts Vets4Warriors to make sure 
they are getting the help they need, pre-
venting problems from becoming crises. 
Vets4Warriors has made approximately 8400 
follow-up calls to veterans who have con-
tacted them—about 900 or 11% more than 
their incoming call volume. Every single call 
is logged into a database, so there is exten-
sive information available on who is calling, 
why they are calling and the outcomes of the 
calls. 

Vets4Warriors employs 27 veteran peer 
counselors representing all branches of serv-
ice, so callers may even choose a peer coun-
selor by their military experience. The same 
peer counselor will maintain contact with 
the caller over weeks or months, until the 
issues are resolved. They will also become 
advocates for the callers, should that be nec-
essary. To our knowledge, no other program 
provides this kind of personal investment in 
the service member and offers the variety of 
services needed to meet the diverse needs of 
our military members and their families. 

It is because of the enormous success of 
the program that we are so determined to 
ensure it receives the funding it needs to 
achieve long-term success. Recent develop-
ments have made us very concerned that the 
program will not be budgeted for in 2013, and 
we urge you to make funding this program a 
top priority. The investment is marginal, yet 
the impact is huge. The health and readiness 

of the military depends on personnel that are 
resilient against the stressors of military 
service, both on and off the battlefield. Hav-
ing seen it first-hand, we believe 
Vets4Warriors is a tremendous program that 
must be given a legitimate opportunity to 
succeed. With your support, we have every 
reason to believe that it will make a measur-
able difference in the lives of many veterans, 
military personnel and family members, and 
we strongly urge you to ensure full funding 
for the program. 

Respectfully, 
STEWART M. HICKEY, National Executive 

Director, American Veterans, Forbes Boule-
vard, Lanham, MD. 

BARRY A. JESINOSKI, Executive Director, 
Disabled American Veterans, Maine Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC. 

MICHAEL A. BLUM, Executive Director, Ma-
rine Corps League, Merrifield, VA. 

PETER S. GAYTAN, Executive Director, The 
American Legion, K Street, NW., Wash-
ington, DC. 

ROBERT E. WALLACE, Executive Director, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the U.S., Mary-
land Avenue, NE., Washington, DC. 

In this letter, the five veteran service 
organizations note that of all the sui-
cide prevention programs and alter-
natives explored by the Department, 
‘‘perhaps none have been more success-
ful than the Vets4Warriors program.’’ 

I raise this letter, Mr. Chairman, be-
cause just this past week, the National 
Academies of Science released a report 
on the DOD and the VA’s response to 
this explosion of PTSD cases and sui-
cide-related mental health problems 
for veterans from Iraq and Afghani-
stan. 

We want to make sure that the suc-
cessful programs are recognized; and to 
date, no servicemember or veteran who 
has used these Vets4Warriors or vet-to- 
vet program has taken his or her own 
life. They have been successful. 

One of the shortcomings in our gov-
ernment’s approach to dealing with the 
suicide epidemic among servicemem-
bers and veterans is the assumption 
that only programs within the DOD 
and within the VA are capable of deal-
ing with this crisis. Our experience in 
New Jersey strongly suggests other-
wise, and I ask the gentleman from 
Washington and the chair of the com-
mittee for their help in prodding the 
National Academies and the govern-
ment at large in evaluating the poten-
tial positive role that community- 
based programs like Vets4Warriors can 
play in helping defeat the suicide epi-
demic among our troops and veterans. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOLT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. The gentleman from New 
Jersey has my assurance we will work 
with him on this issue. And I would 
just say that our chairman has been a 
great leader on this issue. No one has 
done more than BILL YOUNG on this. I 
look forward to working with him and 
trying to make sure that this program 
is completely and thoroughly evalu-
ated by the Army, by the National 
Guard, and by the VA. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 
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Mr. HOLT. I yield to the gentleman 

from Florida. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 

gentleman for yielding. 
I appreciate the comments of Mr. 

DICKS, our former chairman, and would 
say that I agree strongly with him, as 
I do most of the time. We have a great 
history of working together for many, 
many years. We will be very happy to 
work together with you on this issue 
because it is a very, very important 
concern to all of us and to all the mem-
bers of our committee and I know to 
all the Members of this House of Rep-
resentatives. 

Mr. HOLT. Reclaiming my time, I 
would reiterate my thanks to the 
chairman and to the ranking member 
for the strong attention and sensitive 
attention that they have given to this 
matter. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLORES 
Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), add the following new section: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 

by this Act may be used to enforce section 
526 of the Energy Independence and Security 
Act of 2007 (Public Law 110–140; 42 U.S.C. 
17142). 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer an amendment which addresses 
another misguided and restrictive Fed-
eral regulation. 

Section 526 of the Energy Independ-
ence and Security Act prevents Federal 
agencies from entering into contracts 
for the procurement of fuels unless 
their life-cycle greenhouse gas emis-
sions are less than or equal to emis-
sions from an equivalent conventional 
fuel produced from conventional petro-
leum sources. 

The initial purpose of section 526 was 
to stop the Defense Department’s plans 
to buy and develop coal-based or coal- 
to-liquid jet fuel. This restriction was 
based on the opinion of some environ-
mentalists that coal-based jet fuel 
might produce more greenhouse gas 
emissions than traditional, petroleum- 
derived fuels. 

My amendment is a simple fix, and 
that fix is to not restrict our fuel 
choices based on extreme environ-
mental views, bad policies, and mis-
guided regulations like those in section 
526. 

Placing limits on Federal agencies’ 
fuel choices is an unacceptable prece-
dent to set in regard to America’s pe-
troleum independence and our national 
security. Mr. Chair, section 526 restric-
tions make our Nation more dependent 
on unstable Middle Eastern oil. Stop-
ping the impact of section 526 will help 
us promote American energy, improve 
the American economy, and create 
American jobs. In addition, and prob-

ably most important, we must ensure 
that our military has adequate fuel re-
sources and that it can rely on domes-
tic and more stable sources of fuel. 

With increasing competition for en-
ergy and fuel resources and with the 
continued volatility and instability in 
the Middle East, it is now more impor-
tant than ever for our country to be-
come more energy independent and to 
further develop and produce all of our 
domestic energy resources. 

In some circles, there is a misconcep-
tion that my amendment somehow pre-
vents the Federal Government and our 
military from being able to produce 
and use alternative fuels. Mr. Chair, 
this viewpoint is categorically false. 
All my amendment does is to allow 
Federal purchasers, particularly our 
military, to be able to acquire the fuels 
that best and most efficiently meet 
their needs. 

I offered a similar amendment to the 
CJS appropriations bill for FY 2013, 
and it passed with strong bipartisan 
support. My identical amendments to 
four other FY 2013 appropriations bills 
also each passed by voice vote. My 
friend, Mr. CONAWAY, also had language 
added to the defense authorization bill 
to exempt the Defense Department 
from this burdensome regulation. 

Let’s remember the following prob-
lems with section 526: one, it increases 
our reliance on unstable Middle East-
ern oil; two, it hurts our military read-
iness, our national security and our en-
ergy security; three, it prevents the in-
creased use of some sources of safe, 
clean and efficient American oil and 
gas; four, it hurts American jobs and 
the American economy; five, last and 
certainly not least, it costs our tax-
payers more of their hard-earned dol-
lars. 

My amendment fixes those problems. 
I urge my colleagues to support the 
passage of this commonsense amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move 

to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, ev-
eryone in this House would sleep much 
easier at night if our airplanes flew on 
sunbeams and our ships steamed on 
rainbows, but they don’t. They use die-
sel, and diesel they must have if they 
are to continue to protect this Nation. 

I rise today in strong support of this 
amendment to lift the restrictions on 
the military’s procurement of alter-
native fuels enshrined in section 526 of 
the Energy Independence and Security 
Act. I would also like to thank my col-
leagues, Mr. FLORES and Mr. HEN-
SARLING, for their work with me on this 
issue. 

Section 526 prohibits the military 
from purchasing alternative fuel prod-
ucts that have ‘‘life-cycle greenhouse 
gas emissions’’—that’s a mouthful— 
that are ‘‘less than or equal to such 
emissions from conventional fuel.’’ Mr. 

Chair, this prohibition makes no sense 
to me. 

Several months ago, Secretary of the 
Navy Mabus said: 

Our dependence on foreign sources of fossil 
fuel is rife with danger for our Nation, and it 
would be irresponsible to continue it. Paying 
for spikes in oil prices means we may have 
less money to spend on readiness, which in-
cludes procurement. We could be using that 
money for more hardware and more plat-
forms. 

b 1600 
If protecting fuel supply lines and 

avoiding price volatility are truly the 
goals of the military—and I do believe 
that these are worthy objectives—then 
lifting the restrictions imposed by sec-
tion 526 should be a no-brainer. 

Section 526 puts technology like coal- 
to-liquids, gas-to-liquids, oil shale, and 
oil sands out of reach for the United 
States military. These technologies are 
capable of meeting the Department’s 
objectives for safeguarding production 
and reducing price volatility, and in 
most cases are far more advanced than 
the exotic biofuels project that the 
Navy is currently pursuing. 

This amendment will offer us a stark 
choice: The military can meet its stra-
tegic fuel supply concerns or oper-
ational planning can take a backseat 
to environmental posturing. 

Many of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle will spend their time 
talking about how dirty fuel derived 
from coal-to-liquids or oil sand tech-
nology is. They will offer up and knock 
down straw men dealing with global 
warming and carbon footprints. But 
what they will not talk about is the 
critical need for our Department of De-
fense to procure the cheapest, most 
readily available fuel that fulfils its 
strategic requirements. 

I offer my full-throated endorsement 
for the Department’s work to increase 
its energy efficiency, to reduce the 
need for fuel convoys, and to limit vul-
nerabilities in the fuel supply chain. 
However, those aren’t the issues that 
we’re dealing with with this amend-
ment. The question this amendment 
asks is: Is it appropriate for Congress 
to continue to prohibit the military 
from purchasing certain domestically 
available synthetic fuels? 

The Department of Defense’s singular 
objective is to protect this Nation. De-
partment of Defense leaders have made 
it clear that foreign sources of oil and 
price volatility present an obstacle to 
fulfilling that obligation. Lifting the 
restrictions contained in section 526 
will free the military to utilize any 
technology it believes can help to con-
front that danger. 

I urge my colleagues to join me to 
lift this irresponsible prohibition and 
provide the military with the options 
it needs to manage the long-term, stra-
tegic risks facing our Nation. 

I thank my good friend for offering 
this amendment, and I look forward to 
its passage. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:29 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K19JY7.092 H19JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5051 July 19, 2012 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I rise to sup-

port this very, very popular amend-
ment. 

Mr. FLORES offered the same amend-
ment to each fiscal year 2012 appropria-
tions bill, and all were accepted by a 
voice vote. Also, each fiscal year 2013 
appropriations bill that has already 
passed the House includes this amend-
ment. All passed by voice vote, with 
the exception of CJS, which had a roll-
call and a positive vote of over 250 
votes ‘‘yes.’’ Fifteen Democrats sup-
ported the amendment. 

Mr. CONAWAY offered an amendment 
to the FY13 Armed Services Committee 
bill which has the same effect. The 
amendment was accepted into the 
House bill. This obviously is a very 
popular amendment, and I’m happy to 
be supportive of it. 

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 have a question 
to the author of the amendment and to 
those who are supporting it on the 
other side. 

In listening to your discussion, you 
seem to be in a posture of the mili-
tary—Navy in this case, and I suppose 
other branches—having access to alter-
nate fuels. You spoke specifically of 
coal-based fuels. Are you speaking of 
all kinds of alternative fuels and that 
the military should pursue those fuels 
so that they might be available to pur-
sue them in their development phase as 
well as when they are fully developed? 

Mr. FLORES. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. FLORES. All my amendment 
does is remove any external restric-
tions from the Department of Defense 
being able to acquire fuels. It doesn’t 
restrict their ability to acquire alter-
native fuels, such as the Green Fleet. 

Now, I have issues with paying $56 a 
gallon for fuel, but I’m willing to bat-
tle that at a future date. I’m not en-
dorsing the use of those expensive 
fuels. I think they’re irresponsible uses 
of taxpayer funds when the purpose of 
the military is to defend our country, 
not to be trying to promote alternative 
fuels. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Reclaiming my 
time, sir, in listening to your discus-
sion about the coal-based fuels, clearly 
those are in the development stage; 
they’re not yet in place. I would as-
sume that in the development stage, 
the U.S. military would be purchasing 
those for the purposes of testing as 
well as providing an early market, a 
development market, for those fuels. 
Therefore, I would assume that that 
same logic would apply to other kinds 
of biofuels, would it not? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. FLORES. The logic applies. But 

again, I think it’s an order of mag-
nitude. 

For instance, technology to do coal- 
to-liquids fuels was used by the Ger-
mans in World War II. It’s been tried in 
the past. It’s still not cost effective. I 
think there’s an order of magnitude. 
For instance, if the military can do it 
for, let’s say, 50 percent more than it 
costs for conventional fuel, that’s one 
thing; but if it has to pay 10 times 
more for biobase fuels, that’s another 
issue. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, reclaiming 
my time, and thank you, sir, for the in-
formation. 

The point here is that in the early 
development of all of these fuels, 
whether they are coal-based or other 
kinds of biofuels, there is a higher cost 
in the early stages that presumably 
and hopefully and, in fact, must be re-
duced if the Navy is to procure those 
fuels for the normal utilization of their 
fleet, or whatever the fuel might be 
used for. Therefore, in listening to your 
discussion, which I do support, I think 
it’s important to understand that in 
the early development there is going to 
be a higher cost which could not and 
should not carry forward for the nor-
mal use of those fuels. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Indiana is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the gentleman’s 
amendment. It’s been argued that sec-
tion 526 harms our military readiness. 
This is simply not the case, particu-
larly according to the Department of 
Defense. 

The Department of Defense has stat-
ed this month, very clearly, the provi-
sion has not hindered the Department 
from purchasing the fuel we need today 
worldwide to support the military mis-
sions. But it also sets an important 
baseline in developing the fuels that we 
need for our future. 

DOD, the Department of Defense, 
supports this section and recognizes 
that tomorrow’s soldiers, sailors, air-
men, and marines are going to need a 
greater range of energy sources. In 
fact, the Department says that repeal-
ing this section could, and I’m quoting 
the Department, ‘‘complicate the De-
partment’s efforts to provide better en-
ergy solutions to our warfighters and 
to take advantage of the promising de-
velopments in homegrown biofuels.’’ I 
would also emphasize the impact it 
would have on our economy and the 
creation of new jobs in our economy. 

I believe the amendment would dam-
age the development of biofuels, given 
the fact that the Department of De-
fense is such a huge procurer of energy, 
at the worst possible time for our econ-
omy. It could send a negative signal to 
America’s advanced biofuel industry 
and could result in adverse impacts to 
the U.S. job creation efforts, rural de-
velopment efforts, and the export of 
world-leading technology. 

I would also emphasize to my col-
leagues the section does not prevent 
the sale of fuels that emit more carbon, 
nor does it prevent the Federal agen-
cies from buying these fuels if they 
need to. 

Government policies should help 
drive the development of alternative 
fuels that cut carbon emission, not in-
crease it. I think that’s a commonsense 
approach. 

Again, I am opposed to the gentle-
man’s amendment and, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I rise 
in strong support of the Flores amendment 
that will prevent funds in H.R. 5856—the FY13 
Defense Appropriations Act—from being used 
to carry out Section 526 of the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007. 

Section 526 prohibits all federal agencies 
from contracting for alternative fuels that emit 
higher levels of greenhouse gas emissions 
than ‘‘conventional petroleum sources.’’ This 
means that if a federal agency—particularly 
the Department of Defense—attempts to uti-
lize an alternative fuel that even has one scin-
tilla more carbon emissions than conventional 
fuels, it is prohibited from doing so. As a re-
sult, Section 526 limits innovation from DoD to 
improve clean carbon capture technologies for 
alternative fuels, thereby increasing our de-
pendence on foreign oil, and will only further 
increase fuel costs. 

The amendment intends to remove the 
handcuffs placed on the agencies under this 
bill by Section 526. This means that the DoD 
will still be able to purchase Canadian fuels 
with traces of oil sands that may create more 
of a carbon footprint than completely conven-
tional fuel. 

Mr. Chair, I support a full repeal of Section 
526 because the cost of refined product for 
DoD has increased by over 500% in the last 
ten years when volume only increased by 
30%. Furthermore, within the last month, the 
U.S. Navy spent $26 per gallon and the U.S. 
Air Force just spent $59 per gallon for bio- 
fuels used for the Administration’s Great 
Green Fleet Demonstration while conventional 
fuel bears less of a cost on the Pentagon. 

When defense spending is already facing 
$600 billion in sequestration cuts, we must 
find commonsense ways to best utilize tax-
payer dollars. This amendment takes a very 
important step of achieving this goal by pro-
hibiting funding to carry out Section 526 for 
the upcoming fiscal year at the DoD. 

With that in mind, I commend my colleague 
from Texas—BILL FLORES—for his continued 
leadership on this important issue. I urge this 
body to support this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah). The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. FLORES). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I rise 
for the purpose of a colloquy between 
my friend, the chairman from Florida, 
and the ranking member, my friend 
from Indiana. 
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I was planning to introduce an 

amendment on this issue, an amend-
ment that would require the Depart-
ment of Defense to buy American flags 
that are made in America by American 
workers using American-grown and 
manufactured materials. 

Wherever an American flag is flown, 
it’s a symbol of the freedoms men and 
women throughout our history have 
marched, fought, and died to secure. 

b 1610 
There’s no greater symbol of our 

country, our unity, our freedom, and 
our liberty than our flag. 

The Veterans Administration is al-
ready required, by law, to purchase 100 
percent American-made flags of Amer-
ican-made materials to drape the cas-
kets of each deceased war hero. 

I understand that there are already 
requirements prohibiting the Depart-
ment of Defense from purchasing cer-
tain items not produced in the United 
States, but there are no requirements 
for the Department of Defense to pur-
chase American-made American flags. 

I believe it’s important that every 
American flag the Department of De-
fense buys should be made in America 
by American workers with American 
materials. It’s as simple as that. 

At a time when our domestic manu-
facturing sector is struggling, and mil-
lions in our country are out of work, 
it’s a slap in the face to all Americans 
to have their tax dollars spent on flags 
that are made overseas. 

I ask the gentlemen here today with 
me, do you share my concerns about 
this issue? Will you and the ranking 
member, Mr. Chairman, work with me 
to address this omission, and help to 
ensure that the brave men and women 
in uniform receive American-made 
American flags? 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman for discussing this with us 
earlier on. We have had a very good 
conversation, and I would say that I 
am strongly supportive of what the 
gentleman has just said. 

I believe that the American flag 
should be made in America, with Amer-
ican materials, whatever they might 
be. And so I do share that, and I guar-
antee him that we will continue to 
work with him to find a workable solu-
tion to see that this does happen. 

I thank the gentleman for raising the 
issue. I thank him, again, for dis-
cussing this early on with me, and I’m 
here to be supportive. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Re-
claiming my time, thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I look forward to working 
with you. 

I yield to my friend, the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. VISCLOSKY), the 
ranking member. 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate the 
gentleman yielding, and would asso-
ciate myself with the remarks of the 
chairman. 

I really appreciate the gentleman 
raising this issue before the body, and 
certainly want to work with Mr. 
THOMPSON, as well as the chairman of 
the committee, on this very important 
issue, and certainly pledge myself to do 
that. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Re-
claiming my time, Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida and 
the gentleman from Indiana, and look 
forward to working with both of them 
and others in the House to ensure that 
we can bring this to resolution. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. RUNYAN 

Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title) insert the following: 
SEC. ll. None of the Operation and Main-

tenance funds made available in this Act 
may be used in contravention of section 41106 
of title 49, United States Code. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to thank the chairman of the com-
mittee for allowing me to bring this 
forward. 

Congress has a responsibility to see 
that funds are spent appropriately by 
the Department of Defense to support 
missions and provide for our national 
security. 

The Department has been using for-
eign-owned aircraft to carry equipment 
in and out of Afghanistan, totaling 
over $140 million year-to-date. These 
missions could have been completed by 
American carriers. 

American carriers are regulated by 
the FAA and have a much better safety 
record than foreign airlines. And U.S. 
government dollars go to develop U.S. 
jobs. 

The U.S. government specifically 
designated the Civil Reserve Air Fleet, 
or CRAF, to supplement national secu-
rity air transport needs through part-
nership with private U.S.-based air-
lines. The program allows civilian air-
lift capability to integrate with mili-
tary command structures on short no-
tice. 

Using foreign-owned aircraft is not 
only disadvantageous for our military 
carriers but also for U.S. commercial 
airlines that have dedicated aircraft to 
CRAF. It removes the incentive for 
American carriers to hire American 
workers and use American mechanics 
and suppliers, and ultimately harms a 
vital national security program. 

This amendment requires that the 
Department of Defense use American- 
owned and operated aircraft whenever 
possible to move cargo and passengers. 
It ensures that troops in the field get 
what they need by allowing the Depart-
ment to use foreign carriers when nec-
essary. It strengthens this vital na-
tional security program and assures 
that American dollars are spent on 
American services. 

Current law, the Fly CRAF Act, is 
not being complied with to the extent, 
again, of $140 million. It has gone to 
foreign carriers this year, and unap-
proved carriers are being assigned 
CRAF missions. This ‘‘leakage’’ from 
CRAF programs is a threat to the via-
bility of our CRAF carriers, the pro-
gram, and ultimately, our warfighters. 

I would encourage all Members to 
support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I rise in support of this excellent 
amendment, and I thank Mr. RUNYAN 
for offering it today. And so I do 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 New Jersey (Mr. RUNYAN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARAMENDI 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. (a) Except as provided in sub-

section (b), appropriations made in title IX 
of this Act are hereby reduced in the amount 
of $12,670,355,000. 

(b) The reduction in subsection (a) shall 
not apply to the following accounts in title 
IX: 

(1) ‘‘Afghanistan Security Forces Fund’’. 
(2) ‘‘Defense Health Program’’. 
(3) ‘‘Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug 

Activities, Defense’’. 
(4) ‘‘Joint Improvised Explosive Device De-

feat Fund’’. 
(5) ‘‘Office of the Inspector General’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment is offered by Mr. 
JONES and myself. The current Over-
seas Contingency Operation budget is 
based on the assumption that we will 
have 68,000 troops in Afghanistan 
throughout the entire fiscal year 2013. 
However, this is not the plan that our 
Commander in Chief has put forth, nor 
is it the plan that many of us who 
would like to see the war come to a 
quick end would support. 

As President Obama has repeatedly 
stated, we are winding down this war. 
After withdrawing the surge troops by 
the end of this summer, that will bring 
us to 68,000 troops at the beginning of 
the 2013 fiscal year. We will continue to 
bring our troops home from Afghani-
stan, and I quote the President, ‘‘at a 
steady pace.’’ 

This amendment captures the bil-
lions of dollars that we will save by 
pursuing this steady drawdown of 
troops, as opposed to maintaining 
troop levels at 68,000 throughout the 
entire fiscal year 2013, and then pre-
sumably, on October 1, bring 28,000 
troops home. 
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This amendment would cut $12.67 bil-

lion from the Overseas Contingency 
Fund. 

Let me be clear about what this 
amendment does not do. It does not cut 
funding for troops on the ground in Af-
ghanistan. I believe, as do all of my 
colleagues who have advocated for an 
accelerated end to this war, that our 
troops in harm’s way should have all 
the resources they need to safely exe-
cute their mission. And I am com-
mitted to ensuring that our troops on 
the ground have the best equipment 
and the compensation that they de-
serve. 

This amendment does cut the OCO 
funds that are unneeded and would not 
be used if we pursue the President’s 
steady drawdown plan. In these fiscal 
times, stringent as they are, we should 
not be paying for things that we’re not 
going to buy and that we don’t need, 
and we certainly don’t need to further 
pad the OCO budget. 

The committee has already approved 
an extra $3.25 billion cushion on the 
OCO fund that was not even part of the 
President’s request. We have already 
spent half a trillion dollars of taxpayer 
dollars on the war in Afghanistan, and 
the Department of Defense can’t even 
account for many of those funds, lost 
due to contractor fraud or Afghan cor-
ruption. 

b 1620 
When we take into account the long- 

term costs of this war, such as serv-
icing our debt and caring for the 
wounded warriors, the costs are even 
more staggering. 

Many of us support a quicker 
timeline of withdrawing troops from 
Afghanistan than the President has 
proposed. After a decade of war, we rec-
ognize that our core national security 
objectives have been met in Afghani-
stan and that there is no U.S. military 
solution to the remaining challenges in 
the Afghanistan nation. 

We began our military operations in 
Afghanistan to eliminate those inter-
national terrorist organizations that 
threaten the United States. Thanks to 
the remarkable bravery and com-
petency of our men and women in uni-
form, al Qaeda has been virtually 
eliminated from Afghanistan; terrorist 
training camps have been demolished; 
and Osama bin Laden is dead. Thou-
sands have given their lives to accom-
plish this, and tens of thousands have 
suffered life-altering wounds. It is now 
time for our troops to come home. 

It is also time for this House not to 
waste further money. This amendment 
is not about ending the war. It is about 
reducing the deficit by $12.67 billion. 
We can do that by capturing the bil-
lions of dollars saved by the Presi-
dent’s proposed troop drawdown and by 
redirecting those funds towards reduc-
ing the deficit and by bolstering our 
fiscal security here at home. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. First, I would 
like to say that I understand the sin-
cerity of the gentleman’s presentation. 
It is very much like a number of other 
amendments that we have had. 

Mr. Chairman, in Afghanistan, we are 
in a very critical position. I think it’s 
important that we allow the military 
commanders—those who are com-
manding our troops, those who are 
leading our troops into combat—to tell 
us how we achieve our goal and then 
how we depart from Afghanistan. We 
need their advice. 

I will tell you that I have been to Af-
ghanistan, but I’ve seen more of the 
war at the hospital at Walter Reed in 
Bethesda. I’ve seen too many young 
folks—men and women—who are quad-
ruple amputees, triple amputees, and 
who have more serious mental issues 
and traumatic brain injuries. From my 
weekly visits there, I can tell you that 
this is a mean, mean, nasty war with a 
mean, mean, nasty enemy. 

We have got to let, not politics, but 
the wisdom, the vision, the knowledge, 
the advice of our military commanders 
in the field who are responsible for this 
operation make our decisions. Their 
advice is not compatible with this 
amendment, so I do strongly oppose it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI). 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

My apologies to Mr. JONES who was 
about to stand up and speak on this 
issue. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate your sin-
cerity and your extraordinary work on 
the issue—a very, very difficult issue. I 
share with you the obvious compassion 
that you have for our troops—those 
who are there and those who have been 
wounded. However, if I might pose a 
question: 

The Commander in Chief, who pre-
sumably had the advice of the generals 
on the ground and in the Pentagon, has 
stated clearly that at the beginning of 
the next fiscal year, which would be 
October 1 of this year, there would be 
68,000 troops on the ground in Afghani-
stan and that there would be a steady 
drawdown, or a steady pace, so that at 
the end of the fiscal year there would 
be some 40,000 troops, which would be 
September 30, 2013. Now, a steady draw-
down would assume that you would 
take 28,000 troops, and you would re-
move them on a steady basis so that, 
over the course of that year, you would 
have half the troops in the country and 
the other half would be gone. That 
being the case, you don’t need to budg-
et for all 68,000 being there the entire 
year. In fact, you budget for something 
between 40,000 and 68,000. However, the 

appropriation that we have before us 
actually assumes that all 68,000 are 
going to be there until October 1 of 
2013. That’s not what the President has 
said. That’s apparently not what the 
generals are planning and what the 
planning and execution is. 

So what this amendment simply does 
is to recognize what it is that the gen-
erals intend to do as commanded by 
the Commander in Chief. Now, we may 
disagree with that, but the advice just 
given to me by the chairman is that we 
ought to pay attention to the generals, 
who are apparently saying a steady 
drawdown. There is $12.5 billion at 
stake here, and what we are trying to 
do is to capture that. Now, at least 
there would be concern that something 
would go awry and that the drawdown 
wouldn’t occur. The appropriation ac-
tually places a $3.2 billion cushion for 
unexpected contingencies. 

So what are we doing here? Do we 
care about the deficit or not? My 
amendment simply speaks to: let’s be 
wise with the taxpayers’ money. Let’s 
not appropriate money that should not 
or is not apparently going to be nec-
essary, and if there is a contingency, 
there is a $3 billion cushion built into 
this budget and into this appropriation 
already. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, how much time do I have re-
maining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
has 2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
strongly support the effort by my col-
league from California. 

I would say to the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee that it’s 
certainly the case that, once the soci-
ety through which democratic proc-
esses has determined what it wants to 
do in a military area, then we need the 
technical advice from the military ex-
perts. But there is a prior question 
with regard to Afghanistan: Should we 
be staying there? 

It wasn’t up to the military—and 
they never claimed that it was—to go 
in on their own. They went in pursuant 
to a vote of this House and of the Sen-
ate. It is the duty of the Members of 
this House to decide whether, in taking 
all of the factors into account, the 
time has come to wind it down or not. 
Once a decision is made, then we listen 
to the military. 

Clearly, what is at stake here in this 
amendment is not simply a technical 
question of the way in which the logis-
tics of a drawdown are handled but, 
really, whether or not the House wants 
to affirm that the time has come to 
begin a steady withdrawal. I might also 
add I would like to go more quickly 
than this amendment would allow, but 
we probably won’t have the votes for 
that. 

I disagree with the notion that this is 
a matter on which the elected rep-
resentatives of the American people 
must defer to military experts. Yes, we 
will once we have made the democratic 
decision about what to do. But with all 
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of the factors taken into account, the 
time has come, just as this House au-
thorized the military to go in, to reaf-
firm the decision that the time has 
come to begin to withdraw. So I very 
much support the gentleman’s amend-
ment in that particular context. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. JONES. I move to strike the last 

word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from North Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I join my 
friend from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI). 

The President has said, with the ad-
vice from the military, it is time to 
bring the war in Afghanistan to an end 
and to bring our troops home. 

I have the greatest respect for the 
gentleman who is the chairman and 
who was just here, Mr. YOUNG. 

I’ve signed over 10,474 letters for 
those who have given their lives for 
this country. Many families are di-
vorced. And I take the pain home every 
weekend. No, it’s not like being in Af-
ghanistan, but I don’t forget the war. I 
don’t think many of my colleagues 
here forget the war. I want to make 
that clear. 

I go to Walter Reed and Bethesda— 
now that they’ve been consolidated— 
and I’ve seen four kids that have no 
body parts below the waist. One of 
them is from Florida. He is Corey Kent. 
I never will forget him. He is the first 
one I ever met who had no body parts 
below his waist. He is 23 years of age, 
and he is a private in the United States 
Army. 

b 1630 

I look at all the waste in Afghani-
stan. It is a country that will never 
change, no matter what you do. His-
tory has proven that. What Mr. 
GARAMENDI’s amendment says is let’s 
stick to the plan that’s been laid out 
by the President with the advice of the 
military. 

I worry about the wounded. The $12 
billion that Mr. GARAMENDI is talking 
about saving could be spent to take 
care of the wounded. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a book called 
‘‘The Three Trillion Dollar War,’’ writ-
ten by Dr. Joe Stiglitz and coauthored 
by Professor Linda Bilmes at Harvard 
University. Dr. Stiglitz is now saying, 
no, it’s not the three trillion dollar war 
when you factor in all the pain and the 
wounded from Afghanistan. I would re-
write the title of the book to be ‘‘The 
Five Trillion Dollar War.’’ 

Are we prepared for that tsunami 
that is coming? No. We are a country 
that is financially broke, but we owe 
those who have given so much. That’s 
all this amendment is doing. It’s say-
ing let’s follow the plan by the Presi-
dent and advice from the generals. 
Let’s save $12 billion, spend it on the 
wounded and take care of their pain for 
the next 25 or 30 years. 

I hope that my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle will look seriously at 

this amendment. Let’s do what is right 
first for the wounded and their fami-
lies; and, secondly, let’s do what’s right 
for the taxpayers and their families 
and bring this war to an end. If we 
don’t do it here in Congress, there will 
be no end. It will be 2014, 2015, 2016, 
2017, and 2018. 

Let’s pass this amendment. Let’s say 
to the President, Sir, we trust you. You 
listened to the generals, and this is the 
plan to bring an end to Afghanistan be-
cause it is a corrupt country, and noth-
ing will change no matter what we do 
or how many lives we expend or how 
much money we expend. It will never 
change. 

With that, 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. 
GARAMENDI). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. 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 California will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. MULVANEY 
Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. 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: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. (a) Appropriations made in this 

Act are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$1,072,581,000. 

(b) The reduction in subsection (a) shall 
not apply to amounts made available for— 

(1) accounts in title I; 
(2) ‘‘Other Department of Defense Pro-

grams—Defense Health Program’’; and 
(3) accounts in title IX. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from South Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MULVANEY. The amendment is 
fairly simple. It’s an amendment to 
seek to freeze defense spending for 1 
single year. It is not a cut. Only in 
Washington, D.C., could we spend more 
money from one year to the next and 
call it a cut. 

This is not a ‘‘cut’’ amendment. This 
is an amendment to freeze spending for 
1 year. It is an amendment to set the 
base defense spending levels at $518 bil-
lion, the exact same amount as last 
year’s appropriation that was approved 
just a few months ago. It is $2 billion 
above what the Pentagon asked for. It 
is also $2 billion above what the Presi-
dent asked for. While the amendment 
gives control to the generals over the 
spending, it still protects military pay, 
the Defense Health Program, and the 
war budget. 

We’ve heard arguments in favor of a 
1-year freeze before. This amendment 
is entirely consistent with the Simp-
son-Bowles plan, and it is entirely con-
sistent with the Domenici-Rivlin plan. 

What arguments will we hear against 
it? We may hear, as we’ve heard earlier 
today, that the defense budget has al-
ready been cut $39 billion over the last 
2 years. This is the base defense budget 
for the last 2 years and the base de-
fense budget in this year. 

The base defense spending has gone 
up from 2011 to 2012. If the bill passes 
unamended, it will go up again this 
year. Only in Washington, D.C., is that 
considered a $39 billion cut. 

We may hear that the CBO says that 
the Pentagon is still $9 billion short 
based upon a report they released ear-
lier this month. I have the report. The 
report reads: 

To execute its base-budget plans for 
2013, the Department would require ap-
propriations 1.4 percent less than last 
year’s appropriation. 

We may also hear the argument that 
this amendment would compromise our 
defense in some fashion. That can only 
be true if the same exact appropriation 
that we passed just 6 months ago put 
our defense at risk, because this is the 
exact same spending level as we estab-
lished 6 months ago. 

The one thing we do know is that 
even with this amendment, if this 
amendment would pass, we will be 
spending more on defense spending 
than the Pentagon asked for and that 
the President asked for, and we will be 
spending exactly the same as we did 
last year. 

We’ve heard a lot in the last day or 
two about ‘‘austerity.’’ It’s another 
word that, I think, has lost its tradi-
tional meaning. It means something 
different in Washington than it does 
back home. 

‘‘Austerity,’’ to me, means spending 
less. Total discretionary spending will 
be up this year. Total mandatory 
spending will be up this year. Total 
government spending will be up this 
year. We are still facing a $1 trillion 
deficit by the time that this year is 
over. We need to do better in getting 
our spending under control. It is easy 
to cut things that we do not like on 
both sides of the aisle; it is hard to cut 
things that we like. 

The defense of this Nation means a 
tremendous amount to me, as I know it 
means to every Member of this Cham-
ber. If I thought for a second that this 
amendment would put a single soldier 
at risk, if I thought for a second that 
this amendment would put a single cit-
izen at risk, I would take it down im-
mediately. All it does is freeze spend-
ing from last year. If we cannot do that 
simple task, do we really think we 
have an honest chance of solving our 
debts and our deficit problems? 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. 
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Mr. Chairman, respectfully, I think 

this is an appropriate time to remind 
our colleagues that under the Constitu-
tion, national defense is the top pri-
ority of the House and Senate. Article 
I, section 8 gives Congress specific au-
thority to declare war, raise and sup-
port armies, provide for a navy, estab-
lish the rules for the operation of 
American military forces. 

It was in this context that, under 
Chairman YOUNG, our subcommittee 
carefully reviewed, over many months, 
the President’s budget and Secretary 
Panetta’s new strategic guidance for 
the Defense Department. Frankly, we 
found the administration’s approach 
lacking in many respects. In several 
key areas, the subcommittee was con-
cerned that the level of risk tolerated 
by the Armed Forces was unacceptable. 
We’ve talked a lot about that on the 
floor over the last couple of days. 

As the Constitution requires, we 
made adjustments, which is our duty 
and obligation. Yet even within the al-
location that is $3.1 billion higher than 
our President’s request, our sub-
committee could have done more for 
our national security and for our 
troops, with more resources. 

I want our colleagues to know that 
our subcommittee clearly recognizes 
the size and nature of the Nation’s def-
icit and debt. That’s why we found 
areas and programs for reduction that 
were possible without adversely im-
pacting the warfighter or any efforts 
towards modernization and readiness. 

Exercising our mandate to adhere to 
sound budgeting, we reclaimed funding 
for programs that were terminated or 
restructured since the budget was re-
leased by the President. We achieved 
savings from favorable contract pricing 
adjustments and schedule delays. We 
cut unjustified cost increases or fund-
ing requested ahead of need. We took 
recisions and surplus from prior years. 

Even with these steps to stretch our 
defense dollars, there remains capa-
bility gaps: 

In the Navy, we’ve heard a lot about 
that over the last couple of days. Our 
fleet needs more ships. They’ve got 
more responsibilities in the Asia Pa-
cific; 

The Air Force tactical fighters are 
aging rapidly. They’ve had a lot of ac-
tivity in Iraq and Afghanistan; 

The Army is struggling to modernize 
its ground combat inventory; 

The Marines need their version of the 
F–35, the Joint Strike Fighter; 

We need to be prepared to respond to 
every future crisis. Who knows where 
that may be. 
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Syria is engulfed in a civil war. 

North Korea is unpredictable. Russia 
wants to reclaim its former glory. 
China is on the fast track to a stronger 
military. Iran is working night and day 
to acquire nuclear weapons. Al Qaeda, 
Hezbollah and other terrorist groups 
continue to plot and plan. 

Obviously, the future is challenging, 
to say the least; and we do our troops 

and our citizens a disservice if we do 
not prepare for the next crisis. Mr. 
Chairman, the legislation before us in-
cludes funding for critical national se-
curity needs and provides the nec-
essary resources to continue the Na-
tion’s vital military efforts abroad. 

The Department of Defense has al-
ready sustained significant budget re-
ductions. Cuts to the military have ac-
counted for over half the deficit reduc-
tion efforts achieved so far, nearly $500 
billion, even though national defense 
accounts for only 20 percent of the en-
tire Federal budget, which is sharply 
reduced from the 40 percent or more be-
fore and during Vietnam. 

These are real cuts, not simply re-
ductions to planned future spending. 
But given the military’s urgent needs, 
their vital role in maintaining global 
stability, and this House’s responsi-
bility to protect America and Ameri-
cans, I urge my colleagues to oppose 
this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very pleased to join my 
colleague from South Carolina in an ef-
fort to make a small reduction in the 
Appropriations Committee’s rec-
ommendation. Our colleague from New 
Jersey is right, the Constitution gives 
this power to the Congress, not to the 
Appropriations Committee, to the en-
tire Congress. 

The cuts that are being talked about 
consist, in the numbers—that I have 
seen in light of the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee—are en-
tirely due to the fact that we have had 
a drawdown of the troops in Iraq. Now 
I shouldn’t stop at the fact that we did 
reduce the money we’re spending in 
Iraq, because that’s the problem with 
this budget. Yes, we have threats. The 
problem with this budget is it is deal-
ing with the current threats, and it’s 
dealing with past threats. This budget 
fully funds a capacity to win a thermo-
nuclear war with the Soviet Union. I do 
not think that’s a significant threat 
today. 

This continues the commitment 
made courageously by Harry Truman 
in a bipartisan way to defend Western 
and Central Europe against Stalin and 
his hordes because we went into Europe 
65 years ago when the Communists 
were menacing and the European na-
tions were weak, and we said we will 
protect you. We are still doing that. 
They’re not weak, and they’re not 
threatened; but we are still protecting 
them. 

Look at the budgets as a percentage 
of gross domestic product from all of 
those wealthy nations in Western Eu-
rope. They are less than half of ours. 

On the other hand, the French are 
now contemplating reducing the retire-
ment age for certain people who 

worked a certain amount of years, the 
official retirement age, from 62 to 60, 
while we’re being told we may have to 
raise ours. How come the French can 
do that? Very simple: we’ve picked up 
their tab. 

Yes, there are problems with China, 
there are problems with Iran, there are 
problems with North Korea. Tens of 
thousands of troops in Western Europe 
have got nothing to do with that. Yes, 
we should have a nuclear capacity and 
the submarines and the airplanes are 
important, but we’ve got three ways to 
destroy the Soviet Union, which no 
longer exists, and it’s replaced by a 
much weaker Russia. 

Couldn’t we say to the Pentagon— 
and I know there is a great reluctance 
here to appear to be anything but to-
tally deferential to them—couldn’t we 
say to them, you’ve got three ways to 
win a thermonuclear war with the So-
viet Union. Could you pick two and 
save much less than this $1 billion. 

There is also the question of the cul-
ture. The general response of this 
Agency when an agency is inefficient is 
to crack down. When the Pentagon is 
inefficient, the money keeps going. 

I am told there are cuts. It was my 
understanding this budget, the base 
budget, leaving aside the war in Iraq, 
which has wound down, is larger than 
it’s ever been. No, these are cuts from 
what the Pentagon was supposed to 
have. 

Let’s understand also this has now 
become a zero-sum game. Unless you 
are prepared to ignore the deficit prob-
lem, every dollar you put into the Pen-
tagon over and above what I believe is 
needed is coming from somewhere. 

I don’t know how Members can go to 
people who are on Medicare and ex-
plain to them that there are going to 
be these cutbacks, or to tell people on 
Social Security who have been doing 
physical labor all of their lives not to 
work another year or two, and then put 
money in the Defense budget that is 
not necessary. 

We are told that, well, we have to be 
able to protect ourselves. Against 
whom do we need it all? 

One of the things, we are told we 
need more ships because we have got to 
protect the shipping lanes between 
here and China. These are, of course, 
shipping lanes on which the Chinese 
make an enormous amount of money. 

The notion that the Chinese plan to 
shut down the shipping lanes, which 
are the basis for their enormous sur-
plus of trade with America, seems to 
me somewhat skeptical; but we still 
have a greater defense than the Chi-
nese. I noted that the Chinese recently 
launched an aircraft carrier, their first 
one. They bought it, I believe, from the 
Ukraine and outfitted it with model 
airplanes so they can learn how to do 
it. Now, I don’t deny that there are 
some threats there. 

The question is not whether or not 
we should be the strongest Nation in 
the world. Of course we should be, and 
we are. The question is by how many 
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multiples do we need to be stronger 
than any combination of enemies. 

My only reluctance on this amend-
ment is I’m embarrassed by the fact 
that it’s only a billion, but I think the 
gentleman from South Carolina made a 
correct decision. Members will have 
their choices. If there is any serious-
ness about deficit reduction across the 
board in this House, this amendment 
will pass. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. 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 
yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. MULVANEY). 

Mr. MULVANEY. I thank the gen-
tleman from California. 

I rise very briefly to respond to a few 
points made by my colleague and 
friend from New Jersey. Yes, North 
Korea is a threat. Yes, Iran is a dif-
ficulty. Yes, China’s role in the world 
is growing, and we will need to deal 
with that. No, Syria was not a problem 
last year, but Egypt was. All of these 
were challenges to us last year. All of 
these were challenges to us just 6 
months ago when we set the base De-
fense appropriation at $518 billion, and 
$518 billion was good enough 6 months 
ago. It should be good enough today. 

I received a letter regarding this par-
ticular amendment, and it used a lot of 
the same language the gentleman from 
New Jersey did. It mentioned that 
these were real cuts already, that the 
cuts we have put in place regarding the 
defense budget were real cuts, not cuts 
in future growth. This is the CBO’s es-
timate of the defense-based budget for 
the next 15 or 20 years. 

Can someone please show me in this 
dark line, which is the base budget, 
where the cuts are? Because in my 
world, when we cut spending, those 
graphs go down. The only reductions 
that we have seen, the only real reduc-
tions that we have seen in defense 
spending are in the overseas on the 
global war on terror, which we all 
agree was a good thing because it came 
as a result of winding up operations in 
Iraq and reducing operations in Af-
ghanistan. 

But what we do in this town is when 
we increase spending on the global war 
on terror, we don’t count it as an in-
crease; but when we cut spending on 
that same thing, we do count it as a 
cut, and that is simply not right. It’s 
not fair, and it’s not honest with peo-
ple back home. We should tell people 
how we spend their money. 

To sit here and say that the cuts that 
the Defense Department has incurred 
already are real cuts is not accurate. 
The sequester is. This is not a debate 
about the sequester, because I am as 
opposed to the sequester as anybody in 
this room. I have voted several times 
to replace it with spending reductions 
in other places. That’s not what this 
discussion is about. This is about 

whether or not the $518 billion that was 
good enough 6 months ago is good 
enough today. 

With that, I ask once again for sup-
port for the amendment. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Reclaiming my 
time, I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I submit for the RECORD a 
June 28 article from The Hill: 

But U.S. dominance in every dimension of 
military power is clear. In recent years we 
have been building ‘‘strategic depth’’ into 
this dominance without regard to its costs— 
to our Treasury and to our other priorities. 
A responsible rollback of our military budg-
et is achievable with no sacrifice to our secu-
rity. 

The author is Lawrence Wilkerson, 
chief of staff to Colin Powell when he 
was Secretary of State, and he was spe-
cial assistant to Colin Powell when 
General Powell was chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

So, yes, there were times when I 
think: let’s take some advice from 
some military experts. 

[From The Hill, June 28, 2012] 
THE EXECUTIVE VIEWPOINT—TIME TO BITE 

THE BULLET 
(By Lawrence Wilkerson) 

Though the U.S. budget process has been 
going through the motions in 2012, the real 
action will take place at the end of the year, 
when several budget overhaul strategies will 
converge. Around town, the train wreck met-
aphor is getting the most use to describe 
what will happen. But whatever does happen, 
it is certain that large cuts are coming. 

Those cuts come as three wars—Afghani-
stan, Iraq and the global war on terror—are 
driving national security spending to levels 
not seen since World War II. Since these 
wars have been paid for by borrowing, they 
have contributed mightily to our budget def-
icit and diverted resources from other in-
vestments in our domestic strength. 

It is time for a responsible build-down of 
the post-9/11 build-up. But an extraordinary 
feature of the dysfunctional policies of 
Washington is the strenuous expenditure of 
time and money devoted to ensuring this 
doesn’t happen. Most of this intensity has fo-
cused on exempting the military budget 
from the coming sequestration of funds man-
dated by current law. This is unwise, because 
the military—or better said, the national se-
curity account—can and should contribute 
to our getting our fiscal house in order. In 
fact, we could cut our national security 
budget by a trillion dollars over the next 
decade without jeopardizing our security. 
Moreover, we could rebalance that budget as 
we cut and actually enhance our security. 

The national security budget includes the 
Intelligence, Veterans Affairs and Homeland 
Security agencies, as well as bureaus dealing 
with international affairs and nuclear weap-
ons issues (mostly in the Department of En-
ergy) and, of course, the Pentagon. Last year 
the total was about $1.2 trillion. The huge 
component in that budget is the Pentagon, 
at more than 50 percent of the total spend-
ing. So that is where everyone concentrates 
what he or she wants to cut, keep or in-
crease. That’s where most of the rhetoric is 
expended, too. 

But this view is myopic. 
National security is composed as much of 

good intelligence and competent diplomacy 
as it is of bombs, bullets and bayonets; in-
deed, one hopes more so. Thus, looking at 
the national security budget as a whole, with 

all its components, demonstrates clearly 
that it is out of balance. Too much money is 
going to the iron and steel part of the budget 
and too little to the velvet glove. 

That’s the first problem that needs cor-
recting, the balance. The second is the Pen-
tagon. As the largest item by far in the dis-
cretionary budget. not to mention in the se-
curity budget, Pentagon spending has the 
largest influence over the reducing/rebal-
ancing equation. 

The United States began the new millen-
nium with a string of military budget in-
creases, paid for by borrowing, that swelled 
the deficit while bringing us to the highest 
levels of Pentagon spending since World War 
II. Our current military expenditures ac-
count for more than half of the world’s total. 
We spend as much as the next 17 countries 
put together, most of them our allies. And 
we spend more in real terms now than we did 
on average when we did have a formidable 
adversary—the Soviet Union—that was 
spending about as much as we were and argu-
ably constituted an existential threat to 
America. No such threat exists today, nor 
can we see a comparable one in the future, 
China’s rise notwithstanding. 

Guaranteeing perfect security is impos-
sible. But U.S. dominance in every dimen-
sion of military power is clear. In recent 
years we have been building ‘‘strategic 
depth’’ into this dominance without regard 
to its costs—to our treasury and to our other 
priorities. A responsible rollback of our mili-
tary budget is achievable with no sacrifice to 
our security. 

The specifics of this judicious rollback are 
contained in the Unified Security Budget 
(USB) published by the Institute for Policy 
Studies and the Center for American 
Progress, a budget I helped compile. Not 
only does this USB cut a trillion dollars over 
10 years, it rebalances the budget so that the 
steel and the glove are in better proportions. 

It is time for wise men and women to put 
partisanship aside, ignore the siren calls of 
defense contractors, stop taking counsel of 
their fears and get down to business with the 
national security budget. No aspect of the 
federal budget should be exempt from help-
ing the nation get its fiscal act together. 
This soldier of 31 years knows that national 
security—including the Pentagon—can join 
this effort with no danger to the republic. 

b 1650 
Mr. GARAMENDI. 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. I rise in support of 

the amendment. 
There’s a news report out today that 

suggests that very soon the United 
States will have over 1,000 bases of var-
ious kinds around the world, and it 
raises the question as to whether or 
not we’re overextending. As the budget 
keeps growing, the tendency is to keep 
overextending. 

We already know that our basic force 
is being taxed with an overextension of 
duty. So if you introduce a notion of 
fiscal discipline here that will not in 
any way undermine the Air Force, the 
Army, the Navy, but fiscal discipline 
that will send a message to this admin-
istration: Don’t go overextending. We 
know what our core mission is. We 
know that we have the ability to de-
fend this country. Be careful you don’t 
overextend. 
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This amendment, which has bipar-

tisan support, is something that is an 
important moment for this House be-
cause, on one hand, the budget that is 
being prepared through DOD appropria-
tions is sufficient enough for a strong 
defense, and, on the other hand, we’re 
saying part of a strong defense is fiscal 
accountability. The two actually go 
hand in hand. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
MULVANEY). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MULVANEY. 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 gentleman from South Carolina 
will be postponed. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Rhode Island is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. I rise to engage in a 
colloquy with my colleagues and good 
friends, a member of the Appropria-
tions Subcommittee on Defense, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, and the ranking mem-
ber of the subcommittee, Mr. DICKS. 

First of all, I’d like to thank the 
chairman and the ranking member for 
their hard work on this very important 
legislation. Their efforts to strengthen 
our national defense and support our 
men and women in uniform have been 
tireless, and they truly should be com-
mended. Moreover, I’m very pleased 
that they make key investments in 
areas of great interest and concern to 
me, the first of which is the Virginia 
class submarine, as well as cybersecu-
rity. 

I believe that our technological edge 
is critical to ensuring that our 
warfighters not only can do what we 
ask them to do in the future, but can 
do so as safely and efficiently as pos-
sible. In addition to the Virginia class 
submarine and cybersecurity, no fam-
ily of technologies shows as much 
promise to this end as directed-energy 
weapons. 

With that, I would yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I thank the 
gentleman and welcome the oppor-
tunity to engage with him. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. In this vein, I’d like 
to talk about the decades of invest-
ment that this Congress and the De-
partment of Defense have made into di-
rected-energy weapons research. More 
specifically, I’d like to direct them to a 
recent report by the Center for Stra-
tegic and Budgetary Assessment that 
clearly showed many directed-energy 
technologies have actually matured to 
the point that cultural factors, not 
technological maturity, are the most 
significant barriers to operational de-
ployment. 

To this end, I offered an amendment 
to this year’s National Defense Author-
ization Act that would require a report 
detailing how we can accelerate the de-
ployment of the most promising di-
rected-energy initiatives; and I recog-
nize the commitment that this bill be-
fore us today continues in terms of in-
vesting in directed-energy weapons 
technology, and I would encourage the 
committee to support these efforts in 
future appropriations measures. 

With that, I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The com-

mittee is aware of the Department’s re-
search into directed-energy capabili-
ties and shares the gentleman from 
Rhode Island’s interest in ensuring 
that our warfighters have the capabili-
ties they need to operate in the com-
plex environments of the future. 

I would assure the gentleman that 
the committee will continue to make 
every effort to ensure that the Depart-
ment of Defense is adequately and ef-
fectively resourced to meet the chal-
lenges of the future, including the 
transformational technologies such as 
directed energy. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LANGEVIN. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. DICKS. I, too, echo the gentle-
man’s interest in the field of directed 
energy and solid-state laser tech-
nology. With the threats and environ-
ment that the warfighter and the intel-
ligence community are facing, the ad-
dition of new technologies that provide 
a tactical and strategic edge should be 
examined more rigorously. 

I appreciate the gentleman yielding. 
Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the chair-

man for his and the ranking member’s 
commitment, and I certainly look for-
ward to working to realize the poten-
tial of directed-energy weapons and to 
harvest the Nation’s past investments 
in this family of technologies. 

With that, I yield to the chairman. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We appre-

ciate the gentleman’s view. And I will 
assure him that we’ll look forward to 
working with him and the ranking 
member, Mr. DICKS, to make sure that 
our warfighters can realize the benefits 
of our Nation’s research and develop-
ment investments, including directed 
energy. 

Mr. DICKS. I thank the gentleman 
for his hard work on this issue and look 
forward to working with him. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the ranking 
member and the chairman, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ENGEL 
Mr. ENGEL. I have an amendment at 

the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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 Department 
of Defense or any other Federal agency to 
lease or purchase new light duty vehicles, for 

any executive fleet, or for an agency’s fleet 
inventory, except in accordance with Presi-
dential Memorandum-Federal Fleet Perform-
ance, dated May 24, 2011. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Chairman, let me 
just say very, very briefly, on May 24, 
2011, President Obama issued a memo-
randum on Federal fleet performance 
that requires all new light-duty vehi-
cles in the Federal fleet to be alter-
nate-fuel vehicles, such as hybrid, elec-
tric, natural gas, or biofuel, by Decem-
ber 31, 2015. My amendment simply 
echos the Presidential memorandum by 
prohibiting funds in the Defense Appro-
priations Act from being used to lease 
or purchase new light-duty vehicles ex-
cept in accord with the President’s 
memorandum. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. ENGEL. I will yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We’re very 
pleased to accept your amendment. 

Mr. ENGEL. I thank the chairman, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. MULVANEY 
Mr. MULVANEY. I have an amend-

ment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. The amounts otherwise provided 

in title IX of this Act are revised by reducing 
the amount made available for ‘‘Military 
Personnel, Army’’, by increasing such 
amount, by reducing the amount made avail-
able for ‘‘Military Personnel, Marine Corps’’, 
and by increasing such amount, by 
$4,359,624,000, $4,359,624,000, $1,197,682,000, and 
$1,197,682,000, respectively. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from South Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MULVANEY. This is a follow-up 
amendment to an amendment that I 
had offered and we had a chance to de-
bate, and once again I thank the chair-
man for the opportunity yesterday to 
discuss the issue before the amendment 
was ruled out of order. 

As you recall, very briefly, $5.6 bil-
lion this year has been moved out of 
the base defense budget and into the 
war budget. It violates a policy that we 
have tried to follow in this House since 
9/11, and actually violates a policy that 
the bill, itself, says we should not vio-
late going forward, beginning in 2014. 

b 1700 

I simply tried to draw attention to 
that in yesterday’s amendment which 
was ruled out of order. 

This amendment deals with the exact 
same thing, and it simply takes that 
$5.6 billion out of the budget and puts 
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it right back in, which sounds like a 
strange thing to do, but it’s the only 
way within the rules to draw attention 
to the fact that this $5.6 billion is in 
the war budget when it actually should 
be in the base defense budget. 

This is not a spending amendment; 
this is a good-governance amendment. 
This is not a spending amendment; it is 
an accountability amendment. It is a 
bipartisan amendment. Mr. JORDAN 
from Ohio and Mr. WELCH from 
Vermont are amongst those joining me 
in sponsoring this particular amend-
ment. 

Again, this is a good-government 
amendment, and I would think that it 
would have bipartisan support. I ask 
for its support. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
MULVANEY). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MULVANEY. 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 gentleman from South Carolina 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ELLISON 
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. Not later than 30 days after a 

contract is awarded using funds appropriated 
under this Act, the relevant contractor and 
subcontractor at any tier (and any principal 
with at least 10 percent ownership interest, 
officer, or director of the contractor or sub-
contractor or any affiliate or subsidiary 
within the control of the contractor or sub-
contractor) shall disclose to the Adminis-
trator of General Services all electioneering 
communications, independent expenditures, 
or contributions made in the most recent 
election cycle supporting or opposing a Fed-
eral political candidate, political party, or 
political committee, and contributions made 
to a third-party entity with the intention or 
reasonable expectation that such entity 
would use the contribution to make inde-
pendent expenditures or electioneering com-
munications in Federal elections. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order on the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey reserves a point of 
order. 

The gentleman from Minnesota is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, Rep-
resentative ESHOO and I have sub-
mitted this very straightforward 
amendment for a very simple reason. 
We believe that it’s simply fair and it’s 
good for public disclosure to require 
defense contractors to publicly show 
and disclose their political contribu-
tions. Money, secret money in par-

ticular, can breed corruption. Sunlight 
will banish it away. 

When government contractors make 
political contributions, there’s no 
doubt that the officeholder knows who 
gave the money. The only ones in the 
dark are the American public. This can 
lead to pay-to-play corruption where 
contractors donate to candidates they 
believe will benefit them, and this 
would misserve our democracy. We 
need full disclosure so that the public 
can ensure that contracts are awarded 
based on merit rather than money. 

Now, some have expressed a concerns 
in the past with disclosure pre-con-
tract. A pre-contract disclosure re-
quirement could be a problem because 
they fear that agencies would choose 
contractors for partisan reasons. While 
I think this is an overstated concern 
and I don’t agree with it, our bill 
doesn’t do that. Our amendment re-
quires disclosure post-contract to avoid 
any fear of that. 

So I just want to say that we are in 
an era where the public needs to trust 
Congress and government more than it 
does. In order to promote real trust 
and real confidence, we need to imple-
ment amendments that will promote 
transparency and that will let the pub-
lic know that we are doing the right 
thing with the public dollar, particu-
larly as it relates to the defense indus-
try. 

Let me close by saying I think this 
amendment is a first step. I’m a proud 
cosponsor of the DISCLOSE Act by 
Representative VAN HOLLEN, which re-
quires reporting of all corporate cam-
paign activity. 

Also, we won’t be able to truly tackle 
money in politics until we overturn 
Citizens United, in my opinion. The 
public agrees with that as a propo-
sition by 82 percent. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I make a point of order against 
the amendment because it proposes to 
change existing law and constitutes 
legislation in an appropriation bill and, 
therefore, violates clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The rule states in pertinent part: 
‘‘An amendment to a general appro-

priation bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law.’’ 

The amendment imposes additional 
duties. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

If not, the Chair is prepared to rule. 
The Chair finds that this amendment 

includes language imparting direction. 
The amendment, therefore, constitutes 
legislation in violation of clause 2 of 
rule XXI. The point of order is sus-
tained and the amendment is not in 
order. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Chairman, this is 
the, I believe, sixth time that I’ve come 
to the floor during this Congress to call 
for disclosure and full transparency 
throughout the Federal Government. 
So this is not my first time on the 
floor on this issue. I’ve risen on many 
bills, and I will continue to because I 
think it’s really critical to help restore 
the confidence of the American people 
in their government and how it oper-
ates. 

I maintain the view, and it’s shared 
by the majority of the American peo-
ple, that transparency in the use of our 
tax dollars is absolutely critical. I 
want to pay tribute to my colleague, 
Mr. ELLISON, for offering this amend-
ment, and together we support it and 
offer it to the full House. 

I believe that with public dollars 
come public responsibilities. There are 
thousands of companies who do busi-
ness with the Federal Government, and 
they receive billions of dollars—of pub-
lic dollars—for their services and prod-
ucts. And I think that all of our con-
stituents deserve to know whether and 
how they spend these dollars and 
whether they are used to influence our 
elections. 

The amendment I’m offering with 
Congressman ELLISON will provide this 
transparency by requiring that post- 
award contractors or subcontractors— 
which is very important, we don’t want 
to interfere with the contracting proc-
ess whatsoever, but once they have 
been awarded a contract—disclose all 
political contributions. This should be 
the norm of the day. 

Disclosure is extraordinarily power-
ful because it puts the American people 
in the driver’s seat. Constituents de-
serve to know who is involved in their 
elections and what their purpose might 
be. I think it’s sad that just a few days 
ago the United States Senate killed the 
DISCLOSE Act. It was a sad day for 
the Congress. But I think the American 
people are taking note. 

Anyone who supports the Citizens 
United decision, which I don’t, legal-
izing corporate expenditures, should 
know that eight out of nine Supreme 
Court Justices endorsed prompt disclo-
sure. Justice Anthony Kennedy wrote: 

Disclosure permits citizens and 
shareholders to react to the speech of 
corporate entities in a proper way. 

Now, Republicans supported disclo-
sure before they were against it, and I 
would hope that my Republican col-
leagues would come back into the fold. 
There’s no reason to oppose trans-
parency and disclosure unless someone 
really wants to hide anything. And I 
don’t think any of us wants to hide be-
hind the hiding. It just is not good gov-
ernment. The American people, the 
people that we are here to represent 
and have the privilege of representing, 
deserve more information and not less. 

We can bring this about by adopting 
this policy. I urge my colleagues to 
support the amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk, but I do 
have a question for the Chairman, if I 
could. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
will state his inquiry. 

Mr. STEARNS. The gentlelady from 
California (Ms. ESHOO) was talking 
about an amendment that was ruled 
out of order. 

Is it germane for her to be talking 
about an amendment that is ruled out 
of order? 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
offered a pro forma amendment to the 
bill under the 5-minute rule. 

Is the gentleman prepared to go for-
ward with his amendment? 

Mr. STEARNS. Yes. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS 

Mr. STEARNS. I have an amendment 
at the desk, Mr. Chairman. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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 Secretary of 
Defense to implement an enrollment fee for 
the TRICARE for Life program under chap-
ter 55 of title 10, United States Code, that 
does not exist as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment that pro-
hibits funds made available through 
this act to implement a new enroll-
ment fee for TRICARE for Life bene-
ficiaries. 

The Department of Defense may have 
the authority to raise fees and imple-
ment new enrollment fees unless speci-
fied by Congress prohibiting such au-
thority. Last year, through the FY 2012 
DOD authorization and appropriations 
process, the administration increased 
enrollment fees for TRICARE prime 
beneficiaries for the first time since 
1995. My amendment will ensure the 
administration does not implement a 
first time ever enrollment fee for 
TRICARE for Life beneficiaries. 

For fiscal year 2013, the administra-
tion proposed additional fees and cost- 
sharing increases, a new annual enroll-
ment fee for TRICARE for Life, aggres-
sive increases in pharmacy copay-
ments, and a cap of $3,000 per family. 

On April 17, 2012, I expressed my op-
position to these proposals that were 
made by this administration on the 
House floor to raise such fees for our 
servicemembers and veterans. I quoted 
the President in a speech he gave about 
veterans being ‘‘shortchanged.’’ Then 
Senator Barack Obama said on May 18, 
2006: ‘‘When a young man or woman 
goes off and serves the country in the 
military, they should be treated with 
the utmost dignity and respect when 
they come home.’’ Mr. President, this 

is at least one thing I can fully agree 
with you on. 

Passage of this bill will mark the 
third consecutive annual decrease in 
total DOD funding, including Overseas 
Contingency Operations, since FY 2010. 
I understand budget cuts need to be 
made and obviously we need to get our 
fiscal house in order, but, my col-
leagues, we owe our veterans quality 
health care for their service and their 
sacrifice. We promised to take care of 
our troops when they came home. As a 
veteran myself, I can appreciate know-
ing that our country’s support for our 
troops is not limited to strictly the 
battlefield. 

It is unconscionable that this admin-
istration seeks to raise health care 
costs on more than 9.3 million veterans 
and their families that are currently 
eligible for TRICARE when there are 
other excesses that can surely be cut. 
For example, we should limit funds to 
Pakistan before giving DOD the option 
to raise costs on our veterans. We 
heard adequately yesterday on Mem-
bers’ opposition to Pakistan for closing 
supply routes since November 2011 that 
are necessary for providing our troops 
in Afghanistan necessary supplies and 
resources. So I ask Members of this 
Congress to consider alternative ave-
nues to cut spending before we require 
3.3 million veterans that are eligible 
for TRICARE for Life to sacrifice even 
further. 

I’d like to submit for the RECORD let-
ters of support from the Veterans of 
Foreign War, VFW, and the American 
Legion for my amendment prohibiting 
funds from this act to be used to imple-
ment an enrollment fee for the 
TRICARE for Life program. The Mili-
tary Association of America also is in 
support of this effort. 

Mr. Chairman, the administration’s 
proposal to increase health care costs 
on our military represents a very seri-
ous breach of faith, as it taxes the old-
est cohort of military retirees and 
their families. 

So I conclude by asking my col-
leagues to support my amendment. By 
doing so, we honor the promises made 
to our brave men and women who have 
sacrificed so much for the freedom that 
we all enjoy. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
Washington, DC, July 19, 2012. 

Hon. CLIFF STEARNS, 
House of Representatives, Rayburn House Office 

Building, Washington, DC. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE STEARNS: The 

American Legion offers its full support to 
the Stearns Amendment to H.R. 5856. 

The proposed amendment to the 2013 De-
fense Appropriations Act (H.R. 5856) would 
mandate that no funds made available by 
this Act may be used by the Secretary of De-
fense to implement an enrollment fee for the 
TRICARE for Life program. 

As you know, both the House and Senate 
Armed Services Committees have turned 
aside the Pentagon’s call for higher health 
care fees, to include a first-ever TRICARE 
for Life enrollment fee, in the 2013 Defense 
Authorization bill. However, the president 

has threatened a veto of the defense bill, in 
part, because it does not include increased 
health care fees for members of the military. 
As such, the threat of higher health care fees 
continues. 

By resolution, The American Legion re-
quests that all proposals to implement any 
increases in military retirees’ Tricare enroll-
ment fees, deductibles, or premiums be re-
considered; especially before all efforts have 
been exhausted to remove waste, fraud, and 
abuse from the Tricare program. 

Once again, The American Legion fully 
supports this amendment and we appreciate 
your leadership in addressing this critical 
issue that is important to America’s service 
members, veterans and their families. 

Sincerely, 
FANG A. WONG, 

National Commander. 

DEPARTMENT OF FLORIDA VETERANS 
OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED 
STATES, 

Florida, July 18, 2012. 
Hon. CLIFF STEARNS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE STEARNS: On behalf 
of the nearly 90,000 members of Florida’s 
Veterans of Foreign Wars and its Auxiliaries, 
it gives me great pleasure to endorse your 
proposed amendment to the Defense Appro-
priations Act for 2013 that if adopted would 
prevent the Department of Defense from im-
plementing an enrollment fee for TRICARE 
for Life. 

It has been the long standing position of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars that TRICARE 
in its present form is a contract between 
America and her military retirees. That con-
tract is just as binding now as the contract 
a young service member signs when he or she 
joins the military. The Administration’s pro-
posal is a most egregious break of faith as it 
‘‘taxes’’ the oldest cohort of military retires 
and their families. 

Once again thank you for your enduring 
support of Florida’s veterans, military retir-
ees, active service members and their fami-
lies. 

Respectfully, 
WAYNE E. CARRIGNAN, 

State Commander. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, the Stearns’ amendment would 
prohibit funds from being used to im-
plement an enrollment fee for the 
TRICARE for Life program. 

The Department of Defense does not 
currently have the authority to estab-
lish such a fee, but did submit a legis-
lative proposal to do so. The House- 
passed National Defense Authorization 
Act chose not to adopt the legislative 
request that would give the Depart-
ment this authority. 

While this Defense Appropriations 
bill does not have jurisdiction on 
TRICARE issues, we support strongly 
what Mr. STEARNS intends to do, so we 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. STEARNS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. STEARNS. I thank my colleague 
from Florida. 
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I just want to say to the distin-

guished former chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee, chairman emer-
itus, and also the chairman of the De-
fense Appropriations Subcommittee, 
that I appreciate his endorsement. Not-
withstanding that, I would say to him 
that his acceptance is good, but I think 
the floor should have a vote on this. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. 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 Florida (Mr. STEARNS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. STEARNS. 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 gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FITZPATRICK 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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 to enter into a con-
tract using procedures that do not give to 
small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by veterans (as that term is defined 
in section 3(q)(3) of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 632(q)(3)) that are included in the 
database under section 8127(f) of title 38, 
United States Code, any preference available 
with respect to such contract, except for a 
preference given to small business concerns 
owned and controlled by service-disabled 
veterans (as that term defined in section 
3(q)(2) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632(q)(2)). 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order on the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, 
for generations, brave young men and 
women from across the United States 
have answered the call of duty in serv-
ice of our Nation. Now, as the conflicts 
on foreign fields continue to wind 
down, we must ensure that we do not 
lose sight of the need to care for and 
provide for our returning veterans. 

Our Nation has learned from genera-
tions of veterans that war does not end 
when the camps are packed in, the 
planes are grounded, the ships are 
docked, and our soldiers set foot on 
American soil. 

General Washington once reminded 
us that the willingness with which our 
young people are likely to serve in any 
war, no matter how justified, shall be 
directly proportional to how they per-
ceive the veterans of earlier wars were 
treated and appreciated by their na-
tion. However, during these difficult 
economic times, our veterans are still 

faced with challenges as they return to 
civilian life. 

In March of this year, the Bureau of 
Labor and Statistics reported that 
among veterans who have served in the 
post 9/11 era, the unemployment rate is 
12 percent higher than the national av-
erage. Among young male veterans 
under the age of 24, the unemployment 
rate is 29 percent—nearly one-third are 
unemployed. One unemployed veteran 
is one too many, but these statistics 
demonstrate an economic reality which 
is quite unacceptable. 

It is important to understand that 
this hardship comes not from a lack of 
willingness to work by our veterans 
but rather from a lack of opportunity. 
Consider that according to the most re-
cent census, over 2.4 million of our Na-
tion’s veterans are now small business 
owners. Veteran-owned companies now 
make up 9 percent of all U.S. firms. 
The Small Business Administration 
now estimates that one in seven vet-
erans is self-employed or is a small 
business owner. And finally, nearly a 
quarter of veterans say they’re inter-
ested in starting or buying their own 
business. So our veterans continue to 
do their part. 
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It is clear that our Nation’s veterans 
are ready and willing to invest in our 
economy if we provide them with the 
opportunities they seek and, quite 
frankly, with the opportunities that 
they deserve. 

With the President’s announcement 
earlier this year that all of our young 
men and women will be home from Af-
ghanistan within the next 2 years, we, 
as a community and as a country, must 
begin working now to ensure that we 
are providing our returning servicemen 
and -women with job opportunities as 
they seek to reintegrate into civilian 
life. 

To address this, I’ve offered legisla-
tion called the Fairness to Veterans 
Act to provide the same preferences 
given to other preference groups in 
Federal contracting. It levels the play-
ing field for veteran-owned businesses 
to help get our economy moving and 
our veterans back to work. This 
amendment furthers the goal of the 
Fairness to Veterans Act. 

As our Nation struggles to achieve an 
economic recovery, we should be look-
ing to utilize the talent and leadership 
skills of our Nation’s veterans. These 
men and women volunteered to self-
lessly serve our country and, in order 
to succeed, must display self-discipline 
and leadership. It is character traits 
like these that should be nurtured and 
fostered to help our economy grow 
again. 

Ultimately, all of our efforts in the 
House must be focused on putting our 
constituents back to work, and this 
legislation will do just that by creating 
new opportunities for our veterans. 
With the passage of this amendment, 
we will be one step closer to leveling 
the playing field for our veterans. 

The guidelines included in this 
amendment will provide veteran-owned 
businesses with the access they need to 
grow and to create jobs. The skill sets 
possessed by our highly trained vet-
erans are unmatched across the globe. 
In fact, our fighting men and women 
are, unquestionably, the most highly 
trained, highly skilled workforce in 
history. It is critical that we fully uti-
lize their expertise to put our economy 
back on the right track. 

The men and women of the military 
have risked their lives in service to us. 
This amendment is our opportunity to 
begin to repay that incredible debt. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent to withdraw the amend-
ment in furtherance of working with 
staff to institute this policy of fairness 
to veterans in a way that will benefit 
our returning veterans and benefit our 
country. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, reserving the right to object. I 
would say to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania that what he wants to do, I 
want to share with him and to help 
him do that. 

I had to, under the rules, reserve the 
point of order, but I would hope that 
the gentleman would let us be part of 
this effort to accomplish what it is he 
wants to do within the rules. 

I withdraw my reservation on his re-
quest to withdraw. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I thank the 
chairman, and I look forward to work-
ing with you. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KUCINICH 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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 to enter into a con-
tract with any person or other entity listed 
in the Federal Awardee Performance and In-
tegrity Information System (FAPIIS) as hav-
ing been convicted of fraud against the Fed-
eral Government. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KUCINICH. My amendment is 
simple. It says, if you seek to be a De-
partment of Defense contractor and 
you have previously defrauded the Fed-
eral Government, you shouldn’t be able 
to receive a contract from the DOD. 

According to the Congressional Re-
search Service, in fiscal 2010, the De-
partment of Defense obligated $366 bil-
lion to contracts, which is 54 percent, 
more than half of the total of Depart-
ment of Defense obligations. There are 
rules and regulations in place that pre-
vent Federal contracts from going to 
entities that have broken the law. 

Under the Federal acquisitions regu-
lation, Federal agencies are required to 
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award contracts only to responsible 
sources. And Federal acquisition regu-
lation subpart 9104–1 states that a sat-
isfactory record of integrity and busi-
ness ethics is one of the general stand-
ards of responsibility. But the term 
‘‘responsible’’ is not explicitly defined 
anywhere in the law, and I know that 
we cannot try to define new terms 
using the amendment process, and 
that’s not what we’re trying to do here. 

The fact is that someone could com-
mit fraud against the government and 
still get a contract with the Depart-
ment of Defense, and that’s wrong. We 
have to make clear that companies 
who’ve defrauded the taxpayers should 
not be able to get more DOD contracts. 

I’d like to point out that the under-
lying bill being debated here contains a 
specific prohibition against the use of 
Department of Defense funds in con-
tracts with anyone who has an unpaid 
tax liability. Again, a party bidding on 
government contracts is supposed to 
affirm that they have no unpaid tax li-
ability. 

So the point of this amendment is to 
make it absolutely clear that contract 
fraud against the American taxpayer 
will not be tolerated. According to 
groups like the Project on Government 
Oversight, which is only able to track 
the number of known and disclosed set-
tlements, there have been dozens of in-
stances of contractors committing gov-
ernment contract fraud since 1995. And 
of those dozens that are known to have 
committed this fraud, a total of $544 
million in fines was paid. That’s a tiny 
amount, really, when you’re talking 
about in terms of fines, compared to 
the billions appropriated for Depart-
ment of Defense contracts in the last 
decade. 

Bottom line, if you defraud the tax-
payer, you should lose your privilege to 
receive more taxpayer money. So I 
would urge the adoption of this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I will not oppose this amendment 
because I want to make sure that the 
Defense Department does not hire bad 
contractors. And I agree with Mr. KUCI-
NICH strongly on this issue. 

The only comment that I would 
make is we’ve just seen this amend-
ment just a few minutes ago, and we 
have not really had time to analyze it, 
so if we could make any further expla-
nation. But I’m not going to oppose the 
amendment. I suspect it’s going to 
pass. It probably should because none 
of us want the Defense Department to 
hire bad contractors. 

Good job, Mr. KUCINICH. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. JONES 
Mr. JONES. Mr. 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: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), add the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available in this 
or any other Act may be used to negotiate, 
enter into, or implement any agreement 
with the Government of the Islamic Republic 
of Afghanistan that includes security assur-
ances for mutual defense, unless the agree-
ment— 

(1) is in the form of a treaty requiring the 
advice and consent of the Senate (or is in-
tended to take that form in the case of an 
agreement under negotiation); or 

(2) is specifically authorized by a law en-
acted after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(c) For purposes of this section, an agree-
ment shall be considered to include security 
assurances for mutual defense if it includes 
provisions addressing any of the following: 

(1) A binding commitment to deploy 
United States Armed Forces in defense of the 
Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, or of any 
government or faction in Afghanistan, 
against any foreign or domestic threat. 

(2) The number of United States Armed 
Forces personnel to be deployed to, or sta-
tioned in, Afghanistan. 

(3) The mission of United States Armed 
Forces deployed to Afghanistan. 

(4) The duration of the presence of United 
States Armed Forces in Afghanistan. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order on the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order 
is reserved. 

The gentleman from North Carolina 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES. Thank you very much. 
Even though the chairman has a 

point of order, I want to explain why I 
think this amendment is important. I 
am working with ROSA DELAURO on 
this amendment. 

This amendment simply says that 
any long-term security agreement with 
Afghanistan must be conducted as a 
treaty or authorized by Congress. 

In 2008, this Congress was outraged 
that a long-term security agreement 
would be concluded without input from 
Congress. I wonder where the outrage 
is today? We’re in worse financial 
shape than we were in 2008, and I would 
hope that Congress would see that we 
have a need and a responsibility. 

This agreement, signed last month, 
was submitted to the Afghan Par-
liament, but not to the United States 
Congress. Where is the outrage? 

My colleague, Ms. DELAURO, led the 
effort in the House in 2008 to return 
Congress to its constitutional responsi-
bility. We must decide when and where 
our men and women go to fight. 

I would like to commend Ms. 
DELAURO for having the courage to 
help lead this effort again today. No 
matter who is the President, it is the 
responsibility of Congress to commit 
U.S. troops and fund this agreement. 

Mr. Chairman, there are estimates 
that say we will be up to 30,000 U.S. 
troops in Afghanistan until 2024. This 
will cost over $500 billion. 

b 1730 

Yet, if we don’t support legislation 
like we are talking about today, we 
will have no say, no say at all. I don’t 
know why the taxpayers aren’t out-
raged by what is happening with this 
national security agreement with Af-
ghanistan. The fact remains we simply 
don’t have what the numbers are going 
to be and what the cost is going to be 
with this national security agreement 
with Afghanistan. 

We in Congress have a responsibility. 
Our responsibility is to make sure that 
we have checks and balances with any 
administration. When our country is in 
such a bad financial situation, hope-
fully we will not allow a 10-year agree-
ment to just slide by Congress with 
$500 billion at stake and with maybe 
even more of our young men and 
women being killed. 

Mr. Chairman, just a couple of more 
minutes. 

I have a very dear friend who is the 
former Commandant of the Marine 
Corps. I have an arrangement with him 
that I will not use his name in a public 
forum, but if any of my friends here 
today—the chairman or the ranking 
member—asks me his name, I’ll come 
up and tell you. I sent him an email 
after we signed this security agreement 
with Afghanistan. 

I said to the former Commandant: 
What do you think about this agree-
ment? 

I got three paragraphs back, but I 
will read just a couple of sentences. He 
wrote: 

Simply put, I am not in favor of the 
agreement signed. It basically keeps 
the United States in Afghanistan to 
prop up a corrupt regime. It continues 
to place our troops at risk. 

I know that my friend from Con-
necticut will speak in just a moment, 
and I look forward to her words. 

I hope that the Congress in 2013, no 
matter who the President is, will bring 
this issue back. Let’s have a debate in 
the House of Representatives, and let’s 
say to the American people that we 
will meet our responsibility: that we 
will not send troops, that we will not 
send money to Afghanistan unless the 
Congress, itself, approves it. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I have great re-
spect for you and for the ranking mem-
ber. I am sorry he is leaving. He has 
been a great Member of the Congress. I 
hope, Mr. Chairman, if we all get back 
in 2013 that we will have an oppor-
tunity to bring this issue to the floor 
of the Congress and to debate the role 
of Congress when any President, Demo-
crat or Republican, reaches a security 
agreement that obligates our troops 
and the taxpayers. We must meet our 
constitutional responsibility. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I make a point of order against 
the amendment because it proposes to 
change existing law and constitutes 
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legislation in an appropriation bill and 
therefore violates clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The rule states in pertinent part: 
An amendment to a general appro-

priation bill shall not be in order if 
changing existing law. 

The amendment requires a new deter-
mination. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
against the point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Connecticut is recognized. 

Ms. DELAURO. The bipartisan 
amendment that Congressman JONES 
and I offer ensures that any security 
agreement between the United States 
and Afghanistan will not be legal un-
less it comes in the form of a treaty or 
is specifically authorized by a law. 

The gentleman’s point of order ar-
gues that this amendment requires the 
Secretary of Defense to know the defi-
nition of ‘‘any agreement with the 
Government of the Islamic Republic of 
Afghanistan that includes security as-
surances for mutual defense.’’ While 
this definition is not written into stat-
ute, it is common sense. 

I also believe our responsibility 
under the Constitution takes prece-
dence over this point of order. As it is, 
this point would cut into the heart of 
our constitutional duties as a Congress 
under article I, section 8. The power to 
declare war has been entrusted to the 
Congress and to the Congress alone. 

At the recent NATO summit in Chi-
cago, President Obama and NATO lead-
ers announced an end to combat oper-
ations in Afghanistan in 2013 and the 
transition of lead responsibility for se-
curity to the Afghan Government by 
the end of 2014. But even though Bin 
Laden is dead and al Qaeda has been 
decimated, the administration has also 
announced an agreement with the Gov-
ernment of Afghanistan that would 
keep an untold number of American 
troops there until 2024, which is 12 
years from now. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair would 
ask the gentlewoman to confine her re-
marks to the issue of the point of 
order. 

Ms. DELAURO. Whether you agree or 
disagree with the policy, it is impera-
tive for our form of government that 
Congress be consulted on any such 
agreement that maintains our troops 
abroad or, for that matter, any defense 
or Status of Forces agreement that is 
made by the United States. It is our 
task as representatives of the people to 
debate the critical issues and to make 
the ultimate decision of whether to put 
or keep our troops in harm’s way. 

This amendment will simply ensure 
in our relationship with Afghanistan 
that no defense agreement will be en-
acted without the ultimate consent of 
Congress, as is mandated by our Con-
stitution. 

The Acting CHAIR. Again, the gen-
tlewoman needs to address the point of 
order and not the policy issue. 

Ms. DELAURO. I will conclude by 
saying that I urge the Chair to over-
rule the point of order and to allow 
this amendment to receive an up-or- 
down vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does any other 

Member wish to be heard on the point 
of order? 

If not, the Chair is prepared to rule. 
The Chair finds that this amendment 

addresses funds in other acts and in-
cludes language requiring a new deter-
mination of the Secretary. It, there-
fore, constitutes legislation in viola-
tion of clause 2 of rule XXI. 

The point of order is sustained, and 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the last 
word to engage in a colloquy with 
Chairman YOUNG. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. I rise to seek the chair-
man’s support in addressing an issue of 
which he is deeply and painfully aware: 
the rapidly increasing numbers of cases 
of amputations, post-traumatic stress 
disorder, and traumatic brain injury 
suffered by our brave young men and 
women returning from combat thea-
ters. Of course, these conditions can 
have a devastating impact on military 
dependents. They are also having an in-
creasingly devastating impact on the 
military health care system that 
serves our soldiers, sailors, marines, 
airmen, and their families. 

There is no one who has worked hard-
er than the chairman of our sub-
committee to ensure that the very best 
medical care is available to the 9 mil-
lion Americans who have earned the 
benefits of our military health care 
system. Yet I remain concerned that 
newer, innovative practices are not 
being sufficiently integrated into the 
military medical system. 

One such innovative practice is sys-
tems medicine. By more rapidly and 
accurately quantifying wellness and 
deciphering disease, systems medicine 
will promote translational research by 
linking the Department’s research and 
development programs, initiatives, and 
laboratories with its clinical care pro-
grams, initiatives and facilities. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. The former 
chairman of this subcommittee is abso-
lutely correct. 

Current strains on our military and 
fiscal resources are causing unprece-
dented challenges in maintaining a via-
ble, cost-effective military health care 
system. He has probably heard me dis-
cuss this more than he has wanted to 
over the years, but it is a serious, im-
portant issue. It is essential that new, 
innovative approaches be more quickly 
included in military medical practice. 

Mr. DICKS. I ask the chairman to 
join me in urging the Department to 
implement systems medicine into the 
medical practices of all service 
branches. 

To facilitate the training of DOD 
medical personnel in systems medicine, 

the Defense Department should con-
sider systems medicine pilot projects 
that address post-traumatic stress dis-
order, traumatic brain injury, and am-
putee health, along with other high- 
priority concerns that impact all as-
pects of total readiness, including men-
tal resilience. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Again, I just 
want to thank the gentleman for high-
lighting this issue today. Obviously, I 
plan to continue to work with him in 
order to do the best we can to make 
this happen. 

Mr. DICKS. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-

man, as we begin to wind down the de-
bate on this defense bill, I wanted to 
take just a moment to pay tribute to 
this dynamic duo that we have—BILL 
YOUNG and NORM DICKS. The collective 
experience, wisdom, and knowledge of 
this defense bill and the actions of our 
military is almost unprecedented in 
this House. 

b 1740 

They have put forward a great bill in 
the highest bipartisan traditions of the 
House, and all of us in this body say 
‘‘thank you’’ for the great service of 
these two stalwarts in this body. They 
have conducted themselves during this 
debate in the highest traditions of this 
House. They have collaborated to-
gether in a bipartisan way to help de-
fend this country. I think I speak for 
all Members of the House of Represent-
atives in saying ‘‘thank you’’ to these 
two great stalwarts of this body. 

This will be the last defense bill that 
NORM DICKS will take part in. He is de-
parting this body in retirement, and we 
will miss his wisdom and his camara-
derie and his knowledge of the needs of 
our country and its defense. I think I 
speak for all of the House when I say 
‘‘thank you’’ to NORM DICKS for great 
service to his country, to this body, 
and to the defense of our country espe-
cially. We will miss his presence. We 
will miss his expertise. We will miss 
the fact that he is a jolly good fellow, 
among other things. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I will be 
happy to yield to the chairman. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I very much 
appreciate my chairman yielding just 
for a moment. 

I would like to associate myself with 
your remarks regarding these two fab-
ulous leaders and the jobs they have 
done over the years on our behalf and 
for our national security. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank 
the gentleman, and I can’t help but 
mention the great service the former 
chairman of this committee has ren-
dered to the body, as well. 
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Will the gen-

tleman yield? 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-

man, I am happy to yield. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Thank you 

for yielding, and I wanted to say the 
same thing. 

Mr. LEWIS chaired this sub-
committee, as well as the full com-
mittee. He did an outstanding job. 
Many innovations came about during 
his 6 years as chairman of this sub-
committee. He is with us today, and he 
will continue to be with us. The House 
is losing another great talent, another 
great dedicated public official. I thank 
you for calling attention to his service. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I will be 
happy to yield to the gentleman from 
Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. The three of you have 
grayer hair than I do, and that means 
you have wisdom and experience along 
with it. 

I just want to say that I’ve enjoyed 
working with all three of you. BILL 
YOUNG and I have worked together for 
many years. JERRY LEWIS and I have 
worked together many years. We’ve 
taken many trips to Afghanistan and 
Iraq to try to be with the troops and 
find out what was going on. We’ve had 
a good group. 

It bothers me greatly when there’s 
this sense out there that we can’t work 
together. This committee works to-
gether. I’m proud of that, and I’m 
proud to be associated with my col-
leagues. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-
man, Chairman YOUNG has mentioned 
briefly the service of our friend from 
California (Mr. LEWIS), who, as we all 
know, served as chairman of the full 
committee for a period of time, and, of 
course, chairman of this great sub-
committee. We’re going to miss his 
presence because he is seeking greener 
pastures out there as well in retire-
ment. 

JERRY LEWIS has been a stalwart 
Member of this body for many years 
and he has rendered great service to his 
country, certainly to this House, and 
most importantly, I think, on this sub-
committee, because this subcommittee 
is in charge of defending our country, 
and there is no higher calling for any 
of us than to say we’ve been a part of 
that. 

Mr. Chairman, I wind my remarks 
up. We’ve had some 60 or 70 amend-
ments on this bill, and I think the de-
bate that took place is in the highest 
traditions of this body. I wish Mr. 
LEWIS and Mr. DICKS happy retire-
ments and other pursuits in life, and 
we wish you Godspeed. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. One issue that didn’t 
come up today was this question of 

what are we going to do at the end of 
this year with sequestration, and there 
was some discussion of an amendment 
that didn’t happen because of points of 
order and other possible reasons. 

I really believe that somehow we’ve 
got to avoid sequestration and that 
collectively we’ve got to work together 
in the next several months, because I 
honestly believe that the economy of 
this country will be severely and ad-
versely affected if we allow sequestra-
tion not just for defense, which we’re 
talking about here today, but for the 
other part of the government, the dis-
cretionary domestic part of the govern-
ment. We have got to avoid this. 

I would love to see an agreement 
reached between the parties and be-
tween the leadership so that we can get 
an agreement that is fair and balanced 
and equitable. I think with the four of 
us and a couple of others I can think 
of, I think we could put something like 
that together. Somehow it’s got to 
happen, because the consequences to 
defense—and not only to defense, but 
the economy of the country is at stake 
here. 

The CBO says that the difference in 
growth, if we do sequestration, if we 
don’t deal with the tax issue, will go 
from 4.4 percent to 5 percent. It is a 41⁄2 
percent difference in economic growth. 
That means unemployment will be 
greater. That means the deficit will be 
greater. The whole idea of the Budget 
Control Act was to get the deficit 
under control. 

Again, I hope that we will all con-
tinue to think about how we can come 
up with a solution that’s bipartisan, bi-
cameral. We have got to work with the 
administration. From a national secu-
rity and a defense perspective, there is 
nothing more treacherous out there 
than sequestration. We’ve got to avoid 
it. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

The second amendment by Mr. KING 
of Iowa. 

The fourth amendment by Ms. LEE of 
California. 

The fifth amendment by Ms. LEE of 
California. 

An amendment by Mr. MORAN of Vir-
ginia. 

An amendment by Mr. TURNER of 
Ohio. 

Amendment No. 18 by Mr. COFFMAN 
of Colorado. 

An amendment by Mr. BERG of North 
Dakota. 

An amendment by Mr. GARAMENDI of 
California. 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. MULVANEY 
of South Carolina. 

Amendment No. 9 by Mr. MULVANEY 
of South Carolina. 

An amendment by Mr. STEARNS of 
Florida. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the second amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 247, noes 166, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 487] 

AYES—247 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amash 
Amodei 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 

Flake 
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) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 

LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
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 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
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Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
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 (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 

Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—166 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 

Garamendi 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayworth 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
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 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—18 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Cantor 
Davis (IL) 

Deutch 
Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Polis 
Reyes 
Stark 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

b 1815 

Mr. THOMPSON of California 
changed his vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. YOUNG of Alaska, MURPHY 
of Pennsylvania, and ADERHOLT 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 487, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-

ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE OF 
CALIFORNIA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the fourth amendment offered 
by the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. LEE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 87, noes 326, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 488] 

AYES—87 

Amash 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Braley (IA) 
Campbell 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Coble 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 

Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Keating 
Kucinich 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Paul 
Pingree (ME) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schakowsky 
Serrano 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Stark 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Watt 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 

NOES—326 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 

Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Cicilline 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 

Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Culberson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
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) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hochul 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Kelly 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 

LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 

Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Waxman 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—18 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Cuellar 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hayworth 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Lowey 
Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1819 

Mr. ROKITA changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois changed his 
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5065 July 19, 2012 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 488, I 

was away from the Capitol due to prior com-
mitments to my constituents. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE OF 
CALIFORNIA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the fifth amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
LEE) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 171, noes 243, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 489] 

AYES—171 

Ackerman 
Amash 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berman 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Campbell 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doyle 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 

Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOES—243 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amodei 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 

Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hochul 
Holden 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

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

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 

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

NOT VOTING—17 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 
Filner 

Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Lowey 

Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1822 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 489, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MORAN 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 407, noes 5, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 490] 

AYES—407 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
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 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 

Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
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 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5066 July 19, 2012 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
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 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
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 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
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 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster 
Welch 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—5 

Barton (TX) 
Hayworth 

Long 
Paul 

Smith (WA) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (IL) 

Lowey 
Olver 
Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1826 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 490, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. TURNER OF OHIO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 235, noes 178, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 491] 

AYES—235 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amodei 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
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 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
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 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
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 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 

Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Quayle 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 

Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Terry 

Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—178 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Amash 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
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 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 

Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree (ME) 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—18 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 
Filner 

Fleischmann 
Gutierrez 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Lowey 

Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Sullivan 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 
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b 1829 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 

No. 491, I inadvertently voted ‘‘no’’. It was my 
intention to vote ‘‘aye.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 491, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MR. COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. COFF-
MAN) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 123, noes 292, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 492] 

AYES—123 

Amash 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Braley (IA) 
Camp 
Capuano 
Carney 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clay 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 

Edwards 
Farr 
Flores 
Frank (MA) 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Harris 
Heinrich 
Himes 
Holt 
Honda 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones 
Keating 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Landry 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee (CA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Luján 
Lummis 

Markey 
McClintock 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nunes 
Olver 
Pallone 
Paul 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Posey 
Quigley 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Ryan (OH) 

Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schakowsky 
Schock 
Schrader 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Slaughter 

Stark 
Stearns 
Sutton 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 

Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOES—292 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 

DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 

Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Kelly 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 

Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Scalise 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walz (MN) 
Watt 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—16 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Lowey 
Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1832 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 492, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BERG 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from North Dakota (Mr. 
BERG) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 232, noes 183, 
not voting 16, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 493] 

AYES—232 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Amodei 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 

Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
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) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

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

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

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

NOES—183 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Amash 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bilbray 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 

Braley (IA) 
Brooks 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 

Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 

Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Renacci 
Richmond 

Rohrabacher 
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 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—16 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Lowey 
Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1835 

Mr. GARRETT changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 493, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GARAMENDI 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 

has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 137, noes 278, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 494] 

AYES—137 

Amash 
Andrews 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Berman 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 

Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rokita 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOES—278 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amodei 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Berg 
Berkley 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 

Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
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) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hochul 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
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Landry 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

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

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

Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson 
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 (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 

Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—16 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Lowey 
Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1840 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina 
changed his vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 494, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. MULVANEY 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
MULVANEY) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 

has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 247, noes 167, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 495] 

AYES—247 

Amash 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Black 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Harris 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurt 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kingston 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Lance 
Landry 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
Meeks 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Neugebauer 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Roe (TN) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walsh (IL) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

NOES—167 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 

Bartlett 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Boustany 
Brooks 
Burton (IN) 

Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chandler 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cravaack 

Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hochul 
Hunter 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kelly 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Lamborn 
Lankford 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Marino 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Quayle 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Rigell 
Rivera 

Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Scott, Austin 
Sewell 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Sullivan 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Towns 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Walden 
Walz (MN) 
Webster 
West 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Honda 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1843 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 495, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. MULVANEY 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
MULVANEY) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 238, noes 178, 
not voting 15, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 496] 

AYES—238 

Adams 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barletta 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonamici 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Costa 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Denham 
DesJarlais 
Doggett 
Dold 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Flake 
Flores 
Frank (MA) 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 

Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Keating 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Long 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McClintock 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 

Pearce 
Pence 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tipton 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Waters 
Webster 
Welch 
West 
Womack 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (IN) 

NOES—178 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Barber 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 

Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Braley (IA) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Cicilline 

Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Culberson 

Davis (KY) 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Herger 
Hinchey 
Hochul 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Israel 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 

Johnson, Sam 
Kaptur 
Kelly 
Kildee 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (NC) 
Myrick 
Neal 
Nugent 
Olson 
Olver 
Owens 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Platts 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 

Rehberg 
Reichert 
Rigell 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ross (AR) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stark 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Watt 
Waxman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

b 1848 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona changed his 
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 496, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 399, noes 17, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 497] 

AYES—399 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonamici 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
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 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 

Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
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 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
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 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
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 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:29 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00058 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A19JY7.039 H19JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5071 July 19, 2012 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Runyan 
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 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster 
Welch 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—17 

Blumenauer 
Cooper 
Dicks 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Johnson, E. B. 

Larsen (WA) 
McDermott 
Miller, George 
Moran 
Olver 
Ruppersberger 

Shuler 
Smith (WA) 
Stark 
Visclosky 
Woolsey 

NOT VOTING—15 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

b 1852 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 497, I was 

away from the Capitol due to prior commit-
ments to my constituents. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department 

of Defense Appropriations Act, 2013’’. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do 
now rise and report the bill back to the 
House with sundry amendments, with 
the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and that the bill, as 
amended, do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
WOODALL) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 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. 5856) making appro-
priations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2013, and for other purposes, 
directed him to report the bill back to 
the House with sundry amendments 

adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole, with the recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to and that 
the bill, as amended, do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
House Resolution 717, the previous 
question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
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. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 326, nays 90, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 498] 

YEAS—326 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Cicilline 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
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) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 

Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Kelly 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 

Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 

Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 

Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Tsongas 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Waxman 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—90 

Amash 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Braley (IA) 
Campbell 
Capuano 
Carney 
Chu 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Flake 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 

Hahn 
Hinchey 
Holt 
Honda 
Huelskamp 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones 
Keating 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Markey 
Matsui 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Paul 

Pingree (ME) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Serrano 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Stark 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Watt 
Welch 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Akin 
Bishop (NY) 
Boren 
Brown (FL) 
Buerkle 
Deutch 

Filner 
Fleischmann 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 

Polis 
Reyes 
Stivers 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

b 1911 

Messrs. BUTTERFIELD and 
CICILLINE changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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Stated against: 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 498, I 

was away from the Capitol due to prior com-
mitments to my constituents. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 487, 
488, 489, 490, 491, 492, 493, 494, 495, 496, 
497 and 498 I was delayed and unable to 
vote. Had I been present I would have voted 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 487, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
488, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 489, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
No. 490, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 491, ‘‘no’ on roll-
call No. 492, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 493, ‘‘no’’ 
on rollcall No. 494, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 495, 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 496, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 
497 and ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 498. 

f 

PRESENTATION OF CONGRES-
SIONAL GOLD MEDAL TO AR-
NOLD PALMER 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on House 
Administration be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the concurrent 
resolution (H. Con. Res. 133) author-
izing the use of the rotunda of the 
United States Capitol for an event to 
present the Congressional Gold Medal 
to Arnold Palmer, in recognition of his 
service to the Nation in promoting ex-
cellence and good sportsmanship in 
golf, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GOSAR). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the concurrent resolution 

is as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 133 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 
SECTION 1. USE OF THE ROTUNDA OF THE 

UNITED STATES CAPITOL TO 
PRESENT THE CONGRESSIONAL 
GOLD MEDAL. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The rotunda of the 
United States Capitol is authorized to be 
used on September 12, 2012, for the presen-
tation of the Congressional Gold Medal to 
Arnold Palmer, in recognition of his service 
to the Nation in promoting excellence and 
good sportsmanship in golf. 

(b) PREPARATIONS.—Physical preparations 
for the conduct of the event described in sub-
section (a) shall be carried out in accordance 
with such conditions as may be prescribed by 
the Architect of the Capitol. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NATIONAL BASEBALL HALL OF 
FAME COMMEMORATIVE COIN ACT 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
(H.R. 2527) to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in recogni-
tion and celebration of the National 
Baseball Hall of Fame, with the Senate 

amendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

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

Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment: 
Strike all after the enacting clause and in-

sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘National Base-
ball Hall of Fame Commemorative Coin Act’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) On June 12, 1939, the National Baseball 

Hall of Fame and Museum opened in Coopers-
town, New York. Ty Cobb, Walter Johnson, 
Christy Mathewson, Babe Ruth, and Honus 
Wagner comprised the inaugural class of induct-
ees. This class set the standard for all future in-
ductees. Since 1939, just one percent of all Major 
League Baseball players have earned induction 
into the National Baseball Hall of Fame. 

(2) The National Baseball Hall of Fame and 
Museum is dedicated to preserving history, hon-
oring excellence, and connecting generations 
through the rich history of our national pas-
time. Baseball has mirrored our Nation’s history 
since the Civil War, and is now an integral part 
of our Nation’s heritage. 

(3) The National Baseball Hall of Fame and 
Museum chronicles the history of our national 
pastime and houses the world’s largest collec-
tion of baseball artifacts, including more than 
38,000 three dimensional artifacts, 3,000,000 doc-
uments, 500,000 photographs, and 12,000 hours 
of recorded media. This collection ensures that 
baseball history and its unique connection to 
American history will be preserved and re-
counted for future generations. 

(4) Since its opening in 1939, more than 
14,000,000 baseball fans have visited the Na-
tional Baseball Hall of Fame and Museum to 
learn about the history of our national pastime 
and the game’s connection to the American ex-
perience. 

(5) The National Baseball Hall of Fame and 
Museum is an educational institution, reaching 
10,000,000 Americans annually. Utilizing video 
conference technology, students and teachers 
participate in interactive lessons led by edu-
cators from the National Baseball Hall of Fame 
Museum. These award-winning educational 
programs draw upon the wonders of baseball to 
reach students in classrooms nationwide. Each 
educational program uses baseball as a lens for 
teaching young Americans important lessons on 
an array of topics, including mathematics, geog-
raphy, civil rights, women’s history, economics, 
industrial technology, arts, and communication. 
SEC. 3. COIN SPECIFICATIONS. 

(a) DENOMINATIONS.—In recognition and cele-
bration of the National Baseball Hall of Fame, 
the Secretary of the Treasury (hereafter in this 
Act referred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall mint 
and issue the following coins: 

(1) $5 GOLD COINS.—Not more than 50,000 $5 
coins, which shall— 

(A) weigh 8.359 grams; 
(B) have diameter of 0.850 inches; and 
(C) contain 90 percent gold and 10 percent 

alloy. 
(2) $1 SILVER COINS.—Not more than 400,000 $1 

coins, which shall— 
(A) weigh 26.73 grams; 
(B) have a diameter of 1.500 inches; and 
(C) contain 90 percent silver and 10 percent 

copper. 
(3) HALF-DOLLAR CLAD COINS.—Not more than 

750,000 half-dollar coins which shall— 
(A) weigh 11.34 grams; 
(B) have a diameter of 1.205 inches; and 
(C) be minted to the specifications for half- 

dollar coins contained in section 5112(b) of title 
31, United States Code. 

(b) LEGAL TENDER.—The coins minted under 
this Act shall be legal tender, as provided in sec-
tion 5103 of title 31, United States Code. 

(c) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of sec-
tions 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United States 
Code, all coins minted under this Act shall be 
considered to be numismatic items. 

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that, to the extent possible without 
significantly adding to the purchase price of the 
coins, the $1 coins and $5 coins minted under 
this Act should be produced in a fashion similar 
to the 2009 International Year of Astronomy 
coins issued by Monnaie de Paris, the French 
Mint, so that the reverse of the coin is convex to 
more closely resemble a baseball and the obverse 
concave, providing a more dramatic display of 
the obverse design chosen pursuant to section 
4(c). 
SEC. 4. DESIGN OF COINS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The design for the coins 
minted under this Act shall be— 

(1) selected by the Secretary after consultation 
with— 

(A) the National Baseball Hall of Fame; 
(B) the Commission of Fine Arts; and 
(2) reviewed by the Citizens Commemorative 

Coin Advisory Committee. 
(b) DESIGNATIONS AND INSCRIPTIONS.—On each 

coin minted under this Act there shall be— 
(1) a designation of the value of the coin; 
(2) an inscription of the year ‘‘2014’’; and 
(3) inscriptions of the words ‘‘Liberty’’, ‘‘In 

God We Trust’’, ‘‘United States of America’’, 
and ‘‘E Pluribus Unum’’. 

(c) SELECTION AND APPROVAL PROCESS FOR 
OBVERSE DESIGN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall hold a 
competition to determine the design of the com-
mon obverse of the coins minted under this Act, 
with such design being emblematic of the game 
of baseball. 

(2) SELECTION AND APPROVAL.—Proposals for 
the design of coins minted under this Act may be 
submitted in accordance with the design selec-
tion and approval process developed by the Sec-
retary in the sole discretion of the Secretary. 
The Secretary shall encourage 3-dimensional 
models to be submitted as part of the design pro-
posals. 

(3) PROPOSALS.—As part of the competition 
described in this subsection, the Secretary may 
accept proposals from artists, engravers of the 
United States Mint, and members of the general 
public. 

(4) COMPENSATION.—The Secretary shall de-
termine compensation for the winning design 
under this subsection, which shall be not less 
than $5,000. The Secretary shall take into ac-
count this compensation amount when deter-
mining the sale price described in section 6(a). 

(d) REVERSE DESIGN.—The design on the com-
mon reverse of the coins minted under this Act 
shall depict a baseball similar to those used by 
Major League Baseball. 
SEC. 5. ISSUANCE OF COINS. 

(a) QUALITY OF COINS.—Coins minted under 
this Act shall be issued in uncirculated and 
proof qualities. 

(b) PERIOD FOR ISSUANCE.—The Secretary may 
issue coins minted under this Act only during 
the 1-year period beginning on January 1, 2014. 
SEC. 6. SALE OF COINS. 

(a) SALE PRICE.—The coins issued under this 
Act shall be sold by the Secretary at a price 
equal to the sum of— 

(1) the face value of the coins; 
(2) the surcharge provided in section 7(a) with 

respect to such coins; and 
(3) the cost of designing and issuing the coins 

(including labor, materials, dies, use of machin-
ery, winning design compensation, overhead ex-
penses, marketing, and shipping). 

(b) BULK SALES.—The Secretary shall make 
bulk sales of the coins issued under this Act at 
a reasonable discount. 

(c) PREPAID ORDERS.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall accept 

prepaid orders for the coins minted under this 
Act before the issuance of such coins. 

(2) DISCOUNT.—Sale prices with respect to pre-
paid orders under paragraph (1) shall be at a 
reasonable discount. 
SEC. 7. SURCHARGES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—All sales of coins minted 
under this Act shall include a surcharge as fol-
lows: 

(1) A surcharge of $35 per coin for the $5 coin. 
(2) A surcharge of $10 per coin for the $1 coin. 
(3) A surcharge of $5 per coin for the half-dol-

lar coin. 
(b) DISTRIBUTION.—Subject to section 5134(f) 

of title 31, United States Code, all surcharges re-
ceived by the Secretary from the sale of coins 
issued under this Act shall be promptly paid by 
the Secretary to the National Baseball Hall of 
Fame to help finance its operations. 

(c) AUDITS.—The National Baseball Hall of 
Fame shall be subject to the audit requirements 
of section 5134(f)(2) of title 31, United States 
Code, with regard to the amounts received 
under subsection (b). 

(d) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding subsection 
(a), no surcharge may be included with respect 
to the issuance under this Act of any coin dur-
ing a calendar year if, as of the time of such 
issuance, the issuance of such coin would result 
in the number of commemorative coin programs 
issued during such year to exceed the annual 
commemorative coin program issuance limitation 
under section 5112(m)(1) of title 31, United 
States Code (as in effect on the date of the en-
actment of this Act). The Secretary of the Treas-
ury may issue guidance to carry out this sub-
section. 
SEC. 8. FINANCIAL ASSURANCES. 

The Secretary shall take such actions as may 
be necessary to ensure that— 

(1) minting and issuing coins under this Act 
will not result in any net cost to the United 
States Government; and 

(2) no funds, including applicable surcharges, 
are disbursed to any recipient designated in sec-
tion 7 until the total cost of designing and 
issuing all of the coins authorized by this Act 
(including labor, materials, dies, use of machin-
ery, winning design compensation, overhead ex-
penses, marketing, and shipping) is recovered by 
the United States Treasury, consistent with sec-
tions 5112(m) and 5134(f) of title 31, United 
States Code. 
SEC. 9. BUDGET COMPLIANCE. 

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the pur-
pose of complying with the Statutory Pay-As- 
You-Go Act of 2010, shall be determined by ref-
erence to the latest statement titled ‘‘Budgetary 
Effects of PAYGO Legislation’’ for this Act, sub-
mitted for printing in the Congressional Record 
by the Chairman of the Committee on the Budg-
et of the House of Representatives, provided 
that such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the reading is dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the original request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 6085 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove myself 
as a cosponsor of H.R. 6085. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of inquiring of the schedule for 
the coming week, I yield to the chief 
deputy whip. 

Mr. ROSKAM. I thank the gentleman 
from Maryland, the Democratic whip, 
for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday the House 
will meet at noon for morning-hour 
and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 
Votes will be postponed until 6:30 p.m. 
On Tuesday and Wednesday, the House 
will meet at 10 a.m. for morning-hour 
and noon for legislative business. On 
Thursday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. The last 
votes of the week are expected no later 
than 3 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of bills under suspension on 
Monday and Tuesday, and of particular 
note will be H.R. 459, the Federal Re-
serve Transparency Act, a bipartisan 
bill sponsored by Congressman RON 
PAUL. A complete list of the suspen-
sions will be announced by the close of 
business tomorrow. 

Beginning on Tuesday, the House will 
consider H.R. 6082, the Congressional 
Replacement of President Obama’s En-
ergy-Restricting and Job-Limiting Off-
shore Drilling Plan. And finally, the 
balance of the week will be spent on 
H.R. 4078, the Red Tape Reduction and 
Small Business Job Creation Act. This 
is a compilation of bills that are spon-
sored by Representatives TIM GRIFFIN, 
REID RIBBLE, BEN QUAYLE, DENNIS 
ROSS, VIRGINIA FOXX, SCOTT GARRETT, 
and MIKE CONAWAY. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. I appreciate it. I 
know the majority leader could not be 
here this afternoon, but he said last 
week that we should expect legislation 
on the floor the week of July 30 dealing 
with the tax questions; in particular, 
the tax cuts of 2001 and 2003. The gen-
tleman may remember my discussions 
at that point in time. I don’t think de-
cisions had been made. 

We are hopeful on this side of the 
aisle that there will be hearings next 
week, obviously, because it’s going to 
be the week of the 30th it’ll be on the 
floor, and also there will be a markup 
of that bill before it comes to the floor. 
Can you tell us whether or not in fact 
there will be a hearing on that legisla-
tion and also whether, pursuant to 
those hearings, there will be a markup 
on that bill? 

Mr. ROSKAM. As the gentleman 
knows, the 2001 and the 2003 tax rates 
have been well vetted and well dis-
cussed. They’re not news or breaking 
ground in any way, shape, or form. So 
my understanding is that the current 
thinking is to bring those directly to 
the floor and that there’s not a plan for 
a markup. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. As the gentleman 
understands, although they may be 
well known, the situation that exists 
today is radically different than ex-
isted in 2001 and 2003 when President 
Bush, who recommended both of those 
tax cuts, projected a $5.6 trillion sur-
plus, as the gentleman may recall. Un-
fortunately, that prediction was radi-
cally wrong. And when I say radically 
wrong, in fact, we increased the debt 
by over $4 trillion rather than have a 
surplus—a $10 trillion turnaround in 
the projections. 

As a result, I would suggest to the 
gentleman and his party that the situ-
ation confronting us, as I said, is very, 
very different than it was in 2001 and 
2003 when the Bush administration pro-
jected those surpluses, which it inher-
ited, of course, from the Clinton ad-
ministration. 

In addition to that, the Republican 
majority has said that we’ll govern 
based on their pledge to America. 
Openness in the House is a key part of 
that pledge that you made. 

I want to read you a quote: 
‘‘We have nothing to fear from let-

ting the House work its will, nothing 
to fear from the battle of ideas.’’ 

The Speaker of the House, Mr. BOEH-
NER, went on to say: 

‘‘That starts with the committees. 
The result will be more scrutiny and 
better legislation.’’ 

He said that in October 2010. Of 
course, it was in the throes of a cam-
paign. But I would hope and I tell my 
friend very sincerely that that premise 
prevails today. In light of the change of 
circumstances, but much more than 
that, in light of the significant dif-
ferences between the two parties in the 
Ways and Means Committee, the trans-
parency and openness to which Speaker 
BOEHNER referred, referencing that 
that would apply in committees as 
well, would almost dictate that you 
would have a markup in the committee 
and give members of the committee 
the opportunity to vote on that legisla-
tion, offer amendments, offer alter-
natives, and offer their opinions for the 
consideration of other members on the 
committee as to the ramifications of 
the actions proposed in the committee 
by the majority party. 

b 1920 

I would ask my friend if he has a 
view on whether or not, notwith-
standing the fact that the position of 
the majority is that the subject matter 
is well known—it is also well known 
there are differences of opinion on this. 
And what the Speaker said in his quote 
was, let that difference be spread 
across the RECORD, let Members have 
the opportunity to express their dif-
ferences through their vote; and that 
premise applied to the committees. I 
would hope that the gentleman could 
assure us that, in fact, there would be 
a markup in the committee. 

I have talked to Mr. CAMP, who is a 
good friend of mine and for whom I 
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have a great deal of respect, and asked 
him to have a markup. I would hope 
the leadership would support that ef-
fort and urge that markup to occur 
consistent with what Speaker BOEHNER 
said in October of 2010. 

And I yield to my friend. 
Mr. ROSKAM. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
One of the points I think that’s im-

portant to focus in on is the last time 
this Congress dealt with the ’01 and the 
’03 tax rates was not in ’01, not in ’03, 
but in December of 2010 when President 
Obama signed these into law. So this is 
an arena where we do reflect back, but 
ultimately we need to look forward. So 
the question is how do you create a 
sense of predictability by which busi-
nesses can deal with these situations? 

So the gentleman is right to point 
out past forecasts that were incorrect. 
But it’s also correct to point out that 
the White House made one error after 
another—this White House—one error 
after another as it relates to the pre-
dictions of the stimulus, for example, 
where unemployment was promised to 
peak at 8 percent, and it didn’t turn 
out to be so. 

So as we move forward, this is not 
new ground, these are not new con-
cepts, and it’s consistent with what 
then-Minority Leader BOEHNER said in 
the Pledge to America. This process 
has been open, this process has been 
dynamic, this process has been 
participatory, and this bill will be con-
sidered under the same rules and the 
same commitments that were made in 
the Pledge to America. 

Moving forward, what I would like to 
announce to the gentleman and to the 
membership is that there will be an op-
portunity, I’m told, for the minority 
party to offer the President’s alter-
native as an amendment on the floor, 
to have the debate. Because as the gen-
tleman and I both know, that’s really 
the crux of the matter. So to have an 
up-or-down vote, as I would charac-
terize it, is a bad idea. I know the gen-
tleman has a different view of that, but 
I think, particularly in light of this 
week’s study from Ernst & Young, I 
think we should be chastened, actually, 
with the notion of moving forward and 
raising taxes on anybody. 

I accept the world view of the gen-
tleman who has been articulate in the 
past in communicating that. But I 
think that really is the crystallization 
of these two competing views of how to 
create economic growth, and I think 
the gentleman will be fully satisfied. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for those comments. That is new infor-
mation for us. I will tell you, please, I 
would still like to have a markup in 
the committee, which I think is con-
sistent. No matter how much this has 
been discussed, there has been no 
markup of this bill. So while it may 
have been discussed for a long period of 
time and while there have been hear-
ings on tax reform, there has been no 

markup of this bill in the committee, 
as the gentleman well knows. 

But I’m pleased to hear that the mi-
nority will be allowed an amendment 
to be made in order of our choosing to 
offer on this floor. I think that’s a posi-
tive sign. I appreciate the gentleman’s 
notice of that, and I will certainly no-
tice our Members of that ability. We’re 
pleased at that. 

I will say, however, to the gentleman 
that I did note the Ernst & Young 
story. I noticed it was paid for by peo-
ple who may, absent its conclusions, 
receive a tax increase to help us bring 
down the deficit. But notwithstanding 
that, I was sure we were going to hear 
about that on the floor. I’m not sur-
prised, and you’re not going to be sur-
prised that there will be other studies 
referenced on the floor as well. So I 
thank the gentleman for his informa-
tion, and I’m pleased with that. 

As I said, I will note that, in fact, 
there will be an amendment, and hope-
fully that amendment will be allowed 
some significant period of time for de-
bate. That is much superior to the only 
other alternative that we would have 
had, which was an MTR 5 minutes on 
each side. So I thank the gentleman, 
and I thank the leadership for that in-
formation. 

Let me ask the gentleman, does the 
gentleman expect the farm bill to come 
to the floor before the August break? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. ROSKAM. I thank my friend for 

yielding. 
As the gentleman knows, the farm 

bill has created a lot of concern on our 
side of the aisle. It’s my understanding 
that there is concern on the gentle-
man’s side of the aisle. Your ranking 
member supports the bill. It’s my un-
derstanding that Leader PELOSI does 
not support the bill. So we’re in con-
versation with our Members, as I’m 
sure you are with yours; and we’re not 
prepared to make an announcement 
today in light of continuing to get 
Member feedback. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
For the gentleman’s information, 

which may help you in determining 
whether or not you have the votes for 
the farm bill, I think it fair to say that 
we would have a majority of our party 
for the Senate-passed bill which passed, 
as the gentleman knows, with 62 votes, 
12 Members of the Republican Party 
voting for that bill, 50 members of the 
Democratic Party. Obviously, it is a 
significant bipartisan bill. If the gen-
tleman perhaps is talking to Mr. 
MCCARTHY, you can convey to him in-
formation that if that bill were to 
come to the floor, we would try to 
work with you to pass that piece of leg-
islation. 

Obviously, there are a lot of farmers 
in our country who are struggling right 
now. We have an extraordinary drought 
in America. They are suffering, they’re 
at risk, and the gentleman talked 
about certainty. I agree with him on 

certainty. By the way, because I didn’t 
ask him when he brought it up, does 
that certainty mean that you would be 
suggesting that the tax cuts that were 
in effect in ’01, ’03 be made permanent? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. ROSKAM. Well, as the gentleman 

knows, making things permanent in 
this arena with this conundrum of 
rules and limitations—and limitations 
particularly in the other body—make 
that difficult. I, speaking on behalf of 
myself, think that that rate at that 
level permanent is a wise course. But 
as the gentleman knows, based on the 
difficulty of the rules, what I have to 
say on that is fairly limited based on 
the reality of the rules. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that answer. 

Going back to the crisis that the ag-
riculture community is confronted 
with by the drought, if the farm bill— 
and we would urge that the bipartisan 
farm bill be brought to the floor for 
consideration to give certainty to 
farmers, to give some sense to farmers 
as to what they might rely on in the 
coming year or coming years; but ab-
sent that, the gentleman did not men-
tion, do we have any expectation that 
we will deal with drought emergency 
legislation vis-a-vis the farm commu-
nity prior to our August break? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. ROSKAM. I don’t have informa-

tion to announce at this point in terms 
of the timing. I have a high level of 
confidence that no one is going to be 
going home for very long absent a rem-
edy and a joint response on all of our 
parts. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that answer. 

Lastly, Mr. CANTOR is not on the 
floor, but both Mr. CANTOR and I have 
made representations that we are going 
to work together, as we do from time 
to time, cooperatively and effectively, 
I might say. We are very concerned 
that the Iran sanctions legislation, 
which is in conference, be passed by 
this Congress prior to our leaving on 
August 2 or 3—I’m not sure which days 
we are going to be leaving, but one of 
those days. 

Does the gentleman have any infor-
mation on the status of the Iran sanc-
tions legislation which we passed over-
whelmingly in this House and the Sen-
ate has passed? It’s in conference, and 
I know Mr. CANTOR and I both support 
getting this done before we leave. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. ROSKAM. I thank the gentleman 

for yielding. 
Yes, there is every intention to move 

forward on that which the gentleman 
and the majority leader have been 
working so cooperatively on, and there 
is an expectation that that will be done 
before the August recess. 

Mr. HOYER. I’m very pleased to hear 
that. I thank the gentleman for that 
information, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 
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b 1930 

PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT ON 
H.R. 4078, REGULATORY FREEZE 
FOR JOBS ACT OF 2012 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government 
Reform have until midnight on July 20, 
2012, to file its report to accompany 
H.R. 4078. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY 
23, 2012 

Mr. ROSKAM. I ask unanimous con-
sent that when the House adjourns 
today, it adjourn to meet at noon on 
Monday next for morning-hour debate 
and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 5856, DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2013 

Mr. ROSKAM. I ask unanimous con-
sent that in the engrossment of H.R. 
5856, the Clerk be permitted to make 
technical and conforming changes, in-
cluding numerical changes, in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ). 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF LLOYD 
CHITTUM 

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

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay respect to an admirable 
individual from America’s First Dis-
trict who passed away earlier this 
week, who is truly admirable. 

Earl Lloyd Chittum of Stafford Coun-
ty lived an honorable life, full of serv-
ice to his fellow man and faith in a 
higher power. Lloyd served his commu-
nity in many different ways, including 
as a little league baseball and football 
coach, a member of the Falmouth Vol-
unteer Fire Department, and a member 
of the Stafford County Board of Super-
visors. He was also a proud member of 
the Fairview at River Club Church and 
served as a deacon at the Falmouth 
Baptist Church. 

I knew Lloyd for many years through 
his roles in local government and poli-
tics, and I am honored that I was able 
to call him a friend. 

Lloyd leaves behind a large, loving 
family, including his wife of 55 years, 
Gloria Payne Chittum. 

My prayers are with his family dur-
ing this time of mourning, and I ask 
my colleagues to join me in honoring 
the life of Earl Lloyd Chittum. 

f 

DENOUNCING ACCUSATIONS 
AGAINST HUMA ABEDIN 

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

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to add my voice to those who have 
come forward to denounce the unwar-
ranted attacks on Huma Abedin, a key 
aid to Secretary of State Hillary Clin-
ton and a woman who has given years 
of service to this Nation and to the 
State Department. 

As it happens, my wife has given her 
entire career to the State Department, 
and I know how angry I would be if she 
were attacked based on some twisted 
exaggeration of something that her rel-
atives may have done decades ago, not-
withstanding her absolutely spotless 
record. 

No one in this House is more dedi-
cated to combatting radical Islamist 
ideologies and the governments and or-
ganizations that espouse them, but the 
unwarranted attacks on Huma Abedin 
undermine our effort to do just that. 

Now we face, in Egypt and elsewhere, 
the outrageous attack that our deci-
sion to engage with the Muslim Broth-
erhood in Egypt is not a decision made 
in our own national interest, but some-
how is the result of undue influence. 

Let me simply say that I join Sen-
ator JOHN MCCAIN in calling for these 
dangerous accusations, unwarranted 
accusations, to be withdrawn. 

f 

STOP PREDATORY LENDING TO 
MILITARY 

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to warn of the danger to our Armed 
Forces and their families not on the 
battlefield, but here on American soil. 

The Military Spending Act, passed in 
2006, stopped much of the predatory 
lending that once sunk its claws into 
our military families, but loopholes re-
main. 

The rent-to-own industry constructs 
stores outside our military bases, while 
car title lenders and Internet payday 
lenders find ways around the law by 
creating open-end loans with interest 
topping 500 percent. 

A counselor at Ft. Leonard Wood, 
Missouri, reports that most service-
members seeking financial counseling 
are burdened with expensive rent-to- 
own contracts. One soldier earning less 
than $1,000 a month paid nearly $500 a 
month in furniture rent. 

The Senate recently held hearings on 
this, and the Senate version of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
2013 would mandate regulating open- 

end credit loans and close the loop-
holes. 

This must change. I will continue to 
work with my colleagues in the House 
and the Senate to address this problem. 
We must add rent-to-own and open- 
ended loans to ‘‘covered’’ credit and 
stop the use of allotments for military 
pay for credit. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Mr. BISHOP of New York (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac-
count of a death in the family. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for the week of 
Monday, July 16, 2012, to Friday, July 
20, 2012, on account of ongoing medical 
treatment in Houston, Texas. 

Ms. SEWELL (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for July 17 and 18 on account of 
events and commitments in the dis-
trict. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 4155. An act to direct the head of each 
Federal department and agency to treat rel-
evant military training as sufficient to sat-
isfy training or certification requirements 
for Federal licenses. 

f 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
repoted that on July 19, 2012, she pre-
sented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following 
bills. 

H.R. 205. To amend the act titled ‘An Act 
to authorize the leasing of restricted Indian 
lands for public, religious, educational, rec-
reational, residential, business, and other 
purposes requiring the grant of long-term 
leases’, approved August 9, 1955, to provide 
for Indian tribes to enter into certain leases 
without prior express approval from the Sec-
retary of the Interior, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 3001. To award a Congressional Gold 
Medal to Raoul Wallenberg, in recognition of 
his achievements and heroic actions during 
the Holocaust. 

H.R. 4155. To direct the head of each Fed-
eral department and agency to treat relevant 
military training as sufficient to satisfy 
training or certification requirements for 
Federal licenses. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 37 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, July 23, 
2012, at noon for morning-hour debate. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 

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

6977. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Sedaxane; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2010-0615; FRL-9345-8] 
received June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

6978. A letter from the Administrator, 
Housing and community Facilities Pro-
grams, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Reserve 
Account (RIN: 0575-AC66), pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

6979. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Special Education and Rehabilitative 
Services, Department of Education, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Final 
priority; National Institute on Disability 
and Rehabilitation Research (NIDRR)-Dis-
ability and Rehabilitation Research Projects 
and Centers Program-Disability Rehabilita-
tion Research Project (DRRP)-National Data 
and Statistical Center for the Burn Model 
Systems received June 21, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

6980. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Special Education and Rehabilitative 
Services, Department of Education, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Final 
priority; National Institute on Disability 
and Rehabilitation Research (NIDRR)-Dis-
ability and Rehabilitation Research Projects 
and Centers Program-Disability Rehabilita-
tion Research Project (DRRP)—Traumatic 
Brain Injury Model Systems Centers re-
ceived June 21, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

6981. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; State of Mis-
sissippi; Regional Haze State Implementa-
tion Plan [EPA-R04-OAR-2009-0784; FRL-9691- 
9] received June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6982. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Indiana; Central 
Indiana (Indianapolis) Ozone Maintenance 
Plan Revision to Approved Motor Vehicle 
Emissions Budgets [EPA-R05-OAR-2012-0214; 
FRL-9689-6] received June 10, 2012, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

6983. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; South 
Carolina; Emissions Statements [EPA-R04- 
OAR-2008-0177; FRL-9689-5] received June 10, 
2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

6984. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; South Carolina; 
Regional Haze State Implementation Plan 
[EPA-R04-OAR-2009-0785; FRL-9691-7] re-
ceived June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6985. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; State of Alabama; 
Regional Haze State Implementation Plan 
[EPA-R04-OAR-2009-0782; FRL-9691-8] re-
ceived June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6986. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; State of Iowa: Re-
gional Haze [EPA-R07-OAR-2012-0150; FRL- 
9687-9] received June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

6987. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; State of Missouri: 
Regional Haze [EPA-R07-OAR-2012-0153; FRL- 
9688-1] received June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

6988. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; State of North 
Carolina; Regional Haze State Implementa-
tion Plan [EPA-R04-OAR-2010-0219; FRL-9691- 
5] received June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6989. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Significant New Use Rule 
on Certain Chemical Substances; Withdrawal 
of Significant New Use Rule [EPA-HQ-OPPT- 
2012-0182; FRL-9353-2] (RIN: 2070-AB27) re-
ceived June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6990. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Significant New Use Rules 
on Certain Chemical Substances; Withdrawal 
of Significant New Use Rules [EPA-HQ- 
OPPT-2011-0577; FRL-9352-7] (RIN: 2070-AB27) 
received June 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

6991. A letter from the Chief, Branch of 
Listing, Department of Interior, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Revised Designation of Critical Habitat for 
the Pacific Coast Populations of the Western 
Snowy Plover [Docket No.: FWS-R8-ES-2010- 
0070] (RIN: 1018-AX10) received June 13, 2012, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

6992. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Indiana Regulatory Program [STATS No.: 
IN-160-FOR; Docket ID: OSM-2011-0008] re-
ceived July 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

6993. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Wyoming Regulatory Program [STATS No.: 
WY-042-FOR; Docket ID: OSM-2012-0001] re-
ceived July 10, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

6994. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries, NMFS, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
transmitting the Administration’s final rule 

— Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fish-
eries Off West Coast States; Pacific Coast 
Groundfish Fishery; Biennial Specifications 
and Management Measures [Docket No.: 
120207106-2428-02] (RIN: 0648-BB85 and 0648- 
BB27) received June 13, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

6995. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries [Docket No.: 
110210132-1275-02] (RIN: 0648-XC006) received 
June 13, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

6996. A letter from the Acting Deputy As-
sistant Administrator for Regulatory Pro-
grams, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, transmitting the Ad-
ministration’s final rule — Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Final 2012 Spiny 
Dogfish Fishery Specifications [Docket No.: 
120213130-2435-02] (RIN: 0648-XA973) received 
June 13, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

6997. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel in the Ber-
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area [Docket No.: 111213751-2102-02] (RIN: 
0648-XC013) received June 13, 2012, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

6998. A letter from the Deputy Office Direc-
tor, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, transmitting the Administra-
tion’s final rule — Flower Garden Banks Na-
tional Marine Sanctuary Regulations [Dock-
et No.: 100222109-2171-02] (RIN: 0648-AY35) re-
ceived July 12, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

6999. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Modification 
of Class D and Class E Airspace and Revoca-
tion of Class E Airspace; Bellingham, WA 
[Docket No.: FAA-2011-0363; Airspace Docket 
No. 11-ANM-8] received June 21, 2012, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7000. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Modification 
of VOR Federal Airways V-135 and V-137; 
Southwest United States [Docket No.: FAA- 
2011-0654; Airspace Docket No. 11-AWP-8] 
(RIN: 2120-AA66) received June 21, 2012, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7001. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Modification 
of Multiple Compulsory Reporting Points; 
Continental United States, Alaska and Ha-
waii [Docket No.: FAA-2012-0130; Airspace 
Docket No. 12-AWA-2] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived June 21, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7002. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class D and Class E Airspace; Leesburg, FL 
[Docket No.: FAA-2012-0445; Airspace Docket 
No. 12-ASO-27] received June 21, 2012, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7003. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
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the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Orlando, FL [Docket No.: 
FAA-2011-0503; Airspace Docket No. 11-ASO- 
19] received June 21, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7004. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; Tallahassee, FL [Docket 
No.: FAA-2012-0240;Airspace Docket No. 12- 
ASO-15] received June 21, 2012, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7005. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airport Con-
cessions Disadvantaged Business Enterprise: 
Program Improvements [Docket No.: OST- 
2011-0101] (RIN: 2105-AE10) received June 21, 
2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

7006. A letter from the Regulatory Ombuds-
man, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — In-
spection, Repair, and Maintenance; Driver- 
Vehicle Inspection Report for Intermodal 
Equipment [Docket No.: FMCSA-2011-0046] 
(RIN: 2126-AB34) received June 21, 2012, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7007. A letter from the Trial Attorney, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Systems for 
Telephonic Notification of Unsafe Conditions 
at Highway-Rail and Pathway Grade Cross-
ings [Docket No.: FRA-2009-0041, Notice No. 
2] (RIN: 2130-AC12) received June, 21, 2012, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

7008. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; The Boeing Company Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2011-1259; Directorate 
Identifier 2011-NM-181-AD; Amendment 39- 
17059; AD 2012-10-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
June 21, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

7009. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Gulfstream Aerospace Corpora-
tion Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2012-0494; 
Directorate Identifier 2012-NM-088-AD; 
Amendment 39-17069; AD 2012-11-06] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received June 21, 2012, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

7010. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Bell Helicopter Textron Canada 
Limited Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-2012- 
0084; Directorate Identifier 2010-SW-089-AD; 
Amendment 39-17050; AD 2012-10-01] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received June 21, 2012, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

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. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 5958. A bill to 
name the Jamaica Bay Wildlife Refuge Vis-
itor Contact Station of the Jamaica Bay 
Wildlife Refuge unit of Gateway National 

Recreation Area in honor of James L. Buck-
ley (Rept. 112–608). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 2834. A bill to 
recognize the heritage of recreational fish-
ing, hunting, and shooting on Federal public 
lands and ensure continued opportunities for 
these activities; with an amendment (Rept. 
112–609, Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas: Committee on the Ju-
diciary. H.R. 6029. A bill to amend title 18, 
United States Code, to provide for increased 
penalties for foreign and economic espio-
nage, and for other purposes (Rept. 112–610). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 2467. A bill to 
take certain Federal lands in Mono County, 
California, into trust for the benefit of the 
Bridgeport Indian Colony; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 112–611). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 4484. A bill to 
provide for the conveyance of a small parcel 
of National Forest System land in the Uinta- 
Wasatch-Cache National Forest in Utah to 
Brigham Young University, and for other 
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 112–612). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MICA: Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. H.R. 3742. A bill to des-
ignate the United States courthouse located 
at 100 North Church Street in Las Cruces, 
New Mexico, as the ‘‘Edwin L. Mechem 
United States Courthouse’’ (Rept. 114–613). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MICA: Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. H.R. 4347. A bill to des-
ignate the United States courthouse located 
at 709 West 9th Street in Juneau, Alaska, as 
the ‘‘Robert Boochever United States Court-
house’’ (Rept. 112–614). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 
Committee on Agriculture discharged 
from further consideration. H.R. 2834 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

f 

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 Ms. SLAUGHTER: 
H.R. 6150. A bill to reauthorize appropria-

tions for the National Women’s Rights His-
tory Project Act; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. TURNER of Ohio (for himself, 
Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. BURTON of Indi-
ana, and Mr. POE of Texas): 

H.R. 6151. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow rehabilitation ex-
penditures for public school buildings to 
qualify for rehabilitation credit; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, 
Mr. NEAL, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. DOG-
GETT, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. KIND, Mr. CROWLEY, 
and Ms. BERKLEY): 

H.R. 6152. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to encourage domestic 

insourcing and discourage foreign outsourc-
ing, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCNERNEY (for himself, Mr. 
ROONEY, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. NUGENT, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
COSTA, and Ms. LEE of California): 

H.R. 6153. A bill to require the holder of a 
subordinate lien on the property that secures 
a federally related mortgage loan, upon a re-
quest by the homeowner for a short sale, to 
make a timely decision whether to allow the 
sale; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. DENHAM, 
Mr. POLIS, Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado, 
Mr. COSTA, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, and Mr. 
SIMPSON): 

H.R. 6154. A bill to promote the develop-
ment of renewable energy on public lands, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, 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 provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. RICH-
ARDSON, and Mr. FARR): 

H.R. 6155. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to increase the number of 
permanent faculty in palliative care at ac-
credited allopathic and osteopathic medical 
schools, nursing schools, and other pro-
grams, to promote education in palliative 
care and hospice, and to support the develop-
ment of faculty careers in academic pallia-
tive medicine; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMP (for himself, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. REICHERT, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. ROS-
KAM, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. PAULSEN, 
and Mr. CROWLEY): 

H.R. 6156. A bill to authorize the extension 
of nondiscriminatory treatment (normal 
trade relations treatment) to products of the 
Russian Federation and Moldova and to re-
quire reports on the compliance of the Rus-
sian Federation with its obligations as a 
member of the World Trade Organization, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLEAVER (for himself and Mr. 
BACHUS): 

H.R. 6157. A bill to create a patient-cen-
tered quality of care initiative for seriously 
ill patients through the establishment of a 
stakeholder strategic summit, quality of life 
education and awareness initiative, health 
care workforce training, an advisory com-
mittee, and palliative care focused research, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 6158. A bill to amend the S.A.F.E. 
Mortgage Licensing Act of 2008 to specify 
that courses offered by lenders for their own 
employees may not satisfy the pre-licensing 
education or continuing education require-
ment; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi (for 
himself, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. RICH-
MOND): 

H.R. 6159. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to require that individuals 
seeking training in the operation of certain 
aircraft be checked against the terrorist 
watchlist to ensure that such individuals are 
non-threats to aviation; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. KEATING (for himself, Mrs. 
BONO MACK, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, 
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Mr. LYNCH, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. TOWNS, 
and Mr. TIERNEY): 

H.R. 6160. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to incentivize 
the development of tamper-resistant drugs; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H.R. 6161. A bill to provide an exemption 

for low-revenue companies from certain SEC 
regulations; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. BUR-
GESS, Mr. PAUL, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. HECK, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mrs. BONO 
MACK, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. HARRIS, 
Mrs. BLACK, Mr. LANCE, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mr. FORTENBERRY, and Mr. 
TERRY): 

H.R. 6162. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permit health plans 
without a deductible for prenatal, labor and 
delivery, and postpartum care to be treated 
as high deductible plans with respect to 
health savings accounts; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (for 
herself, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
KING of New York, and Ms. DEGETTE): 

H.R. 6163. A bill to amend title IV of the 
Public Health Service Act to provide for a 
National Pediatric Research Network, in-
cluding with respect to pediatric rare dis-
eases or conditions; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GOHMERT (for himself, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 
WALSH of Illinois, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. PITTS, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. BART-
LETT, and Mr. ROE of Tennessee): 

H. Res. 735. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act of 2009 violates article I, section 7, clause 
1 of the United States Constitution because 
it was a ‘‘Bill for raising Revenue’’ that did 
not originate in the House of Representa-
tives; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORAN: 
H. Res. 736. A resolution expressing opposi-

tion to the use of carbon monoxide, carbon 
dioxide, nitrogen, nitrous oxide, argon, or 
other gases to euthanize shelter animals and 
support for State laws that require the use of 
the more humane euthanasia by injection 
method; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mr. 
TOWNS, Mr. CLAY, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 
RICHARDSON, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. JACKSON LEE 
of Texas, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
RUSH, Ms. BASS of California, Ms. 
WOOLSEY, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of 
California, and Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida): 

H. Res. 737. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Clinicians HIV/ 
AIDS Testing and Awareness Day, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

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 Ms. SLAUGHTER: 
H.R. 6150. 

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

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Mr. TURNER of Ohio: 
H.R. 6151. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the U.S. 

Constitution 
By Mr. PASCRELL: 

H.R. 6152. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
‘‘The Congress shall have Power to lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States.’’ 

Sixteenth Amendment 
‘‘The Congress shall have power to lay and 

collect taxes on incomes, from whatever 
source derived, without apportionment 
among the several States, and without re-
gard to any census or enumeration.’’ 

By Mr. MCNERNEY: 
H.R. 6153. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 6154. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2. 
The Congress shall have Power to dispose 

of and make all needful Rules and Regula-
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop-
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con-
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

Currently, the federal government pos-
sesses approximately 1.8 billion acres of 
land. The U.S. Constitution specifically ad-
dresses the relationship of the federal gov-
ernment to lands. Article IV, § 3, Clause 2— 
the Property Clause—gives Congress plenary 
power and full authority over federal prop-
erty. The U.S. Supreme Court has described 
Congress’s power to legislate under this 
Clause as ‘‘without limitation.’’ This bill 
falls squarely within the express Constitu-
tional power set forth in the Property 
Clause. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 6155. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under the following pro-
visions of the United States Constitution: 

Article I, Section 1; 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; and 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18. 

By Mr. CAMP: 
H.R. 6156. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of Article I of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. CLEAVER: 

H.R. 6157. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The United States Constitution, Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 1. 
By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

fornia: 
H.R. 6158. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (relating to 

the general welfare of the United States); 
and 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 
the power to regulate interstate commerce). 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 
H.R. 6159. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The U.S. Constitution including Article 1, 

Section 8. 
By Mr. KEATING: 

H.R. 6160. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 6161. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. CASSIDY: 
H.R. 6162. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 
H.R. 6163. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitutional authority in which this 

bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg-
ulate Commerce, which is significantly af-
fected by genetic disorders and can be en-
hanced by research breakthroughs therein, 
as enumerated by Article I, Section 8, Clause 
3 of the United States Constitution. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

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

H.R. 181: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. CANSECO. 
H.R. 360: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 361: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 814: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 891: Mr. KING of Iowa. 
H.R. 931: Mr. OWENS, Mr. BARTLETT, and 

Mr. BARLETTA. 
H.R. 942: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 

KING of New York, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
LATHAM, and Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. 

H.R. 965: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 1054: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 1182: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 1219: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1277: Mr. HEINRICH. 
H.R. 1311: Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 1370: Mr. WEBSTER and Mr. GOWDY. 
H.R. 1381: Mr. COHEN, Ms. CASTOR of Flor-

ida, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
and Mr. MORAN. 

H.R. 1404: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 1422: Mr. BOUSTANY. 
H.R. 1426: Mr. LATTA and Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 1489: Ms. NORTON and Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 1543: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1546: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 1639: Mr. SHULER. 
H.R. 1675: Mr. PALLONE, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 

DOYLE, Mr. FILNER, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. COSTA, and Mr. 
GRIFFIN of Arkansas. 

H.R. 1681: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1755: Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1774: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 1946: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
H.R. 1960: Mr. BENISHEK. 
H.R. 2040: Mr. ROONEY. 
H.R. 2082: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 2094: Mr. LUJÁN. 
H.R. 2108: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas and 

Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 2139: Mr. KING of Iowa, Ms. TSONGAS, 

Mr. LOBIONDO, and Ms. CHU. 
H.R. 2382: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Ms. 

SLAUGHTER, Mr. CARNEY, and Mr. PETERS. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:07 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00066 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\L19JY7.100 H19JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5079 July 19, 2012 
H.R. 2479: Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. QUIGLEY, and 

Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 2547: Mr. HONDA and Mr. SCOTT of Vir-

ginia. 
H.R. 2557: Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. BASS of Cali-

fornia, and Ms. PINGREE of Maine. 
H.R. 2563: Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. YOUNG of 

Florida, Mr. KING of New York, and Mr. 
COLE. 

H.R. 2655: Mr. CRENSHAW and Mrs. DAVIS of 
California. 

H.R. 2696: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 2721: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. HASTINGS of 

Florida, Ms. BASS of California, Mr. CLY-
BURN, and Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 2730: Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia and Mr. CASSIDY. 

H.R. 2741: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 2746: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 

LARSEN of Washington, Mr. LOBIONDO, and 
Mr. BISHOP of New York. 

H.R. 2787: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 2925: Mr. WALSH of Illinois. 
H.R. 3091: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 3109: Mr. BISHOP of New York. 
H.R. 3187: Mr. RICHMOND and Ms. EDWARDS. 
H.R. 3242: Ms. EDWARDS. 
H.R. 3264: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 3415: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 3432: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3510: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 3591: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 3634: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 3798: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 3816: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 3849: Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. 
H.R. 4000: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 4091: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 4169: Ms. EDWARDS and Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 4209: Mrs. DAVIS of California and Mr. 

JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 4215: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 4228: Mr. GARRETT. 
H.R. 4345: Mr. PITTS and Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 4405: Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. POE of 

Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
HULTGREN, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan-
sas. 

H.R. 4818: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr. 
CONNOLLY of Virginia. 

H.R. 5542: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. COSTELLO, 
Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. LOEBSACK, and Ms. 
BONAMICI. 

H.R. 5684: Mr. MCNERNEY and Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 5741: Mr. SHIMKUS and Mr. KINZINGER 

of Illinois. 
H.R. 5744: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 5796: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 5822: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 5846: Mrs. HARTZLER and Mr. 

WALBERG. 
H.R. 5865: Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 5871: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 5925: Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 5943: Mr. BARLETTA and Mr. HALL. 
H.R. 5944: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. THOMPSON 

of Mississippi. 
H.R. 5965: Mr. BILBRAY. 
H.R. 5969: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 5970: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 5977: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 5978: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas and Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 5980: Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 6063: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 6067: Mr. KING of Iowa and Mrs. 

MYRICK. 
H.R. 6085: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas and Mr. 

SCOTT of South Carolina. 
H.R. 6087: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 6088: Mr. NUNNELEE. 
H.R. 6089: Mrs. LUMMIS. 
H.R. 6092: Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 6097: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. 

KELLY, and Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 

H.R. 6099: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 6102: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 6118: Mr. BURGESS and Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 6124: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 6134: Mrs. DAVIS of California and Ms. 

DEGETTE. 
H.R. 6139: Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. MEEKS, and 

Mr. FINCHER. 
H.R. 6140: Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Mr. DAVIS of 

Kentucky, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. REED, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. HER-
GER, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. MARCHANT, 
Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina, Mr. GRAVES of 
Georgia, Mr. POSEY, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
LANCE, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. WEST-
MORELAND, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. MCCAUL, Mrs. 
ELLMERS, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. 
GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. AUSTRIA, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. WEST, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. 
NUNNELEE, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. ROSS of Flor-
ida, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. QUAYLE, Mr. 
HENSARLING, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. PAUL-
SEN, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Ms. FOXX, Mr. KELLY, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. GOWDY, Mrs. MYRICK, Ms. JEN-
KINS, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. BROOKS, Mr. BURTON 
of Indiana, Mrs. ROBY, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. GIBBS, 
Mrs. ADAMS, Mr. COBLE, Mr. CONAWAY, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. COLE, and Mr. LANDRY. 

H.J. Res. 110: Mr. BROOKS. 
H.J. Res. 111: Mr. STARK, Mr. CAPUANO, and 

Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.J. Res. 112: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. ISSA, 

Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. WALSH of Illinois, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. GOHMERT, Mrs. 
SCHMIDT, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. BOUSTANY, and Mr. BROUN of Geor-
gia. 

H. Con. Res. 109: Mr. BARTLETT. 
H. Con. Res. 121: Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas 

and Mr. TOWNS. 
H. Con. Res. 129: Mr. POSEY. 
H. Res. 134: Mr. GOWDY. 
H. Res. 262: Mrs. CAPITO. 
H. Res. 298: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. SPEIER, 

Mr. OLVER, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. TSONGAS, and 
Mr. SCHIFF. 

H. Res. 353: Mr. SCHOCK and Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas. 

H. Res. 407: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H. Res. 506: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H. Res. 684: Mr. SIRES. 
H. Res. 690: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H. Res. 713: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 

GUTIERREZ, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SERRANO and 
Mr. NADLER. 

H. Res. 725: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. 
MCGOVERN. 

H. Res. 727: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H. Res. 729: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 

PERLMUTTER, Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. HIGGINS, 
Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. BISHOP of 
New York, Mr. SERRANO, MR. TONKO, Mr. 
OWENS, and Ms. NORTON. 

H. Res. 732: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California, 
Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina, and Mr. LEVIN. 

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. 6085: Mr. WOMACK. 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS 

The following Members added their 
names to the following discharge peti-
tion: 

Petition 4 by Mr. VAN HOLLEN on the bill 
(H.R. 4010): Dennis A. Cardoza, Daniel Lipin-
ski, Norman D. Dicks, Charles B. Rangel, 
John D. Dingell, Nita M. Lowey, Gary L. 
Ackerman, Cedric L. Richmond, Bobby L. 
Rush, Shelley Berkley, Earl Blumenauer, 
Luis V. Gutierrez, Richard E. Neal, Emanuel 
Cleaver, Martin Heinrich. 

The following Member’s name was 
withdrawn from the following dis-
charge petition: 

Petition 4 by Mr. VAN HOLLEN on the bill 
(H.R. 4010): Ben Chandler, Henry Cuellar. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 5856 

OFFERED BY: MR. BROOKS 

AMENDMENT NO. 30: 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 Department 
of Defense or a component thereof to provide 
the government of the Russian Federation 
with any information about the missile de-
fense systems of the United States that is 
classified by the Department or component 
thereof. 

H.R. 5856 

OFFERED BY: MR. JOHNSON OF ILLINOIS 

AMENDMENT NO. 31: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following 
new section: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used for any further oper-
ations in Afghanistan other than for a full 
and immediate withdrawal. 

H.R. 5856 

OFFERED BY: MR. JOHNSON OF ILLINOIS 

AMENDMENT NO. 32: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following 
new section: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act for oversees operations may be 
used for strikes against targets by unmanned 
aerial vehicles. 

H.R. 5856 

OFFERED BY: MR. ELLISON 

AMENDMENT NO. 33: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Not later than 30 days after a 
contract is awarded using funds appropriated 
under this Act, the relevant contractor and 
subcontractor at any tier (and any principal 
with at least 10 percent ownership interest, 
officer, or director of the contractor or sub-
contractor or any affiliate or subsidiary 
within the control of the contractor or sub-
contractor) shall disclose to the Adminis-
trator of General Services all electioneering 
communications, independent expenditures, 
or contributions made in the most recent 
election cycle supporting or opposing a Fed-
eral political candidate, political party, or 
political committee, and contributions made 
to a third-party entity with the intention or 
reasonable expectation that such entity 
would use the contribution to make inde-
pendent expenditures or electioneering com-
munications in Federal elections. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 9:30 a.m., and was 

called to order by the Honorable TOM 
UDALL, a Senator from the State of 
New Mexico. 

PRAYER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s 

opening prayer will be offered by Rev-
erend Elizabeth Evans Hagan, Senior 
Pastor of Washington Plaza Baptist 
Church in Reston, VA. 

The guest chaplain offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Gracious God, we thank You for 

being the source of all life, wisdom, and 
grace in this world. And truly, as Your 
people, we are so very blessed. We are 
blessed with breath as we rose to this 
new day. We are blessed with commu-
nities of friends and family that sup-
port us. We are blessed with hope that 
gives our gifts and talents opportuni-
ties to be channeled into meaningful 
work. 

Help all of us, O God, as we begin this 
new day, to remember the richness of 
our blessings so that we may work to-
gether courageously for all of those 
You have given us to serve. To whom 
much is given, much is also expected. 
May we give more today into Your 
holy work than we gave yesterday. 

It is in thanksgiving that we pray in 
Your most holy Name. Amen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia. 

f 

WELCOMING THE GUEST 
CHAPLAIN 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about today’s guest 
chaplain, the Reverend Elizabeth 
Evans Hagan, Senior Pastor at Wash-
ington Plaza Baptist Church in Reston, 
VA. I am pleased to welcome Reverend 
Hagan and her husband, Kevin, to the 
United States Senate today. 

Reverend Hagan holds a degree in 
education from Samford University, 
and received her Master of Divinity in 
2006 from Duke University. Prior to 

serving at Washington Plaza, Reverend 
Hagan served as Associate Pastor for 
Education and Youth at First Baptist 
Church of Gaithersburg, MD, and sev-
eral pastoral internships in Alabama, 
North Carolina, and Washington, DC. 
She is passionate about building a 
strong community of faith, and has 
traveled extensively to places such as 
Uganda, Rwanda, Kenya, Burma, Thai-
land and Argentina. 

Since March of 2009, Reverend Hagan 
has led the large and growing con-
gregation at Washington Plaza, which 
includes a large African-American, 
Chinese, and growing Hispanic rep-
resentation. It is welcoming and af-
firming of all people, and a church 
where seekers feel at home. 

Through the many ministries and 
programs at Washington Plaza Baptist 
Church, Reverend Hagan has made a 
profound impact on the lives of many 
members of my constituency. I am cer-
tain that she will continue to guide her 
congregation for many years to come, 
and I look forward to seeing the direc-
tion of Washington Plaza under her 
leadership. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The Honorable TOM UDALL 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 assistant legislative clerk read 
the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, July 19, 2012. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 

appoint the Honorable TOM UDALL, a Senator 
from the State of New Mexico, to perform 
the duties of the Chair. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico thereupon 
assumed the chair as Acting President 
pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

BRING JOBS HOME ACT—MOTION 
TO PROCEED 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to Calendar No. 442. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

Motion to proceed to S. 3364, a bill to pro-
vide an incentive for businesses to bring jobs 
back to America. 

SCHEDULE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, the first 

hour today will be equally divided and 
controlled between the two leaders or 
their designees. The Republicans will 
control the first half and the majority 
the final half. At 2:15 p.m. there will be 
a cloture vote on the motion to proceed 
to the Bring Jobs Home Act I just 
moved to. 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE CALENDAR—S. 3401 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am fairly 

confident that S. 3401 is at the desk and 
due for a second reading. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the bill by 
title for the second time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 3401) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to temporarily extend tax 
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relief provisions enacted in 2001 and 2003, to 
provide for temporary alternative minimum 
tax relief, to extend increased expensing lim-
itations, and to provide instructions for tax 
reform. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I object to 
any further proceedings with regard to 
this bill. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. The bill will 
be placed on the calendar under the 
provisions of rule XIV. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, over the 
last decade, American companies 
outsourced about 21⁄2 million jobs, often 
to countries where they can hire work-
ers for half the price. And 21 million 
Americans, including nearly 7 million 
manufacturing workers, live with the 
fear their jobs could be shipped over-
seas tomorrow. More than 130,000 of 
those at-risk workers live in Nevada. 
In the Presiding Officer’s home State 
of New Mexico, more than 100,000 jobs 
in manufacturing, sales, management, 
the financial sector, and other indus-
tries are in jeopardy. And more than 
300,000 jobs in the State of Kentucky, 
the State of my Republican counter-
part, are also at risk. So I was sur-
prised yesterday when the minority 
leader dismissed efforts to end tax-
payer incentives for companies that 
outsource jobs overseas. To quote the 
minority leader, he said: 

Why aren’t we doing anything? It’s time to 
bring up serious legislation that affects the 
future of the country. 

At a time when millions of Ameri-
cans are looking for work, I am not 
sure what could be more serious than 
protecting good-paying, middle-class 
jobs. The Bring Jobs Home Act, the 
measure before this body, would end 
tax incentives for corporations that 
ship jobs overseas. Every time an 
American company closes a factory or 
a call center in America and moves op-
erations to another country, taxpayers 
pick up part of that moving bill. Hard 
to comprehend, but it is true. The leg-
islation before this body would end 
that senseless series of tax breaks for 
outsourcers. It would offer a 20-percent 
tax credit to help with the cost of mov-
ing production back to the United 
States. 

In the last few years, major manufac-
turers such as Caterpillar have brought 
jobs back to the United States from 
Japan, Mexico, and China. Smaller 
manufacturers such as Master Lock 
have moved facilities home as well. 
Congress must do everything in its 
power to encourage this trend. 

But let me remind the entire Senate 
that we must break a Republican fili-
buster—a record-breaking filibuster— 
before we can even begin debating the 
Bring Jobs Home Act. This obstruction 
is unfortunate, but it is not surprising. 
After all, the Republicans’ nominee for 
President made a fortune working for a 
company that shipped jobs overseas. 

Yesterday, my friend Senator 
MCCONNELL said he wants to debate se-
rious legislation. If that is the case, he 
should urge his Republican colleagues 

to drop their filibuster. The Bring Jobs 
Home Act is a commonsense strategy 
to protect American workers. To 21 
million Americans whose jobs could be 
the next sent to China or India, it is a 
very serious proposal. To the 21⁄2 mil-
lion Americans whose jobs have al-
ready been shipped offshore, it doesn’t 
get any more serious than that. The 
only ones who aren’t taking this meas-
ure seriously are the Republicans in 
Congress. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
could I ask the majority leader one 
question related to the vote we are 
going to have later today? 

A number of my Members are asking, 
in connection with voting to proceed to 
the bill, whether the bill will be open 
for amendments. 

Mr. REID. The only amendments I 
have seen are three in number that the 
Republicans have suggested—to do 
away with the Affordable Care Act, to 
reestablish the Bush tax cuts, and then 
the Hatch tax measure. As has been the 
tradition with Republicans, those have 
absolutely nothing to do with out-
sourcing. So unless the Republicans get 
serious about legislating on the legisla-
tion we have, the answer would be: 
Very doubtful. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Well, I would say 
to my Republican colleagues, appar-
ently the bill will not be open for 
amendment, and we will take that into 
consideration in deciding whether to 
support cloture on the motion to pro-
ceed. 

FISCAL CLIFF 
Mr. President, earlier this week, Sen-

ate Democratic leaders made clear to 
the American people where their prior-
ities lie. In case you are wondering, the 
middle class came in pretty low on the 
list. 

At a moment when more Americans 
are signing up for disability than find-
ing jobs—listen to that, Mr. President, 
because this is where the American 
economy stands today. More Ameri-
cans are signing up for disability than 
are finding jobs—Democrats said they 
think it is a good idea to drive the 
country off what economists are call-
ing America’s fiscal cliff this coming 
January. You might call it Thelma and 
Louise economics—right off the cliff. 

But whatever one calls it, Democrats 
are evidently so determined to raise 
taxes on America’s job creators that if 
we don’t let them do it—if we don’t let 
them do it—they would actually wel-
come an economic calamity that would 
rock not only the American economy 
but the global economy as well. They 
want to drive us right off the cliff. 
They would threaten our own economy 
and the global economy as well. 

Needless to say, this isn’t a program 
for jobs or economic growth. It is an 
ideological crusade—an ideological cru-
sade. Following the President’s lead, 
Democrats are declaring ideological 

warfare, and the banner they are 
marching under is emblazoned with a 
single word: Fairness. Fairness. 

Here is the problem: Fairness turns 
out to be a lot like hope and change. 
Fairness turns out to be a lot like hope 
and change. We don’t know what it 
means until it is put into practice. But 
one thing history, common sense, and 
basic economics tell us is that it 
doesn’t mean what the Democrats say 
it does. Because when they say tax the 
rich, we can be sure the middle class 
isn’t far behind. 

Just ask yourself: When was the last 
time a government program stuck to 
its original mission? When was the last 
time? 

Federal income taxes initially were 
only supposed to apply to those with 
taxable incomes above $500,000 a year, 
equal to about $11.3 million in today’s 
dollars. And even then the top rate was 
only 7 percent. Today the Federal in-
come tax starts to pinch as soon as you 
earn a dollar more than $9,750. 

The Social Security tax started out 
at 2 percent. What is more, Americans 
were told it would never rise above 6 
percent. Yet today the Social Security 
tax stands at 12.4 percent. And all 
other things being equal, it will likely 
have to rise above 20 percent to keep 
the program solvent. That is the condi-
tion of Social Security today. 

The alternative minimum tax was de-
signed to hit 155 households back in 
1969—155 households. Today it threat-
ens to hit nearly 30 million households 
at the end of this year. 

ObamaCare was supposed to tax the 
rich. Yet now it turns out the very core 
of the bill includes a tax on the middle 
class. In my view, that particular de-
ception turned out to be the difference 
between the law passing and not pass-
ing. They said: Oh, it is not a tax. The 
Supreme Court says it is a tax, with 77 
percent of it hitting people making 
$120,000 a year and less. And it passed 
by just a single vote—just one vote. 
Every single Democrat who supported 
it is responsible for the law itself and 
the middle-class tax at the heart of it. 

But the bottom line here is that a 
law we were told didn’t hit the middle 
class, does—big time. And the same 
goes for the President’s latest proposal 
to raise taxes on those earning more 
than $200,000 a year. It may be aimed at 
the top 2 percent now, but like every 
other program that is supposedly 
aimed at a few, very quickly this tax 
will increase to apply to many. 

Even the senior senator from New 
York has said this tax hike will hit a 
lot of people who aren’t rich. I agree 
with the senior Senator from New 
York. After all, the revenue from the 
Democrats’ tax increase will only cover 
6 percent of next year’s projected budg-
et deficit. So who is expected to cover 
the rest? The middle class, of course. 

That is the fine print under every 
Democratic proposal. They say they 
are coming after the rich, but the mid-
dle class is always next. And America’s 
small businesses are already on the 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 00:55 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19JY6.005 S19JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5171 July 19, 2012 
line. That is one reason Republicans 
are so adamantly opposed to these pro-
posals. 

Yes, it is a terrible idea to raise taxes 
in the middle of an economic down-
turn. Yes, government is already way 
too big. Yes, Democrats have abso-
lutely no more intention of using this 
new revenue for deficit reduction than 
they have had in the past. Yes, the 
President’s latest proposal wouldn’t 
even raise enough money to fund the 
government for a week. And yes, we 
have no reason whatsoever to believe 
the President wouldn’t continue his 
crony capitalist ways, spending that 
money on the pet projects of his polit-
ical allies. 

But the larger point is this: Not only 
is all this terrible economics, it is com-
pletely and totally unfair. The Amer-
ican people shouldn’t be on the defense 
when it comes to keeping what they 
have earned. 

The President may think those who 
have succeeded in life haven’t done so 
on their own, but anybody who has 
ever turned a dream into reality knows 
he is totally wrong about that. They 
know the sacrifices they have made for 
their success: the hours of work they 
have put in, the time away from fam-
ily, the constant worry about whether 
they will succeed. 

Those who have made it know that 
what is unfair is being told—being 
told—they have to now hand over even 
more than they already are to a Presi-
dent who has done nothing to show he 
knows how to spend it. 

Democrats may think it is good poli-
tics to play Russian roulette with the 
economy. They may think it helps 
their radical, ideological goals for the 
country to go off the fiscal cliff at the 
end of the year. They may look down 
on any enterprise that isn’t controlled 
by the government. But nobody—no-
body—should ever attempt to pretend 
it is a good idea for the economy or for 
jobs or for middle-class Americans, be-
cause it isn’t. That is why Republicans 
think we should solve these problems 
now. 

That is what I have been calling for 
all week. It is what I and my col-
leagues will continue to call for until 
Senate Democrats realize we weren’t 
sent to play politics—we were sent to 
serve the American people. 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 
SPECIALIST NATHANIEL D. GARVIN 

Mr. President, it is with great sad-
ness that I rise to commemorate an 
honored Kentuckian who has fallen in 
service to his country. 

SPC Nathaniel D. Garvin of Radcliff, 
KY, died on July 12, 2010, in Kandahar, 
Afghanistan, while in support of Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom. He was 20 
years old. 

For his service in uniform, Specialist 
Garvin received several awards, med-
als, and decorations, including the 
Army Commendation Medal, the Army 
Good Conduct Medal, the National De-
fense Service Medal, the Afghanistan 
Campaign Medal with Bronze Service 

Star, the Global War on Terrorism 
Service Medal, the Army Service Rib-
bon, the Overseas Service Ribbon, the 
NATO Medal, the Basic Aviation 
Badge, and the Overseas Service Bar. 

Specialist Garvin had the nickname 
‘‘Tater,’’ given to him by his father 
Cliff. That is because when he was born 
on July 4, 1989, he weighed a little 
more than 5 pounds. ‘‘Wow,’’ said Cliff 
to his wife, Nate’s mother Melanie, ‘‘He 
is not much bigger than a sack of 
taters.’’ The nickname stuck. 

Nate may have been on the small 
side, but he did not shy away from risk. 
‘‘He was the daredevil of the family,’’ 
Melanie remembers. 

As soon as he was old enough to walk, he 
had no fears. As he grew, he would climb 
trees to the tiptop to get on top of roofs— 
scaring his mother, of course. 

One story goes to show just how 
tough Nate was. When he was still just 
in grade school, Nate’s shoulder blade 
got dislocated, and the school nurse 
called his parents to come and pick up 
Nate and take him to the doctor. They 
did, but somehow in the short time be-
tween picking up Nate from school and 
driving to the doctor’s office, Nate 
managed to pop his own shoulder back 
into place. ‘‘[He did it] showing no pain 
at all,’’ says Melanie. ‘‘The doctor was 
shocked, along with his dad and I.’’ 

Nate’s toughness included sticking 
up for his family. He grew up with 
three older brothers and a little sister. 
They may have at times picked on each 
other, but if someone outside the fam-
ily ever picked on his brothers or sis-
ter, ‘‘Nate would say, ‘I am not afraid, 
let me handle it,’ ’’ said Melanie. ‘‘He 
didn’t care how big the other person 
was; he would not back down.’’ 

Nate was smart, funny, loving, and 
loyal. ‘‘He could say something that 
. . . in an instant would either make 
you laugh or have you laughing so hard 
you would be crying,’’ Melanie remem-
bers. Nate liked to fish and he enjoyed 
playing video games. He was so good at 
them, other people didn’t want to play 
against him. He also could take apart 
and put back together the video game 
machines or almost anything else elec-
tronic. 

After Nate met and married his wife 
Brittany, both he and one of his older 
brothers decided to use the buddy sys-
tem and join the military at the same 
time, following in the footsteps of an-
other Garvin brother. Nate felt it 
would be a good way to provide for not 
only his wife but also his then-unborn 
child. 

Nate entered the Army in July 2008. 
He scored highly enough on his en-
trance exams to have his pick of any 
field he wanted. Nate chose avionics. 
He did his training at Fort Jackson, 
SC, and Fort Eustis, VA, and was as-
signed to B Company, 96th Aviation 
Support Battalion, 101st Airborne Divi-
sion, based in Fort Campbell, KY. 

Nate was able to come home from the 
Army for Christmas in 2008, and his 
timing was good. On December 26, 2008, 
his daughter Kayleigh was born. 

‘‘[That was] the happiest day in his 
short life. He loved her with all he 
had,’’ said Melanie. 

In the short time they had together, 
Kayleigh became her daddy’s little 
girl. Her grandmother Melanie says: 

She looks so much like him at that age we 
say she is Tater made over, just in a dress. 
She has his smile and her eyes light up just 
like his did. She also has her daddy’s stub-
born streak and smartness. 

Nate would play video games and 
Kayleigh would sit beside him with an 
old game controller Nate gave her, pre-
tending she was also playing the game. 
When Nate bobbed and weaved, she did 
too. 

Nate was deployed to Afghanistan for 
Operation Enduring Freedom in March 
2010. As Melanie put it: 

Tater was due to come home for his R&R 
in August 2010, but unfortunately didn’t 
make it. He lost his life one day before his 
mother’s birthday and two days before his 
21st. He never got to meet his son, who was 
born April 9, 2010. 

We are thinking of SPC Nate Gar-
vin’s loved ones as I recount his story 
for my colleagues. That would include 
his wife Brittany; his parents Melanie 
and Cliff; his daughter Kayleigh Jo; his 
son Wyatt Boone; his brothers, TJ, 
Alex, and Jeremy; his sister Whitney; 
and many other beloved family mem-
bers and friends. The Garvin family is 
also thankful for the assistance given 
them by CPT Erik Heely during the 
difficult events of 2 years ago. 

The loss of SPC Nathaniel D. Garvin 
is tragic, and it is only appropriate 
that this Senate pause to honor his 
service and recognize his sacrifice. 

I hope his family, particularly his 
two young children, can take some 
comfort from the fact that both the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky and this 
country are grateful for and honored 
by the heroism and courage Nate 
showed, both in and out of uniform. 
The example he set for his loved ones 
and his country will not be forgotten. 

I yield the floor. 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the fol-
lowing hour will be equally divided and 
controlled between the two leaders or 
their designees, with the Republicans 
controlling the first half and the ma-
jority controlling the final half. 

The Senator from New Hampshire is 
recognized. 

Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col-
loquy with my colleagues. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I rise to 
talk about an issue that is of deep con-
cern to our country, one of the greatest 
national security threats facing our 
country right now; that is, what is 
called sequestration. 
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To bring that down to plain terms for 

the American people, our Department 
of Defense is facing an additional $500 
billion across-the-board meat ax in 
cuts in addition to the already planned 
$487 billion in reduction over the next 
10 years if we do not act as a Senate, as 
a Congress, and if the Commander in 
Chief does not act to come up with 
more responsible ways to cut spending. 

We all know we have a nearly $16 
trillion debt. We all know debt threat-
ens our country not only as a national 
security threat but also as a threat to 
the quality of life of my children—I am 
the mother of a 7-year-old and a 4-year- 
old—and future generations in this 
country. However, what we did last Au-
gust was a kick-the-can exercise, where 
we left it to a supercommittee to come 
up with $1.2 trillion in savings, rather 
than sitting down and coming up with 
the savings we should have at the time. 

So where we are left is with a meat- 
ax, across-the-board approach, instead 
of prioritizing our spending, and we are 
putting at risk the most fundamental 
constitutional responsibility we have 
to the American people; that is, to 
keep them safe. 

Daniel Webster, who was born in New 
Hampshire, served as a Senator from 
Massachusetts, was a great statesman, 
said in 1834: ‘‘God grants liberty only 
to those who love it and are always 
ready to guard and defend it.’’ 

We know from our men and women in 
uniform that they have been there for 
us to guard and defend this great Na-
tion—not only the current men and 
women who serve but generations of 
brave men and women have served our 
country. Where we are right now, we do 
a disservice to them not to resolve this 
sequestration, these across-the-board 
cuts, by coming up with alternative 
spending reductions, which we can do. 

To put it in perspective, 1 year of se-
questration is about $109 billion, and 
that also covers nondefense. If we could 
live within our means for 1 month with 
this government, we could come up 
with the spending reductions. We need 
to do that on behalf of our Department 
of Defense and for the American peo-
ple. 

Some of the things that have been 
said about the impact of these across- 
the-board cuts: 

Our Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff has said we will face the potential 
for increased conflict. He also said: 
‘‘We are living in the most dangerous 
times in my lifetime, right now’’— 
meaning, right now. ‘‘I think seques-
tration would be completely oblivious 
to that, and counterproductive.’’ 

We also know every leader of our 
military from every branch has spoken 
to both the House Armed Services 
Committee and the Senate Armed 
Services Committee. What they have 
said is shocking and should be a 
wakeup call to Members of both sides 
of the aisle, that we owe it to our mili-
tary and to the American people to ad-
dress it. 

Just some of the things that have 
been said about sequestration: 

The Chief of Naval Operations has 
said: We will do ‘‘irreversible damage’’ 
to our Navy. ‘‘It will hollow out the 
military, and we will be out of balance 
in manpower, both military and civil-
ian, procurement and modernization.’’ 

The Chief of Staff of the Army has 
said: It ‘‘would be catastrophic to the 
military . . . ’’ and we will ‘‘reduce our 
capability and capacity to assure our 
partners abroad, respond to crises, and 
deter our potential adversaries,’’ while 
threatening our readiness. 

The Air Force Chief of Staff has said: 
We will be left with a military with aging 

equipment, extremely stressed human re-
sources with less than adequate training and 
ultimately declining readiness and effective-
ness. 

As I said yesterday on this floor, the 
Assistant Commandant of the Marine 
Corps has said that the Marine Corps 
will be unable to respond to one major 
conflict on behalf of this country. 

There are many things we can pre-
dict. One of the things we know we can 
predict is what is going to happen with 
sequestration. We know that if we do 
not address our debt now, we will be 
facing the fate of Europe. But one 
thing we have been very bad at pre-
dicting is where the next conflict will 
come from for our country, where the 
next threat our country will face will 
come from. If our Marine Corps is un-
prepared to respond to one major con-
tingency, our country is at risk. That 
is why we need to address this. 

It is not only the impact on our men 
and women in uniform—from the Chief 
of Staff, from the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps, of all the branches that 
have spoken—but I had the chance to 
participate in a panel yesterday, to 
hear the concerns of our enlisted about 
this. I heard from the former head, the 
top enlisted person in the Marine 
Corps, Sergeant Major Kent. He ex-
pressed deep concern that we would be 
breaking faith with our troops. Our 
military leaders have expressed real 
concerns that we will not only under-
mine our national security, but we will 
fail to keep faith with those who have 
sacrificed so much for our country and 
to whom we owe everything. 

In addition to the dire national secu-
rity impacts of allowing this irrespon-
sible across-the-board approach to 
occur in January, we also know there 
are nearly 1 million jobs at issue. In 
fact, yesterday, before the House 
Armed Services Committee, the CEOs 
of some of our major defense employers 
testified. In fact, the CEO of Lockheed 
Martin Bob Stevens said: 

I have spent decades of my professional 
working life in the national security arena 
and I have never been as concerned over the 
risk to the health of our industry and our 
Government [as now]. 

He said: 
The effects of sequestration are being felt, 

right now, throughout our industry. Every 
month that goes by without a solution is a 
month of additional uncertainty, deferred in-
vestment, lost talent and ultimately in-
creased cost. 

You see, it is not just our service 
men and women who keep our country 

safe, it is those who work to make sure 
we have the right equipment, that we 
have the best technology, that we have 
the best capability of gathering intel-
ligence to prevent future attacks 
against our country. 

Our defense industrial base is incred-
ibly important—not to mention 1 mil-
lion jobs at issue. 

Yesterday, Dave Hess, president of 
Pratt & Whitney and chairman of the 
Aerospace Industries Association, said: 

As an industry, we are already seeing the 
impact of potential sequestration budget 
cuts today. Companies are limiting hiring 
and halting investments—largely due to the 
uncertainty about how sequestration cuts 
would be applied. 

A small business owner, Della Wil-
liams—it is not just our large employ-
ers, a lot of small businesses make 
parts for our weapons systems, for our 
equipment for our military. They can-
not take this uncertainty we have cre-
ated for them in Congress, and these 
cuts, and many of them will be forced 
to go out of business. 

Della Williams said: 
What is being billed as a stop-gap budget 

fix will have lasting effects on our defense 
capabilities for years to come. The switch 
will not just get flipped back on to reverse 
that trend. 

Moreover, the deep personnel and program 
cuts will threaten our national security. In-
deed, the United States could lose our tech-
nological and strategic advantage and never 
get it back. 

This is why this is so important. 
By the way, yesterday the CEO of 

Lockheed Martin had to issue—be-
lieved he had to issue a memo to his 
employees. In that memo his employ-
ees will receive, he said: 

We believe sequestration is the single 
greatest challenge facing our company and 
our industry. Defense Secretary Leon Pa-
netta has said sequestration will have cata-
strophic consequences for our nation’s de-
fense. . . . With little guidance from the gov-
ernment on the specifics of sequestration, it 
is difficult to determine the impact . . . on 
our employees. 

He said: We do know that we have a 
responsibility to tell you that you 
could potentially be laid off and that 
we have a duty to issue what are called 
Warn Act notices now. 

Under Federal law, these defense em-
ployers are going to have to, 60 days 
before January 1, issue potential layoff 
notices to their employees. Of course, 
that will also create lots of uncer-
tainty and consternation in many 
American families, which is unneces-
sary if we would come to the table 
right now and address this issue. 

We can find spending reductions that 
do not threaten our national security. 
Just to put a couple of numbers in per-
spective, some States just had in job 
losses on this: Virginia, according to 
AIA—there was a new report issued 
this week done by George Mason Uni-
versity—Virginia: 136,000 defense indus-
trial base jobs; Florida, 41,000; Pennsyl-
vania, 39,000; my home State of New 
Hampshire, just on the defense end, 
3,600 jobs. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 00:55 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19JY6.008 S19JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5173 July 19, 2012 
We owe it to the American people to 

act now. This is too important to be 
used as a bargaining chip in December 
because people want to use it to put 
our national security at risk because of 
other issues they want addressed. We 
have always treated national security 
as a bipartisan issue in this Chamber. I 
hope we will not use our Department of 
Defense and put our men and women in 
uniform in this uncertain position. We 
need to let them know we have their 
back. As Members of Congress, we 
should be together right now, sitting at 
the table, resolving this, coming up 
with alternative spending reductions. 

I also call on the President as Com-
mander in Chief of this country to lead 
that effort, to stop sitting on the side-
lines. This is too important to the se-
curity of the United States of America. 

I see my colleague from South Da-
kota here today, JOHN THUNE, who is a 
leader in our conference, someone who 
I know has been very focused on this 
issue. 

I ask Senator THUNE, yesterday the 
House was focusing on this issue. We 
know there were hearings before the 
House Armed Services Committee. In 
fact, we should point out that the 
House, through reconciliation, has al-
ready passed a bill to address seques-
tration, to make sure our national se-
curity is protected. They have done 
that. It has not been taken up in the 
Senate yet, unfortunately. I call on the 
majority leader of the Senate to act 
now because the House has passed 
something. 

Yesterday, they also held a hearing. 
The House passed another measure by 
414 to 2 that is called the Sequestration 
Transparency Act. It is a companion 
bill to one Senator THUNE introduced 
in this Chamber. I know how focused 
he has been on this issue. The Senate 
passed a similar amendment to the 
farm bill. 

One of the issues we saw from the 
CEOs who testified yesterday, from our 
defense industrial bases, the Depart-
ment of Defense, OMB—they have got-
ten no guidance on where these cuts 
will be implemented. Therefore, I know 
that yesterday the House actually 
passed this act to address that piece of 
it. 

I ask, does the Senator from South 
Dakota agree that the Senate should 
immediately pass the legislation he in-
troduced, this bipartisan House bill 
that is coming over, a version, so that 
we, the American people, can know 
right away—have the agencies tell 
them specifically what the impacts of 
sequestration are? Of course, most im-
portant, we need to address this before 
the elections because we should not 
play political football with this. 

With that, I ask the Senator from 
South Dakota what he thinks we 
should do here in the Senate right now. 

Mr. THUNE. I thank the Senator 
from New Hampshire for yielding on 
that point—more important, for the 
great work she is doing as a member of 
the Armed Services Committee. She 

has been a very active member of that 
committee and a strong and clear voice 
for New Hampshire and for America’s 
national security interests. 

I might also add that we serve to-
gether on the Budget Committee, 
where really this should have origi-
nated. Unfortunately, since we did not 
pass a budget, it is very hard to have a 
plan for how to proceed with spending 
the taxpayers’ money, and this is what 
you end up with. 

Because we have this process put in 
place where, if action is not taken to 
avoid it, we have an across-the-board 
sequester that would occur at the first 
of next year—half of which would come 
out of the defense budget—we need to 
be able to find out exactly how these 
cuts would be implemented. 

The thing we do not know is how the 
administration plans to implement 
this. I think that is what the trans-
parency act that passed in the House of 
Representatives is designed to get at. 
By the way, it was an overwhelming 
vote, 414 to 2. The House of Representa-
tives, in an overwhelmingly bipartisan 
way, weighed in on the issue about 
whether the administration ought to 
spell out in clear detail to the Congress 
and the American people how it in-
tends to implement its sequestration 
plan. 

I might say, it is going to be very dif-
ficult for us as Members of the Con-
gress to come up with an alternative 
replacement plan if we do not know 
what their plan is for implementation. 
We know half the reductions are going 
to come out of defense—at least that is 
the plan—the other half out of nondis-
cretionary spending. It is clear this 
would have a profound impact on the 
defense budget on top of the $1⁄2 trillion 
in cuts as part of the Budget Control 
Act last summer. 

I say to my colleague from New 
Hampshire, she has very clearly and 
well laid out the impacts—as have been 
delineated and described by many of 
our service chiefs, by many of our mili-
tary leaders in this country—what 
those impacts would be on our national 
security, on our readiness. Also, I 
think she has elaborated extremely 
well about the economic impact, what 
it is going to mean in terms of jobs in 
our economy. 

For a moment, I want to come back 
to this fundamental point because I be-
lieve it is one that should not be 
missed by people who are following this 
debate; that is, if the Budget Com-
mittee and the Senate had done their 
work in the first place and passed a 
budget, we would not be where we are 
today—if we had actually passed a 
budget. 

The Senator from New Hampshire—I 
think this is her second year on the 
Budget Committee. Even before she got 
here, we had not passed a budget. I got 
on the Budget Committee in this last 
session of Congress, so it has been 2 
years since I have been on the com-
mittee, but it is a committee without a 
purpose, without a mission. If you are 

not going to pass a budget, I am not 
sure why you want to have a budget 
committee. 

The other thing that is interesting 
about this is that we are not going to 
pass any appropriations bills. Not only 
not a budget, but in the Appropriations 
Committee here in the Senate are usu-
ally 12 bills that come across the floor. 
The majority leader said he is not 
going to bring appropriations bills to 
the floor. 

I think the House of Representatives 
passed nine appropriations bills. They 
passed a budget. The Appropriations 
Committee here in the Senate has been 
moving and passing appropriations 
bills out of committee, but the leader 
of the Senate has said we are not going 
to move appropriations bills this year. 

We did not move a budget. We are not 
moving appropriation bills. So what 
you end up with is a budget control act 
like what we passed last summer that 
takes these Draconian whacks out of 
the defense budget and puts America’s 
national security interests at risk and 
in great peril. 

I ask my colleague from New Hamp-
shire, who, as I said, is a member, 
along with me, of the Senate Budget 
Committee, might this situation have 
been avoided had the Senate done its 
work as it is supposed to do in an or-
derly way, followed the law, actually 
passed a budget, actually worked on 
getting appropriations bills on the 
floor of the Senate? Might we have 
avoided what is before us; that is, these 
devastating, disastrous, and what some 
have described as catastrophic cuts in 
our defense budget? It seems to me at 
least that is where you end up when 
you do not do your work in the first 
place. 

To my colleague from New Hamp-
shire, I simply ask her, as a member of 
the Budget Committee, might we not 
be in a different situation if we had 
passed a budget now for 3 years? 

Ms. AYOTTE. I would say my col-
league from South Dakota is abso-
lutely right. If we had done a budget 
for this country and the Senate Budget 
Committee functioned in the way it 
was intended to function, then we 
would not be in this situation in the 
first place. If we did regular budgeting 
and if we did the responsible thing for 
our country—as every business does, as 
every family does; on an annual basis 
we are supposed to do it as opposed to 
it being over 3 years since we have had 
a budget—then we would not be in this 
situation right now where our Depart-
ment of Defense is at risk. I know the 
Senator from South Dakota voted for a 
budget the House passed, and I did as 
well. Had that budget passed, then the 
House did its job. Had we done that, we 
wouldn’t be here with sequestration 
today. We are doing what we owe to 
the American people. If we can’t do a 
budget for this country, how are we 
going to get the trillion dollar deficit 
in check? 

Unfortunately, we know why we 
don’t have a budget. The majority lead-
er of the Senate has not shown the 
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leadership he should because he said it 
would be foolish for us to pass a budget 
and has not allowed the Senate Budget 
Committee—the Senator is right, I am 
not sure why we have that committee. 
I have been on there for a year and 
half. We have not marked up a budget. 
We have not done it, and that is be-
cause the majority leader of the Senate 
has said it would be foolish for us to do 
a budget. Why? Because when we do a 
budget, we do have to make choices, as 
families and businesses do, and 
prioritize where we are going to spend 
the money and the taxpayer dollars 
that are sent to Washington by our 
constituents, the American people. 
Where we are today is unfortunate. 
Had we done that, then I don’t think 
we would be in the position we are with 
sequestration. 

Mr. THUNE. I think the Budget Con-
trol Act, which passed last summer, 
created this process, and led us to se-
questration, which is where we are 
today. This is a function and a clear 
outcome of having not passed a budget. 
It is ironic in many respects because, 
as the Senator from New Hampshire 
has pointed out, the first fundamental 
responsibility we have as Members of 
Congress is to tell the American peo-
ple—the taxpayers who pay the bills 
for this government—how we are going 
to spend their money. This is now the 
third year in a row that the Senate has 
failed to do that. 

Again, I might simply add that the 
House of Representatives did do a 
budget, has been passing appropriation 
bills, has been following the law in ac-
cordance with what has been the prac-
tice around here up until the last 3 
years of actually working on a budget. 
When we are borrowing 40 cents out of 
every dollar we spend, it would strike 
me that it would be important we go 
through an exercise and figure out how 
we are going to start whittling away at 
the deficit and get the debt at a more 
manageable level and how we are going 
to spend the American taxpayers’ dol-
lars. 

As the Senator from New Hampshire 
pointed out—again, I don’t think we 
can emphasize this enough. Last sum-
mer we already called for $1/2 trillion 
in defense cuts, and that was half of 
the amount of reductions that were 
made last summer. It was about $1 tril-
lion, a little over that, overall in 
spending cuts last summer. Those were 
immediate spending cuts, half of which 
came out of defense; $487 billion was al-
ready taken out of the defense budget. 

So what we are talking about now is 
another $1/2 trillion over the next 10 
years on top of that $1/2 trillion. In 
other words, $1/2 trillion out of the na-
tional security budget. The President’s 
own Secretary of Defense has said it 
would lead to the smallest ground force 
since 1940, since before World War II, 
and the smallest fleet of ships since 
1915, almost a century, and the small-
est tactical Air Force we have had lit-
erally in the history of the Air Force. 
That is what we are talking about. 

That is the dimension of the problem 
we are referring to. It completely im-
pairs our ability to project power in 
many of these critical areas of the 
world. 

The world is a dangerous place, and 
it is not getting any less dangerous. It 
is getting literally more dangerous, ac-
cording to the headlines, every single 
day. Our ability to project power in the 
Middle East, Asia, and all the areas of 
the world we need to keep an eye on 
will be in serious jeopardy. 

I want to make a serious observation 
about that, and it is important to me. 
My State of South Dakota is home to 
a bomber base. One of the key ways our 
Nation projects power is through the 
use of the bomber fleet. Our bomber 
fleet is aging. Nearly half of the fleet 
was built before the Cuban missile cri-
sis of 1962, if you can imagine that. So 
it is highly important we modernize 
our bomber fleet and Secretary Pa-
netta has stated that the development 
of the next-generation bomber would 
be delayed by sequestration until well 
toward the middle of this century. So 
we are talking about dramatic reduc-
tions in our ground forces, Navy, and 
Air Force. All the assets we use to pro-
tect this country and defend America’s 
interests around the world would be at 
great risk if this sequestration goes 
into effect. 

As the Senator from New Hampshire 
has appropriately pointed out, the No. 
1 priority we have is to defend this 
country. If we don’t get national secu-
rity right, the rest of this conversa-
tion, including all the other things we 
talked about, is secondary to defending 
and protecting America and the Amer-
ican people. 

This is a very serious debate, and I 
would come back to the question the 
Senator from New Hampshire posed in 
the first place, and that is yesterday 
the House of Representatives passed by 
a 414-to-2 vote a piece of legislation 
that would require the administration 
to tell us how they intend to imple-
ment these cuts by program, project, 
and activity level. That way we know 
with some detailed specificity how 
these proposed cuts are going to take 
effect, and that would allow us to come 
up with an alternative plan and per-
haps be able to replace and substitute 
other cuts elsewhere in the budget for 
what are going to be disastrous cuts in 
the defense budget. 

I introduced companion legislation 
here in the Senate very similar to what 
the House passed yesterday. I hope the 
Senate will pick up the House bill and 
move it and pass it so we can get the 
administration and the President to 
engage in this discussion about what 
they intend to do in terms of imple-
menting sequestration. Then perhaps 
they can work with us to avoid the ca-
tastrophe we are referring to and talk-
ing about. This has been documented 
and validated by all of our military 
leadership and would be a very serious 
and dangerous reduction in America’s 
national security resources and in our 

ability to keep our country ready and 
able to defend America and America’s 
interests around the world. 

I appreciate so much the leadership 
of the Senator from New Hampshire on 
this issue. I know the Senator has been 
very active in trying to get the admin-
istration to provide more information 
with regard to what the impact should 
be on the defense budget as a member 
of the Armed Services Committee. 

I also think they ought to furnish all 
the information on these cuts not only 
on the defense part but the non-
national security part of the budget. 
Defense represents 20 percent of all 
Federal spending, but we are going to 
get half of the cuts. The proportion-
ality of this is a real issue, in my view. 
That happened last summer. Half of 
the cuts made last summer came out of 
defense even though it is only 20 per-
cent of Federal spending. Half of the 
cuts in this sequestration would come 
out of the defense budget, even though 
it represents 20 percent of all Federal 
spending. 

I would hope, as my colleagues here 
in the Senate continue to hear from 
people around the country who are im-
pacted by this—not only our military 
leadership but also those whose jobs 
are going to be impacted by this—that 
there will be a new sense of urgency, a 
new intensity to try to resolve this 
issue, and that is to get the adminis-
tration to show how they intend to im-
plement sequestration. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleague from New Hampshire to 
make that happen. I hope our col-
leagues on the other side, the Demo-
cratic leadership, will agree to moving 
that legislation. 

Ms. AYOTTE. I thank my colleague 
from South Dakota for his leadership 
on this issue, and I too hope we will get 
that passed immediately in the Senate, 
and that we have clarity from our De-
partment of Defense as well as the non-
defense agencies so the American peo-
ple can know what the real impact is; 
also, so we can act immediately. I can’t 
emphasize enough that this needs to be 
done before the elections. We need to 
do it before the elections because we 
have already—I talked about some of 
the testimony from the CEOs from our 
defense industrial base, and there will 
be, unfortunately, layoff notices which 
will have to be issued because of re-
sponsibilities they have under Federal 
law. Let’s face it, we should not have 
this cloud of uncertainty for our men 
and women in uniform, many of whom 
have served multiple tours for us and 
defended our country so admirably and 
so courageously. That is why I think 
this is an issue that deserves action 
now and should not be used as a bar-
gaining chip for other issues. This is an 
area we have always, on a bipartisan 
basis, been able to do. For example, I 
serve on the Senate Armed Services 
Committee. We voted out the Defense 
authorization bill unanimously. Well, 
this is an issue I hope we would be 
unanimous on and that we are not 
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going to break faith with our men and 
women in uniform, we are not going to 
put our country in jeopardy, and I am 
hopeful we will also see leadership. 

I call upon the President again to be 
a leader here, to be the Commander in 
Chief of this country and to call us to 
action to resolve this before the elec-
tion. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Michigan is 
recognized. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
want to speak as the chair of the Agri-
culture Committee about what is hap-
pening on the droughts across the 
country. 

First, I want to take a moment as 
the author of the Bring Jobs Home Act 
to say that this afternoon we are going 
to have an opportunity to come to-
gether—as we did on the farm bill when 
we came together on a bipartisan 
basis—to focus on growing things in 
America and the need to strengthen 
our economy, provide economic cer-
tainty around agriculture and the food 
industry in America. It was a wonder-
ful opportunity for us to get something 
done. 

This afternoon, we are going to have 
the same kind of opportunity to come 
together and recommit ourselves to 
making things in America. The Bring 
Jobs Home Act is a very simple, 
straightforward way to eliminate a 
subsidy that should have been gone a 
long time ago, and that is the tax 
writeoff for shipping jobs overseas. 

When someone is losing their job be-
cause a plant is closing to go overseas, 
to add insult to injury, as a taxpayer, 
they get to pay the cost of the moving. 
It is outrageous. What we want to do is 
stop that. That is what the bill does. It 
gives a business tax deduction for the 
cost of bringing jobs home and then 
adds another 20-percent tax deduction 
on top of it to encourage businesses to 
do that. We will be talking more about 
that later, but it is very important and 
I hope my colleagues will come to-
gether and send a very strong message 
about American jobs. Let’s bring those 
jobs home. 

DROUGHT CONDITIONS 
Mr. President, I also want to talk 

today about the terrible weather condi-
tions across the country. It started 
with an early spring and then a return-
ing frost and snow in Michigan. Areas 
around the country have orchards and 
fruit crops that have gone from frost to 
an extension of a drought situation 
that is absolutely terrible. It is a very 
serious crisis around the country. 

Not since the days of the Dust Bowl 
have we seen this lethal combination of 
scorching heat and bone-dry weather in 
the production regions across our coun-
try. As I speak, 80 percent of the coun-
try is suffering from abnormal dry or 
drought conditions; 64 percent is suf-
fering from moderate or severe 
drought. That is the highest percent-
age in 56 years. 

As we can see on the map, any area 
that is in color here has had some kind 

of a drought. The black areas are the 
worst. Either it is from abnormally 
dry, moderate, severe, or exceptional 
drought in almost every area of the 
country. This is extremely severe, and 
we need to take action to support our 
growers and ranchers. 

We have almost 1,300 counties across 
the country rated as drought disaster 
areas, and that is one-third of all the 
counties in the United States. Every 
day it seems the Secretary of Agri-
culture is adding more to the list. More 
than 75 percent of the Nation’s corn 
and soybean crops are in drought-af-
fected areas and more than one-third of 
those crops are now rated poor to very 
poor. This is devastating our crops and 
our livestock producers. 

Only one-third of our soybean crop is 
considered good to excellent right now, 
which is down by about 30 percent from 
last year. 

According to the Department of Agri-
culture’s weekly progress report, less 
than one-third of the Nation’s corn 
crop is in good or excellent condition. 
Nearly 40 percent is rated poor or very 
poor. So we are talking about a mas-
sive effect on farmers, on livestock 
producers, and ultimately on con-
sumers in America. 

Facing higher food and feed costs and 
pastures that are withering due to the 
heat, our ranchers and livestock pro-
ducers could see significant losses. I 
had an opportunity a number of 
months ago with Senator ROBERTS to 
be in Kansas and to see what was hap-
pening then, even before all of this. I 
understand how very serious this is for 
our livestock producers. The livestock 
sector could face significant declines in 
margins, and we could see a sharp in-
crease in consumer prices for meat and 
eggs and dairy. 

At a time when middle-class families 
are still trying to recover from the 
great recession, paying more at the 
grocery store is not going to help. In 
fact, it is going to hurt a lot. 

The USDA has opened their Con-
servation Reserve Program so that 
land will be there for grazing, but we 
know it is not going to be enough for 
producers. There is no crop insurance 
equivalent for livestock. More pro-
ducers may lose their ranches because 
of this drought. Livestock disaster as-
sistance expired last year. We need the 
farm bill to become law so we can 
make this help available again because 
in the farm bill we extend the livestock 
disaster assistance program perma-
nently, and we make it available for 
this year. 

This drought is a serious problem, 
devastating all of our farmers, and will 
come home to families here and around 
the world, unfortunately, all too soon. 
We can’t control the weather. We know 
that. In fact, farming and ranching are 
the riskiest businesses in the world. I 
should say even though they are the 
riskiest businesses, we have the safest, 
most affordable food supply in the 
world, and it is part of our national se-
curity. We can’t control the weather 

and the risks the farmers face, but this 
drought underscores the need for im-
proved risk management tools and bet-
ter crop insurance. It underscores the 
need for a farm bill. 

We need to get a farm bill done now 
more than ever. We have 16 million 
people who work in this country be-
cause of the agriculture and food indus-
tries—almost one out of four in Michi-
gan. We came together—and it was a 
lot of work, a lot of bipartisan effort, 
and I am very proud of what we did to-
gether in the Senate a couple of weeks 
ago—to pass a farm bill. 

We now have the House having acted 
in committee and passed a strong bi-
partisan farm bill. It is different. There 
are some things, certainly, we need to 
work out in our conference committee. 
Our bill has more reforms in it, and we 
certainly are concerned about the nu-
trition cuts. But I will say this: We 
need the House to pass their farm bill 
so we can come together in conference 
committee and find the right balance 
that is good for families, consumers, 
farmers, ranchers, and businesspeople 
across the country. I am very confident 
we can do that, but we need the House 
to act to be able to make that happen. 
Weather disasters are getting worse 
every day, which makes it even more 
important that we have our legislation 
and, frankly, that we work together to 
add some pieces to it in a conference 
committee so we can address what is 
happening. 

In our bill that passed, as I said, we 
extended a livestock disaster assist-
ance program and made it retroactive 
to this year. We also included a provi-
sion for fruit commodities that don’t 
currently have crop insurance to allow 
them to be able to buy into a program 
that is in law. We actually strength-
ened it, made it better. For those who 
don’t have crop insurance, we also said 
they could get help this year. So we do 
have some things in the bill we passed, 
and we can work together to strength-
en that even more. 

Senator BAUCUS, the chairman of the 
Finance Committee, is working, and we 
are working closely with him, on some-
thing that would be a more comprehen-
sive disaster assistance program. In 
order to be able to do that, we have to 
have a farm bill. 

This is not, as we know, a partisan 
issue. We came together across the 
aisle. Consumers, Democrats, Repub-
licans, Independents, people who vote, 
and who don’t vote—people across this 
country—care about a safe, reliable, 
and affordable food system, and that 
certainly goes for our farmers and 
ranchers and their families in commu-
nities all across America who were hit 
so hard by the drought. 

This drought is evidence that we 
need to come together and act. When 
we look at this kind of weather map 
and what is happening and the fact 
that the majority of communities in 
our country are facing disaster as a re-
sult of the droughts and other things 
that happened relating to the weather, 
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we need to act. We need to act in a re-
sponsible bipartisan manner. We can do 
that. We did that in the Senate. The 
House committee did it, and I com-
mend them for that. We need the sup-
port and help of the leadership in the 
House to be able to get this to the floor 
and get it passed so we can get it done. 

Thank you very much, Mr. President. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. CARDIN. Let me compliment 

Senator STABENOW for her leadership as 
chair of the Agriculture Committee. I 
want the Senator to know I was on the 
phone yesterday with our soil con-
servation district managers talking 
about the provisions that are in the 
Senate bill, and I wish to personally 
thank the Senator from Michigan for 
reaching out to all of us. Our negotia-
tions were tough, but they were fair, 
and I believe the reforms the Senator 
has in the bill will help our region and 
all the regions of our country deal with 
the underlying problems of agriculture 
in America. 

So I particularly wish to thank her 
for that. The process she followed is 
how the legislative process should 
work: a very open process, a very bi-
partisan process. We have a good prod-
uct, and I hope the House will bring 
forward a bill and get it to conference 
so we can continue the dialogue. It is 
important to give the predictability to 
farmers that this 5-year reauthoriza-
tion provides. So I thank the Senator 
from Michigan for her extraordinary 
leadership in this area on behalf of the 
agricultural community of my State of 
Maryland. 

I really came to the floor to talk 
about another one of the efforts of the 
Senator from Michigan today; that is, 
the Bring Jobs Home Act. I thank Sen-
ator STABENOW for her leadership on 
this bill as well. 

Senator STABENOW understands that 
outsourcing is devastating to our coun-
try. Americans understand that. Mary-
landers understand that. When we are 
outsourcing, we are losing jobs. Fami-
lies are devastated by outsourcing. 
What is most shocking is that our laws 
encourage companies to take jobs out 
of America. Our Tax Code should en-
courage companies to keep their work-
ers in the United States. We need to 
make it in America. 

I think we were all shocked to hear 
about the U.S. Olympic team and the 
fact that they are going to be outfitted 
by clothing manufactured in China. 
That is outrageous. It never should 
have happened. We can make it in 
America. 

I must tell my colleagues, I hear 
from people in Maryland all the time— 
and I am sure the Presiding Officer 
hears the same thing in New Mexico, as 
does my colleague from Colorado as 
well. When we get a call from a call 
center, we think the person is in our 
neighborhood talking to us about a 
local issue. Then we discover that per-
son is halfway around the world pre-
tending to be our neighbor and friend 

or representing a local business, when 
in reality we have outsourced that 
service—not we, the company has 
outsourced it—and the worst thing is 
they don’t tell us about it. They are 
misleading the consumers, and I know 
we have some legislation to correct 
that. 

That is outsourcing. That is costing 
America jobs, and it is wrong. We can 
compete. Americans can compete with 
any other workforce in any other coun-
try, as long as we have a level playing 
field. So we want to make it in Amer-
ica. Yes, we can. 

First, let me talk about some success 
stories. Not too long ago I visited Mar-
lin Steel in Baltimore City. This is a 
steel wire manufacturer that uses raw 
material from America and manufac-
tures its product in America, in Balti-
more City, a high-quality wire steel 
product. They sell their product in 
America, export their product to other 
countries, and create more jobs in 
America. That is a success story. 

A lot of people have given up on 
steel. We can’t give up on steel. We 
need to make it in America. 

Let me tell my colleagues about an-
other success story. Tomorrow I will be 
at English American Tailoring, which 
is located in Westminster, right near 
Baltimore, in Maryland. They manu-
facture suits in America. They make it 
in America. We are able to do it. All 
they ask for is a level playing field. 

We took some steps in the Senate Fi-
nance Committee yesterday to provide 
that level playing field by what we call 
the wool trust fund, which deals with 
inverted tariffs. We must make sure 
our laws are fair. The shocking thing 
about clothing is it actually has higher 
tariffs on the raw material—making it 
impossible to manufacture in Amer-
ica—than the finished product coming 
into America. We correct that with the 
wool trust fund. We need to make sure 
we have a level playing field. 

Let me tell my colleagues another 
success story, about Pacific Trade 
International. This is a success story. 
This company was located in Asia, an 
American company located in Asia, 
making candles known as the Chesa-
peake Bay Candles—being made in 
Asia. Well, this is a success story. They 
are back in Maryland. They are located 
in Glen Burnie, MD, in the United 
States of America, making those can-
dles, selling them to Kohl’s and Target 
and other retailers, creating 100 jobs 
that are now in my State of Maryland 
as a result of this company bringing 
jobs back to America. 

In the last 28 months alone, we have 
seen 500,000 new manufacturing jobs in 
America. We have talked about the 
U.S. auto manufacturing industry and 
how we have seen that industry take 
off because we can make it in America. 

That brings me to the efforts of Sen-
ator STABENOW and others on the Bring 
Jobs Home Act. It is shocking—and I 
think the people in Maryland and 
around the Nation are shocked—to un-
derstand that our Tax Code actually 

encourages companies to take jobs 
overseas. American taxpayers are actu-
ally footing the bill because, under cur-
rent law, if an American company de-
cides to take its jobs and export them 
overseas, the moving costs are deduct-
ible per our Tax Code. 

Why do we allow that? Why do we 
ask the taxpayers to subsidize moving 
jobs overseas? Well, the Bring Jobs 
Home Act says: Let’s get rid of that 
tax deduction. Instead, let’s make sure 
if companies bring jobs back to Amer-
ica, yes, we will consider those nec-
essary expenses. We don’t consider it 
necessary business expenses to export 
jobs. And we will give them some addi-
tional help with a 20-percent credit. 

This is what we should be doing: cre-
ating policies that encourage keeping 
jobs in America. Make it in America. 
Yes, we can. 

We are going to have a chance to 
bring this bill forward, and I hope my 
colleagues will support it. Then let’s 
try to move this bill quickly. 

This is a pretty simple bill which 
does three things: It eliminates the de-
duction for moving jobs overseas, it 
makes sure we have that deduction if 
companies bring jobs back home, and 
we provide a credit as part of the cost 
to bring the jobs back home. It is very 
simple. Why don’t we keep it that way. 
Why don’t we just pass this bill by 
itself and do something about creating 
jobs in America. 

I say to my colleagues, this shouldn’t 
be a partisan issue. We all know we 
have to keep jobs in America. This is a 
simple bill. Let’s get it done. Let’s not 
confuse it or mix it with other issues. 
Let’s show the American people we can 
act in the best interests of our country. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Colorado. 
PRODUCTION TAX CREDIT 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, I wish to commend my colleague 
from Maryland for his singleminded 
and crucial focus on jobs in America. I 
rise to speak about another oppor-
tunity to produce in America, and that 
has to do with harvesting of wind that 
we can do and keep jobs in America. 

I have been rising every day the Sen-
ate has been in session to talk about 
the necessity of extending the produc-
tion tax credit for wind power. And 
every day I come to the floor of the 
Senate to talk about a different State 
and how important wind energy is to 
supporting economic growth and job 
creation in those individual States. 

Today marks the 11th time I have 
come to the floor to urge all of us—all 
of my colleagues—to act by extending 
the PTC for wind. Today I am going to 
talk about my 9th State out of 50, and 
I just want to say, in case anybody’s 
wondering, I am not tired yet. I am 
committed to coming to the floor until 
Congress does what our constituents 
expect us to do; that is, to extend the 
production tax credit. It is simply that 
important. 

If we fail to extend the PTC, our 
economy will suffer, jobs will be lost, 
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and our clean energy leadership will 
truly be in jeopardy when we look 
across the world. 

So where are we going to travel to 
today? We are going to the great State 
of Georgia. The wind industry in Geor-
gia has quickly multiplied over the 
last few years. Nearly 1,000 wind energy 
jobs have been created. Equally impor-
tant, there is real potential for signifi-
cant continued growth. 

I want to focus on ZF Wind, which in-
vested nearly $100 million in a manu-
facturing plant in the city of Gaines-
ville, GA, which is located northeast of 
Atlanta. This new plant will manufac-
ture gearboxes for wind turbines, and 
that will bring several hundred good- 
paying jobs to Georgia. ZF Wind is a 
German-based manufacturer. They 
made the decision to invest in Georgia 
and in America. So I just have to ask 
my colleagues, if a foreign company 
can see the potential for wind energy 
in America, why can’t we in the Sen-
ate? Do we really want to turn these 
jobs away? If Congress does not decide 
to invest in America by extending the 
production tax credit, I have no doubt 
these jobs will be shipped back over-
seas. 

If we continue to support the wind 
energy industry, ZF’s gearboxes will be 
shipped all over our country. In fact, in 
the interest of full disclosure, I would 
say ZF is a major supplier of gearboxes 
for Vestas, which has a large manufac-
turing presence in my home State of 
Colorado. The point I want to make is 
this is one small example of the wind 
energy supply chain that is being built 
all over our country and extends in 
every direction. 

Let me share another example of 
what is happening in Georgia. There is 
the small town of Tybee Island, which 
is located on the northeastern coast of 
Georgia. If I have my geography right, 
that would be up in this area, as shown 
on this map I have in the Chamber. 
They have taken a stand to show how 
important wind energy is to their fu-
ture. 

In February, their city council 
passed a resolution recognizing the im-
portance of Georgia’s onshore and off-
shore wind resources. Tybee Island is 
saying: Look, let’s encourage the de-
velopment of wind energy projects near 
our community and all over Georgia. 
They see that Georgia has enough off-
shore wind potential to power over 1 
million homes. One million homes 
could be powered solely from Georgia’s 
offshore wind potential. That is signifi-
cant. 

We need—all of us all across our 
country; all of us elected officials—to 
stand for the future of American manu-
facturing in energy. It is an economic 
and environmental imperative, and the 
choice, frankly, is stark. If we do not 
act, if we do not act to extend the pro-
duction tax credit, and it expires, 37,000 
jobs may be lost around our country. 
However, if we extend the PTC, con-
servative estimates suggest 54,000 jobs 
would be created. That is the choice: 

job loss or job creation. I can tell you 
what I know the answer will be in Colo-
rado: Extend the PTC. 

Without the PTC, foreign countries 
will extend their energy advantage 
over the United States. Manufacturing 
jobs that could be created here, that 
should be created here, will go instead 
to China and other foreign competi-
tors. There is simply no reason to do 
that. Instead, we need to extend the 
PTC. 

The PTC equals jobs. We ought to 
pass it as soon as possible. 

I want to end on this note. This is 
not a partisan issue. The production 
tax credit has long been a bipartisan 
idea. Senator GRASSLEY from Iowa, our 
colleague who has served for many 
years in the Senate with great distinc-
tion, supports this idea and brought 
the idea forth almost 20 years ago, 
along with others. 

Now more than ever the American 
people are asking us to take action and 
invest in clean, renewable made-in- 
America energy. Let’s not let the pro-
duction tax credit be a casualty of 
election-year gridlock. Now is the time 
for us to do the right thing: Extend the 
PTC. 

I am going to keep coming back until 
we do so. I am enjoying the tour of our 
great country, the United States of 
America. Every State has a wind en-
ergy stake in the future. Let’s extend 
the wind PTC as soon as possible to 
protect American jobs before it is too 
late. 

I thank the Acting President pro 
tempore and yield the floor. 

I suggest 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. 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio.) Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

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

KOCH INDUSTRIES 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, Koch In-

dustries is a company which is 
headquartered in Wichita, KS, and is 
an American job creator that employs 
2,600 citizens of my State. The corpora-
tion, a longstanding U.S. manufac-
turing company, employs around 50,000 
people with good-paying jobs across the 
country, including around 15,000 em-
ployees who are represented by unions. 

Depending on the year, Koch Indus-
tries is either the first or second larg-
est privately held company in America, 
with about $100 billion in revenues. I 
am pleased by its presence in our 
State, where the company and its own-
ers are respected corporate citizens. 

The Koch family, the owners of Koch 
Industries, has made a statewide im-
pact through foundations and chari-

table work which has given millions of 
dollars to help education of the poor, 
at-risk youth, the arts, and environ-
mental causes. 

The investments they make pri-
marily go to Kansas and to Kansas citi-
zens. I am grateful this company has 
chosen to invest in our State’s econ-
omy and its people. I am pleased they 
are a corporate citizen of Kansas. 

During the debate this week of the 
DISCLOSE Act, Koch Industries and 
its owners were mentioned numerous 
times. While I could come to the floor 
and complain about the lack of bal-
ance, if we are having a debate about 
the desirability of disclosing contribu-
tions to political causes, certainly the 
debate I heard on the Senate floor, the 
rhetoric, was about those who con-
tribute to what are described as con-
servative causes, free-market causes. I 
could come to the floor and complain 
about the lack of balance in that dis-
cussion. But in my view, if we are 
going to have a discussion about the 
DISCLOSE Act, what we ought to all 
stand for is the opportunity for free 
speech, the opportunity for those of a 
variety of political points of view to be 
able to express those views in the polit-
ical process. 

Those positions, the ability to do 
that—perhaps not the positions, but 
the ability to promote your position 
ought to be something defended by all. 
We need more participation in Amer-
ican democracy, not less. In my view, 
the discussion we had this week was a 
distraction from the real issues our 
country faces, mostly related to the 
economy and job creation. So rather 
than spending our time on the Senate 
floor discussing the DISCLOSE Act, in 
my view we should be on the Senate 
floor creating policies that put in place 
those that Koch Industries has shown 
in my State to create jobs rather than 
arguing about political contributions 
of those job creators. 

I come to the floor today to suggest 
that, one, Koch Industries is a great 
corporate citizen of the State of Kan-
sas, contributing in many ways to the 
economy and to the well-being of our 
citizens; to suggest that if we are going 
to have a debate about the DISCLOSE 
Act there be some balance, and that 
those who believe in free speech and 
participation in democracy ought to al-
ways rise to the occasion to defend 
those who engage in the political proc-
ess; and finally to suggest that rather 
than having a debate about the DIS-
CLOSE Act, what we should be doing is 
finding ways to replicate what the 
Founders and shareholders of Koch In-
dustries have done in Kansas, the 
United States, and around the globe: 
create jobs for Americans in our coun-
try’s economy. 

We are off track here. It is time for 
us to get back on track and to focus on 
what matters, a growing economy, so 
we can help families across America 
put food on their family’s table, save 
for their kids’ education, save for their 
own retirement, and promote a free- 
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market enterprise system that does 
just that. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

BUS SAFETY 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, be-

cause the Senator from Ohio is in the 
chair, I wish to say that I am very 
pleased we have been able to pass a bus 
safety bill that was in response to two 
tragic bus accidents, one in Ohio and 
one in Texas, and the many other bus 
accidents that have happened, because 
the buses that often transport people 
in our country are not safe. 

I think we have strengthened those 
safety regulations, working together, 
and I appreciate very much the effort 
the Senator from Ohio made. 

LOOMING FISCAL CLIFF 
Mr. President, I rise today to speak 

about the looming tax cliff that will af-
fect every American who pays taxes at 
the end of this year. The Senate must 
be clear with the American people 
about what our priorities are and 
where ownership of the money made by 
hard-working Americans belongs. Does 
the money belong to the government to 
decide what will be done with it—ex-
cept for our responsibility to add to the 
things the Federal Government should 
do—or should that money belong to the 
people who earned it? I think that is 
one of the key issues we are facing 
right now in this Congress, and most 
certainly in the campaign. 

The American dream is that any-
one—anyone—who is willing to work 
hard in this country can start from 
nothing and, through hard work and 
sacrifice, become a success. It is the 
defining characteristic of our country 
and it is what has made us a shining 
example for people all over the world. 
But that dream is under threat if, at 
the end of this year, all of a sudden, be-
cause we don’t address the major tax 
hikes that will affect all Americans, 
that hard work and sacrifice will sim-
ply result in giving a larger portion of 
people’s paychecks to the government. 
If we do not enact relief, every single 
person who pays taxes will face an in-
crease on January 1—every single per-
son. Every person will move into a 
higher bracket and face a higher rate 
of taxation. 

If we do not enact relief, small busi-
nesses will be hit with higher taxes, en-
trepreneurship will be discouraged, 
owners will not invest in growing their 
businesses, and hiring will remain in a 
deep freeze. And there can be no argu-
ment in this country that hiring is in a 
deep freeze. We have had unemploy-
ment rates above 8 percent over the 
last 31⁄2 years. That is on the path to 
stagnation. 

If we do not enact relief, marriage 
will be penalized at a greater rate than 
it is today. The marriage penalty, 
which is an issue that I have cham-
pioned since I was elected to the Sen-
ate, pushes people who are working and 
single and get married into a higher 
bracket. If two single people pay taxes 
on their own earnings, it is at a lower 
rate than when they get married. One 
of the highest priorities I have had in 
the Senate has been to relieve Ameri-
cans from this punitive burden. After 
years of fighting for fairness, the 2001 
and 2003 tax cuts included my bill as an 
amendment. It made great strides to-
ward eliminating the marriage penalty 
by lowering the tax rates, doubling the 
standard deduction—which had not 
been the case before—and simplifying 
other elements of the Tax Code. Prior 
to this tax relief, an estimated 25 mil-
lion couples paid a penalty for being 
married—let’s use 1999—of approxi-
mately $1,400. 

Along with doubling the standard de-
duction, we have been able to give re-
lief since 2001. But if we don’t do some-
thing before the end of this year, the 
marriage penalty will return, and we 
will not have doubling of the standard 
deduction. 

Let’s say a Houston policeman with a 
taxable income of $50,000 and a San An-
tonio schoolteacher with a taxable in-
come of $30,000 are getting married this 
year. How would their taxes compare if 
they were filing jointly as a married 
couple or as two single taxpayers? For 
this year, filing jointly as a married 
couple, they would save approximately 
$500 because we have marriage penalty 
relief. However, when the relief expires 
at the end of this year, they would pay 
approximately $800 next year, not save 
$500, because they are filing jointly as 
a married couple. This is the time 
when they need the money the most— 
they are starting a family, they would 
like to buy a house—yet we would pe-
nalize them for entering the institu-
tion of marriage. In this economy, 
every dollar matters, and many house-
holds do rely on two incomes. So how 
is it that Congress has decided that we 
should penalize people who are working 
extra hours, extra hard, to begin their 
lives as a family? 

My bill, S. 11, provides permanent re-
lief by raising the standard deduction 
for married couples, doubling it—when 
two single people get married, the 
standard deduction should double—in-
creasing the 15-percent tax bracket for 
married joint filers to twice that of 
single filers. That is very key because 
starting next year the 15-percent 
bracket is the people making the low-
est amount who are paying taxes. So if 
we double it before they have to go 
into the next bracket, that is going to 
give them significant relief. We also 
extend the earned-income tax credit 
marriage penalty relief. 

I offered my bill as an amendment 
last week, but we were not able to vote 
on amendments. So I am going to con-
tinue to offer this as an amendment as 

we consider a myriad of options for tax 
relief for our countrymen because if we 
don’t do something by the end of the 
year, not only are these taxes going to 
go into effect but many others. I urge 
my colleagues to work with me on ex-
tending this relief. 

We have an outsourcing bill that is 
going to be coming to the floor for a 
vote today. We must create a job cre-
ators bill, which is what this bill pur-
ports to do. It is very important, 
though, that we look at some of the 
major issues facing corporations and 
small businesses, which are our job cre-
ators in many instances, and see what 
they really need for relief. 

Today we have the dubious honor in 
America of having the highest cor-
porate tax rate in the world. We used 
to be second, but just recently Japan 
changed their corporate tax rate and 
lowered it so that they would not have 
the confiscatory taxes that would dis-
courage Japanese companies from in-
vesting in Japan. So now America has 
the highest corporate tax rate in the 
world—at 35 percent. So on top of pun-
ishing businesses with that high tax 
rate, our homefront looks even less 
business-friendly when you consider 
the mountain of regulations, the bur-
dens of the President’s new health care 
mandate, and the lack of a long-term, 
comprehensive tax plan. 

The bill the Senate is now consid-
ering would be another punitive attack 
on companies and will hamper business 
growth. Instead, with unemployment 
rates above 8 percent for 41 straight 
months, we should be doing everything 
in our power to spur hiring in the pri-
vate sector. 

We need the President of the United 
States, the leader of the greatest Na-
tion on Earth, to recognize, respect, 
and encourage the job creators who are 
investing in our country, which helps 
everyone get a shot at success. Unfor-
tunately, last Friday the President 
shocked many Americans with his 
comment, ‘‘If you’ve got a business— 
you didn’t build that. Somebody else 
made that happen.’’ This highlighted 
the fundamental difference in the way 
the President and many in Congress 
view the hard work Americans put into 
achieving the American dream. The 
American dream is that somebody can 
come to this country, they can start 
with nothing, and they can build and 
work and sacrifice and give their kids a 
better chance than they had. That is 
why people have been coming to this 
country. 

My office received calls and letters 
from all over Texas when they heard 
the President’s comment last week. I 
am going to give some excerpts from 
one small business owner in Beaumont, 
TX. 

I have to say that I am appalled by Presi-
dent Obama’s recent statement about small 
businesses not being responsible for their 
own success. I am a small-business owner, 
and I can assure you that I built the business 
from nothing. I sure didn’t get any govern-
ment help. I gave my all to grow this busi-
ness. I was not given the idea or the plans for 
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building a successful business. An idea, a 
dream, and a risk—that’s what mine and all 
of America’s small businesses have been 
built on. 

He goes on to say: 

I put everything on the line, including my 
wife’s wedding ring. With over 20 years of 
hard work, my wife and I have grown the 
company from four employees to over 40. 
When we first began our venture, she worked 
a full-time job that supplemented our in-
come, while I ran the operation, and to-
gether raised our children. Nobody did that 
for us, we worked hard. We take pride in cus-
tomer service and the quality of our work as 
well as giving back to our community. This 
has created customer loyalty and allowed us 
to expand, not a government handout. 

Our goal should be to spur growth, 
encourage hiring, and support the mil-
lions of small businesses that serve as 
the backbone of our economy, not to 
extinguish the entrepreneurial spirit 
and innovation that built this country. 
It just doesn’t seem as though our 
President relates. What built this 
country is innovation, taking risk, and 
entrepreneurship. We have established 
an education system, and at least we 
used to have a regulatory system that 
encouraged business, that encouraged 
the private sector. 

A few weeks before the President said 
that these small businesspeople didn’t 
do it on their own, he said, and I am 
paraphrasing here, ‘‘You know, the pri-
vate sector isn’t in trouble. It is the 
government sector that is in trouble.’’ 
Oh my gosh. You just think, ‘‘Who is 
he talking to? Who is he relating to?’’ 
because it is small businesspeople and 
big businesspeople and all 
businesspeople who are creating the 
jobs that create more jobs that make a 
vibrant economy. It isn’t government. 
Government sometimes gets in the way 
and sometimes worse—it takes away 
from the vibrance of our economy. 

So it is time for the leaders of our 
country—in Congress and in the White 
House—to get a perspective on who can 
create a vibrant economy. My defini-
tion of ‘‘who’’ is not the government; it 
is the business sector and especially 
the small business sector because they 
are growing, and if they grow, they cre-
ate jobs for more people. 

I hope that this Congress at some 
point will start working on tax reform 
and relief from regulations and the op-
pressive health care system that is 
going to also have a major effect at the 
beginning of next year and say: What 
can we do together to spur private sec-
tor growth that will create jobs in the 
private sector, that contributes to the 
economy, not withdraws from it? 

I only hope we can all pursue the 
American dream and be the leaders 
who can make it happen for everyone. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent to have printed in the RECORD the 
letter from which I read. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

EARTH ANALYTICAL 
SERVICE, INC., 

Beaumont, TX, July 17, 2012. 
HON. KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON, 
U.S. Senator, Senate Office Building, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR SENATOR HUTCHISON, I have to say 

that I am appalled by President Obama’s re-
cent statement about small businesses not 
being responsible for their own success. I am 
a small business owner, and I can assure you 
that I built the business from nothing. I sure 
didn’t get any government help. I gave my 
all to grow this business. I was not given the 
idea or the plans for building a successful 
business. An idea, a dream, and a risk, that’s 
what mine and all of America’s small busi-
nesses have been built on. 

I put everything on the line, including my 
wife’s wedding ring. With over 20 years of 
hard work, my wife and I have grown the 
company from 4 employees to over 40. When 
we first began our venture, she worked a 
full-time job that supplemented our income, 
while I ran the operation and together raised 
our children. Nobody did that for us, we 
worked hard! We take pride in customer 
service and the quality of our work as well 
as giving back to our community. This has 
created customer loyalty and allowed us to 
expand, not a government hand out. 

For someone who has never had to make a 
payroll or pay his own way to tell me I didn’t 
build my business is insulting. He clearly 
lacks understanding of opportunity and busi-
ness, and he is not the person that can lead 
our country into economic recovery. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM H. ROBBINS, 

President. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

THE DISCLOSE ACT 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I 

come to the floor today to address sev-
eral issues. First, I would like to talk 
a little bit about the DISCLOSE Act. 

Earlier this week we had two votes 
on whether to end debate on whether to 
debate the DISCLOSE Act. The DIS-
CLOSE Act is a very simple concept, 
and it is that folks who make very 
large donations to the political system 
disclose who they are so the citizens of 
America can know where that money is 
coming from. Is it coming from this 
particular sector or that particular 
sector? Is the group that is posing as 
Blue Skies for a Healthier America ac-
tually working to create dirty skies for 
a less healthy America? Is the group 
that says it is for clean streams actu-
ally a group that is trying to weaken 
the pollution control standards and put 
more pollution into the streams? 

Citizens have a right to know where 
the money is coming from in a public 
discourse, especially very large con-
tributions, because right now what we 
have are folks who are putting in mil-
lions of dollars. I ask you, how many 
Americans can put $1 million into a 
campaign? In the world I live in, $100 is 
a lot of money. People can’t connect 
that there are folks out there who are 
saying they are going to put in $1 mil-

lion, and they certainly can’t connect 
with the folks out there who are say-
ing: I am going to put $100 million in. 

I think the Koch brothers have been 
bragging across this country about how 
they are going to buy the elections so 
they can control where this country 
heads. That is perhaps the most ill-con-
ceived notion there is, but at least they 
are willing to stand in public and say 
what their plan is. At least they are 
willing to say: We are not going to hide 
and do it secretly. They are going to 
tell us they are putting in their money. 
Now, where they put their money and 
whom that money is used to attack we 
may not know, so even in their case we 
need the DISCLOSE Act. 

It is confounding that so many Mem-
bers of this body argued for the fact 
that disclosure is the disinfectant, so 
many Members of this body argued 
that citizens have a right to know, so 
many Members of this body said this is 
fundamental to fair debate in a democ-
racy, and then when the time came to 
decide whether this would happen, they 
said: Oops. I am benefiting from this a 
lot. I guess I will set that principle 
aside and not argue for disclosure after 
all. 

So we had two votes this week in 
which the outcome did not reach a 
supermajority because we had individ-
uals in this body who objected to a 
simple majority vote to get to the bill. 
So we had to have a supermajority 
under the arcane rules of this body, 
and we didn’t get that supermajority 
because we didn’t have bipartisan sup-
port for debating this issue. 

I must say to my colleagues who 
voted against it, if they believe in the 
debate in this society, they should at 
least say, yes, let’s debate the bill. 
Maybe they do not like the bill at the 
end, maybe they want to filibuster the 
bill at the end, but at least we should 
be discussing it. It is such a huge fac-
tor in this Nation. 

There was a time not so long ago 
when we had the muckraker era, and 
there were a series of articles that were 
written about how Senators in this 
body—I believe it was 20 articles over 
20 months—were owned by different 
companies around this land. Those ar-
ticles helped the American public un-
derstand what was going on in this 
body, in this very Chamber. The result 
was a constitutional amendment, a 
constitutional amendment that shifted 
from indirect election of Senators to 
direct election, to try to free the sys-
tem in favor of ‘‘We the people.’’ 

When we came to this country, when 
our ancestors came to this country 
from overseas, they came from a sys-
tem where wealth and power made all 
the decisions. They did not have a 
voice. They came to America, and they 
said we want to do it differently. We 
want to have a voice. The first three 
words of the Constitution captured 
that, ‘‘We the people’’—not we the rich 
and powerful who write the rules but 
‘‘We the people’’ will decide how we are 
governed. 
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The Citizens United decision of the 

Supreme Court, which allows unlimited 
secret oceans of money being spent 
with no identification, goes completely 
against ‘‘We the people.’’ It is going to 
be up to this Chamber to wrestle with 
this idea. That is why we should be on 
the DISCLOSE Act right now. We 
should be debating the impact. We 
should be debating the history of Mon-
tana. 

One hundred years ago, folks in Mon-
tana said our State is ruled by the cop-
per kings and we are tired of we the 
rich and powerful setting rules and we 
are going to take it back because we 
believe in ‘‘We the people,’’ we believe 
in our Constitution. So they changed 
the rules in their State and our su-
preme court just a couple weeks ago 
gave them a 100th anniversary present, 
which was to strike down ‘‘We the peo-
ple’’ in Montana, with no debate. The 
supreme court, five justices, said we 
don’t want to have any information 
about how Montana politics were cor-
rupted by vast pools of money. We 
don’t want to know that history. We do 
not want to know how the people of 
that State, exercising their power as a 
State, reclaimed their democracy for 
the ordinary person. They put their 
hands over their eyes, they put their 
hands over their ears, and they said: 
We summarily decide against this case, 
against Montana, taking no evidence. 

That is a dark moment for our su-
preme court. It follows on from the 
dramatically terrible decision of Citi-
zens United. We must debate those 
issues on the floor of this Senate. 

There are folks here who like to say 
in the tradition that the Senate is the 
world’s greatest deliberative body. 
Then let’s deliberate. Let’s not vote 
against even having a conversation 
about some of the most monumental 
issues of our age. 

This is a conversation that must con-
tinue. We must wrestle with how to 
honor the very premise at the heart of 
our Constitution, at the heart of our 
Republic, and not have ‘‘We the peo-
ple’’ crossed off, out of the Constitu-
tion. 

I turn to another issue; that is, the 
bill that is on the floor right now, the 
Bring Jobs Home Act. We have a manu-
facturing sector in crisis in America. 
Since the year 2000, America has lost 
about 5 million manufacturing jobs, ac-
cording to the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics, and more than 42,000 factories. 
Today, America has only about the 
same number of workers employed in 
manufacturing as we did in 1941, more 
than 70 years ago. My home State of 
Oregon has been hit particularly hard. 
This trend, the loss of manufacturing 
jobs, strikes at the heart of the middle 
class because these are often living- 
wage jobs. These are full-time jobs. 
These are jobs with benefits. They pro-
vide a foundation for our families to 
succeed, a foundation for families to 
raise their children so the children will 
have opportunity and promise. 

Put simply, if we do not make prod-
ucts in America, we will not have the 

middle class in America. We can see 
the middle class shrinking year by 
year, right now, as we lose our manu-
facturing base. These jobs are not dis-
appearing into thin air. Yes, some fac-
tories shut down because of the con-
solidation and some jobs are limited 
due to automation streamlining. But in 
most cases, those jobs are still there; 
they are just not in America, not in Or-
egon. Indeed, those jobs have gone 
overseas. 

China has a four-tier industrial pol-
icy that says we are going to put peo-
ple to work here even if we violate the 
WTO agreement we have with the 
United States of America. That is a 
huge problem that we should, in a bi-
partisan effort, fully address. 

Today, I would like share a couple 
letters from people who are in the 
frontline of the disappearance of manu-
facturing jobs. Virginia, from the city 
of Hillsboro in my State, wrote: 

In February 2010, my department at my 
company was advised we would be laid off 
after transitioning our job duties to a re-
placement staff in India. 

It felt like quite a blow. I had been there 
the shortest time at 10 years, the longest 
person there was 35 years. Half of our depart-
ment was laid off within a few months, the 
rest of us sweated every Friday wondering 
when we would receive our lay off dates. We 
were finally all let go on March 11th, 2011. 

Four months after my layoff, my husband 
was advised the rest of his department is 
being laid off after their job duties were 
transitioned to an off-shore site. My daugh-
ter, myself, and my husband are all looking 
for work. 

We have four generations living in our 
home—I have no idea what will happen to all 
of us if none of us can find work. My husband 
served his time in the Army and he and I 
have always worked full-time, steady jobs, it 
feels like we’re being punished for spending 
our lives working to take care of our family 
and keep a roof over our heads. 

Americans need jobs! We want to work and 
need to work! We are not lazy, instead we are 
innovators and always have been! We need to 
regain our pride in our country, help each 
other and quit focusing on greed. 

My mother reminded me that just 25 short 
years ago, it would have been considered un- 
American to take a job from an American 
and send it to a person in another country. 
People would stop doing business with any 
company who did choose to do so. I’m men-
tioning this to state there’s been a definite 
change of the way businesses are run, which 
isn’t all bad. Technology and business proc-
esses change. The problem is, the bottom 
line has become more important than the 
health of America and its citizens and that, 
I believe, is the cause of our current woes. 

I love my country and want it back!!! I’ll 
admit I’m tired of giving our money, re-
sources, and jobs to other countries while 
American’s lose their jobs, their homes, and 
their security. Please help. 

Duwayne writes from St. Helens: 
I worked at an Oregon high-tech company 

for 15 years, until I was laid off during the 
middle of the Bush depression. When I 
joined, the company had over 18,000 employ-
ees—most of them in Oregon. These were 
high-paid professionals and assembly work-
ers with family-wage jobs. 

When I was laid off the company employed 
only about 4,500 people—still mostly in the 
US, and mostly in Oregon. But today the 
company has moved virtually all its manu-

facturing to China, and their software engi-
neering to India. Even though the company 
payroll is growing, the number of employees 
in the US continues to shrink. Almost all 
the new jobs are in foreign countries. 

You want to know where all the jobs went? 
I’ll tell you. They went to Mexico and China. 
That’s because our government policies are 
aimed at helping corporations, and have lit-
tle to no regard for American workers. 

Companies like these need to be harshly 
penalized for moving their jobs overseas—but 
instead they are rewarded, and American 
workers pay the price. 

The policies we are talking about on 
the floor are all about the issues Vir-
ginia and Duwayne are talking about. 
The bill ends rewards for outsourcing 
jobs overseas. Currently, a company 
can deduct the moving expenses of 
offshoring and actually save money on 
their tax that way. That would end. If 
a company wants to move a factory 
overseas, we cannot stop them, but we 
should not give them tax breaks to do 
so. I would love to be in a forum of 
hundreds of people and I would ask this 
question: Do any of you love the idea 
that under the Bush administration, 
we started subsidizing the shipment of 
jobs overseas? 

I can tell you virtually no one would 
say they love that policy because the 
jobs in America mean so much to our 
families. 

The second thing this bill does is it 
creates new tax credits to reward busi-
nesses that bring jobs home. If a com-
pany wants to take a production line 
from overseas and move it back to the 
United States, let’s help them pay for 
the moving expenses. 

This spring I went on a tour called 
‘‘Made In Oregon,’’ a tour of manufac-
turing in my home State. It was spec-
tacular to see how many cool things 
were being made. In Bend, OR, AE 
Solar Energy is building inverters for 
solar energy on roofs and putting that 
power into the electric grid. Bike Fri-
day in Eugene is doing specialty, made- 
to-order, the best folding bikes. Order-
ing over the Internet, they are shipping 
their best folding bikes all over our 
globe. Kinro West RV Windows in Pen-
dleton and Pendleton Woolen Mills had 
two very different types of manufac-
turing: Woolen mills, they go back a 
century, and then an RV window manu-
facturer that is playing a key role in 
our recreational business and providing 
these windows to manufacturers 
throughout the RV world, the rec-
reational vehicle world. 

Then there is Oregon Iron Works. Or-
egon Iron Works is building trolley 
cars. We are building streetcars in 
America again so cities putting in 
streetcars can buy an American-made 
product. They are building a prototype 
of a wave buoy that will generate en-
ergy as it bobs up and down in the 
waves off the Oregon coast. That is 
going to go down the river and be in-
stalled later this year, and perhaps it 
will lead the way for a new source of 
clean, renewable energy. 

Vigor Industrial is building barges. 
Greenbrier is building railroad cars. 
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These are the jobs, the companies that 
are the heart of living-wage jobs and 
making products in America. We must 
do all we can to support them. 

Let’s end the subsidies for shipping 
jobs overseas. Let’s instead provide in-
centives and support for moving jobs 
back to the United States, to the ben-
efit of our economy and the benefit of 
our families. I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support this bill and help 
bring jobs back to Oregon and back to 
America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
HAGAN). The Senator from Utah. 

TRIBUTE TO STEPHEN R. COVEY 
Mr. LEE. Madam President, I rise 

today to honor an extraordinary Amer-
ican from the great State of Utah—the 
world-renowned author and speaker 
Stephen R. Covey, who passed away on 
Monday, July 16, 2012. He was regarded 
as a legendary thought-leader through-
out the global business community yet 
showed over the course of his 79 years 
that the true measure of life is not in 
making a dollar, but in making a dif-
ference. 

Stephen leaves behind a legacy filled 
with meaningful words and memorable 
deeds. His prolific and powerful writing 
contained the kind of personal insight 
and inspiration that transformed the 
hearts, minds and lives of countless in-
dividuals. He is best remembered for 
his 1989 New York Times best seller, 
The Seven Habits of Highly Effective 
People. The book sold more than 20 
million copies worldwide and has been 
translated into 38 different languages. 
Seven Habits served to prove Stephen’s 
passionate belief that talking about 
principles changes behavior better than 
talking about behavior changes behav-
ior. 

Ever the teacher and ever the stu-
dent of strategies for achieving per-
sonal and professional excellence, Ste-
phen followed his pursuit of these life- 
changing principles in subsequent 
books including First Things First, 
The 8th Habit, and The Leader in Me. 
Covey’s words, ideas, principles and 
practices have been used in a variety of 
educational settings, from college 
management classes to corporate busi-
ness seminars. In 2011, Time magazine 
listed Seven Habits as one of the 25 
most influential business management 
books of all time. 

While Covey’s words propelled him to 
become a global titan of bold business 
strategies and tactics, it was his deeds, 
often in family settings, which pro-
vided the notably personal touch found 
in his teaching and training. His poign-
ant examples and anecdotes from his 
personal life illuminated how to actu-
ally live the principles he taught. 
Covey often shared a humorous experi-
ence he had with one of his sons when 
taking a business call at home. His son 
felt that Stephen had been on the 
phone for far too long, so he took out 
a jar of peanut butter and began 
spreading it on Covey’s balding head. 
Covey pretended to ignore it, so the 
son added a layer of jam and eventu-

ally a piece of bread. Stephen used this 
experience to teach the principles of 
proper priorities, life balance, and 
building relationships. He dem-
onstrated it was possible to complete 
an important phone call, indulge his 
son’s mischievous antics, and create a 
meaningful memory. 

One of his best known principles, 
Sharpen the Saw, focused on the need 
for rest and renewal. Covey stressed 
the important impact of family din-
ners, family vacations, family service 
in the community, and families work-
ing together at home. He recalled 
‘‘work parties’’ in which his whole fam-
ily would tackle a project. Instead of 
just laboring for hours, they would 
laugh and talk and eat snacks while 
they worked and then go to a movie 
once they finished. Stephen contin-
ually showed that when you put your 
family first you can create a legacy 
that will truly last. His deeds as a fa-
ther, husband, neighbor, and friend are 
the kind that communities, States, and 
nations would do well to promote and 
emulate. 

Covey’s contributions to the leader-
ship community extend far beyond his 
literary works. He revolutionized the 
field of leadership and management de-
velopment with the creation of the 
Covey Leadership Center in Utah. The 
Covey Leadership Center eventually 
merged with Franklin Quest to form 
FranklinCovey, a worldwide manage-
ment firm specializing in training and 
consulting services for individuals, 
teams and businesses. His extensive cli-
ent list includes a vast majority of the 
Fortune 500 companies, world leaders, 
celebrities, national governments, and 
numerous charitable organizations. In 
1996, Time magazine named him one of 
the 25 most influential Americans, and 
in 2011 Thinkers50 named him one of 
the top 50 business leaders in the 
world. 

He was an inspiration to millions, a 
revolutionary problem solver, and an 
icon for business managers everywhere. 
It is impossible to calculate the im-
mense amount of good that Stephen 
Covey did for so many people. His in-
sight helped to shape the future of an 
untold number of businesses, resulting 
in better jobs and indeed better lives 
for people around the world. Stephen 
Covey’s life mission is reflected in the 
mission of FranklinCovey: ‘‘We Enable 
greatness in people and organizations 
everywhere.’’ Stephen Covey’s words 
and deeds helped people discover and 
deploy the principles that would ulti-
mately enable them to achieve great-
ness in life and in business. 

My wife Sharon and I extend our 
thoughts and prayers to the family and 
friends of Stephen Covey. His wife San-
dra, his 9 children, 52 grandchildren 
and 6 great-grandchildren have a tre-
mendous legacy to cherish and follow. 
Stephen taught his family and indeed 
the world that ‘‘to live, to love, to 
learn and to leave a legacy’’ is what 
life is all about. We honor his memory, 
celebrate his service and recognize that 

while his presence will be missed, his 
principles and practices will live on for 
generations to come. 

No words of tribute to Stephen Covey 
could be complete without a challenge 
to do something, to produce personal 
deeds that match the words and the 
principles he loved and lived. So I con-
clude this tribute with a challenge for 
each of us to remember: We honor best 
those who have gone before by living 
our lives with excellence today. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Madam Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent fol-
lowing my remarks that the Senator 
from Nevada be recognized. 

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Madam Presi-
dent, I rise because too many elected 
officials, too many pundits, editorial 
writers, elite economists, and leaders 
of big corporations have simply gotten 
too comfortable and too used to send-
ing American jobs overseas. We have 
seen outsourcing time and again from 
the U.S. Olympic Committee’s decision 
to crown our Nation’s top athletes with 
a ‘‘Made in China’’ beret to leaders of 
American companies far too eager to 
cash in and shutter U.S. manufacturing 
plants and open doors to cheaper labor 
in foreign countries. They don’t just 
have a cheap labor advantage, they 
also have weak environmental rules, 
nonexistent or nonenforced labor laws, 
subsidies for currency, energy, land, 
and for capital. 

In other words, in some sense, in this 
whole Olympic debacle, with hundreds 
of American athletes at the opening 
ceremonies in London, the U.S. Olym-
pic Committee has simply said: We will 
give the gold medal to China for cheat-
ing. 

In far too many cases, U.S. investors 
and executives have gotten richer at 
the largest companies while U.S. work-
ers in places such as Hamilton, 
Youngstown, Lorain, Lima, and Solon, 
OH, struggle to make ends meet. That 
is why I am here with a simple mes-
sage: Let’s replace outsourcing with 
insourcing. Let’s see the ‘‘Made in 
America’’ label sewn into the blazers 
that Members of Congress wear and on 
football helmets worn by our student 
athletes. 

I am wearing a suit made by union 
labor in Cleveland, OH, today. Let’s see 
the letters ‘‘U.S.A.’’ stamped in every 
steel beam used in our country and the 
armored steel purchased by our U.S. 
Armed Forces. We must encourage 
companies to return to the United 
States and discourage them from ever 
leaving. 

Right now we have it backward. Our 
Tax Code is upside down. As it stands, 
businesses can classify moving per-
sonnel and company components to a 
foreign country as a business expense 
and therefore deduct the cost of 
offshoring from their taxes. So when a 
plant moves from Youngstown to Bei-
jing, when a plant moves from 
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Freemont to Shihan, when a plant 
moves from Toledo to Wuhan, that 
company can deduct those moving ex-
penses on its taxes and get a tax break 
for moving overseas. Combined with 
our outdated trade policy, with PNTR 
with China and no real reporting re-
quirements and even fewer enforce-
ment rules and mechanisms, the cur-
rent American tax law encourages 
companies to move jobs offshore, where 
labor is cheap and environmental and 
health standards are weak. 

We saw a decade of manufacturing 
job loss. From 2000 to 2010, we lost 
more than 5 million manufacturing 
jobs in our country. One-third of our 
manufacturing jobs disappeared from 
2000 to 2010. Fortunately, in part, be-
cause of the auto rescue which was 
such a resounding success in Ohio, for 
instance, we have seen a 500,000 manu-
facturing job increase in the last 2 
years. We know what happens with 
manufacturing job loss. It can destroy 
a family which had a decent wage and 
then can’t find a job with any kind of 
decent wage. It weakens communities 
and undermines the tax base. It means 
police, firefighters, librarians, mental 
health counselors, and teachers get 
laid off. 

But now the manufacturing sector is 
turning around. As I said, over the last 
2 years, our country, led by the revital-
ization of the auto industry, is begin-
ning to manufacture jobs. It is clear 
why our country and why my State of 
Ohio are good places to do business. We 
have a first-class workforce, a strong 
network of colleges and universities, 
and manufacturing know-how that is 
second to none. 

Not only that, companies are return-
ing to the United States because of 
higher costs associated with doing 
business abroad, whether that be trans-
portation costs, higher wages in places 
such as China, and the legal difficulties 
of doing business overseas. We are see-
ing some return, but unfortunately it 
is more anecdotal and not extensive 
enough. We obviously have to keep 
looking ahead and make more of it 
happen. That is the good news. 

In Ohio, we see more and more evi-
dence that demonstrates how compa-
nies are beginning to move operations 
back to the United States. For in-
stance, Apex Sports, based in Zanes-
ville in eastern Ohio, produces softballs 
with an engineered foam core. They 
were once made in China. Apex Sports 
now makes its softballs in the United 
States. They got their start at the 
Muskingum County Business Incu-
bator, which I visited not too long ago. 

Roesweld Equipment is a small ex-
porter in Columbus that now makes its 
products in Ohio rather than China. 
Columbus-based Priority Designs man-
ufactures dsolv, a compostable netting 
bagging system for yard waste. Its 
product is now made in the United 
States but was previously produced in 
Asia. We can do more to get Americans 
back to work. It makes plain sense to 
put U.S. tax dollars back into the U.S. 

economy. The U.S. tax dollars pay for 
some products such as American flags 
that fly over our post offices, outfits 
for a Federal agency, any kind of prod-
ucts bought by taxpayers and by the 
government. It makes sense on every 
level that those products be made in 
the United States. 

Let me tell you about a 22-year-old 
family-owned company in Akron called 
American Made Bags. They are making 
bags for Olympians and the Army Na-
tional Guard. They are making them 
here in America. Why shouldn’t our na-
tional policies support American com-
panies and support American workers? 
The Bring Jobs Home Act, sponsored 
by Senator STABENOW and many oth-
ers, makes two commonsense changes 
in our tax laws. It is a carrot-and-stick 
approach. It gives a tax credit that any 
business can use against their overall 
tax liability for costs associated with 
moving a production line, such as a 
trade or business located outside the 
country, back into the United States. 
That is the opposite of what we do now. 

By providing this tax credit, we give 
incentives to companies to reshore and 
bring back jobs that might have been 
moved abroad earlier to places such as 
China, Mexico or India. In 2006 alone, 
U.S. manufacturers claimed $45 billion 
in foreign tax credit—a huge financial 
advantage to companies that have sent 
jobs to China, Mexico, and India. 

Instead of promoting job growth, 
U.S. tax policy rewards those compa-
nies for outsourcing. That is why we 
need to end the backward practices 
that allow businesses to deduct from 
their taxes the cost of shipping jobs 
overseas. We need to turn our Tax Code 
right side up when it comes to U.S. 
jobs by promoting their creation and 
discouraging their elimination. That is 
what the business bill does, and it is 
about time. 

One of the things that happened out 
of the auto rescue is a bit of an untold 
story. It has to do with an assembly 
plant in Toledo, OH, where the Wran-
gler and Liberty are put together. 
Prior to the auto rescue, only 50 per-
cent of the components at the Chrysler 
Jeep plant were made in the United 
States. Today, 75 percent of those com-
ponents are made in the United States. 
The glass comes out of Crestline and 
the seats come from Northwood. Much 
of the rest of the Jeep Wrangler comes 
from suppliers in Ohio and Michigan. 
Those are American jobs, and it is a 
huge increase in American jobs when 
we consider three-fourths of those com-
ponents are made in the United States, 
when only 3 years ago it was half those 
components. 

Those Jeeps are selling, as is the 
Chevy Cruze that is made in Youngs-
town, OH. The components come from 
Ohio, Michigan and others States and 
manufacturing plants. It makes a huge 
difference in building a middle-class so-
ciety. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 

Mr. HELLER. I thank the Chair. 
(The remarks of Senator HELLER per-

taining to the introduction of S. 3405 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. HELLER. Thank you, Madam 
President. I yield the floor. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I ask unanimous 
consent that the order for the quorum 
call be rescinded. 

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

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, 
today the Senate is considering legisla-
tion to end tax breaks included in our 
own Internal Revenue Code that actu-
ally help companies that want to ship 
American jobs overseas. The Bring 
Jobs Home Act provides not only a tax 
credit to encourage companies to move 
jobs back to the United States, but it 
would end those tax breaks that help 
companies ship jobs overseas. 

Offshoring of American jobs has hurt 
the middle class and it continues to be 
a real problem. There is no good reason 
we should continue giving companies 
an incentive to offshore good American 
jobs. 

We can address high unemployment 
by encouraging companies to bring jobs 
back to the United States, and the tax 
credits in this bill will help to reverse 
the trend and put Americans back to 
work. In fact, this incentive could help 
bring 2 million to 3 million jobs back 
to the United States, according to 
some economic estimates. So I hope all 
of our colleagues will support this bill. 

I also wish to take a few minutes to 
talk about another way that I think we 
in the Senate and in Congress could 
work together in a bipartisan way to 
create jobs and help the economy. 
Today I filed an amendment, along 
with Senator PORTMAN from Ohio, that 
provides us with a great opportunity to 
create jobs in America. This amend-
ment is the text of S. 1000. It is the En-
ergy Savings and Industrial Competi-
tiveness Act, which is a bipartisan bill 
sponsored by Senator PORTMAN and 
myself that will create a national en-
ergy efficiency strategy for the United 
States. 

Energy efficiency is the cheapest and 
fastest way to improve our Nation’s en-
ergy infrastructure and our economy’s 
energy independence. It is also some-
thing we can all agree on. Whether we 
are from the Northeast, as I am in New 
Hampshire, from the South, from the 
West—all of us can benefit from energy 
efficiency. 

What our bill would do, which is the 
amendment we filed today, is create 
jobs for our workers, lower energy 
costs for consumers, and make busi-
nesses more competitive. In fact, a re-
cent study by the American Council for 
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an Energy Efficient Economy con-
cluded that our bill would create al-
most 80,000 jobs and save consumers $4 
billion by 2020. 

Also, S. 1000 has broad support on 
both sides of the aisle. It passed out of 
the Senate Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee with an 18-to-3 
vote. In addition, there is a large and 
diverse group of industry, energy effi-
ciency, and environmental stake-
holders who have endorsed the bill. 
That list includes the Chamber of Com-
merce, the National Association of 
Manufacturers, the Alliance to Save 
Energy, the National Resources De-
fense Council, Best Buy, and the Envi-
ronmental Defense Fund just to name a 
few of the organizations on the list. 

Anytime we can get organizations as 
diverse as the ones I just listed to en-
dorse one piece of legislation, it is 
clear there is broad bipartisan support 
for the effort. This legislation contains 
a broad package of low-cost and effec-
tive tools to reduce barriers for busi-
nesses, homeowners, and consumers 
who want to adopt off-the-shelf tech-
nologies, so we don’t have to wait for 
something to happen in order for the 
bill to make a difference. These are all 
efforts that will help consumers, busi-
nesses, and homeowners save money. 

This is an easy first step to make our 
economy more competitive and our Na-
tion more secure while still meeting 
pent-up demand for these energy-sav-
ing technologies from individuals and 
business alike. 

The American public is desperately 
looking for Congress to work in a bi-
partisan way on policies to spur growth 
and create jobs. Energy efficiency leg-
islation represents our best chance to 
achieve both of those goals this year. 

We need to get some energy legisla-
tion to the floor. I have had the great 
opportunity to work for the last 4 
years with Senator JEFF BINGAMAN and 
Senator LISA MURKOWSKI, the chair and 
ranking members of the Energy Com-
mittee. We have done some great work 
in our committee. We passed signifi-
cant pieces of bipartisan legislation 
out of the committee. In fact, there are 
15 pieces of legislation that have been 
passed and all but one of those with 
strong bipartisan votes. Those pieces of 
legislation are just sitting in com-
mittee because we have not been able 
to get an agreement to bring them to 
the floor. 

We can get an energy efficiency pol-
icy in place. We can pass this legisla-
tion. That kind of an energy efficiency 
policy would be one that enhances our 
national security, addresses our energy 
needs, and puts Americans back to 
work. We can do it in this Congress if 
we can bring the Shaheen-Portman en-
ergy bill to the Senate floor for a vote. 
That is what this amendment would 
do. I hope we have that opportunity. 

Thank you very much, Madam Presi-
dent. I yield the floor and note the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HATCH. 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. HATCH. Madam President, today 
we are debating a bill called the Bring 
Jobs Home Act. We live in serious 
times. We have a debt fast approaching 
$16 trillion, millions remain out of 
work, and economic and job growth has 
slowed to a crawl. Times such as these 
demand serious economic answers. So 
it is important that we all understand 
the utter lack of seriousness of this 
proposal. The only things serious about 
the Bring Jobs Home Act are its flaws. 

The Bring Jobs Home Act would deny 
the deduction for ordinary and nec-
essary business expenses to the extent 
that such expenses were incurred for 
outsourcing; that is, to the extent an 
employer incurred costs in relocating a 
business unit from the United States to 
outside the United States, the em-
ployer would be disallowed a deduction 
for any of the business expenses associ-
ated with such outsourcing. 

The Bring Jobs Home Act would also 
create a new tax credit for insourcing; 
that is, if a company relocated a busi-
ness unit from outside the United 
States to inside the United States, the 
business would be allowed a tax credit 
equal to 20 percent of the costs associ-
ated with such insourcing. 

On the surface, this proposal might 
sound reasonable. As sound bites go, 
the President’s reelection campaign 
and the Senate Democratic leadership 
have apparently decided they can make 
some political hay with this proposal, 
but as substantive tax policy goes, this 
proposal is a joke. 

First of all, the amount of money in-
volved is trifling. According to the 
nonpartisan Joint Committee on Tax-
ation, this bill’s deduction disallow-
ance provision will only raise about $14 
million per year. That is $14 million, 
not billion with a ‘‘b,’’ it is million 
with an ‘‘m.’’ Let’s put that in perspec-
tive. This bill is supposedly a critical 
tax incentive to create jobs here in the 
United States. Yet, according to the 
Joint Committee on Taxation, a non-
partisan committee, it will only raise 
about $14 million per year in this 
multitrillion-dollar economy. Mean-
while, President Obama’s campaign has 
now spent $24 million on ads attacking 
his opponent and attacking what he 
considers to be outsourcing, which his 
opponent has not done. 

The American people want us to ad-
dress our fiscal situation and to create 
the conditions for robust economic and 
job growth. And how are the President 
and Senate Democrats spending their 
time? Advancing a proposal that raises 
less money in 1 year than the amount 
the President’s campaign has spent at-
tacking Republicans on this topic on 
television. If Democrats meant this as 
a serious revenue raiser for the govern-
ment, we would all be better off if the 

Obama campaign had simply sent its 
$24 million to the Treasury Depart-
ment for disbursement to insourcers 
rather than spend it on ads attacking 
American global businesses. And I 
think the President might get more 
credit for that. 

Simply put, this bill is misleading. 
Its supporters would have you believe 
that under current law there is some 
special deduction that exists for mov-
ing jobs outside of the United States of 
America. That is simply false. Rather, 
there has always been a deduction al-
lowed for a business’s ordinary and 
necessary expenses, and expenses asso-
ciated with moving have always been 
regarded as deductible business ex-
penses. So allowing a deduction for 
these expenses is not a special thing, it 
is the rule. Disallowing this deduction 
would be the exception, an extraor-
dinary deviation from current tax pol-
icy. 

Yesterday I heard my friends from 
the other side say we need to end a tax 
deduction for jobs that a business sends 
overseas. 

I have a letter from the Joint Com-
mittee on Taxation, addressed to the 
bill’s authors, that includes an analysis 
of their bill and a score. I ask unani-
mous consent to have a copy of the let-
ter printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. DEBBIE STABENOW, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. BILL PASCRELL, 
House of Representatives, Rayburn House Office 

Building, Washington, DC. 
DEAR SENATOR STABENOW AND MR. PAS-

CRELL: This letter is in response to your re-
quest of June 5, 2012, for an estimate of the 
revenue impacts of the ‘‘Bring Jobs Home 
Act’’ (S. 2884/H.R. 5542). This bill provides a 
20-percent tax credit for eligible expenses as-
sociated with relocating business units from 
overseas and disallows a deduction for busi-
ness expenses associated with relocating 
business units to foreign countries. 

Under present law, there are no specific 
tax credits or disallowances of deductions 
solely for locating jobs in the United States 
or overseas. Deductions generally are al-
lowed for all ordinary and necessary ex-
penses paid or incurred by the taxpayer dur-
ing the taxable year in carrying on any trade 
or business, which includes the relocation of 
business units. 

Under the proposal, corporations would be 
granted a credit equal to 20 percent of the 
expenses associated with the relocation of 
business units from a foreign country to 
within the United States. In order to qualify 
for the credit, the firm must increase its do-
mestic employment when compared to the 
year prior to the first taxable year in which 
eligible insourcing expenses were paid or in-
curred. Corporations also would be dis-
allowed from taking a deduction for expenses 
associated with the relocation of business 
units from within the United States to a for-
eign country. 

In estimating this proposal, we assume 
that there will be a behavioral response in 
how firms classify their reorganization ex-
penses in order to maximize their expenses 
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eligible for the insourcing credit and to min-
imize their disallowed deductions associated 
with the outsourcing credit. 

The following estimate provides the effect 
of this proposal on Federal fiscal year budget 
receipts. This estimate assumes a date of en-

actment of July 1, 2012, and that the proposal 
is effective for all expenses paid or incurred 
after the date of enactment. 

Fiscal years, in millions of dollars 

Item 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2012–17 2012–22 

Provide a 20 percent credit for expenses associated with insourcing jobs ..................................................................... ¥3 ¥21 ¥21 ¥22 ¥23 ¥24 ¥26 ¥27 ¥28 ¥29 ¥31 ¥115 ¥255 
Disallow deduction for expenses associated with outsourcing jobs ................................................................................. 2 14 14 14 15 16 17 18 18 19 20 76 168 

Total ........................................................................................................................................................................... ¥1 ¥7 ¥7 ¥8 ¥8 ¥8 ¥9 ¥9 ¥10 ¥10 ¥10 ¥39 ¥87 

NOTE: Details may not add to totals due to rounding. 

I hope this information is helpful to you. If 
we can be of further assistance in this mat-
ter, please let me know. 

Sincerely, 
THOMAS A. BARTHOLD. 

Mr. HATCH. Paragraph two of the 
letter says, and I quote: 

Under present law, there are no specific 
tax credits or disallowances of deductions 
solely for locating jobs in the United States 
or overseas. Deductions generally are al-
lowed for all ordinary and necessary ex-
penses paid or incurred by the taxpayer dur-
ing the taxable year in carrying on any trade 
or business, which includes the relocation of 
business units. 

Now, perhaps my friends on the other 
side take issue with a description of 
tax policy from Congress’s nonpartisan 
official scorekeeper. Well, if they do, I 
invite them—or the President, for that 
matter—to show me the provision of 
the Internal Revenue Code that con-
tains a special deduction for shipping 
jobs overseas. 

Let me just mention that this is the 
Internal Revenue Code I have in my 
hand. It is getting so big you can hard-
ly handle it. Maybe Joint Tax and I are 
wrong, so I will keep the Tax Code 
right at my desk, and if one of my 
friends wants to leaf through the Code 
and show me the section that provides 
a special deduction for shipping jobs 
overseas, I will stand corrected. 

They cannot. It is not in here, this 
huge conglomerated mess that we 
would like to reform, which will not be 
reformed until there is a change in ad-
ministration. 

This administration is in the habit of 
pointing fingers every which way, 
blaming everyone but themselves for 
our weak economy and pathetic job 
growth. Just the other day the Treas-
ury Secretary blamed Europe and ris-
ing oil prices for our economic slow-
down. Yet he did not discuss the pall of 
uncertainty that Democratic politi-
cians, including his boss, are putting 
over the economy with their refusal to 
extend the 2001 and 2003 tax relief un-
less they get their way on tax increases 
for small businesses. 

According to an analysis by the 
American Action Forum, the fiscal 
cliff facing American taxpayers is now 
twice the size of total GDP growth this 
year. If we drive over this fiscal cliff, 
as the President and Senate Demo-
cratic leadership are now threatening, 
the likelihood that small businesses 
will hire will decrease by 18 percent, 
and the effective marginal tax rate for 
many workers and small businesses 
will go over 50 percent. 

At least in part, and I would say in 
significant part, is the complete failure 

to provide certainty and progrowth tax 
policies to America’s families and busi-
nesses that is dragging our economy 
down. Proposals such as the one before 
the Senate today are not helping ei-
ther. They increase uncertainty for the 
businesses that will grow our economy 
and hire new workers. 

It is another example of the Obama 
administration’s ‘‘Washington-knows- 
best philosophy.’’ Disallowing the busi-
ness expense deduction means income 
will now be measured less accurately. 
Gross receipts minus business expenses 
equals income. That is what both ac-
countants and economists tell us. But 
even through economists, accountants 
and businesses all measure income one 
way, Washington will now measure it 
another way. Not only is this bad for 
business, but by disallowing deductions 
for certain business expenses, this pro-
posal would measure income less accu-
rately. 

When the government’s main source 
of revenue is income tax, it is rather 
important to measure income accu-
rately. Ultimately, we know this bill is 
devoid of serious content because it is 
the product of political, not economic 
necessity. This bill is a sound bite, not 
sound tax policy. There really are not 
a lot of dots to connect. 

Really, the genesis of this bill’s 
prioritization can be traced in a 
straight line from 1600 Pennsylvania 
Avenue to the President’s reelection 
headquarters in Chicago. This bill is 
called the Bring Jobs Home Act, but its 
Democratic proponents have not pre-
sented any evidence of the number of 
jobs, if any, that will return to Amer-
ica if the proposal becomes law. 

During comments in support of the 
bill, the sponsor referred to a chart 
that said, ‘‘[i]n the last decade, 2.4 mil-
lion jobs were shipped overseas.’’ But 
the sponsor tellingly did not say the 
bill will bring 2.4 million jobs back to 
America. The proponents of this bill 
have not even told us that jobs will re-
turn to America if this bill becomes 
law, much less how many jobs. The an-
swer is probably none. 

That is exactly the sort of question 
we would have explored had this bill 
been produced by the Senate Finance 
Committee rather than by some cam-
paign consultant in Chicago. The Sen-
ate Finance Committee would have 
held hearings, we would have talked to 
the experts, and we would have looked 
at comments on both sides of the issue. 
Then we would probably have had a 
markup. It could have been brought to 
the floor with full Finance Committee 
support—except we would never pass a 

bill such as this in the Finance Com-
mittee, in my eyes. Well, not with any 
real good intent. 

It is disappointing that even though 
the sponsor of this bill is a member of 
the Senate Finance Committee, the 
bill’s sponsor chose to bypass that 
committee. This bill has come straight 
to the Senate floor without being vet-
ted by the committee. Her colleagues 
on the committee would likely have 
had some valuable feedback for her. 
Both staffs on the committee would 
likely have had valuable expertise they 
could have brought to bear on this pro-
posal. That is why I anticipate moving 
to commit this bill to the Senate Fi-
nance Committee. 

How does this bill fit with tax re-
form? Many on the other side say they 
want tax reform. I think it is fair to 
say there is a consensus that tax re-
form means getting rid of tax expendi-
tures so as to decrease tax rates. The 
mantra is broaden the base and lower 
the rates, but this proposal would cre-
ate new tax expenditures. It would nar-
row the base. 

Another major goal of tax reform is 
simplification, but this proposal would 
make the tax laws even more com-
plicated. This proposal is the antithesis 
of true tax reform. Rather than coming 
up with more sticks to punish Amer-
ican businesses that compete globally, 
as this proposal does, we should be 
coming up with more carrots to en-
courage American businesses as well as 
foreign businesses to make America a 
more attractive place to expand, hire, 
and invest. Of course, the best way to 
do that, consistent with free-market 
principles, would be to lower the cor-
porate tax rate. 

By creating new tax expenditures, as 
this act would do, it becomes all the 
more difficult to lower the corporate 
tax rate. If we want businesses to lo-
cate and hire in the United States, 
then we need to do what we can to 
make sure they are glad they are incor-
porated in the United States and that 
their headquarters is in the United 
States. 

As it stands right now, because of our 
worldwide tax regime, many global 
corporations have their parent com-
pany in the United States as a matter 
of historical accident. If they had to do 
it all over again, they very well might 
decide to incorporate elsewhere in the 
world. The way to address that, the 
way to make sure the United States is 
the place that global businesses want 
to incorporate is to transition our cur-
rent worldwide system of taxation to a 
territorial tax system. 
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A territorial tax system would only 

tax businesses on the profits they 
make in the United States. This way 
businesses would not be discouraged 
from incorporating in the United 
States. If a business incorporates in 
the United States, all of its worldwide 
profits are subject to U.S. tax. It is cer-
tainly true that a territorial tax re-
gime must be done right and that the 
devil is in the details, but it is also 
clear that territorial tax regime pro-
posals could lead to greater investment 
in the United States and more head-
quarters jobs in the United States. 

A territorial tax regime would put 
American businesses at a more com-
petitive position when competing 
internationally. A territorial tax sys-
tem would make us more consistent 
with major developed countries. So it 
is amazing that President Obama has 
decided to demagogue this issue as 
well, undermining the future jobs pros-
pects of millions of Americans for 
years to come in order to secure his 
own job for another 4 years. 

Not content to grossly misrepresent 
the issue of outsourcing, he is now 
doing the same with territorial tax-
ation; that is, in spite of the fact that 
his own agencies have been for it. 

And it’s really quite strange. Presi-
dent Obama’s Export Council, his 
Council on Jobs Competitiveness, his 
National commission on Fiscal Respon-
sibility and Reform, and his Steering 
Committee on Advanced Manufac-
turing have all recommended that 
make the U.S. more competitive it 
shift to taking income on a territorial 
basis. For a person who claimed last 
week that he just cares so darn much 
about policy, he has an odd way of 
showing it when he campaigns. 

In the 2008 election, he fundamen-
tally misled the American people about 
key aspects of the health care proposal 
put forward by my friend and colleague 
from Arizona, Senator MCCAIN. In 
doing so, he kicked the legs out from a 
reasonable and growing consensus 
about how best to reform the Nation’s 
health care system, and he did so only 
for his own political gain. 

His selfish acts on a territorial tax 
system have a similar flavor, and they 
promise to make tax reform much 
more difficult in the future. It is hard 
to see how this President could lead 
the country on tax reform. He attacks 
territorial tax regimes with a $4.5 tril-
lion tax increase looming at the end of 
the year, essentially freezing job cre-
ation and economic growth. His allies 
in the Senate are debating this effec-
tively useless bill on outsourcing. 

His administration called for the so- 
called Buffett tax, essentially creating 
a new alternative minimum tax that 
would provide trivial revenues and tax 
capital gains at higher rates than even 
President Carter wanted. Some say it 
would have given us maybe 8 days’ of 
spending in Washington. 

After waiting years for a corporate 
tax reform proposal, this past February 
President Obama’s administration put 
out a series of bullet points, the so- 
called framework for corporate tax re-
form—all fluff and no details. 

Tax reform is critical if we want our 
economy to grow and if we are going to 
get out of our current jobs deficit. But 
given this mediocre track record, I do 
not think the President can be relied 
upon to lead this Nation on this issue— 
not in 2012 and not in a second term ei-
ther. 

To the extent the President’s tax 
agenda is not attributable to politics, 
it can be blamed on his odd view of our 
economy and the businesses that grow 
it. I think it is fair to say the Presi-
dent’s world view is fundamentally out 
of step with that of ordinary American 
taxpayers. Just the other day, while 
campaigning in Virginia, the President 
laid out his economic vision, chan-
neling the economic know-how of Har-
vard Law’s faculty lounge. He told the 
crowd, ‘‘If you’ve got a business—you 
didn’t build that, somebody else made 
that happen.’’ As Charles 
Krauthammer put it, spoken by a man 
who never created or ran so much as a 
candy store. 

I do not want to demean candy 
stores, but that is a fact. The President 
made clear for all to see just what he 
thinks of all the hard-working, risk- 
taking entrepreneurs who sacrifice 
daily to build their businesses. His per-
ception is that the hard work and sac-
rifice of those business owners and 
their families has nothing to do with 
their success. Any success they have is 
owing to good luck and big govern-
ment, the fact that we have built some 
roads and so forth. 

My guess is that not only American 
business owners, but most Americans 
disagree fundamentally with this as-
sessment. The President clearly does 
not understand or deliberately ignores 
economic incentives and the way they 
lead to business growth and job cre-
ation. This is certainly on display in 
the policy that will forever define this 
President, ObamaCare. Good intentions 
are not enough, and ObamaCare’s small 
business tax credit is a case in point. 

This credit was designed to encour-
age small employers to offer health in-
surance. The promise was that over 4 
million employers would claim $2 tax 
in credits to help pay for health insur-
ance. In reality, only 309,000 taxpayers 
claimed the credit for a total of less 
than $466 million. 

Why was the credit such a failure at 
achieving its well-intentioned goal? 
Well, a picture is worth 1,000 words. So 
please look at this chart. 

Can you imagine what a business 
owner must think when they encounter 
an administrative nightmare like all of 
this? The ObamaCare tax credit for 
small businesses gives redtape a bad 
name. Talk about a bureaucratic 
straightjacket. No wonder the business 
community has failed to embrace 
ObamaCare. 

This issue of ObamaCare’s manipula-
tion of the Tax Code and its historic 
tax increases are deserving of extended 
remarks. For now, let me just say we 
should be pursuing laws that will help 
not harm businesses and middle-class 
taxpayers. The bill we are discussing 
on the floor today, like ObamaCare, is 
not going to help. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
MCCASKILL). The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LEVIN. 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. LEVIN. Madam President, 1 week 
ago yesterday was a fairly typical day 
in the Senate. The CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD shows Senators used the word 
‘‘jobs’’ more than 150 times. The fol-
lowing day, a week ago today, the word 
‘‘jobs’’ appears in the RECORD 131 
times. Just this Monday, a few days 
ago when the Senate came in at 2 
o’clock, ‘‘jobs’’ appears in the RECORD 
36 times. 

So we are talking—and talking a 
lot—about jobs. Today, Senator STABE-
NOW’s bill offers a chance to do more 
than talk; we can act. 

The legislation addresses a funda-
mental flaw in our tax law. At a time 
when Americans desperately want us 
to defend American jobs and to give 
employers the incentives and support 
they need to hire new workers, our tax 
law perversely rewards employers for 
moving jobs to other countries. Today, 
an American corporation can decide to 
close a factory in this country, build a 
new one in another country, claim a 
tax break for the expense of moving 
those jobs out of our country, and pay 
no U.S. taxes on the income that for-
eign factory earns as long as they leave 
that income overseas. 

Our Tax Code, in effect, tells employ-
ers: Here is a tax deduction to help you 
cut your American workforce and move 
those jobs offshore. That is the effect 
of our Tax Code. American employers 
have responded, unhappily. Statistics 
released in April by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics show that since 1999, 
U.S.-based multinational corporations 
have reduced employment in the 
United States by about 1 million work-
ers but they have added more than 3 
million workers overseas. 

A recent Gallup Poll found that only 
13 percent of Americans believe this 
trend of shipping jobs overseas is good 
for our economy. Almost 8 of every 10 
Americans believe it does harm. In a 
poll for the Alliance for American 
Manufacturing, 83 percent of respond-
ents said they disapprove of companies 
that move jobs to countries such as 
China. 

The people in Michigan and every 
other State can no longer afford to 
watch their tax dollars subsidize ship-
ping their jobs overseas. 

Earlier this spring, along with Sen-
ator CONRAD, I introduced the Cut Un-
justified Tax Loopholes Act or the CUT 
Loopholes Act. Our legislation would 
cut several loopholes that enable tax 
avoidance, which adds to the deficit 
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and to the tax burden of those who pay 
the taxes they owe. Our bill would cut 
offshore tax loopholes that allow cor-
porations and individuals to avoid pay-
ing taxes by concealing their income 
and assets in offshore tax havens. One 
provision of the CUT Loopholes Act 
would ensure that companies aren’t 
taking a tax deduction for the expense 
of moving jobs overseas. Under our bill, 
companies couldn’t take a deduction 
for the expense, for instance, of moving 
a U.S. factory to another country until 
that company pays U.S. taxes on the 
income generated by that foreign fac-
tory. 

Senator STABENOW’s Bring Jobs 
Home Act takes a similar approach, 
ending the taxpayer subsidy that helps 
firms to move American jobs overseas. 
In addition, it would offer a 20-percent 
tax credit to companies that move pro-
duction back to the United States. 

Surely it makes sense for us to offer 
employers a tax cut if they bring jobs 
back to the United States. Surely it 
makes sense to reform a law that adds 
insult to injury, that forces our tax-
payers to watch companies move their 
jobs abroad with the assistance of our 
taxpayer dollars. 

We have already seen the enormous 
benefits to our economy and our work-
ers when American companies make 
the decision to return jobs to our 
shores. Ford Motor Company is return-
ing thousands of offshore jobs to Michi-
gan and other States. Companies such 
as Whirlpool are making the decision 
to hire American workers for work 
they once did abroad. American manu-
facturing has built great momentum in 
the last 3 years, adding thousands of 
jobs. We should add to that momentum 
and adopt the Bring Jobs Home Act. 
We should end existing tax incentives 
to export American jobs, and we should 
provide a tax break for companies that 
bring jobs back to American workers. 

Madam President, I yield the floor 
and 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. PAUL. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

AID TO PAKISTAN 
Mr. PAUL. Madam President, there 

is a doctor in Pakistan by the name of 
Shakil Afridi. He has been identified as 
a doctor who helped us with informa-
tion in order to get bin Laden. The 
Pakistan Government has now put him 
in prison for 33 years. I think this is an 
abomination. While we can’t tell coun-
tries what they must do with their in-
ternal affairs, we certainly don’t have 
to reward them with taxpayer money 
when they put someone in prison for 
attempting to help America. 

My point and my message to Paki-
stan is that if they want to be an ally, 
they should act like it. Putting this 
man in prison for 33 years for helping 

America get bin Laden, which Pakistan 
was ostensibly supposed to be doing, is 
a real travesty of justice. Bin Laden 
lived for nearly a decade in Pakistan, 
in a city, living comfortably a mile or 
two from one of their military acad-
emies. We finally got him, but it 
doesn’t appear as if we got him with 
much help from the Pakistani Govern-
ment. 

Now this doctor is in prison for 33 
years. And how does President Obama 
respond? President Obama, this week, 
gave them $1 billion—an additional $1 
billion. We are rewarding bad behavior 
with more of our money—money we 
don’t even have. We have a $1 trillion 
deficit and we are giving them an extra 
$1 billion. 

Yesterday he was supposed to have 
an appeal. Dr. Afridi, the doctor who 
helped us, was supposed to get a chance 
to help prove his innocence. His trial 
has been indefinitely delayed. We have 
requested from the Pakistani Embassy 
whether there is going to be a trial. We 
want to know the date, and has the 
date been set for his appeal. We have 
gotten no answer. We have requested 
this information from President 
Obama’s administration, from his 
State Department. Will Dr. Afridi get a 
trial? When will his trial be? We have 
gotten no answer. 

If we can’t get an answer—if they are 
going to continue to hold this man—I 
see no reason to send taxpayer money 
to Pakistan. I have the votes and the 
ability to force a vote on this issue. My 
plan is to force a vote on this issue 
next week. The vote will be on ending 
all aid to Pakistan, ending the aid 
until this doctor is freed. 

This is not something I take lightly. 
This doctor’s life is now being threat-
ened. The information minister from 
that particular province in Pakistan 
says they want him transferred be-
cause they receive death threats on a 
daily basis toward him. They are wor-
ried about other prisoners killing him. 
I would hate for the Obama administra-
tion to have on their conscience the 
fact that this doctor, who helped us get 
bin Laden, is killed in prison. I would 
hate to have on my conscience the 
death of an innocent man, if he were to 
be killed in prison, whose only crime 
was helping America. At the very least, 
the Pakistani Government ought to 
immediately get him into a safe prison 
in one of the larger cities outside the 
tribal regions. 

We are concerned about Dr. Afridi’s 
safety, we are concerned about impris-
oning him for life for helping America, 
and we are also concerned about Amer-
ican taxpayers’ money being taken 
from hard-working Americans and sent 
to a country that seems to disrespect 
us. I am all for cooperating with Paki-
stan. I hope they will continue to work 
with us. But we shouldn’t have to buy 
our friends. We gave them an extra $1 
billion. Yet they continue to disrespect 
us by holding this man in prison. 

I am very concerned about Dr. 
Afridi’s safety. I am concerned his ap-

peal was not heard today and his trial 
was canceled. So next week, if we don’t 
have answers on his trial, we will be 
here on the floor until I get a vote on 
whether we should continue sending 
money to Pakistan while they hold 
him. This is a very important issue for 
Americans, and I hope all across Amer-
ica people are going to call their Sen-
ators and say: You know what. I am 
not so sure we should send our hard- 
earned dollars to Pakistan when they 
treat us this way. 

I thank the Chair, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland. 

WATER INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT 
Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I 

have taken to the floor of the Senate 
on previous occasions to talk about our 
aging water infrastructure and the 
need for financing. I have talked about 
the State revolving funds, which are 
the principal funding sources for our 
local governments’ ability to upgrade 
their water infrastructure. I have 
talked about the need for safe drinking 
water and how that is being com-
promised. I have also talked about the 
way we treat our wastewater and the 
health risks involved in an aging infra-
structure. And when I have taken to 
the floor on different occasions to talk 
about the consequences of our failure 
to act, I have made it clear if we move 
forward with water infrastructure 
projects it will not only provide the 
type of infrastructure we need for pub-
lic health but it will also create jobs 
and opportunities in our communities. 

I have the honor of representing the 
State of Maryland in the Senate, and 
we have some very aged communities 
in Maryland. One of those, of course, is 
my home city of Baltimore, where the 
water infrastructure is as historic as 
some of its buildings—well over 100 
years old. And although I have talked 
about this issue before, I want to bring 
to the Senate’s attention that this past 
Monday, in Baltimore, a 120-year-old 
water main broke, creating a massive 
crater in downtown Baltimore on one 
of the busiest streets in our city. I have 
been told it will take a couple of weeks 
before that can be fixed. I have also 
been told that, as a result, downtown 
Baltimore was flooded, sending thou-
sands of workers home and costing 
businesses countless loss of revenue. 

One might say: Well, these things 
happen. But in Baltimore we have a 
water main break at the rate of about 
two or three a day, costing a great deal 
of money because our city workers 
have to go out, dig it up, and cut off 
water service to homes and businesses, 
which are inconvenienced by not hav-
ing the ability to get water. And we ex-
perience this expense again and again. 

What we need to do is upgrade our 
water infrastructure. We all under-
stand that. We need to make that in-
vestment. These major water main 
breaks are becoming more and more a 
reality. In 2008, we saw River Road in 
Bethesda turn literally into a river. We 
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had to use helicopters to rescue people 
because of a water main break. In Oc-
tober 2009, we had a major break in 
Dundalk, MD, outside Baltimore, 
which flooded thousands of homes, 
causing incredible inconvenience to 
that community. One year ago, not far 
from where we are right here, we saw a 
major water main break in Prince 
George’s County, closing the Wash-
ington beltway and causing a lot of 
homeowners to be without water for an 
extended period of time. 

The water infrastructure in this 
country is in desperate need of new at-
tention and greater investment. That 
is true in our wastewater treatment fa-
cility plants and it is true in the way 
we transport our clean water. Waste-
water treatment plants are critically 
important in preventing billions of 
tons of pollutants each year from 
reaching America’s rivers, lakes, and 
coastlines. These facilities prevent wa-
terborne disease and make our water 
safe for fishing and swimming. 

Similarly, some 54,000 community 
drinking water systems provide drink-
ing water to more than 250 million 
Americans, keeping water supplies free 
of contaminants that cause disease. 
The ongoing degradation of these sys-
tems puts our human health directly at 
risk. 

Many of our water and wastewater 
systems are outdated, with some com-
ponents across the country over a cen-
tury old. This aging infrastructure con-
tributes to the 75,000 sanitary sewer 
overflows that occur in the United 
States per year—75,000 sewage over-
flows a year in the United States. It 
causes an estimated 5,500 annual ill-
nesses due to these contaminations 
which occur on our beaches and in our 
streams and lakes where American 
families vacation. 

The Environmental Protection Agen-
cy has estimated that more than $630 
billion will be needed over the next 20 
years to meet the Nation’s drinking 
water and wastewater infrastructure 
needs. 

As chair of the Subcommittee on 
Water and Wildlife, I held a hearing 
where we brought in some of our local 
officials to talk about some of these 
needs. They told us they can’t possibly 
do this with the resources they cur-
rently have available, that they need a 
Federal partner—they need a stronger 
Federal partner—and they need a Fed-
eral Government that will give them 
new innovative tools in order to deal 
with these critical needs. 

Mayor Stephanie Rawlings-Blake of 
Baltimore testified she would like to 
see some form of trust fund established 
so we can leverage money and make 
these types of investments. She point-
ed out—which we already know—that 
for the money we spend on water infra-
structure we will cause a multiplier ef-
fect. By a ratio of 3-to-1, it actually 
creates more money in our economy. If 
we put $1 billion in water infrastruc-
ture improvement, it creates $3 billion 
of economic activity in our commu-

nities, allowing us to create more jobs 
at the same time we improve our water 
infrastructure for public health and for 
economic development. 

This makes sense. We need to do this. 
I don’t know how many more times I 
will have to come to the floor of the 
Senate and point out these horrible 
water main breaks that are occurring 
all over. What is happening in Balti-
more—what is happening in Mary-
land—is happening in every one of our 
States. This is not a one-State prob-
lem. This is a national problem. People 
are outraged by these situations, and 
they are going to be more outraged 
when they realize their public health is 
at risk and the availability of safe 
drinking water is at risk, as well as the 
inconvenience that is caused when 
their basements are flooded or they 
can’t get to their businesses or have to 
leave their businesses early or pay ad-
ditional local taxes in order to repair 
the damage done as a result of the fail-
ure to replace aged infrastructure. 

I urge my colleagues to work to-
gether on this issue. Let’s make sure 
we have a budget that makes sense for 
this country but that allows us to in-
vest in the types of investments that 
are important for America’s future. We 
have talked about that with transpor-
tation infrastructure, we have talked 
about that with energy infrastructure, 
but the same thing is true with water 
infrastructure. So I look forward to 
working with my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to provide the tools 
and resources that will allow our econ-
omy to grow and our local govern-
ments to upgrade their water infra-
structure systems. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WICKER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

OSCE’S MAGNITSKY RESOLUTION 
Mr. WICKER. Madam President, I 

come to the floor today to call Mem-
bers’ attention to recent action taken 
at the Parliamentary Assembly meet-
ing of the Organization for Security 
and Cooperation in Europe, which con-
vened in Monaco earlier this month. 

The OSCE considered and passed with 
overwhelming support a resolution on 
the rule of law in Russia and the case 
of Sergei Magnitsky. This is a resound-
ing and much welcomed rebuke of Rus-
sia’s deplorable human rights record 
and systemic corruption. 

With the Magnitsky resolution, the 
OSCE—made up of 56 participating 
states spanning Europe, Central Asia, 
and North America—reaffirms the 
widespread call for justice and rule of 
law. The international group has sent a 
clear signal to human rights violators 
that they will be held accountable. 

The OSCE resolution supports gov-
ernment efforts to ban visas, freeze as-

sets, and employ other financial sanc-
tions against those connected to the il-
legal detention and tragic death of 
Sergei Magnitsky. The young lawyer 
was beaten and denied medical care in 
a Russian prison after uncovering a 
vast conspiracy by Russian officials in-
volving $230 million in tax fraud. 
Sergei Magnitsky died as a result of his 
treatment, and no one has ever been 
held responsible for his death. 

I have been a member of the Helsinki 
Commission for the last several years, 
and I have seen firsthand the contribu-
tions the OSCE has made to advance 
democratic, economic, security, and 
human rights issues. I was unable to 
attend the Parliamentary Assembly 
meeting, but I am grateful our col-
league Senator JOHN MCCAIN was able 
to be there to highlight the importance 
of this particular issue. 

The Magnitsky case is just one exam-
ple of the gross human rights abuses 
and official impunity in Russia. But as 
Senator MCCAIN noted in his statement 
before the OSCE meeting in Monaco, 
‘‘The demand for justice for Sergei is 
what has mobilized the world in his 
memory.’’ 

Senator MCCAIN is right to point out 
that the OSCE resolution—as well as 
national initiatives to punish those im-
plicated in Sergei Magnitsky’s death— 
is not anti-Russia. Indeed, a return to 
the rule of law would be of great ben-
efit to the Russian people. To quote my 
colleague Senator MCCAIN: 

Defending the innocent and punishing the 
guilty is pro-Russia. . . . The virtues that 
Sergei Magnitsky embodied—integrity, fair- 
dealing, fidelity to truth and justice, and the 
deepest love of country, which does not turn 
a blind eye to the failings of one’s govern-
ment, but seeks to remedy them by insisting 
on the highest standards—this too is pro- 
Russia, and I would submit that it represents 
the future that most Russians want for 
themselves and their country. 

Senator MCCAIN then goes on to en-
courage the assembly to align ‘‘with 
the highest aspirations of the Russian 
people—Sergei’s aspirations—for jus-
tice, for equal dignity under the law, 
and for the indomitable spirit of 
human freedom.’’ 

Like the OSCE, Members of this Sen-
ate will also have an opportunity to 
lend our voices to the call for justice 
and accountability. The Sergei 
Magnitsky Rule of Law Accountability 
Act would impose travel and financial 
sanctions on those associated with 
human rights crimes. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill and to uphold this country’s com-
mitment to the protection of human 
rights. I salute the leadership of my 
colleague and friend Senator BEN 
CARDIN of Maryland for his leadership 
in this regard, and I am pleased to note 
that the Magnitsky Act was included 
during consideration of extending nor-
mal trade relations to Russia in yester-
day’s Senate Finance Committee 
markup. We are making great progress 
on this issue, and I look forward to a 
vote on the Senate floor. 

In conclusion, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD 
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Senator MCCAIN’s full remarks at the 
OSCE Parliamentary Assembly. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT BY SENATOR JOHN MCCAIN AT THE 

OSCE PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY—SUNDAY, 
JULY 8, 2012 
Thank you for the opportunity to join you 

this afternoon. 
Let me recognize my fellow members of 

Congress, Dennis Cardoza and Robert Ader-
holt, who are doing great work on behalf of 
the American delegation. I am pleased that 
Robert is standing for vice president of this 
assembly, and I want to voice my full sup-
port for his candidacy. 

It is also my pleasure to support this reso-
lution on rule of law in Russia and the case 
of Sergei [SERgay] Magnitsky. What hap-
pened to Sergei was a horrific crime. But it 
is also an example—an extreme example, to 
be sure, but an example nonetheless—of the 
pervasive and systemic corruption in the 
Russian government. To this day, no one— 
not one person—has ever been held respon-
sible for Sergei’s death. This, despite the fact 
that the Russian Human Rights Council, es-
tablished by the Russian President, found 
that Sergei’s arrest was illegal, that he was 
denied access to justice, and that his treat-
ment amounted to torture. This resolution 
correctly notes these disturbing facts. 

The demand for justice for Sergei is what 
has mobilized the world in his memory. In 
the United States, Senator Ben Cardin and I 
introduced legislation that would impose an 
array of penalties on those believed to be re-
sponsible for Sergei’s death, but also on 
other human rights abusers in Russia and be-
yond. The Sergei Magnitsky Rule of Law Ac-
countability Act has been passed by our For-
eign Relations Committee, and no matter 
what you hear, make no mistake: It will be-
come law. And it will contain the full array 
of essential measures—visa bans, asset 
freezes, and financial sanctions. I assure you 
of it. 

The Congress now has a path to pass this 
legislation. I and others have made clear 
that doing so is the condition for repeal of 
the Jackson-Vanik amendment and exten-
sion of Permanent Normal Trade Relations 
to Russia, which I have also sponsored legis-
lation to enact. 

Other European legislatures, as well as the 
European Parliament, have condemned 
Sergei’s murder and may take legislative ac-
tion as well. Now, this resolution offers an 
opportunity for all of us, legislators from 
more than 50 nations, to speak with one 
voice in favor of the justice that Sergei and 
his family deserve. It is essential that we do 
so. 

I know that some will try to paint this res-
olution as anti-Russia. I could not disagree 
more. Indeed, I believe it is pro-Russia, as 
are the pieces of national legislation that 
would punish those guilty of Sergei’s death. 
I believe that supporting the rule of law is 
pro-Russia. I believe that defending the inno-
cent and punishing the guilty is pro-Russia. 
And ultimately, I believe the virtues that 
Sergei Magnitsky embodied—integrity, fair- 
dealing, fidelity to truth and justice, and the 
deepest love of country, which does not turn 
a blind eye to the failings of one’s govern-
ment, but seeks to remedy them by insisting 
on the highest standards—this too is pro- 
Russia, and I would submit that it represents 
the future that most Russians want for 
themselves and their country. 

The example that Sergei set during his 
brief life is now inspiring more and more 
Russian citizens. They are standing up and 
speaking up in favor of freedom, democracy, 
and the rule of law. They, like us, do not 

want Russia to be weak and unstable. They 
want it to be a successful and just and lawful 
country, as we do. Most of these Russian 
human rights and rule of law advocates sup-
port our efforts to continue Sergei’s struggle 
for what’s right, just as they are now doing. 

Let us now add our voices to theirs by 
passing this important resolution today. And 
in doing so, let us align this Assembly with 
the highest aspirations of the Russian peo-
ple—Sergei’s aspirations—for justice, for 
equal dignity under the law, and for the in-
domitable spirit of human freedom. 

Mr. WICKER. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SANDERS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, in 
just a couple minutes we are going to 
be voting on a very important policy, a 
very important bill I am proud to spon-
sor with a number of cosponsors, a 
number of colleagues, called the Bring 
Jobs Home Act. It goes to the heart of 
what has been happening in a global 
economy when we have not been pay-
ing attention to our Tax Code or other 
things that we ought to be doing to be 
able to bring jobs home and other 
countries are aggressively working to 
take our manufacturing base, to take 
our middle class. They know when they 
look at our country we have a middle 
class because we make products and 
grow products, so they are rushing to 
be able to make products and to inno-
vate and so on and to create incentives 
for our jobs to be shipped overseas. 

We know we are in a global economy. 
We know our companies are competing 
with countries. We have a whole range 
of things we have been working to do 
to be able to support and incentivize 
and help manufacturers and other busi-
nesses here to innovate, expand ad-
vanced manufacturing, IT services, 
among others. But what we have not 
been paying attention to is how our 
own Tax Code actually is incentivizing 
or supporting—at the very least sup-
porting and helping companies ship 
jobs overseas. 

There is a very important, very basic 
policy we will be voting on today. If a 
company decides to pack up and move 
overseas, should they be able to write 
that off their taxes and you and I—all 
of us as American taxpayers—pay for 
it? I do not think there are too many 
people in the country who would say 
yes to that. In fact, I can’t imagine 
why anybody would say yes to that. 
The reality is, if somebody loses their 
job at a plant and then they find out 
they get the privilege, as an American 
taxpayer, to help pay for the move, 
folks say: Are you kidding me or they 
say a whole lot of other things. 

This bill, the Bring Jobs Home Act, 
is very straightforward. It simply says 
we are not going to pay for that any-
more. That loophole will be gone. How-

ever, if they want to bring jobs back, 
we will be happy to let them deduct 
those costs as a business expense, for 
bringing a job home. In fact, we will 
give them another 20-percent tax credit 
for 20 percent of their costs on top of 
it. So we are happy to incentivize com-
ing home and to support their efforts 
to come home, but we are not paying 
for them to leave. That is basically 
what this is about. 

We are going to have a vote on 
whether to proceed to this bill. As we 
know around here, unfortunately, we 
have seen the process that used to be 
used rarely now used on every bill, to 
where we cannot even get to the bill to 
vote on that with a majority vote with-
out going through a supermajority to 
be able to stop a filibuster, which is 
right now what basically has been hap-
pening. There is an objection. We have 
to get 60 votes to overcome it; other-
wise, the filibuster continues. 

We will need to do that today. We 
need bipartisan support to do that. I 
hope we will have that. A couple weeks 
ago we came together in strong bipar-
tisan support. We worked together very 
hard, long hours, to pass a farm bill. 
That is about growing products in 
America. Now we have an opportunity 
to work together, come together in a 
bipartisan basis to support making 
products in America. 

We do not have a middle class unless 
we make products and grow products. 
It is not going to make any sense if we 
continue to have a tax policy that ac-
tually encourages or helps you to leave 
America. 

What we have seen now is that we are 
actually losing jobs. We know in the 
last decade 2.4 million jobs were 
shipped overseas. Those are just the 
ones they are able to count at this 
point. So 2.4 million jobs have been 
shipped overseas, at a minimum, and 
we help to pay for it. The good news is 
we have a lot of companies now, for a 
lot of reasons—the fact that we have 
the most productive, the smartest, 
most talented workforce in the world, 
we have high productivity in our coun-
try—we have companies now bringing 
jobs back and we want to accelerate 
that, to support that effort. 

I am proud that in our automobile in-
dustry we are seeing jobs come back 
with support and help from policies 
that allowed loans to retool older 
plants. Ford Motor Company has taken 
their largest plant in Wayne, MI, and 
retooled it, along within investment in 
advanced batteries. Jobs are coming 
back from Mexico. Some are coming 
from other countries as well. GM is 
doing the same kind of thing, Chrys-
ler—I am sure other companies as well. 
We know many companies, large and 
small, are looking at this. 

Yesterday, I had the opportunity to 
have in a businessman from Michigan 
who is the CEO of a company called 
GalaxE.Solutions. He actually lives in 
New Jersey but is now having a major 
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presence in Michigan, in Detroit, hir-
ing 500 people in IT, information tech-
nology. Those are jobs coming back 
from India, Brazil, China. 

One of the things I heard, as he was 
talking yesterday, is when we look at 
the bottom line, costs matter. If we 
have a Tax Code that helps him bring 
jobs back rather than supporting him 
to take jobs away, to ship them over-
seas, it makes a difference. It matters. 
It matters not only for the cost but for 
the signal it sends about how serious 
we are in creating jobs in America. 

I cannot imagine anybody who 
doesn’t want to see ‘‘Made in America’’ 
again on everything. We are not going 
to get there if we do not start with the 
basics. That is what this is. I know you 
have talked about this so many times 
as well. This is about the basic premise 
of saying we are going to stop loop-
holes in the Tax Code that reward com-
panies that are shipping jobs overseas 
and we are instead going to support 
and incentivize jobs coming back. 

We know there are many other 
things, in addition to this, that we 
need to do. We need comprehensive tax 
reform in a global economy. There is 
no question about that. That is some-
thing I am confident we will be doing 
in the months ahead and into the next 
year. We need to do that. We need to do 
it on a bipartisan basis. But that is not 
a reason not to close this loophole, to 
stop this policy that makes no sense. 

We have a lot more to do. We know 
that. We need to come together around 
policies that focus on innovation and 
education and rebuilding America and 
supporting the great entrepreneurs of 
the country—small businesses, large 
businesses. We know that. There is 
much to do. But today we have a 
chance to do something. We have a 
chance to do something. This is very 
straightforward. We have a chance to 
simply say the Tax Code in America is 
not going to reward or pay for the costs 
of American jobs being shipped over-
seas. It is as basic as that. No other 
country in the world would do this. 
They think we are crazy to have this 
kind of policy in place. So today is a 
chance to say: No, we are not crazy. We 
get it. 

We know there is a lot to do, but let’s 
come together on this issue and then 
we can come together on the next and 
the next and continue to build and re-
build our economy for the future. 

But today is very simple. Today is 
the day to say no to American tax-
payers helping to pay the costs for 
American jobs being shipped overseas. 
It is a day to say yes to supporting, 
through tax deductions, jobs coming 
back and additional incentives on top 
of that. I hope my colleagues will come 
together and very strongly vote yes on 
this measure so we can proceed to de-
bate and to pass something that I know 
is strongly supported across our coun-
try. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, pursuant to rule 

XXII, the clerk will report the motion 
to invoke cloture. 

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 motion to 
proceed to calendar No. 442, S. 3364, a bill to 
provide an incentive for businesses to bring 
jobs back to America. 

Harry Reid, Debbie Stabenow, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Al Franken, Richard J. 
Durbin, Sherrod Brown, Richard 
Blumenthal, Jeff Merkley, Christopher 
A. Coons, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Ben-
jamin L. Cardin, Jeanne Shaheen, 
Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Charles E. Schu-
mer, Jack Reed, Barbara A. Mikulksi, 
John D. Rockefeller IV. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to S. 3364, a bill to provide an 
incentive for businesses to bring jobs 
back to America, shall 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 Wisconsin (Mr. KOHL) is 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. KYL. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Illinois (Mr. KIRK). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 56, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 181 Leg.] 
YEAS—56 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Bingaman 
Blumenthal 
Boxer 
Brown (MA) 
Brown (OH) 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Conrad 
Coons 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heller 
Inouye 
Johnson (SD) 
Kerry 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 
Manchin 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murray 

Nelson (NE) 
Nelson (FL) 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Warner 
Webb 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—42 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
DeMint 

Enzi 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Hoeven 
Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kyl 
Lee 
Lugar 
McCain 

McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—2 

Kirk Kohl 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 56, the nays are 42. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-

sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

The majority leader. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am not in 

a position now to announce no more 
votes today. I hope we can be there in 
just a little bit, but we are trying to 
work through some procedural matters 
now, and hopefully we can do that 
within the next half hour or so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan. 

Ms. STABENOW. Thank you, Mr. 
President. I wish to take a moment to 
speak about what just happened and 
my deep concern about what just hap-
pened with this vote. 

On the one hand, we have 56 Mem-
bers, a majority—a substantial major-
ity of Members who voted yes, that 
they want to bring jobs home, that 
they want to stop paying for jobs that 
have been shipped overseas, and that 
we want to support and provide assist-
ance through the Tax Code to bring 
jobs home. Fifty-six Members—that is 
a majority. What we didn’t have is a 
supermajority to stop a filibuster. 

So this is basically what has been 
happening here. We have a situation 
where, despite the will of the majority 
of the people here, the majority of Sen-
ators who want to move forward to this 
legislation and pass it, because we have 
56 votes to pass it, we don’t have a 
supermajority. This is what has been 
happening over and over in the Senate 
despite the fact that people want us to 
work together and get things done. 

What we are trying to do—and we are 
going to continue to push forward—is 
to say very clearly to businesses that if 
they are going to close shop and ship 
jobs overseas, it is on their dime, not 
the American taxpayers’ dime. We are 
not going to help pay for it. If they 
want to bring jobs back, we are happy 
to have our Tax Code allow businesses 
to write off those costs. In fact, we will 
give businesses an extra 20 percent to-
ward those costs. 

This is deeply concerning to me 
today. I think those watching around 
the country are probably scratching 
their heads or saying things that we 
probably can’t say on the Senate floor 
about what in the world is going on 
when we can’t come together on the 
simple premise that Americans should 
not be paying for jobs shipped overseas. 

So we are going to keep at it until we 
get it done. What we ought to be uni-
fied around is having the words ‘‘Made 
in America’’ on everything again in 
this country. We are going to keep 
fighting until we can get that done. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, while the 

distinguished Senator from Michigan is 
still on the floor—and she has done 
such commendable work here, as some-
body who brought together the Senate 
Agriculture Committee on a very com-
plex farm bill, and in a record amount 
of time got it passed with a heavy bi-
partisan majority—I think she would 
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agree with me that is the way we used 
to and should do legislation. 

For the life of me, I cannot under-
stand why any Senator would not be 
supporting the Senator from Michigan 
on the bill. We want jobs here in the 
United States. Everybody will say: We 
want jobs in the United States. Every-
body says they want to have tax laws 
that actually help this country. So 
what do they do? By refusing to allow 
us to go forward, they vote to allow 
jobs to go overseas. But worse than 
that, it gives special tax breaks. It is 
almost like saying: Hey, this company 
of yours, these jobs you have, come on, 
I know a great place for you to go over-
seas. By the way, here is the airplane 
ticket. Here is the special deal. We are 
not going to give that to a small busi-
ness owner in Vermont or Michigan, 
but we will give that to you to ship 
your jobs overseas. 

Come on, let’s get real. If you took a 
poll of the American people on this: Do 
you want to close loopholes for ship-
ping jobs overseas or do you want to 
give encouragement to have jobs here 
in the United States? I guarantee you, 
it would be overwhelmingly passed. 
The U.S. Senate better wake up and 
say: We will pass it too. 

So I thank the Senator from Michi-
gan. 

RELEASE OF CAMP LEJEUNE DOCUMENTS 
Mr. President, the distinguished Pre-

siding Officer and I are both from 
Vermont, where we have open and 
available government. He did in his 
role as mayor of our largest city. He 
has encouraged it all the way through. 

We know that the ‘‘right to know’’ is 
a cornerstone of our democracy. Dur-
ing my three decades in the Senate, I 
have urged Democratic and Republican 
administrations alike to be open and 
transparent to the American people. 

That is why in March I joined a bi-
partisan group of Members of Con-
gress—Senator GRASSLEY, Senator 
BURR, Senator HAGAN, Senator BILL 
NELSON, and Senator RUBIO—in writing 
to Secretary of Defense Panetta to re-
quest the release of government 
records regarding the contamination of 
drinking water that occurred over sev-
eral decades at Camp Lejeune Marine 
Base, in North Carolina. 

The drinking water contamination at 
Camp Lejeune was one of the worst en-
vironmental disasters in American his-
tory to occur at a domestic Depart-
ment of Defense installation. Unfortu-
nately, the Department of Defense ini-
tially refused to provide this important 
information to the Congress. But I am 
pleased to report that after I pursued it 
further with Secretary Panetta, the 
Department finally provided more than 
8,500 files about this issue to the Judi-
ciary Committee on July 9. 

I commend Secretary Panetta for ac-
commodating the committee’s request 
for this information. But I believe that 
much more transparency is needed. I 
believe it as a U.S. Senator. I believe it 
as one who believes in transparency. I 
also believe it as a father of a Marine. 

Today, thousands of active and re-
tired Marines who lived on or near 
Camp Lejeune prior to 1987, and their 
family members, are extremely inter-
ested in learning more about what oc-
curred, and why. 

In my own State of Vermont, 402 
Vermonters have signed in saying they 
are looking to their government to pro-
vide more information about this ca-
lamity. 

Open government is neither a Demo-
cratic issue nor a Republican issue. It 
is an American value. It is a virtue 
that we all have to uphold. 

It is in this bipartisan spirit that I 
announce I will make all the docu-
ments the Department of Defense has 
provided to the Judiciary Committee 
about what happened at Camp Lejeune 
available to the public. These docu-
ments can be seen on the Judiciary 
Committee’s Web site. Go to 
www.judiciary.senate.gov. Find out 
what the documents say about what 
happened at Camp Lejeune. 

To protect the personal privacy of 
our servicemembers and other private 
information, information that would be 
subject to the Privacy Act, has been re-
dacted from these files. But the Ma-
rines and any other Americans who 
have been touched by this environ-
mental disaster deserve complete can-
dor from their government. Our 
uniquely American tradition of a gov-
ernment that is open, accountable, and 
accessible to its people demands noth-
ing less. 

Again, I thank Senator GRASSLEY, 
the committee’s distinguished ranking 
member, and Senators BURR, HAGAN, 
NELSON, and RUBIO for working closely 
with me on this important trans-
parency issue. 

I say to those Marines, we will find 
out what happened. 

Mr. President, 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. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we have 
been able to work things out. We are 
not going to have to be in session—we 
thought we had it all worked out but 
now we do not. 

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. MCCAIN. Madam President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senator LIE-
BERMAN and I and Senator GRAHAM—if 
he shows up—be allowed to engage in a 
colloquy. 

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

SYRIA 
Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 

join my friend Senator LIEBERMAN 
again on the floor on the issue that 
has, in my view, transcendent con-
sequences not just for the people being 
massacred in Libya, but also for a defi-
nition of what the United States of 
America is all about. 

Yesterday’s attack in Syria killed 
some key leaders of the Assad regime, 
including one of its most notorious and 
brutal henchmen. It is a sign of victory 
and progress for the Syrian opposition 
and, hopefully, it could be a sign that 
Assad is losing his hold on power. But 
it is hardly time to celebrate or claim 
credit. 

I see in the various organs of the ad-
ministration, such as the New York 
Times that, well, the administration’s 
hands-off policy has been successful. 
Successful? Seventeen thousand Syr-
ians have been massacred while this 
administration has done nothing, and 
the President has refused to even speak 
up. The President of the United States 
talks about Bain Capital all the time. 
Why doesn’t he talk about the capital 
of Syria where thousands of innocent 
people have been tortured, raped, and 
murdered? 

So Assad will fall, as the Senator 
from Connecticut and I have said time 
and time again. But how many more 
will die before the United States of 
America, first, speaks up for them and, 
second, helps with other countries to 
provide them with arms and an ability 
to defend themselves and a sanctuary— 
a no-fly/no-drive sanctuary—and work 
with other countries in the region, ac-
celerating the departure of Bashar 
Assad. 

I will make another point before I 
ask my friend from Connecticut to 
speak. It seems now that U.S. national 
security rests not with the decisions 
that should be made in the Halls of 
Congress and at the White House, but 
that the decisions concerning what ac-
tions the United States of America 
may take is now dictated by Russia 
and China in the United Nations. How 
many times have we heard the admin-
istration say: We would like to do more 
and have more happen, but Russia ve-
toes it in the U.N. Security Council? 

Does that mean when these people 
are being massacred and are crying out 
for our help and moral support, because 
Russia vetoes a resolution—as they did 
today again, supported by China—in 
the Security Council, therefore we can 
do nothing? 

Former President Clinton went to 
Kosovo without a United Nations Secu-
rity Council resolution because he 
knew the Russians would veto any res-
olution concerning Kosovo. He went 
and we saved Muslims’ lives. The ad-
ministration continues to assume what 
they call a ‘‘Yemen solution’’ is pos-
sible in Syria. They believe that with 
Russia’s backing, we can compel Assad 
and his top lieutenants to leave power 
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and the apparatus of the Syrian State 
will continue to function under new 
management. 

I wish this could be so. Let me also 
point this out: I ask my friend from 
Connecticut, isn’t it true that the pre-
dictions that the longer this conflict 
lasts, the more likely it is that extrem-
ists will come in and take this revolu-
tion, which began peacefully? 

Isn’t it true that our concern about 
weapons of mass destruction and the 
stockpile become more valid every day 
this goes on? Isn’t it a valid assump-
tion that Bashar Assad, in his despera-
tion, may use these weapons against 
his own people, and the whole stockpile 
of those weapons becomes more and 
more tenuous by the day? 

Isn’t it true that the likelihood of 
further chaos, further inability to put 
that country and its people back to-
gether after this conflict is over and, as 
we agree, Bashar Assad relieved—but 
isn’t it true that every day that goes 
by and he remains in power the situa-
tion becomes worse in all respects as 
far as American national security in-
terests are concerned, whether it be 
weapons of mass destruction, whether 
it be Islamic extremists taking over 
that country and, by the way, includ-
ing the continued Iranian presence in 
Syria propping up Hezbollah in Leb-
anon and all of the ramifications of 
their continued presence there? 

I ask my friend, finally, doesn’t this 
argue and cry out that rather than say-
ing, well, what happened yesterday, 
that was good, and it shows Assad is on 
his way out—but doesn’t this indicate 
it is now more in our interest to accel-
erate his departure, not with American 
boots on the ground but through moral, 
physical, and logistic support, working 
with our allies? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President, 
I say to my friend from Arizona, of 
course, I agree with him. The reality is 
that the premature judgment about the 
victory of the Syrian freedom fighters 
is exactly that—premature. The assas-
sination, elimination of these critical 
leaders of this dictatorial government 
yesterday by the Syrian opposition was 
a very significant development. 

Apparently, the fighting continues in 
Damascus in a way that may bring ex-
actly what my friend from Arizona 
says—more chaos in Damascus. But 
this fight is not over. This regime has 
a devastating inventory of weapons, in-
cluding weapons of mass destruction, 
and as the Senator from Arizona said, 
Bashar Assad’s father used those weap-
ons—in that case, chemical weapons— 
against his own people decades ago, 
killing thousands of them on a single 
day. 

No, this fight is not over. The danger 
is that, as he said, it gets worse the 
more it goes on without the involve-
ment of the civilized nations of the 
world that have to be led by the United 
States of America. 

I want to put in juxtaposition two 
significant events of the last 24 hours, 

which my friend has described. One is 
the suicide bombing, apparently, or the 
death of these leaders of the Assad gov-
ernment. Second is the vote in New 
York at the U.N. today. After months 
in which too much of the civilized 
world has been pleading with Russia 
and depending on Russia to change its 
mind and come in and get Bashar 
Assad out of there, this veto today 
shows they are not going to do it. 

I will yield in a moment because I see 
the presence of the majority leader. 
First, I will finish this thought. 

The reality is now that the figleaf 
has been taken off of the plan since it 
went into effect and allegedly brought 
a cease-fire in Syria, thousands more 
Syrians have been killed. The reality is 
that Russia will not join in trying to 
stop the slaughter in Syria, and the 
slaughter will only be stopped by facts 
on the ground, and those facts are mili-
tary. It will not get better until the 
United States leads a coalition of the 
willing to support the opposition and 
bring about the early end of this hor-
rific regime that now rules Syria. 

With that, I yield the floor to the 
majority leader. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. REID. Madam President, there 

will be no further rollcall votes today. 
The next vote will be Monday at 5:30 
p.m. on the nomination of Michael A. 
Shipp to be a U.S. district judge for the 
District of New Jersey. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona is recognized. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 

thank the majority leader. I urge him, 
however possible, to bring up the De-
fense authorization bill, which I hope 
we can do sooner rather than later, as 
we have done for the last 50 years. I 
thank the majority leader. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I had a 
long conversation yesterday with the 
chairman of the committee and with 
his ranking member, Senator MCCAIN. I 
understand the importance of the legis-
lation. I know Senator MCCAIN is try-
ing to work to narrow the focus of 
what we do when we get on that bill. 
We will get on that; it is only a ques-
tion of when. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 
want to mention to my friend from 
Connecticut, as we continue this col-
loquy, there is another aspect of this 
that I would appreciate his comments 
on. 

We all agree that Bashar Assad will 
go. We know that. Now, the question is 
how many will die, how many are 
wounded, how many are killed, and 
what happens to the weapons of mass 
destruction? I think we have estab-
lished that the longer it goes on, the 
more those threats increase, and the 
more dangerous the situation becomes, 
the harder it will be to resolve once 
Bashar Assad does leave. 

I also ask my friend from Con-
necticut, how will the Syrian people 
feel about the United States of Amer-
ica if we continue to sit by and provide 

them not even moral assistance, much 
less the physical and logistical assist-
ance the Senator and I discussed being 
necessary. Senator LIEBERMAN and I 
have been to Libya on numerous occa-
sions. I was there at an exhilarating 
moment—at the time of their elec-
tions. 

I can tell you firsthand from seeing a 
couple hundred thousand people cele-
brating that they are grateful to the 
United States of America for what we 
did. I wonder what the attitude of the 
people who will emerge as the new 
leaders of Syria—whoever they are— 
what their attitude will be toward the 
United States, I ask my colleague. 
Taking into consideration that the 
challenges that whoever takes over 
power in Libya will face are myriad, 
and there are incredible obstacles to a 
path to a free and democratic nation, 
that would cry out for American assist-
ance, how willing and eager will they 
be for the United States to be engaged 
in any way in assisting them as they 
try to achieve the goal they have al-
ready sacrificed 17,000 lives for? 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Well, the Senator 
makes a very important point. Let me 
relate it back to one of the excuses 
that has been given for the United 
States not to have become more in-
volved on the side of the opposition to 
Assad, which is the side of freedom, 
which is where our national values call 
us to be. One of the excuses for not get-
ting involved is this argument: We 
don’t know who is going to follow 
Assad. It could be Islamist extremists. 

Well, my reaction to that is that the 
longer we sit back, the more likely it 
will be people who are not friendly to-
ward the United States because in 
their hour of need—unlike the situa-
tion in Libya that the Senator just de-
scribed—we were not with them. The 
Senator and I have been to Turkey to-
gether, and I made a trip to Lebanon. 
In each case, we talked to the leaders. 
In one case, in Turkey, we spoke to the 
leaders of the Syrian opposition, the 
Syrian National Council, and we met 
with the heads of the Free Syrian 
Army and met with individual refu-
gees. 

My own judgment is that these peo-
ple are not extremists or radicals; they 
are patriots, nationalists, people who 
want a better life than they were living 
under Assad. Now, increasingly, they 
are people whose relatives or friends 
have been killed by Assad’s military, 
and so they have a fury in them, an 
anger that they didn’t have before be-
cause now they have been victims. 

Now, can I say that there are no 
Islamist extremists who are now fight-
ing in Syria against Assad? I cannot 
say that. I think the longer we stand 
back and don’t partner openly and 
strongly with the Syrian freedom 
fighters, the greater the danger is that, 
one, extremists will be what follows 
Assad and, two, even if we are lucky 
enough and it is not extremists, it will 
be a leadership group that will not feel 
any particular sense of gratitude to-
ward the United States because we 
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were not with them when they needed 
us. 

Mr. MCCAIN. First of all, I wish to 
point out that I understand—as I know 
my friend from Connecticut does—the 
focus of the American people is on our 
economy, on jobs, and the severe reces-
sion we are in. But I say to my friend 
from Connecticut, I just wish every 
American could have been with us or 
had seen on film a recording of our 
visit to the refugee camp on the Turk-
ish-Syrian border, with 25,000 refu-
gees—I understand now that is up to 
35,000 or 40,000 refugees—from Syria. 
These are people who have been driven 
out of their homes, living not in squal-
id conditions but certainly very crowd-
ed and unpleasant conditions. They are 
certainly not the same conditions 
which they enjoyed in Syria. I wish the 
American people could have seen when 
we met those young children who have 
been displaced from their homes or 
when we met a group of men who told 
us about watching their children being 
murdered in front of their eyes and of 
the young women who had been gang 
raped and hear the defectors from the 
Syrian military who told us their in-
structions are—in order to try to sub-
due the people—to torture, murder, and 
rape. We know from human rights or-
ganizations there are torture centers 
set up around Syria by the Assad mili-
tary, where people are taken and, obvi-
ously, tortured. 

The American people are the most 
generous people in the world. The 
American people, where we can, try to 
stop these kinds of atrocities and of-
fenses that are against everything we 
stand for and believe in. I wish more 
Americans would know how terrible 
and dire this situation is for the aver-
age citizen and not just for those who 
are demonstrating but anybody who 
happens to be in one of these areas 
where the tanks roll in and the artil-
lery starts firing and the helicopter 
gunships start slaughtering people in 
the streets. 

I hope I am not saying this in a par-
tisan fashion, but I wish the President 
of the United States would speak up for 
these people. That is the job of the 
President of the United States—to 
lead. I wish we in Congress would do 
more in order to help these people be-
cause that is a long American tradi-
tion. Yes, it may require some finan-
cial sacrifice and maybe materiel sac-
rifice on the part of the American peo-
ple, but I think the cause is one of 
transcendent importance. 

I wish to thank my friend from Con-
necticut for his compassion, his con-
cern, and his commitment to these peo-
ple who live far away. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President, 
I thank Senator MCCAIN for his leader-
ship. This is one of those cases where 
we have the opportunity—and it is 
painful that we have not taken it over 
these many months of the uprising in 
Syria—not only to do what is right but 
to do what is best for our country dip-
lomatically. In other words, what is 

right is to be on the side of freedom, to 
be with the people fighting against a 
brutal dictator. That is the right thing 
to do. What is right is to enter this 
fight to stop the slaughter of innocent 
men, women and, literally, children. 
But there also happens to be a stra-
tegic opportunity. 

I ask my friend from Arizona about 
this. Does he agree Syria’s Assad is not 
only the best friend but the only friend 
and ally Iran has in the Middle East? 
Iran is our No. 1 strategic threat in the 
world today; the No. 1 state sponsor of 
terrorism, in a headlong effort to build 
nuclear weapons that will totally 
change the peace of the world if they 
get them. So here we have an oppor-
tunity not only to do what is morally 
right but to help overthrow the best 
friend of our worst enemy—Iran. 

As the Senator remembers—we were 
there together—when GEN James 
Mattis, a great American military 
leader and head of Central Command 
overseeing the Middle East, said that if 
Assad is overthrown, it will be the 
worst setback Iran has suffered in more 
than a quarter of a century. That will, 
in turn, I think, open tremendous new 
possibilities in Lebanon, which has 
been under the Syrian-Iranian influ-
ence. Even in Iraq, where the new Iraqi 
Government has felt, I think, pressured 
on both sides from Iran and Iran’s ally 
Syria on the other side, if Syria is not 
controlled by an Iranian puppet, I 
think we may see some more independ-
ence from Iraq that we would like to 
see. 

I ask the Senator from Arizona if he 
agrees there is not just a moral imper-
ative but an extraordinary strategic 
opportunity here to get in and shape 
history. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I would say my friend 
from Connecticut is exactly right. Both 
he and I visited Lebanon recently, and 
the fact is that Hezbollah basically 
controls the government with a Prime 
Minister who is not Hezbollah but who 
was put into power by Hezbollah, and 
their country is basically gridlocked as 
well. If Syria goes, Bashar Assad goes. 
That connection between Iran and 
Hezbollah will be severed and the peo-
ple of Lebanon will have a great oppor-
tunity to have what once was a very 
thriving democracy restored. 

Finally, I would like to mention to 
my friend one of the things that sur-
prises me from time to time as I have 
traveled to places such as Burma, 
whose people were recently freed. I met 
three men there who were in prison, 
one of whom had been there for 18 
years and another for 22 years. When I 
have traveled to Libya, as I was for the 
elections the other day, when I have 
been in Egypt and I have met some of 
the young people who were part of the 
revolution, and in Tunisia, where we 
met the young people there and the 
new government there, much to my 
surprise, to some degree, they pay at-
tention to what we say. They pay at-
tention. 

These three men who were impris-
oned for over 20 years said: Thank you 

for what you said. We listened to you 
in prison. The people in Libya on elec-
tion night, waving little Libyan flags, 
were saying thank you. Thank you, 
America. Thank you. Thank you, Sen-
ator MCCAIN, for saying that. The peo-
ple in Syria are listening and will find 
out what we are saying today on the 
floor of the Senate. 

Does it matter much? I don’t know. 
But the people in Syria know there are 
some of us who are committed and will 
not rest until this massacre stops, 
until these terrible atrocities cease, 
and that we will continue to do every-
thing we can to provide them with the 
kind of moral assistance, which is a 
vital ingredient in continuing their re-
sistance, and the materiel assistance 
which provides them the wherewithal 
to gain their freedom. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I thank the Sen-
ator. I want to make clear, as we fin-
ish, what we are talking about. 

What are we asking our government 
to do? We are not asking our govern-
ment to put American troops on the 
ground in Syria. They do not need 
American troops. They have fierce pa-
triotic fighters. What they need first 
from us is an open declaration that we 
are on the side of the Syrian opposi-
tion. 

The second is, I believe they need us 
to organize a coalition of the willing, 
just as Senator MCCAIN said President 
Clinton did in the case of Kosovo, with-
out the United Nations supporting it. 
Again, it was a Russian veto that stood 
in the way. 

Mr. MCCAIN. President Clinton said 
his greatest regret was that we did not 
intervene in Rwanda, where some 
800,000 people were massacred. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. Absolutely. So we 
have to learn from those lessons of his-
tory. There is a coalition of the willing 
waiting to be formed here, if only we in 
the United States will show leadership. 
Nobody is asking us and we are not 
asking for unilateral American action. 

There is no question we have allies in 
the Arab world who are already in-
volved in supporting the opposition in 
Syria—namely Saudi Arabia and Qatar, 
which would join us. I believe there 
may be one or more European coun-
tries that would join us. There are 
other Arab countries that would join 
us. 

What are we asking? Let us increase 
the flow of weapons and training to the 
opposition. I think it is time for us to 
use American air power to at least im-
pose a no-fly zone over Syria because 
the Syrians are now using gunships, 
and I fear they will begin to use fight-
ers to attack their civilian population 
and create and spread the kind of fear 
they now depend upon. 

It is a coalition in support of the op-
position, it is weapons and training, it 
is sanctuaries where they can be 
trained and equipped, and it is the use 
of air power against this regime which 
I think will not only deal a devastating 
blow to their regime but will make the 
remaining supporters it has in the 
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military and in the business commu-
nity despair and see the end is near and 
abandon Assad. 

Have I stated correctly what the Sen-
ator from Arizona feels we want this 
government of ours to be doing now in 
regard to Syria? 

Mr. MCCAIN. I think the Senator is 
exactly right and has described it well. 

There is an element also that adds 
more urgency, of which I know the 
Senator from Connecticut is very well 
aware; that is, that published media re-
ports have talked about the fact that 
weapons of mass destruction—which, 
apparently, Bashar Assad has signifi-
cant stocks of—have been moved 
around. For what purpose those weap-
ons have been moved around is not 
known. But it is not an unbelievable 
scenario that, in final desperation, 
Bashar Assad would behave as his fa-
ther did and use these chemical weap-
ons and slaughter unknown numbers of 
people. 

Again, that information lends ur-
gency to bringing him down, to having 
it happen as quickly as possible, and 
that, of course, means the kind of en-
gagement the Senator from Con-
necticut just described. 

Mr. LIEBERMAN. I thank my friend. 
I feel disappointed we continue to have 
to return to the floor to make these 
pleas. I hope we come to a day soon 
when we come to the floor to celebrate 
the victory of freedom and the defeat 
of Assad the dictator. May it happen 
soon. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 
yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that for 
the next half hour, myself, Senator MI-
KULSKI, Senator BLUMENTHAL, Senator 
COONS, and Senator BLUNT, and also, 
should they come, Senator GRAHAM and 
Senator KYL be allowed to engage in a 
colloquy. 

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

CYBER AND CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Our topic is the 

urgency of the need to protect our pri-
vately held critical infrastructure—the 
power grid, the machines that process 
our financial transactions, and the 
communications networks that con-
nect our BlackBerrys and our phones. 

In this area, no one is more expert 
than Senator MIKULSKI, who is a senior 
member of the Senate Intelligence 
Committee, helped draft the Senate in-
telligence report on cyber, and has the 
pen as the cardinal for the budgets of 
most of the agencies that are relevant 
to this discussion. So let me lead im-
mediately to Senator MIKULSKI, who 

has been enormously helpful in this ar-
rangement. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. I thank the Senator 
from Rhode Island, a former member of 
the Intelligence Committee and an ac-
tivist in this area. 

Madam President and colleagues, I 
am happy to be on the floor with a bi-
partisan group of people who are really 
worried about our country, and we are 
worried about its survivability in the 
event of a cyber attack. 

Cyber attacks are not the work of 
science fiction, though they were once 
written about. That which was once 
science fiction is now a hard reality 
that could cripple our country and 
bring it to the ground. We have to 
come up with the legislative frame-
work to be able to protect dot.com and 
also be able to protect critical infra-
structure. I am talking about some-
thing that could create catastrophic 
economic damage, severe degradation. 

Why am I obsessed about it? Let’s 
take the grid. There are those who say 
America runs on oil. BARBARA MIKUL-
SKI says it runs on electricity. You can-
not have a community without elec-
tricity. Look at what happened to us in 
this north capital region when, 2 weeks 
ago, we had this freaky storm. We 
nearly came to our knees. Metro 
couldn’t function, stoplights were out, 
and communication went down. People 
didn’t have access to many commu-
nications. Their homes were without 
electricity, food went bad, and tempers 
rose. We could not function as a com-
munity. 

The good news is that no matter how 
late the utilities were in coming in to 
respond, they could turn the lights 
back on, they could turn the elec-
tricity back on. But I will tell you, in 
a cyber attack, that international 
predator will fix it so that we won’t be 
able to turn it back on or not turn it 
on for hours, days, or weeks. Do you 
know what that means? They want to 
humiliate us, they want to intimidate 
us, and they want to terrorize us. 

We have it within our hands to pass 
legislation that would bring the appro-
priate sources together for our pri-
vately owned critical infrastructure to 
be able to make the significant efforts, 
and I believe we need to incentivize 
them to be able to protect us. I don’t 
want to wake up one day and find out 
America has been hit because of grid-
lock here. And I will tell you, if we are 
hit, we will overreact, we will over-
spend, we will overregulate, and we 
will go over the top. 

I want to listen to my other col-
leagues, but we have to get off of our 
pet peeves here and move America to a 
safe result. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Madam Presi-
dent, I am very honored and proud to 
follow the Senator from Maryland, who 
has been such an extraordinary leader 
in so many areas and, most promi-
nently and recently, this one that in-
volves the future of our country. I 

thank the Senator from Rhode Island 
for his leadership and my colleague, 
Senator COONS of Delaware, because he 
has been at the forefront. This issue 
truly is bipartisan. Senator BLUNT has 
played a leading role, as have Senator 
GRAHAM and Senator KYL and, of 
course, Senators LIEBERMAN and COL-
LINS and Senator MCCAIN, who was on 
the floor before, and Senator CHAM-
BLISS. This kind of amassing senatorial 
consensus reflects the urgency and im-
mediacy of this problem. Our Nation is 
under attack. 

I came today from a meeting with 
one of the major accounting and con-
sulting companies in the United 
States, whose name would be imme-
diately recognizable to you, and by 
happenstance, sheer coincidence, he 
said to me that his company is at-
tacked literally 1,000 times a day. His 
company has information that is in-
tensely valuable and private and has 
taken steps to safeguard itself. But the 
magnitude of this attack on this single 
company and others like it that may 
have intellectual property lost to this 
country if it gets stolen by hackers and 
by other nations reflects the serious-
ness and importance of this issue. 

Time is not on our side. We must act 
immediately. The Senate must follow 
its duty and make sure we meet the 
challenge, No. 1, of bringing together 
all the stakeholders to enhance the re-
siliency of our critical infrastructure 
systems. Much of this infrastructure 
lies beyond the purview of the Federal 
Government. Cybersecurity is a major 
concern of both the government and 
the private sector. There must be a 
partnership between them; it is not for 
either to do alone. 

Today, the computers that control 
energy and manufacturing, water, and 
chemical facilities across the country 
are connected via the Internet. None of 
them is an island. No one is an island 
in the Internet age. We are all under 
attack when any one of us is under at-
tack. 

I believe we have a path forward to 
strengthen protection of our Nation’s 
network industrial control systems 
without heavyhanded regulation and in 
partnership with the businesses that 
own the systems. Many are already 
pursuing best practices. Many already 
are addressing this threat. And my 
hope is that the legislation coming for-
ward as a result of the leadership by 
my colleagues here today will make 
sure these best practices become com-
mon practices and uniform to every in-
dustry so that access to controls and 
audits and monitoring is done system-
ically. 

Finally, let me emphasize—and I 
think this point is especially critical 
to many who are watching this process 
today—we can make progress in 
strengthening the privacy and civil lib-
erties protection in cybersecurity 
while preserving its underlying goal of 
safeguarding the Nation. 

Americans have become aware of the 
need to protect online privacy. As I 
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have seen personally in my contacts 
with the citizens of Connecticut, they 
are outraged and fearful about frequent 
reports of massive data breaches and 
the theft of personal information as a 
result of the very hacking that threat-
ens private industry and the govern-
ment. Hacking and spear phishing at-
tacks that have become a daily occur-
rence in our lives threaten our privacy, 
our financial integrity, and our secu-
rity. 

A recent United Technologies Na-
tional Journal poll found that 62 per-
cent of respondents believe that gov-
ernment and businesses should not be 
allowed at all to share information be-
cause it would hurt privacy and civil 
liberties. That same poll found that 67 
percent of those surveyed said they 
were either very or somewhat con-
cerned about threats to our country’s 
computer networks. The two anxieties 
go hand in hand, they fit together, and 
we must find a path forward on this 
legislation reconciling these views. 

I personally believe this cybersecu-
rity is compatible with privacy protec-
tion and with the liberties—including 
the liberty to go to court and protect 
the individual rights—that are so inte-
gral and fundamental to our constitu-
tional protections and American civil 
liberties. We can make sure adequate 
protections are in place. 

Again, this task is one we must ad-
dress—and address it now. 

I again thank the Senator from 
Rhode Island, and I yield to him. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Let me welcome 
Senator BLUNT to the discussion and 
invite him to chime in now. He has 
been a very important voice in the bi-
partisan discussions on how we can 
find a proper way to protect American 
privately owned critical infrastructure. 
He is a consummately experienced leg-
islator from the House and has been a 
great addition to the Senate, and we 
welcome him to the discussion. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the Senator 
from Rhode Island for his kind com-
ments. 

I wish to comment on a couple of 
things that have been said, and one by 
my friend from Connecticut that there 
are competing concerns here and they 
don’t need to be mutually exclusive at 
all. 

When we talk about cybersecurity, 
we are not talking about the govern-
ment somehow securing everything 
that happens in the cyber world; we are 
talking about, what are the things we 
can identify and agree on as critical in-
frastructure? There is a lot of security 
about what happens on the military 
cyberspace, dot-mil, and a lot of com-
fort about what happens in the govern-
ment part, the dot-gov. What we are 
concerned about is what is outside 
those two networks that doesn’t have 
the kind of protection those networks 
have, not about controlling every-
thing—in fact, about defining specifi-
cally in the most limited way possible 
what is critical to the ongoing daily 
operation of the country. Senator MI-

KULSKI talked about that. She also said 
that if something happens, there is no 
telling what kind of legislation will 
pass. And I couldn’t agree more with 
that comment in every way I can think 
of. 

We are going to pass a cybersecurity 
bill at some time, I believe, in the not 
too distant future, and it will either be 
in the kind of environment the four 
Senators along with me here on the 
floor have been working to create, 
where we do this in the most thought-
ful way, we do this in a way that has 
taken time to bring people together 
and have a discussion, or in a post- 
cyber attack moment, like a post-9/11 
moment, and who knows what we 
might do. I think Senator MIKULSKI 
said wisely and rightly that it will go 
further than it should go and it will 
cost more than it should cost because 
then we are reacting, and that is what 
we need to avoid. 

We can do this in the right way or 
the wrong way, and the wrong way 
would be waiting too long. The right 
way is to do this now. You don’t have 
to be well read into the intelligence 
community. I have a chance to be on 
that committee with Senator MIKUL-
SKI. I served on the House committee 
when Senator WHITEHOUSE was on the 
Senate committee and know they have 
long been advocates of securing this 
part of our vulnerability. But you don’t 
have to be on the Intelligence Com-
mittee or even have access to the infor-
mation that all Senators have to know 
that this is believed to be our greatest 
area of vulnerability. And why is it? 
Because it involves everything. It in-
volves how we communicate, it in-
volves how we get gasoline, and it in-
volves how we power everything from 
the drinking water system to the elec-
tricity at home. 

A windstorm created all kinds of 
problems. Two different 30-minute-or- 
so stops on the Metro system in the 
Washington area because the screen 
went blank caused all kinds of prob-
lems. Imagine that multiplied by what-
ever multiple you want to use, and the 
country would quickly not be func-
tioning in any way—traffic in Wash-
ington, traffic anywhere in the coun-
try, trying to get from one gas station 
to the other only to find out that, by 
the way, the gas pumps don’t work be-
cause the electricity is out and your 
car doesn’t have enough gas. 

This is a huge problem. How do we 
define that critical infrastructure, and 
how do we do that in a way that is the 
most responsible, as Senator 
BLUMENTHAL said, protecting civil lib-
erties at the same time that we are 
carefully carving out that spot where 
government does have some obligation 
to make that area secure, and if we can 
do that in a way that encourages peo-
ple to get into that environment. 

One of the things Senator COONS has 
been talking about—a former local 
government executive who knows all of 
the impact of police and fire and the 
court system and everything else he 

had to be responsible for, as well as his 
private sector work—has brought real 
value to this discussion. Somebody told 
me the other day, if you are in almost 
any kind of business, you have either 
been attacked, are going to be at-
tacked, or you are being attacked right 
now as people are trying to figure out— 
maybe for malicious purposes, maybe 
just to see if they can do it—how they 
can get into your system. And Senator 
COONS has been so helpful in these dis-
cussions. I would like to hear what his 
thinking today is on this and where 
you are, talking about this on the 
floor. 

Mr. COONS. I very much thank Sen-
ator BLUNT. Thank you for helping to 
contribute to the bipartisan, positive 
tone of our deliberations. I thank my 
friend, the Senator from Rhode Island, 
for his leadership both in today’s col-
loquy and in pulling together the lan-
guage and partners, and Senator MI-
KULSKI, who started off our conversa-
tion today by reminding us as Senator 
BLUNT has that it was a terrible storm 
in this area that knocked out power for 
a couple of days that gave a bracing re-
minder to the community around 
Washington, DC, just how much we 
rely in this modern economy of ours, 
on continuous, uninterrupted power. 

That storm was an act of God. That 
storm was a random meteorological 
event. But as all of us have spoken— 
Senator BLUMENTHAL also commented 
on this—we know as Members of the 
Senate that there are daily efforts at 
attacks on the United States far more 
devastating, far more far-reaching than 
that transitory storm. For us not to 
act, for us to fail to act in a bipartisan, 
thoughtful, and responsible way would 
be the worst sort of dereliction of duty. 

All of us have been in secure brief-
ings with folks from four-star and 
three-letter agencies with the most 
central roles in our intelligence com-
munity, in our national security agen-
cies. But this is not something that 
only those of us in the Congress know 
or only those in the higher reaches of 
executive branch leadership know. This 
is now broadly, publicly well known. 
The water is rising, the storms are 
coming, and we need to incentivize the 
private sector that is responsible for 
running most of our essential infra-
structure to man the barricades, to fill 
the sandbags, and to take on the re-
sponsibility in a thoughtful, balanced, 
and responsible way of preparing for 
the wave of highly effective cyber-at-
tacks that are currently underway and 
that will crescendo soon. 

We have heard public comments that 
are remarkable. The Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs, General Dempsey, has 
said an effective cyber-attack could lit-
erally stop society in its tracks. As 
Senator BLUNT mentioned, as a county 
executive I was responsible for emer-
gency response, and all over this coun-
try cities, counties, and States are try-
ing to understand how to prepare for 
the consequences of a cyber-attack. 

We are not talking about trying to 
craft legislation that would deal with 
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every possible cyber harm, every pos-
sible cyber crime. We are talking about 
those few incidents that would be like-
ly driven by a nation state or by a ter-
ribly advanced and sophisticated ter-
rorist group that would strike at the 
very heart of what makes our modern 
society vibrant and that would have 
mass casualty consequences, dramatic 
impact on our economy, or wipe out 
whole sectors for days or weeks, such 
as a failure of the power grid. 

This is not exotic. We just had an-
other public hearing on the Energy and 
Natural Resources Committee and were 
warned yet again of what the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security docu-
mented back in 2007 in their Aurora ex-
ercise, that our power grid, nationally 
interconnected, vital to the modern 
economy, is fragile, is vulnerable to 
cyber-attacks. We have seen this un-
fold overseas. The small Baltic nation 
of Estonia was the victim of a com-
prehensive cyber-attack. They saw also 
in 2007 banks, media outlets, govern-
ment entities that collapsed, bank 
cards, mobile phones, government serv-
ices over a 3-week period completely 
shut down. 

Is there a real threat? Absolutely. 
Are we doing enough to face it? I don’t 
think so. I don’t think we have yet 
done enough. There is legislation that 
has been brought forward by a whole 
group of Senators led by Senators LIE-
BERMAN and COLLINS that I hope this 
body will turn to in the days ahead and 
find ways to balance. As Senator 
BLUMENTHAL said previously, we live in 
a country where we must continue to 
respect the powerful, passionate com-
mitment to individual privacy and 
civil liberties. But I think we can, with 
narrowly targeted, appropriately craft-
ed legislation that incentivizes and en-
courages the private sector, take on 
the role, appropriately informed by 
those from throughout Federal Govern-
ment, to strengthen their defenses 
against these coming attacks. I don’t 
think we have to make a choice be-
tween privacy and security and I do 
think we can give the private sector 
the tools to make our country safe and 
strong. 

But those who view new cyber regu-
lations as onerous, as burdensome, as 
overly expensive for the private sector, 
as threatening needlessly our privacy, 
have an obligation to come forward 
with a credible alternative before it is 
too late. 

Today we are, frankly, leaving our 
country wide open to attack. As we re-
cently heard in floor speeches by both 
Senator BLUMENTHAL and Senator 
WHITEHOUSE, when private sector com-
panies, even the most technically so-
phisticated, are contacted by our gov-
ernment and told they have been the 
victim of a successful intrusion and at-
tack, in nearly 90 percent of the cases 
they were utterly unaware. We need to 
strengthen information sharing. We 
need to develop robust standards of de-
fense. We need to help invest in build-
ing up the infrastructure protection of 

this country, and it is the most vital 
thing I can think of that this country 
could turn to. 

Let me close with this for my mo-
ment, if I could. I had a chance to have 
lunch last week with Senator DANIEL 
INOUYE. That was for me a great honor, 
a chance to sit with him and visit and 
ask his advice. He made one comment 
to me in closing. He is the only Mem-
ber of this body who was at Pearl Har-
bor. He shared with me that in his view 
the next Pearl Harbor, the next unex-
pected massive attack that could hurt 
the United States, will come from 
cyber. It is our obligation to take that 
lesson seriously and to legislate in a bi-
partisan, thoughtful but swift and ef-
fective way. 

So, I say to Senator WHITEHOUSE, I 
am grateful for his leadership of our ef-
forts in this regard. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I agree with Sen-
ator COONS, and more important than 
me agreeing with him, the Secretary of 
Defense of the United States of Amer-
ica agrees with him. He has said, ‘‘The 
next Pearl Harbor we confront could 
very well be a cyberattack,’’ and that 
is an exact quote. 

I wish to turn back to Senator MI-
KULSKI for a moment, as the person 
who is in charge of the appropriations 
for these key agencies, because there is 
a sense in some quarters that if you 
leave the private sector on its own to 
do this, they will be fine. I think the 
evidence we have heard in a series of 
hearings that Senator MIKULSKI, Sen-
ator BLUNT, myself, and Senator KYL 
cochaired, bipartisan hearings—Sen-
ator COONS came to virtually all of 
them, and to their great credit Senator 
LIEBERMAN and Senator COLLINS came 
to virtually all of them—the testimony 
we heard was that was not the case. 

Some of the public commentary, our 
Deputy Secretary of Defense Ashton 
Carter says: 

There is a market failure at work here . . . 
companies are not willing to admit vulnera-
bilities to themselves, or publicly to share-
holders, in such a way as to support the nec-
essary investments or lead their peers down 
a certain path of investment and all that 
would follow. 

That is a bipartisan sentiment. Mike 
Chertoff, who is the former head of 
DHS, said: 

The marketplace is likely to fail in allo-
cating the correct amount of investment to 
manage risk across the breadth of the net-
works on which our society relies. 

Senator COONS pointed out 9 out of 10 
of the companies contacted by the NCI 
JTF, when they became aware they 
were attacked, had no idea they had 
been attacked. 

I will turn to Senator MIKULSKI to 
make her comment on this. It is a pub-
lic-private partnership here. 

Ms. MIKULSKI. I thank Senator 
WHITEHOUSE for what he said and the 
fact we really had a great study group, 
both sides of the aisle eager for infor-
mation, eager to come up with the best 
policies. 

Much has been said about the private 
sector. I talk to the private sector a lot 

because of our work on the commit-
tees, and the private sector is looking 
for leadership. They are looking for a 
framework. They worry that overregu-
lation could be both costly and stran-
gulating; would we be so prescriptive 
that we mandate—first of all, that we 
mandate, and that we essentially man-
date dated technology because this is a 
fast-moving, evolving field. They are 
looking for us to give a legislative 
framework where they could work with 
their government on what they want to 
bring to the table and feel free, because 
of certain proprietary concerns, to do 
it. 

I talked to people who have responsi-
bility for delivering power in Mary-
land. They are working. Edison Insti-
tute, which represents essentially the 
electric companies and the grid, would 
like us to have a framework. They 
want to be at the table. They want to 
know who is in charge, who do you 
call, what do you do in the event of an 
attack. 

When you say to them how can we 
prevent the attack, they say that is 
where we need government, to tell us 
where you think we are heading, to 
bring the great Federal labs to bear 
with their ideas and how do you do this 
in a way that encourages not whatever 
government is going to do but vol-
untary efforts, but voluntary efforts 
with some teeth, some standards to be 
met—standards that are not prescrip-
tive, that could be dated, but again the 
ever evolving of the state of science. 

I think we have the elements. Where 
the problem is, is not do we know what 
to do, but the problem is are we going 
to do it and can we put aside where we 
make the perfect the enemy of the 
good. Colin Powell had a great phrase: 
‘‘America always needs to seek the sen-
sible center.’’ That is what I am talk-
ing about here. I want to protect civil 
liberties. I certainly do want to protect 
civil liberties. But you know the first 
civil liberty is that you can turn your 
lights on, and when you go to bed you 
know your refrigerator is going to be 
working; the stoplights are going to be 
working when you wake up the next 
day; or if your child is at school or at 
camp, you are going to be able to get 
to that child, and that 911 is going to 
be working if you call 911. That is civil 
liberty. It means you can function in a 
free and democratic society but that 
you are not terrified that you are lit-
erally in the dark, you are literally in 
the cold, you have no power politically, 
you have no power with electricity. It 
is all because we failed that. 

I think we can do that. I think Sen-
ators LIEBERMAN and COLLINS have 
given us a great only starting point. I 
think to use the language of our future 
Super Bowl champions, the Ravens, 
which will happen, we are beyond the 
50-yard line. We can do this. 

I hope in the spirit we came here 
today, we need a sense of urgency, we 
need a bipartisan effort, and we need 
the will to serve America and put that 
interest first. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:01 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19JY6.063 S19JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES5196 July 19, 2012 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Senator BLUNT. 
Mr. BLUNT. I think Senator MIKUL-

SKI made the case so well here, too. 
When we looked at this, when we have 
gone through exercises, the power grid 
is where you go first because it is the 
most dramatic, I suppose. But there 
are so many other places you could 
go—the description of the financial 
networks. Suddenly business stops. I 
was making a list here. We were talk-
ing of the kinds of things that could be 
at risk through some kind of cyber-at-
tack—everything from electromagnetic 
pulse attack to literally a cyber-attack 
that comes into these various net-
works. 

There are 111 powerplants in Mis-
souri. In our State alone, there are 111 
powerplants. They are all in some way 
or another hooked into the grid. They 
can be disabled in a significant way. I 
was talking to a friend of mine who, 
during the last few days, was in West 
Virginia with their family. Driving to 
West Virginia, the electricity was out 
and they began to see abandoned cars 
because nobody could get to a gas sta-
tion, and if they could get to a gas sta-
tion, it was closed. So there were cars 
all over the place. That is assuming 
you can even get out of the traffic mess 
you would be in in more urban areas. 
But where would you go? What would 
you do? The desperation we under-
stand. It would be something that is 
preventable if we prevent it. It is some-
thing that is preventable in ways 
that—particularly Senator WHITE-
HOUSE has been thoughtful in putting 
together ideas of how you encourage 
people to voluntarily want to get into 
this space, to where they have assist-
ance that they would not otherwise 
have, where they have assurances that 
they have done everything they could 
do to prevent this from happening. 

Frankly, if we do everything we can 
do to prevent this from happening, 
there is a chance it will not happen. 
But if we do not, there is certainty it 
will happen. We know that. I am glad 
my colleagues are here. I hope the Sen-
ate turns to this issue and we have a 
full and free debate because if we are 
united on this in a bipartisan way, that 
finds that sensible answer Senator MI-
KULSKI was talking about. 

Senator WHITEHOUSE. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I thank the Sen-

ator from Missouri. I will wrap up by 
making three points and I will make 
them briefly. I have given remarks at 
greater length in these areas before so 
I think my position on this is pretty 
clear. 

One is, protecting our critical infra-
structure, the privately owned systems 
our way of life depends on, is the weak 
point we need to address. We do well 
with dot-mil, we do well with dot-gov. 
The government has the authority to 
provide all of its resources to protect 
those. We don’t particularly care about 
ordinary Web sites, about chat rooms— 
we do not want to interfere with those 
anyway. It is just the critical infra-
structure that is important, the pri-

vately held infrastructure. We really 
need to work on that. The warnings 
from our national security leaders are 
across the board: Secretary of Defense 
Panetta, NSA Cyber Command and Di-
rector Keith Alexander, Director of Na-
tional Intelligence Clapper, Secretary 
of Homeland Security Janet Napoli-
tano, Attorney General Holder, and 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Mark Dempsey have all clearly ex-
pressed the danger of this threat. 

The second point, it is bipartisan. 
The former Director of National Intel-
ligence and NSA Director Mike McCon-
nell has said: 

The United States is fighting a cyber-war 
today, and we are losing. It’s that simple. As 
the most wired nation on Earth, we offer the 
most targets of significance, yet our cyber- 
defenses are woefully lacking. . . . [W]ith cy-
bersecurity, the time to start was yesterday. 

Former Assistant Secretary for Pol-
icy at the Department of Homeland Se-
curity Baker said: 

We must begin now to protect our critical 
infrastructure from attack. 

A great number of national security 
officials, bipartisan, wrote a letter to 
us in the Senate and said: 

The threat is only going to get worse. Inac-
tion is not an acceptable option. 

Protection of our critical infrastructure is 
essential in order to effectively protect our 
national and economic security from the 
growing cyber threat. 

As I said earlier in introducing Sen-
ator MIKULSKI, there is indeed a mar-
ket failure that has been identified in a 
bipartisan fashion. The facts prove it 
because so often when public or private 
sector folks respond to an intrusion, 
they find 90 percent of the time the 
company had no idea it was hacked. 

Even the Chamber of Commerce was 
hacked and had Chinese infiltrators 
with access to all of their computers 
for months. When the Aurora bug hit 
Google and others, only 3 out of 30 
companies were aware of it. So the pri-
vate sector does need a supportive gov-
ernment. We, in turn, from the govern-
ment side have to make sure the bur-
den is not unreasonable and make sure 
we are doing this in as light, as sen-
sible, and voluntary as is possible and 
consistent with the mission of actually 
protecting our cybersecurity. 

In the Bush administration, the As-
sistant Attorney General was Jack 
Goldsmith, who is now at the Harvard 
Law School. He has written about this 
very issue. He wrote: 

[T]he government is the only institution 
with the resources and the incentives to en-
sure that the [critical infrastructure] on 
which we all depend is secure, and we must 
find a way for it to meet its responsibilities. 

I thank Senator MIKULSKI, Senator 
BLUNT, Senator BLUMENTHAL, and Sen-
ator COONS for participating in this 
colloquy today. I thank our group and 
the group I just mentioned. In addition 
I would like to thank Senator KYL, 
Senator GRAHAM, and Senator COATS 
for the bipartisan work that has been 
done to try to find a way forward to 
protect critical infrastructure. 

Again, I thank Senator BLUNT, Sen-
ator KYL, and Senator MIKULSKI for the 
series of private briefs and classified 
briefings that have helped build the 
momentum toward this effort. 

I think we can get this done. It is es-
sential we do. I appreciate the work of 
my colleagues in making this happen. 

I yield the floor and note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL). The Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

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. 

GLOBAL WARMING 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

come to the floor most every week to 
discuss the issue that I think is the one 
that Members of Congress in this era 
are most likely to be judged on in the 
future; that is, the relentless carbon 
pollution of our atmosphere that we 
are engaged in and the changes in our 
climate and in our oceans that are very 
visibly happening as a result. 

I know there are many interests in 
Washington that would prefer us to ig-
nore this issue, but just because they 
ignore it and just because they want us 
to ignore it doesn’t mean it is going 
anywhere. The country, as we have 
heard in the last few weeks, has baked 
in record heat. I think it was 
Bloomberg News that described the 
Midwest farmers as farming in hell. It 
has been scorched by drought, driven 
by unprecedented wildfires, and that 
has resulted in an increasing amount of 
chatter in the news and even some con-
versation on the Senate floor about cli-
mate change. 

Some have tried to say there is no re-
lation, but I want to talk a little bit 
about the science of what we see hap-
pening around our country and around 
the world. 

There is an interesting report that I 
would mention. I am not going to put 
it in the RECORD because it is too large. 
It is called ‘‘The State of the Climate 
in 2011,’’ a special supplement to the 
bulletin of the American Meteorolog-
ical Society. 

What we see is that 2012 is shaping up 
to look a lot like 2011, which Deputy 
NOAA Administrator Kathryn Sullivan 
called ‘‘a year of extreme events, both 
in the United States and around the 
world.’’ The report I just showed is a 
peer-reviewed report. It was compiled 
by 37 scientists from 48 countries. 

As explained by Dr. Sullivan, and I 
quote her: 

Every weather event that happens now 
takes place in the context of a changing 
global environment. This annual report pro-
vides scientists and citizens alike with an 
analysis of what has happened so we can all 
prepare for what is to come. 

Here are some of the highlights from 
the American Meteorological Society 
report. The first generally is that 
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warm temperature trends are con-
tinuing. Four independent datasets 
show 2011 was one of the 15 warmest 
years since recordkeeping began in the 
late 19th century, and yet one of the 
coolest since 2008. The average tem-
perature for 2011 was higher than the 
30-year annual average temperature. 
The Arctic continued to warm at about 
twice the rate compared with lower 
latitudes. 

On the opposite pole, the South Pole 
Station recorded its all-time highest 
temperature of 9.9 degrees Fahrenheit 
on December 25, Christmas Day, break-
ing the previous record for warm 
weather around the South Pole by 
more than 2 degrees. 

So the warm temperature trends con-
tinue. The other major finding of the 
report is that greenhouse gases con-
tinue to climb. Major greenhouse gas 
concentrations like carbon dioxide, 
methane, and nitrous oxide continued 
to rise. Carbon dioxide steadily in-
creased in 2011, and the yearly global 
average exceeded 390 parts per million 
for the first time since instrumental 
records began. This represents an in-
crease of 2.10 parts per million over the 
previous year. 

I would note that the Arctic sam-
pling stations have for the first time in 
history recorded concentrations over 
400 parts per million. That is an omi-
nous number because the Arctic tends 
to be the leading edge for these indica-
tors. There is no evidence that natural 
emissions of methane in the Arctic 
have increased significantly during the 
last decade, so they have not yet con-
tributed to this steady increase. But 
there could be significant increases of 
methane in the future as the tundra 
thaws and as methane captured under 
the permafrost is released. 

Arctic sea ice is decreasing. Arctic 
sea ice extent was below average for all 
of 2011 and has been since June of 2001. 
It is a span of 127 consecutive months 
through December of 2011. Both the 
maximum ice extent, which was 5.67 
million square miles on March 7, and 
the minimum extent, 1.67 square miles 
on September 9, were the second small-
est measurements for maximum and 
for minimum of the satellite era. 

A fourth finding is that sea surface 
temperature and ocean heat content 
continue to rise. Even with La Nina 
conditions occurring during most of 
the year, the 2011 global sea surface 
temperature was among the 12 highest 
years on record. Ocean heat content 
measured from the surface down to 
2,300 feet deep continued to rise since 
records again being taken in 1993, and 
ocean heat content was at a record 
high. 

In addition to putting 2011 into the 
context of these longer trends and 
timelines, the researchers from NOAA 
and the U.K. Meteorological Office also 
examined the link between climate 
change and extreme weather events 
that occurred in 2011. Here is what they 
say: 

In the past it was often stated that it sim-
ply was not possible to make an attribution 

statement about an individual weather or 
climate event. However, scientific thinking 
on this issue has moved on and now it is 
widely accepted— 

Widely accepted— 
that attribution statements about individual 
weather or climate events are possible, pro-
vided proper account is taken of the prob-
abilistic nature of attribution. 

So let me be clear. It is still not cor-
rect to say that any weather event spe-
cifically is or is not directly caused by 
climate change. However, what these 
researchers have done is evaluate 
methods to see if the probability of 
this event occurring has changed by a 
particular percentage given the chang-
ing climate. Have we, in effect, loaded 
the dice in our atmosphere to make ex-
treme weather events more likely? And 
not only have we loaded the dice, but 
how loaded are the dice? How are the 
odds changing? 

This paper evaluated six events from 
last year, and here are some of those 
findings: 

La Nina-related heat waves such as 
that experienced in Texas in 2011 are 
now 20 times more likely to occur dur-
ing La Nina today than during La Nina 
years 50 years ago. So we have loaded 
the dice for these events to happen dur-
ing the La Nina years by a factor of 20. 
That is a pretty heavy increase. 

Researchers evaluated a very warm 
November that the United Kingdom ex-
perienced in 2011. They found that 
warm Novembers are now 62 times 
more likely for the region. Again, not 
only are the dice loaded for unusual 
weather events, they are loaded with 
big numbers. 

The next month, December 2011, was 
very cold. Researchers found that cold 
Decembers were 50 percent less likely 
to occur now versus 50 years ago. 

Moving on to 2012, I wish to mention 
another event that happened this week. 
On Monday, researchers at the Univer-
sity of Delaware and the Canadian Ice 
Service reported that a 46-square-mile 
chunk of ice broke off from the 
Petermann Glacier on the northwest 
coast of Greenland. This piece of ice is 
two times the size of Manhattan. In 
August 2010, a piece four times the size 
of Manhattan separated from the gla-
cier. This most recent breakoff of the 
Petermann Glacier puts the glacier’s 
end point where it has not been for 150 
years. 

Andreas Muenchow, a researcher at 
the University of Delaware, said: 

The Greenland ice sheet as a whole is 
shrinking, melting and reducing in size as a 
result of globally changing air and ocean 
temperatures and associated changes in cir-
culation patterns in both the ocean and the 
atmosphere. 

When we change the temperature, we 
change the circulation patterns. Those 
go hand in hand. 

Relatedly, an article published in 
Science magazine examined data from 
not the Arctic areas but the tropic 
areas from coral reefs around the 
world. The researchers concluded that 
sea levels during the last warming pe-

riod, which is most similar to today’s 
climate, were roughly 18 to 30 feet 
higher than today. That is about 6 to 10 
feet higher than previous estimates 
had projected. The likely culprit: more 
melting of the Greenland and Antarctic 
ice sheets than was previously as-
sumed. 

All of this evidence, these changing 
trends and emerging science evaluating 
increased probability of extreme 
weather events, ought to be enough for 
us to consider limiting our greenhouse 
gas emissions. It ought to be enough of 
a warning for us to stop what is pres-
ently an uncontrolled experiment that 
we are conducting on our planet. We 
should do this while we still can. 

Yet, unfortunately, there are special 
interests in Washington who deny that 
carbon pollution causes global tem-
peratures to rise; deny that melting 
icecaps destabilize our climate so that 
regions face extreme drought or out-
sized precipitation events; deny that 
they have any responsibility to do any-
thing about this. These special inter-
ests have a strong grip on Washington 
and on Congress. They pretend to us 
and to the American public that the 
jury is actually still out on climate 
change caused by carbon pollution, 
that we should wait, we should let 
them continue with business as usual 
and wait for the verdict to come in. 
Well, they are wrong. The jury is not 
still out. The verdict is, indeed, in, and 
their claims to the contrary are, frank-
ly, outright false. 

This is a pattern, actually, that has 
manifested itself with other industries 
in the past. The lead paint industry, 
the tobacco industry, and others have 
all had legions of scientists who have 
been willing to manufacture enough 
doubt about the danger of the prod-
uct—tobacco is safe to smoke, lead 
paint won’t hurt children, that sort of 
thing—so as to delay public safety ac-
tion that would protect the public from 
their product. They obviously have a 
motive in doing that because they 
want to keep selling their product and 
keep making profits, but the cost has 
been terribly high to the public when 
we have listened to that kind of 
science. Unfortunately, we are listen-
ing to that now again. We should not 
be fooled. The vast overwhelming bulk 
of scientists agree that climate change 
is happening and that human activities 
are the driving cause of this change. 

When I give these talks, I often refer 
to a paragraph from a letter we re-
ceived in Congress in October of 2009. 
The letter was very powerfully stated, 
particularly when we consider the cau-
tious way in which scientists ordi-
narily couch their findings. Here is 
what the letter said: 

Observations throughout the world make 
it clear— 

Clear is the word they use— 
that climate change is occurring, and rig-
orous scientific research demonstrates that 
the greenhouse gases emitted by human ac-
tivities are the primary driver. These con-
clusions are based on multiple independent 
lines of evidence— 
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And they close with this— 

and contrary assertions are inconsistent 
with an objective assessment of the vast 
body of peer-reviewed science. 

In other words, if we look at the 
peer-reviewed science, the body of 
science, objectively, one cannot reach 
those conclusions. Those contrary as-
sertions are inconsistent with an objec-
tive assessment. Clearly, subjective as-
sessments are different, but subjective 
assessments we should discount be-
cause of the motives that lie behind 
them. 

The letter I just quoted was signed 
by an enormous number of very pres-
tigious scientific organizations, from 
the American Association of the Ad-
vancement of Science, to the American 
Chemical Society, the Geophysical 
Union, Institute of Biological Science, 
Meteorological Society, Society of 
Agronomy, American Plant Biologists, 
the Ecological Society of America, the 
Organization of Biological Field Sta-
tions, Soil Science Society of America, 
and an immense group of very respect-
able organizations not gathered to-
gether for the purposes of argument 
about climate change but who have a 
responsibility to their scientific com-
munities to be accurate. These are 
highly esteemed scientific organiza-
tions. They know the jury is not still 
out. They know that the verdict is, in 
fact, in and that it is time we did some-
thing about it. It is really irresponsible 
and nonsensical for us not to. 

The science on this goes back to the 
Civil War. It was a scientist named 
John Tyndall, an Irish scientist prac-
ticing in England, who determined that 
carbon dioxide and water, when they 
were trapped in the atmosphere, had a 
blanketing effect and would trap heat 
in the atmosphere—the basic principle 
of global warming. 

In 1955, the year I was born, a text-
book called ‘‘Our Astonishing Atmos-
phere’’ said the following: 

Nearly a century ago, scientist John Tyn-
dall suggested that a fall in the atmospheric 
carbon dioxide could allow the Earth to cool, 
whereas a rise in carbon dioxide would make 
it warmer. 

If that was century-old information 
the year I was born, then I think it is 
entitled to some credence around here. 

Of course, we are observing these 
changes. Let me put one into context, 
and then I will yield the floor. That 
one is that 390-parts-per-million figure 
I alluded to earlier. For the last 8,000 
centuries—800,000 years—we have been 
able to measure what the range was of 
carbon dioxide in the Earth’s atmos-
phere, and for all that period, 800,000 
years, it has been between 170 parts per 
million and 300 parts per million. So 
170 to 300 is the range. So when we are 
out of that not by a little bit but by a 
lot—we are already to 390, and in the 
Arctic we have hit 400—this is meas-
urement, by the way, not theory—that 
is something to be worried about be-
cause when we look back at history, 
before 800,000 years ago, back into pre-
vious geological events, we find that 

these high carbon concentrations are 
associated with really dramatic die- 
offs, very hostile environments for 
human occupation. 

Of course, we have never had that ex-
perience because we have really only 
been around on this planet for probably 
less than 200,000 years. We only started 
scratching the soil, planting things and 
developing agriculture, 10,000 years 
ago. So 800,000 years ago is a long time, 
and the safe bandwidths our species has 
developed within during that 800,000 
years is something that we should not 
be so frivolous about flying outside of 
to the tune of now hitting 390 parts per 
million. There will be consequences 
that will be grave. 

We are already seeing consequences 
that are grave. Our ocean is acidifying 
in unprecedented ways. If we are look-
ing for a first catastrophe to ensue, it 
is as likely to be through the acidifica-
tion of our oceans as it is through cli-
mate and through the damage that an 
acidic ocean can do to small creatures, 
particularly those at the very bottom 
of the food chain, the ones all the oth-
ers eat. Let me put it this way: It is a 
hard thing for an animal to succeed 
and survive in a physical environment 
in which it is soluble. 

So I see a colleague on the floor, and 
I will yield to him. I appreciate the at-
tention of the Senate to this issue, and 
I hope the day will come soon when we 
can wrench ourselves free of the grip of 
the special interests and do something 
serious about this looming threat. 

I thank the Presiding Officer, and I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

PROGROWTH TAX REFORM 
Mr. HOEVEN. I rise today to discuss 

the need for progrowth tax reform. I 
came to the floor last week, I have 
been here this week on the subject, and 
I am here again today to talk about 
the need to get started and get going 
right now on the progrowth tax reform 
that will unleash private investment in 
this country and help us grow our econ-
omy and create jobs for the more than 
13 million people we have unemployed 
today. 

The current Tax Code changes at the 
end of the year. If we fail to act, the 
current Tax Code changes. That is a 
fact. Simply put, tax rates go up. The 
income tax rates rise. Capital gains 
taxes go up. The death tax goes up. 

Today, we voted on a measure re-
garding outsourcing. Its goal was to 
encourage U.S. companies to invest 
and hire workers in the United States 
rather than overseas. But, at best—at 
best—that is a piecemeal approach. 
The reality is, the tax increases that 
will occur at the end of the year will do 
far more to drive investment and em-
ployment overseas than any measure 
like the one we considered today. 
Those increases to the tax rates on 
small businesses across this country 
will have a much bigger impact than 
any single measure like the one that 
was offered today. 

So think about it. By not extending 
the current tax rates, we will have a 
business climate that makes it harder 
to do business in this country. It seems 
to me that makes the solution pretty 
simple. Let’s extend the current tax 
rates for 1 year, and let’s set up a proc-
ess to engage in progrowth tax reform 
that will empower small businesses— 
millions of small businesses across this 
country—to do what they do best; that 
is, to invest and hire people, to put 
Americans back to work. 

The question is, Why aren’t we doing 
it? By setting up a process to under-
take comprehensive, progrowth tax re-
form over the next year, everyone has 
a chance to provide their input and to 
provide their ideas, to offer their legis-
lation, Republicans and Democrats 
alike. In fact, formats have already 
been proposed, formats such as Simp-
son-Bowles, Domenici-Rivlin, groups 
such as the Gang of 6 and others that 
have put forward different concepts. So 
there is absolutely no reason to wait. 

The question is not are we or are we 
not going to do it. The reality is, we 
have to do it. The reality is we have to 
do it to get our economy going. So let’s 
get started. President Obama needs to 
join with us in this effort. Look at our 
economy. Look at the statistics since 
President Obama took office. 

Unemployment. We have 8.2 percent 
unemployment. Unemployment has 
been over 8 percent for 41 straight 
months. We have 13 million people in 
this country unemployed—13 million 
people in this country looking for 
work—and we have another 10 million 
who are underemployed; that is, 23 mil-
lion people either unemployed or un-
deremployed. 

Middle class income. Middle class in-
come has declined from approximately 
$55,000 annually to $50,000 since the cur-
rent administration took office. 

Food stamps. Food stamp usage has 
increased dramatically, from 32 million 
recipients to 46 million recipients. 

Home values. Home values have 
dropped. Home values have dropped, on 
average, from $169,000 to $148,000. 

Economic growth. GDP, gross domes-
tic product, growth is the weakest for 
any recovery since World War II. 

Job creation last month. Mr. Presi-
dent, 80,000 jobs were created. But it 
takes 150,000 jobs each and every 
month just to keep up with population 
growth to actually reduce the unem-
ployment rate. 

So these facts speak for themselves. 
These are the facts. The President’s ap-
proach to our economy is making it 
worse, and his failure to join with us to 
extend the lower tax rates and engage 
in progrowth tax reform is sitting on 
our economy like a big wet blanket. 
But we can change that. We can change 
that right now. We can change that by 
extending the current tax rates and by 
together, on a bipartisan basis, with 
the administration, joining in a process 
to put in place progrowth tax reform 
and at the same time getting control of 
our spending. 
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Business investment and economic 

activity would respond immediately. 
Look at the latest information from 
the Congressional Budget Office, the 
CBO. The CBO projects the economy 
will contract—will contract—by 1.3 
percent on an annualized rate for the 
first 6 months of next year, meeting 
the definition of ‘‘recession’’ if the fis-
cal cliff we now face is not addressed. 
Overall, the economy, based on the 
CBO projection for next year, would 
grow by only one-half of 1 percent for 
the entire year. That compares to a 4.4- 
percent growth rate for next year if the 
fiscal cliff is avoided. 

Granted, that fiscal cliff includes not 
only addressing the tax increases that 
would go into effect but also sequestra-
tion. But we have put forward ideas to 
address sequestration as well. Clearly, 
the tax piece is a huge part of what 
drives that difference in economic 
growth—the difference between one- 
half of 1 percent and over 4 percent eco-
nomic growth next year. 

Think of what that means in terms of 
employment to the people who are 
looking for a job. Think of what that 
means in terms of growth in the econ-
omy and revenue growth to help ad-
dress our deficit and our debt. All that 
stands to reason because business 
needs certainty. Business needs cer-
tainty to invest, to grow, to hire more 
people. 

With legal, tax, and regulatory cer-
tainty—not more government spending 
but with legal, tax, and regulatory cer-
tainty, businesses in this country will 
invest and grow and put people back to 
work. There is more cash, there is 
more private capital on the sidelines 
now than ever before in our history. 
With the uncertainty about what the 
Tax Code is going to be, that invest-
ment will continue to be sidelined 
rather than deployed in ventures that 
will create jobs. 

The longer we go, the more uncer-
tainty. That means slow economic 
growth; that means higher unemploy-
ment; that means more people out of 
work rather than finding a job; and it 
means less revenue to help reduce our 
deficit and our debt. Clearly, that is 
not the way to go. 

President Obama, however, says: But 
wait a minute. Everyone needs to pay 
their fair share. So he is proposing tax 
increases on that basis. Of course, ev-
eryone needs to pay their fair share. 
But the way to ensure that gets accom-
plished is with progrowth tax reform 
and closing loopholes. That is exactly 
what we have proposed—not by raising 
taxes on more than 1 million small 
businesses across this country, which 
is what the President has proposed. 

Let’s extend the current tax rates for 
1 year. Let’s set up a process to pass 
comprehensive, progrowth tax reform 
that lowers rates, closes loopholes, 
that is fairer, that is simpler and that 
will generate revenue to reduce our 
deficit and our debt through economic 
growth rather than through higher 
taxes. In reality, that is the only way 

we will get our economy going, and 
that along with controlling our spend-
ing will reduce our deficit and our debt 
and it will put Americans back to 
work. 

Leadership is all about finding com-
mon ground. President Obama needs to 
join with us to find common ground on 
this issue. We have offered it. We are 
offering it right now. I hope the Presi-
dent will join with us in this endeavor. 
It is simple. It is straightforward. It is 
what the American people want and 
what they need and we need to get 
started right now. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug-
gest 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. 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. 

CAMPUS DEBIT CARDS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, there 

was a troubling report recently re-
leased by the U.S. Public Interest Re-
search Group. It is entitled ‘‘The Cam-
pus Debit Card Trap.’’ The report from 
PIRG documents how colleges and uni-
versities across the country have 
signed deals with financial service 
companies to provide campus debit 
cards and prepaid credit cards to stu-
dents. 

Sometimes these debit cards are 
linked to a student checking account, 
and many times the school’s name will 
appear on the card. In some cases, the 
student ID card is turned into a bank 
debit card. We are also seeing colleges 
and universities make deals in which 
banks issue prepaid debit cards to 
make financial aid disbursements to 
students. 

When they are managed appro-
priately, debit and prepaid cards can be 
a good thing for students. It can give 
them an effective way to conduct 
transactions and receive their student 
aid payments. But, unfortunately, as 
the PIRG research found, some of these 
campus debit card arrangements raise 
some serious questions. 

Why did the U.S. PIRG title its re-
port, ‘‘The Campus Debit Card Trap’’? 
You guessed it. Many students are 
being charged unreasonable fees that 
are costing them millions of dollars. 
According to the U.S. PIRG report, 15 
financial institutions have debit or pre-
paid card contracts with 878 campuses 
that serve more than 9 million stu-
dents. It is a big business. Forty-two 
percent of all students nationwide go 
to school on these 878 campuses. 

It is a lucrative business for financial 
institutions. There is a lot of money to 
be paid from fees on college debit 
cards, especially when they start 

charging fees on the billions of dollars 
disbursed each year in Federal student 
aid. So the Federal money is passing 
through these cards to the students. 
The financial institutions are making 
money in the process. 

As the U.S. PIRG report shows, some 
of the fees being charged are clearly 
unreasonable. One of the most egre-
gious fees is a per-transaction fee on 
students for using a PIN number on 
debit purchases instead of a signature. 
One of the largest campus debit card 
companies, Higher One, currently 
charges students 50 cents every time 
the student enters his PIN number at a 
checkout. PIN-based transactions are 
supposed to be more secure than signa-
ture transactions. But this deal actu-
ally penalizes the students for using 
PIN numbers which are supposed to be 
more secure. 

Another unacceptable fee is the ATM 
balance inquiry fee that some banks 
charge. This penalizes students who 
check on their balances to make sure 
they do not overdraw their accounts or 
incur an overdraft fee. Why would you 
discourage a student from checking on 
their balance so they do not overdraw 
their account? 

Some banks charge inactivity fees, 
when a student is charged $10 a month 
if they are not using the account after 
6 months. In other words, if the student 
is not using the card, racking up fees 
by making purchases, the financial in-
stitution still charges $10 each month. 
So it is going to get the money either 
way. 

Of course, there are mysterious fees 
such as Higher One’s $50 lack of docu-
mentation fee. That is what they call 
it. They recently abandoned this. And 
not to mention the obscure and unrea-
sonable overdraft fees that some insti-
tutions charge. 

Not only do those fees eat away at 
the limited money these students have 
for books, food, and living expenses, 
but these fees also cut into taxpayer- 
subsidized student aid dollars. 

Student aid should be used to aid stu-
dents, period, not banks. We should not 
allow financial institutions to take a 
slice off a taxpayer-subsidized student 
aid disbursement through unreasonable 
fees. We should not have debit card 
deals between financial institutions 
and colleges that leave students hold-
ing the bag. 

Colleges and universities should ne-
gotiate for the students, for the best 
deal for them; the lowest fees, the best 
consumer protection. We need these 
deals to be fully transparent. Students 
often think: Wait a minute. If the uni-
versity is recommending this bank or 
this school ID or this debit card, then 
it must be approved by the school. 

The terms of the deal ought to be 
clear to the student so they can make 
the right choice. In addition, if the 
school receives incentives or kickbacks 
for providing exclusive access to the 
students, there is an inherent conflict 
of interest that at least ought to be 
disclosed. 
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I wrote a letter, along with Senator 

JACK REED and Congressman PETER 
WELCH, calling on the 15 financial in-
stitutions mentioned in the PIRG re-
port to immediately discontinue sev-
eral of the worst fees that were high-
lighted and disclose their contracts 
with colleges and universities. I am 
pleased that some financial institu-
tions are responding to this PIRG re-
port, but more needs to be done. 

Fortunately, there are colleges and 
universities out there that are ready to 
step up. Soon after the PIRG report 
came out, I met the with the president 
of a university in Illinois that uses pre-
paid Visa debit cards to disburse title 
IV student aid. Students at this school 
were being charged some of the fees 
that were mentioned in the PIRG re-
port, such as the inactivity fee and a 
fee for checking on the balance on 
their account. 

When I alerted the president of the 
university to these fees, he imme-
diately responded and agreed that he 
thought that was unreasonable. He said 
he will work to promptly address this 
issue for the benefit of the students. 

I hope other leaders of colleges and 
universities who try to convince stu-
dents and their families that they are 
truly their friends will be their friends 
when it comes to these debit cards. In 
the days to come, I am going to work 
with the regulators at the Department 
of Education and the Consumer Finan-
cial Protection Bureau and with the 
higher education and financial commu-
nities to take the tricks and traps out 
of the campus debit card programs. 

Let’s give our college students who 
are already borrowing money, deep in 
debt, struggling to pay their bills a 
break. Let’s not increase the debt they 
are going to carry out of school, trying 
to enter into the job market. I thank 
my colleagues who are already working 
with me on this. I urge others to join 
me. 

VA CAREGIVER PROGRAM 
Mr. President, since last July, the 

Veterans’ Administration’s Caregivers 
Program has been providing the fami-
lies of severely disabled Iraq and Af-
ghanistan veterans with the support 
they deserve to care for their loved 
ones. I would like to mark the 1-year 
anniversary of this program by taking 
a few minutes to talk about its impact 
on families across America. 

The Caregivers Program was origi-
nally conceived by then-Senator Hil-
lary Rodham Clinton. She came up 
with this notion to help those care-
givers who were staying at home with 
disabled veterans, many of them par-
ents and spouses, who make consider-
able sacrifices to make sure their dis-
abled vet has the very best love and 
care in the place they want to be, right 
in their home. 

Sometimes it is a hardship, not just 
the medical requirements but some-
times the financial requirements. So 
we passed the Caregivers Program, 
originally conceived by Senator Clin-
ton. With the assistance of Senator 

AKAKA, it became the law of the land. 
Here is what it said: For the veterans 
of Iraq and Afghanistan who came 
home with a disability and needed a 
caregiver to make sure they could go 
about their daily routine, we would say 
first to the caregiver, we are going to 
provide you with the medical training 
you need so you can take care of this 
vet in terms of their personal needs. 

Secondly, we will provide you with a 
respite. If you need time off to go spend 
a few days somewhere to rest and relax 
and recharge your batteries, we will 
find a nurse or someone to come in and 
take care of that vet so you can have a 
little time to yourself. 

Third, if there is a final need, an eco-
nomic hardship, we pay up to $3,000 a 
month—not a huge sum of money—but 
up to $3,000 a month to the caregivers 
who are willing to help. I just had a 
group of wounded warriors in my office 
the other day. They talked about what 
this meant to some of these families. It 
meant whether their homes would be 
foreclosed upon. So when you think 
about it, the alternative is institu-
tional care for these veterans, not 
nearly the level we want, the kind of 
care we would want to have. Instead, 
they are home with someone they love 
at a fraction of the cost of institu-
tional care. We are just giving a help-
ing hand to the caregivers. 

So let me show a couple of photo-
graphs because these are some stories 
that I think are important for every-
one to know about. This is a family I 
know pretty well. They are from North 
Carolina. Eric Edmundson served in 
the U.S. Army. Eric is shown with his 
wife Stephanie, his daughter Gracie, 7 
years old, and his baby son Hunter, 
who is almost 2 years old. Eric served 
in the Army and was injured, and dur-
ing the course of surgery, there were 
complications. He ended up a quad-
riplegic, unable to speak. They almost 
gave up on him. They talked to his fa-
ther about sending him, at the age of 
about 24, into a nursing home. His dad 
blew his stack and said: You are not 
going to do that to my boy. He got on 
the Internet and started asking ques-
tions and ended up with Eric being ad-
mitted to the Rehab Institute in Chi-
cago. That is where I met them, this 
North Carolina family. His dad said: 
My son will get the best care no matter 
what. Because he worked so hard and 
pushed so hard, Eric got the care he 
needed. 

I can remember visiting him in his 
hospital room and saying that I want 
to come back from time to time to see 
how he is doing in Chicago. I came 
back a few weeks later, and his mom 
said Eric had a gift for me. 

I said: For me, a gift? What is it? 
She said: I will show you. 
His mom and dad walked to the side 

of his wheelchair, lifted him up, and he 
took three steps. There wasn’t a dry 
eye in that room. There were tears of 
joy all the way around. This man who 
had been given up on was taking steps. 
His mom and dad said: He is supposed 

to check out on Memorial Day, and he 
will walk out of the front door of this 
hospital in his full dress uniform. Can 
you be there? 

I said I wouldn’t be anywhere else. So 
I came, as did the mayor of Chicago 
and a lot of press, and watched Eric 
walk out of that hospital. It was one of 
the happiest days I can ever remember. 
His wife Stephanie was waiting with 
his daughter Gracie, and they moved 
back to North Carolina. His mom and 
dad gave up their business and devoted 
their lives to him. They are living with 
this family to make sure Eric has a 
life. They have a brandnew baby boy. 

I have visited at their home. It is one 
of those stories where local vets and 
good people said: We will build you a 
home at no expense so you can get 
around in your wheelchair. 

It is a terrific, wonderful story of a 
brave family who worked hard to give 
Eric a life, and all the neighbors and 
friends have helped sustain him. 

I can tell you that Eric’s story went 
a chapter further. His dad came to me 
and said: Have you ever heard of the 
caregivers bill Hillary Clinton had in-
troduced? 

I said no. 
He said: She is leaving the Senate to 

be Secretary of State, so would you 
take a look at it? 

I said I would. As a result of that, I 
worked with Senators AKAKA and 
INOUYE and the President, who signed 
it into law. As a result, families just 
like the Edmundsons will get the help-
ing hand they need, like Eric got the 
kind of care he needed. The Iraq war is 
over, but his struggle will continue. We 
want to make sure he has the loving 
care he needs throughout his life. 

Let me tell you about another family 
from Clinton, IL. I don’t have a photo. 
It is Nathan Florey and his caregiver 
mother Deanna. 

Nathan was a military police officer 
in Iraq, and he suffered an aneurysm 
while on duty in 2008. His recovery 
took 15 months. At one point it was 
suggested that Nathan should go to a 
group home. His mother refused to 
allow that to happen and said: No, send 
him home with me. She has taken care 
of him ever since. They were told that 
Nathan might never wake up, regain 
consciousness, but he exceeded every-
one’s expectations. He has received an 
associate’s degree and is working on a 
bachelor’s degree. Deanna says the 
caregiver program gives her a support 
system so that she doesn’t feel like she 
is caring for Nathan alone. 

This is a common refrain. Another 
caregiver named Beth, whom I spoke 
with this spring in downstate Illinois 
near Marion, pointed out that this sup-
port from the caregivers program gave 
her the flexibility to be able to care for 
her husband full time. 

These are the kinds of families we 
want to help with this program. When 
we started, we thought a few thousand 
Iraq and Afghanistan families might 
qualify. As it turns out, these signa-
ture wounds that lead to this type of 
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care are more prevalent than we 
thought and families’ hearts are even 
bigger than we imagined. So far, 5,153 
families have qualified for the care-
givers program. Think about that. 
They have taken the training to pro-
vide quality care for their loved ones in 
the comfort of their own homes. This 
includes Deanna and Beth and 129 other 
families in my State, and I will bet 
there are some families in Minnesota. 

This is an interesting and amazing 
story as well. This is a family from 
Oak Lawn, IL. This is Yuriy and Aimee 
Zmysly in the center of the photo. I 
was connected with the Zmyslys sev-
eral years ago after I read about them 
in a Chicago newspaper. They became 
strong advocates for the caregivers 
program, spreading the word about it 
in Illinois, including at this event in 
Chicago last fall. 

Yuriy was a marine serving in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq. In 2006, he came 
back to the United States for surgery 
at the military hospital, where he suf-
fered complications from a burst ap-
pendix and was left with a severe brain 
injury. When she got the news, Aimee 
drove to the hospital and put her whole 
heart and life into caring for Yuriy. At 
the time, they weren’t married, but 
Aimee said she made her commitment 
to him before this. They got married 
after he suffered this grievous injury. 
The Zmyslys qualified for the caregiver 
program last summer. As Aimee told 
the Sun Times in an update to their 
story, ‘‘It’s good to be recognized for 
what I’ve been doing and other people 
have been doing for years.’’ 

Let me close with a brief update on 
Eric Edmundson, whom I started talk-
ing about. His father Ed tells me in a 
recent note that enrollment in the pro-
gram went smoothly—the caregivers 
program. His wife Beth, who gave up 
her health insurance when she left her 
job to care for her son, now has her 
health insurance back thanks to the 
program. And Eric is doing great as 
well. He is back hunting and fishing. 
He can literally go hunting. He loves it 
so much. And he can also fish with his 
dad. He recently completed a 
multistate hunting trip sponsored by 
the Wounded Warrior Project. Eric also 
received the 2011 Pathfinder Award 
from Safari Club International in rec-
ognition of the way he has explored life 
undeterred by his injuries. As part of 
the award, he is going to head to South 
Africa in September to hunt big game. 
Who would have imagined that this 
young man, abandoned by our system, 
which said he would virtually spend 
the rest of his life alone in a nursing 
home, now has such a full life? 

His father said in his note to me, 
‘‘Eric works through his challenges. He 
will not be disabled by them—always a 
warrior.’’ 

I am pleased that the caregivers pro-
gram has been able to help veterans in 
America—over 5,000 in Illinois, North 
Carolina, and everywhere. I encourage 
anybody who is following this state-
ment on the floor of the Senate and 

knows of an Iraq or Afghanistan vet-
eran who may qualify for the care-
givers program to get more informa-
tion at www.caregiver.va.gov. 

CROP INSURANCE 
Mr. President, last Sunday I went to 

Gardner Township outside of Spring-
field and met with a group of farmers 
to talk about the drought. We were 
across the street from a cornfield, and 
I have seen these since I was a little 
kid. If you looked at it driving by, you 
would think it was just another corn-
field. The farmers took me into the 
cornfield, and we started looking at the 
corn and stalks. It is a disaster. 

The drought has really taken its toll. 
As of last week, my entire State is suf-
fering through at least a moderate 
drought, and 33 counties have been de-
clared to be in severe drought. They 
have joined 1,000 other counties in 26 
States that have already been declared 
disaster areas by the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. Some people think it is 
the worst drought we have had in 25 
years. I am afraid they could be right. 
Nobody knows better than our farmers, 
which I learned when I made this visit. 
Some of this corn crop is going to be 
flatout lost. They chop it off at ground 
level and let it dry out and try to feed 
it to the livestock. But it will get 
worse if the drought continues. We 
need rain and need it desperately—not 
just a little rain but a level of con-
sistent, meaningful accumulation. 

The primary tool available to pro-
ducers to help them get through this is 
crop insurance. Taxpayers help the 
Crop Insurance Program by subsidizing 
about 62 percent of the premiums, but 
it is a better deal than disaster pay-
ments, which are unfortunately mas-
sive in amount and don’t reward good 
conduct. The basic Crop Insurance Pro-
gram rewards those producers who are 
trying to protect themselves from 
these outcomes. 

I talked to Secretary Vilsack with 
the Department of Agriculture last 
week. I know they are watching this 
disastrous situation across Illinois and 
the Nation as, unfortunately, it in-
creases. The benefits that are available 
to local farmers are low-interest loans 
they can take out to get through this 
while waiting for the crop insurance 
payout. These farmers don’t want a 
handout, but they have no choice. They 
have to get through this year so they 
can get into next year. The loans are 
not going to solve the problem, but 
they will help address them. 

There is a political thing we can do. 
I wish we would pass a bill to create 
rain, but we obviously can’t. We did 
pass a farm bill. Sixty-four Senators, 
Democrats and Republicans, voted for 
the farm bill. Senator STABENOW of 
Michigan and Senator ROBERTS of Kan-
sas, a Democrat and a Republican, 
worked through a bipartisan bill when 
most people said they didn’t have a 
chance. They did it and did a great job. 
They sent it to the House. The House, 
unfortunately, has not been able to 
move the farm bill. 

This is like the story we heard on the 
Transportation bill. Here is a bill that 
is critically important for farmers, 
many of whom are facing disasters like 
the drought now, and the House needs 
to get moving. I hate to put pressure 
on the House, but that is what Sen-
ators do to House Members, and they 
try to do the same to us. If they fail to 
pass a farm bill, it will reduce the op-
portunities to help our farmers 
through this drought. 

So I am encouraging all Members of 
the House of Representatives, Demo-
crats and Republicans, to at least vote 
on the Senate bipartisan bill if you 
can’t come up with a bill. It will give 
us a chance to help producers in rural 
America facing a natural disaster. As 
they face these natural disasters, we 
should not create political disasters to 
make it worse. 

I call on the House of Representa-
tives, before you leave for the August 
recess, pass a farm bill, get to con-
ference, and get the job done. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. 

President, I rise today to discuss the 
urgency that is growing with each 
passing day for the House to take up 
and pass the farm bill. Most Senators 
in this body have a constituency that 
is being impacted by the worsening 
drought conditions, which is currently 
affecting 61 percent of the landmass of 
the continental United States. I have 
seen a growing frustration among my 
colleagues, myself included, with the 
lack of action on the part of the House 
of Representatives. 

The Agriculture Reform, Food and 
Jobs Act of 2012, which is the Senate’s 
version of the farm bill, contains an ex-
tension of the critical livestock dis-
aster assistance programs, and would 
ensure that this assistance would apply 
to losses experienced this year. The bill 
also contains a new commodity pro-
gram which would serve to supplement 
crop insurance. 

Unfortunately, if we do not complete 
a full reauthorization by the end of 
September, producers are at risk of not 
having this assistance available to 
them. Our disaster assistance pro-
grams, which we authorized in the 2008 
farm bill, expired on September 30, 
2011, and so they will not be available 
unless the House leadership brings up 
the farm bill for immediate consider-
ation. We need to move the process for-
ward so that we can get to a conference 
committee and complete a full reau-
thorization by the end of September. 

Continued unwillingness of the House 
leadership to bring the farm bill up for 
consideration puts my producers at 
risk. The uncertainty of how the House 
will proceed led me to join last week 
with Senators BAUCUS, TESTER, and 
CONRAD in introducing standalone leg-
islation to extend the Supplemental 
Revenue Assistance, SURE, program, 
the Livestock Indemnity Program, 
LIP, Livestock Forage Program, LFP, 
and the Emergency Livestock Assist-
ance Program, ELAP, through the cur-
rent crop year. While the farm bill that 
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we passed through the Senate last 
week includes the livestock disaster 
programs and a new commodity pro-
gram to supplement crop insurance, 
the House has not given any indication 
that it will move the reauthorization 
process forward. As such, we intro-
duced this standalone disaster assist-
ance bill as another option for ensuring 
assistance is available for our pro-
ducers. 

There are a lot of things in the House 
farm bill that I do not like, but that is 
why we have a process in place to work 
out differences between the House and 
Senate versions. Ideally, the House 
should just bring up and pass the Sen-
ate bill, which passed last month with 
wide bipartisan support, so we can give 
our producers some certainty and the 
assistance they need. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF MICHAEL A. 
SHIPP TO BE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to executive session to consider Execu-
tive Calendar No. 663, which is the 
nomination of Michael A. Shipp of New 
Jersey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
FRANKEN). Without objection, the clerk 
will report the nomination. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nomination of Michael A. Shipp, of 
New Jersey, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of New Jer-
sey. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I sent a clo-
ture motion to the desk with respect to 
the Shipp nomination. In fact, it may 
already be there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant 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 nomination 
of Michael A. Shipp, of New Jersey, to be 
United States District Judge for the District 
of New Jersey. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Patty Murray, Jeff 
Merkley, Richard Blumenthal, Chris-
topher A. Coons, Mark Udall, Joseph I. 
Lieberman, Tom Harkin, Bernard 
Sanders, Debbie Stabenow, John F. 
Kerry, Barbara A. Mikulski, Jeanne 
Shaheen, Richard J. Durbin, Al 
Franken. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

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

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that we proceed to a pe-
riod of morning business and that Sen-
ators be allowed to speak therein for 
up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

TRIBUTE TO KATHRYN LANDRETH 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I recognize 
and honor Kathryn E. Landreth for her 
distinguished service from 2005 to 2012 
as the State Director of the Nevada 
Chapter of The Nature Conservancy. 

Under Kathryn’s leadership, The Na-
ture Conservancy—Nevada Chapter has 
maintained its focus on its core mis-
sion to conserve lands and waters on 
which all life depends. Kathryn was 
first drawn to The Nature Conservancy 
for its commitment to science-based 
information to reach collaborative out-
comes for conservation. She was in-
strumental in working with important 
partners to establish the Ash Meadows 
National Wildlife Refuge and protect 
the desert tortoise habitat. Kathryn’s 
vision and leadership also helped the 
Chapter acquire Independence Lake— 
one of the most pristine alpine lakes— 
complete the Whit Hall Interpretive 
Center and complete restoration work 
at the McCarran Ranch and Lower 
Truckee River. In Western Nevada, the 
Chapter completed the restoration of 
the Carson and Truckee Rivers to im-
prove wildlife habitats and water qual-
ity. 

I have had the good fortune of work-
ing with Kathryn and The Nature Con-
servancy in Nevada and nationally on 
legislation that impacts our Federal 
wild lands heritage. She and The Na-
ture Conservancy have been important 
partners in successful efforts to protect 
Nevada’s unique landscapes; their ad-
vocacy has led to the protection of over 
1 million acres across the Silver State. 

Prior to her work with The Nature 
Conservancy, she was appointed by 
President Clinton in October of 1993 to 
serve as United States Attorney for the 
District of Nevada. Kathryn served as a 
tough and effective prosecutor and es-
tablished a fine legal reputation. 

Due to her impressive and dedicated 
work, her efforts have not gone 
unacknowledged. The Nevada Chapter 
of the National Association of Social 
Workers previously recognized her as 
Public Advocate of the Year, the State 
Bar of Nevada named her Public Law-
yer of the Year, and the Las Vegas 
Chamber of Commerce recognized her 
as a Woman of Distinction in Govern-
ment. 

I am tremendously proud of the leg-
acy that she has imprinted on the 
State of Nevada. Thank you, Kathryn, 
for your extraordinary service as a 

leader and advocate for conservation 
and justice. 

f 

RECOGNIZING ST. BERNARD 
HOSPITAL 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, for the 
past several years much of the con-
versation about health care in Wash-
ington has been a war of words. Today 
I would like to talk about a hospital in 
my home State that is seeking to bet-
ter the lives of the women in its com-
munity, not simply with words but 
with action. 

This month, St. Bernard Hospital in 
the Englewood neighborhood in Chi-
cago, announced it would provide 150 
free mammograms for women. The 
mammograms will be for women who 
are over the age of 40 and do not have 
health insurance. 

For those who may not know, Engle-
wood is a neighborhood in Chicago that 
struggles with high levels of crime and 
unemployment. 

The mammograms will be offered as 
part of the Metropolitan Chicago 
Breast Cancer Task Force’s ‘‘Screen to 
Live’’ initiative. The Task Force was 
created in 2007, after a landmark study 
by the Sinai Urban Health Institute 
found that the mortality rate from 
breast cancer for African American 
women in Chicago was 68 percent high-
er than white women. 

That startling statistic is not unique 
to Chicago. 

According to the American Cancer 
Society, African American women na-
tionally have the lowest survival rate 
from breast cancer of any racial or eth-
nic group. Not surprisingly, the study 
found poverty and a lack of health in-
surance are also associated with lower 
breast cancer survival. 

It is this disparity that led St. Ber-
nard President and CEO, Sister Eliza-
beth Van Straten, to offer the mammo-
grams. St. Bernard Hospital is not a 
wealthy hospital. But this gift of 150 
free mammograms to the community 
will save lives. And this partnership be-
tween St. Bernard’s and the Metropoli-
tan Chicago Breast Cancer Task Force 
should be applauded. 

This brings me to the Affordable Care 
Act. 

The lesson to learn from St. Ber-
nard’s effort is that preventive care 
matters. Because survival often hinges 
on early detection, the Affordable Care 
Act has made preventive services free. 
In fact 54 million Americans, including 
2.4 million in Illinois have received pre-
ventive services from their insurance 
company at no cost. In 2011, 1.3 million 
people on Medicare in Illinois received 
free preventive services. And starting 
next year, States will receive an in-
creased share from the Federal Govern-
ment to cover preventive services for 
people on Medicaid. 

This effort to bring preventive serv-
ices to millions of Americans across 
the country will no doubt save lives. 

I want to acknowledge the out-
standing people at St. Bernard’s and 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:01 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19JY6.071 S19JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5203 July 19, 2012 
the Metropolitan Chicago Breast Can-
cer Task Force who made this happen. 
I am proud to be their Senator. 

f 

REMEMBERING WILLIAM 
RASPBERRY 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, my 
State of Mississippi and the American 
journalism community have suffered a 
great loss with the death of William 
Raspberry. As a widely respected writ-
er, his articles were refreshing in their 
depth of understanding and even hand-
ed reporting of the perils and triumphs 
of politics and government. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an article from 
the Clarion-Ledger in Jackson, Mis-
sissippi, written by Sid Salter. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Clarion-Ledger, July 18, 2012] 
RASPBERRY’S AMAZING LEGACY REACHES 

BEYOND JOURNALISM 
(By Sid Salter) 

When I learned of the death of longtime 
Washington Post columnist William Rasp-
berry, I was immediately reminded of a con-
versation I’d had with him in 2005 in his 
hometown of Okolona. Raspberry, who 
logged 40 years writing commentary for the 
Post and saw his work syndicated nationally 
in over 200 newspapers, died at age 76 at his 
Washington home of prostate cancer on July 
17. 

Raspberry won the 1994 Pulitzer Prize for 
commentary and was then only the second 
African-American writer afforded that 
honor. 

I had met Raspberry several times over the 
years at conferences, but never spent much 
time with him until 2000 when he became the 
first African-American journalist inducted 
into the Mississippi Press Association’s Hall 
of Fame. In 2005, after learning of the early 
childhood education/intervention effort he 
was personally funding in Okolona, I asked 
him to meet me there and to tell me about 
his vision for changing the game for dis-
advantaged children in a town with a poor 
track record in public education. 

Prior to the interview, I asked him if it 
bothered him that in 2000 he had been the 
first black MPA Hall of Fame inductee and 
that coming some six years after winning 
the Pulitzer. He reflected on the question, 
then said: ‘‘No, not really. One thing one 
learns growing up in the segregated South is 
patience. I was pleasantly surprised when 
the honor came and I was glad that my 
mother lived to see it, but my career had 
taught me that change comes ever so slow-
ly.’’ 

One area in which Raspberry lost his pa-
tience was early childhood education. Rasp-
berry’s solution was program he funded and 
founded called Baby Steps in Okolona. The 
Baby Steps Program has been a partnership 
between columnist William Raspberry, the 
Okolona Area Chamber of Commerce, the 
University of Mississippi and the Barksdale 
Reading Institute. Other key community 
partners include a number of Okolona and 
Tupelo churches and local volunteers. ‘‘The 
(Baby Steps’) basic idea is that all parents, 
no matter how unsuccessful they might have 
been in school, want their children to suc-
ceed academically—even if many of them 
don’t know how to make that happen,’’ Rasp-
berry wrote in his nationally syndicated 
Nov. 17, 2003, column in The Washington 
Post. 

‘‘We propose to teach them. The text for 
the effort is Dorothy Rich’s ‘‘MegaSkills’’— 
a set of 11 attitudes and competencies that 
she believes lead to success in school and in 
life . . . the idea is to train the parents 
themselves, as they children’s most effective 
teachers, to pass these MegaSkills along to 
their children.’’ 

On that day in 2005 in Okolona, I joined 
Raspberry at the Hazel Ivy Child Care Cen-
ter—Ground Zero for the Baby Steps pro-
gram in Okolona—along with two of the 
city’s other day care centers. Raspberry ar-
rived at Ivy’s center and was greeted not as 
one of the nation’s premier journalists, but 
as a neighbor and friend called ‘‘Bill.’’ 

Raspberry cut his journalistic teeth cov-
ering the Watts Riots in Los Angeles in 1965 
and wrote passionately about the violence 
that gripped Washington, D.C., for a time. 
But in many ways, Raspberry never forgot 
his Mississippi upbringing and the inspira-
tion of his schoolteacher parents. He was an 
advocate of self-reliance and hard work. 

In 2005, I asked Raspberry to define his leg-
acy in journalism: ‘‘I’m at an age where leg-
acy becomes important. I’d like to leave 
something behind other than yellowing 
newspaper columns, something that people 
can carry forward. At the end of the day, I’d 
like to be remembered as someone who al-
ways tried to make clear the things that 
were pulling us apart and tried to ameliorate 
it, to point out that we’re not as far apart as 
folks would have us to believe.’’ 

Bill Raspberry’s place in American jour-
nalism is assured, but Mississippians would 
be wise to claim our part of this good man’s 
distinguished personal and professional leg-
acy. 

f 

HONORING AMERICA’S VETERANS 
AND CARING FOR CAMP 
LEJEUNE FAMILIES ACT 

Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr. Presi-
dent, it has been 31 years since Camp 
Lejeune officials became aware that 
toxic compounds were found in the 
drinking water at the North Carolina 
base. It has taken 31 years for count-
less water tests, analyses, investiga-
tions, studies, and reports to be con-
ducted so we can finally vote on H.R. 
1627, a bill that will give thousands of 
Marine veterans and their families the 
health care they deserve after suffering 
from illnesses caused by this water 
contamination. 

Almost 1 million people at Camp 
Lejeune were exposed to drinking 
water that was poisoned with cancer- 
causing industrial compounds, includ-
ing trichloroethylene—a metal 
degreaser, tetrachloroethylene—a dry 
cleaning solvent, benzene and vinyl 
chloride. For almost 3 decades people 
who lived and worked at the base were 
drinking, cooking, and bathing in 
water with these toxic chemicals, 
which medical experts have linked to 
birth defects, childhood leukemia and a 
variety of other cancers. 

There are over 181,000 people cur-
rently registered on the Camp Lejeune 
water contamination website registry, 
which is the critical information link 
for the Camp Lejeune veterans, civil-
ians, and their families who may have 
been exposed to water contaminants. 
Next to North Carolina, Florida has 
the second highest number of reg-

istrants with over 15,000. Every single 
State has residents registered on the 
Camp Lejeune website, and every Mem-
ber of the Senate has constituents who 
have been affected by this water con-
tamination. 

Some scientists have been calling 
this one of the worst public drinking- 
water contaminations in our Nation’s 
history. Some of the most vocal sup-
porters of the Camp Lejeune victims 
are from my State of Florida. I am 
happy to tell them that we are finally 
doing right by those harmed while 
serving our country. Thanks to the 
dedication of these folks, the full im-
pact of the contamination is being ex-
posed. 

I have pressed the Navy for all the 
facts surrounding the incident, and 
have advocated for conducting the 
right studies so those affected and 
their families can get more informa-
tion on the possible association be-
tween their exposures and current and 
future health effects. The Agency for 
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry 
has been assessing the effects of expo-
sure to drinking water containing vola-
tile organic compounds since 1993. This 
Agency is also conducting an investiga-
tion, at the request of Congress, to de-
termine the health effects of exposure 
to this drinking water. And the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs already em-
ploys mechanisms to prevent fraudu-
lent claims. 

We are finally fulfilling our duty to 
protect our Nation’s veterans and fami-
lies who have sacrificed so much. After 
55 years, they will finally get the med-
ical coverage they are owed. 

Finally, I would like to applaud my 
colleagues in the Judiciary Committee 
Senators LEAHY and GRASSLEY, for 
shedding some light on this water con-
tamination issue. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that Chairman LEAHY and I 
were able to help with the effort to 
look at the issue of water contamina-
tion at Marine Corps Base Camp 
Lejeune in North Carolina. In par-
ticular, in June, we sent a letter to the 
Department of Defense, which has re-
sulted in it producing more than 8,500 
documents to the Judiciary Com-
mittee. 

I know that Senator BURR and others 
have been leaders with the effort to 
look into the situation at Camp 
Lejeune. 

Every member of the Senate should 
be aware of the situation at Camp 
Lejeune. 

The drinking water contamination 
that took place over several decades at 
the base was one of the worst environ-
mental disasters in American history. 

Camp Lejeune was designated a 
Superfund site by the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) in 1988 after 
inspections confirmed contamination 
of the ground water due to the migra-
tion of hazardous chemicals from out-
side the base and inadequate proce-
dures to contain and dispose of haz-
ardous chemicals on the base. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:01 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19JY6.055 S19JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES5204 July 19, 2012 
Residents of every State, who pre-

viously lived or worked at the base, 
have been impacted by the contamina-
tion. 

Indeed, more than 180,000 current and 
former members of the armed services 
and employees at the base have signed 
up for the Camp Lejeune Historic 
Drinking Water Registry. By reg-
istering, individuals who lived or 
worked at the base before 1987 receive 
notifications about the contamination. 

The Camp Lejeune registry includes 
residents from all 50 States. 1,121 
Iowans are among them. It’s estimated 
that more than 750,000 people may have 
been exposed to hazardous chemicals at 
the base. 

The numbers don’t fully reflect the 
impact of the disaster at the base. 
There are real people behind those 
numbers. 

In March, as part of the Judiciary 
Committee’s annual oversight hearing 
on the Freedom of Information Act, we 
heard the testimony of retired Marine 
Master Sergeant Jerry Ensminger. He 
was stationed at Camp Lejeune with 
his family and told us of the battle his 
daughter, Janey, fought with leukemia 
for two-and-a-half years, before she 
died at the age of nine. He also told us 
of the difficulties that he and others 
were having getting information from 
the Department of Defense. 

The men and women of the armed 
services protect us every day. We 
should never take them or the sac-
rifices that they and their families 
make for granted. 

We in Congress have an obligation to 
do everything that we can to support 
them in their mission. 

That’s why I’m a cosponsor of the 
Caring for Camp Lejeune Veterans Act, 
which was introduced by Senator BURR 
in 2011. That bill, a version of which 
passed by unanimous consent in the 
Senate yesterday, will help to provide 
medical treatment and care for service-
members and their families, who lived 
at the camp and were injured by the 
chemical contamination. 

Unfortunately, the Department of 
Defense has not been forthcoming with 
information about the contamination 
at Camp Lejeune. 

That’s troubling, especially coming 
from the administration that pro-
claims itself to be the ‘‘most trans-
parent administration ever.’’ 

As we all recall, on his first full day 
in office, President Obama declared 
openness and transparency to be touch-
stones of his administration, and or-
dered agencies to make it easier for the 
public to get information about the 
government. 

Specifically, he issued two memo-
randa written in grand language and 
purportedly designed to usher in a 
‘‘new era of open government.’’ 

Based on my experience in trying to 
pry information out of the Executive 
Branch and based on investigations 
I’ve conducted, and inquiries by the 
media, I’m disappointed to report that 
President Obama’s statements in 

memos about transparency are not 
being put into practice. 

There’s a complete disconnect be-
tween the President’s grand pronounce-
ments about transparency and the ac-
tions of his political appointees. 

The situation with the Camp Lejeune 
documents is just another example of 
that disconnect. The documents should 
have been produced long ago. 

The recent letter that Chairman 
LEAHY and I sent from the Judiciary 
Committee had to be sent because the 
Defense Department refused to produce 
documents in response to a March let-
ter signed by six senators and three 
members of the House of Representa-
tives. Chairman LEAHY and I had also 
signed that March letter. 

The March letter had to be sent be-
cause of complaints that Congressional 
offices had received about the Navy’s 
refusal to disclose documents needed 
for scientific studies of the contamina-
tion at Camp Lejeune. It was also need-
ed because of claims that the Navy is 
improperly citing exemptions under 
the Freedom of Information Act to 
withhold documents related to the con-
tamination. 

So, while I’m pleased that there was 
a bipartisan effort to obtain these doc-
uments, I’m disappointed by the 
stonewalling and by the hurdles that 
were put up by the administration. 

Transparency and open government 
must be more than just pleasant sound-
ing words found in memos. They are es-
sential to the functioning of a demo-
cratic government. 

Transparency is about basic good 
government and accountability—not 
party politics or ideology. 

Throughout my career I have ac-
tively conducted oversight of the Exec-
utive Branch regardless of who con-
trols the Congress or the White House. 

I’ll continue doing what I can to hold 
this administration’s feet to the fire 
with Camp Lejeune and where ever else 
I find stonewalling and secrecy. 

Thank you. I yield the floor. 
f 

LEADERSHIP ALLIANCE 20TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, twenty 
years ago, Brown University, located in 
my home State of Rhode Island, estab-
lished the Leadership Alliance, a na-
tional academic consortium of leading 
research universities and minority 
serving institutions with the mission 
to develop underrepresented students 
into outstanding leaders and role mod-
els in academia, business, and the pub-
lic sector. Brown University and its 
partner institutions have continued to 
address this pressing national need. 

The National Research Council re-
cently published a report titled ‘‘Re-
search Universities and the Future of 
America’’ that included a call for ten 
‘‘breakthrough actions.’’ Two of these 
actions involve reforming graduate 
education and creating pathways into 
the fields of science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics (STEM) for 

women and underrepresented minori-
ties. That is what the Leadership Alli-
ance has been striving to do since 1992. 

Through an organized program of re-
search, networking and mentorship at 
critical transitions along the entire 
academic training pathway, the Lead-
ership Alliance prepares young sci-
entists and scholars from underrep-
resented and underserved populations 
for graduate training and professional 
apprenticeships. Leadership Alliance 
faculty mentors provide high quality, 
cutting-edge research experiences in 
all academic disciplines at the Nation’s 
most competitive graduate training in-
stitutions and share insights into the 
nature of academic careers. 

In the 20 years since its establish-
ment, the Leadership Alliance has es-
tablished a strong track record of suc-
cess. More than half of the students 
who participated in the Summer Re-
search Early Identification program 
enrolled in a graduate level program. 
Leadership Alliance institutions grad-
uated approximately 25 percent of all 
doctorates in the biomedical sciences 
degrees to underrepresented minority 
students between 2004 and 2008, making 
it a leading consortium grantor of PhD 
degrees in the biomedical sciences in 
the United States. 

Since founding the Leadership Alli-
ance in 1992, Brown has mentored 386 
scholars, of whom 35 percent have at-
tained a graduate level degree. Nearly 
half of the students who participated in 
its Summer Research Early Identifica-
tion program completed a graduate 
level degree. A majority of the Leader-
ship Alliance doctoral degree recipi-
ents are in the STEM disciplines. 

The Leadership Alliance is a model 
for identifying, training, and men-
toring underrepresented minorities 
who are poised to expand and diversify 
the base of the 21st century workforce. 
I am pleased today to recognize the im-
portance of such efforts and acknowl-
edge the continued dedication of insti-
tutional leaders, faculty members, and 
administrators across the United 
States who provide training and men-
toring of underrepresented students 
along the academic pathway. As such, I 
congratulate and commend the Leader-
ship Alliance, including Brown Univer-
sity, for 20 years of contributing to cre-
ating a diverse and competitive re-
search and scholarly workforce. 

Mr. CASEY: Mr. President, today I 
would like to acknowledge the great 
work of the Leadership Alliance during 
its 20th anniversary. The Leadership 
Alliance is a consortium of 32 leading 
colleges and universities that aims to 
train, mentor and inspire a diverse 
group of students from a wide range of 
backgrounds to enter competitive 
graduate programs and research ca-
reers. This admirable goal of expanding 
access to high-quality programs is sup-
ported by the consortium’s shared re-
sources and vision. 

I would especially like to acknowl-
edge the program at the University of 
Pennsylvania, which is one of the 
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Leadership Alliance founding members 
and the only member in Pennsylvania. 
According to the university, the Lead-
ership Alliance complements Penn’s 
broader strategic vision of increasing 
diversity within its graduate student 
body and faculty. As it seeks to pre-
pare leaders and role models for service 
in academia and the private and public 
sectors, the Leadership Alliance dis-
seminates best practices in recruit-
ment, mentoring and career develop-
ment. With 20 years of experience in 
developing and sharing these essential 
techniques, the Leadership Alliance 
has helped to provide the Nation with a 
more diverse and globally competitive 
workforce. I wish to congratulate the 
Leadership Alliance on its 20th anni-
versary and thank its leaders and 
scholars for their significant contribu-
tions. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am proud to rise today to honor the 
Leadership Alliance, which was found-
ed 20 years ago in 1992 at Rhode Is-
land’s Brown University. It has grown 
to become a consortium of 32 of our 
country’s leading higher education re-
search and minority serving institu-
tions, working together to bring stu-
dents from underrepresented groups 
into competitive graduate programs 
and professional research careers. 
Through training and mentorship, the 
Leadership Alliance opens doors for our 
best and brightest young people to be-
come the innovators of tomorrow. 

During its 20 years, the Leadership 
Alliance has mentored more than 2,600 
undergraduates, including 43 Rhode Is-
landers. These students are offered the 
unique and exciting opportunity, 
through the Summer Research-Early 
Identification Program, to participate 
in a 9-week paid summer internship 
where they work side by side with fac-
ulty in the academic discipline of their 
choice at some of our leading research 
institutions. They then present their 
research to the annual Leadership Alli-
ance National Symposium. This sum-
mer experience gives the students the 
opportunity to expand their intellec-
tual horizons, as well as network with 
academics and their peers. The pro-
gram has produced nearly 200 PhDs, 
the Leadership Alliance Doctoral 
Scholars, along with professionals in 
private research and academia. 

It is vital for our country’s continued 
competitiveness in the world that we 
seek to inspire our young people to in-
novate and experiment, to push the 
boundaries of our current knowledge. 
The Leadership Alliance has recognized 
that mentoring is key in order to en-
sure that students from all back-
grounds feel that they have access to 
graduate education and know that they 
have peers in research. The innovative 
programs the Leadership Alliance has 
created over 20 years have not only al-
lowed these students to increase their 
own opportunities academically and 
professionally, but allowed past stu-
dents to become role models them-
selves. 

I congratulate the Leadership Alli-
ance, Brown University, and the other 
participating colleges and universities, 
as well as academics and students, past 
and present, who through 20 years have 
shown their commitment to American 
education, leadership, and innovation. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO EDWARD J. HAMILL 

∑ Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, 
today I wish to pay tribute to Edward 
J. ‘‘Eddie’’ Hamill, who is retiring on 
July 31, 2012 after more than three dec-
ades of exemplary service to the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture Farm Serv-
ice Agency. On July 17, the Missouri 
Farm Service Agency, FSA, held a re-
ception for Eddie recognizing his serv-
ice. Today, I would like to stand to 
honor his contributions to agriculture 
and the people of Missouri. 

Eddie is a lifelong Missourian who 
has served the people of Missouri 
through his work at the Farm Service 
Agency since 1979. In addition to his 
dedicated work at the Farm Service 
Agency, Eddie’s passion for public serv-
ice is evident in his willingness to 
serve beyond his normal workload. He 
is active in the Perry Lion’s Club, 
Mark Twain Young Farmers, Missouri 
Cattlemen’s Association, Missouri 
Farmer’s Union, and serves as a mem-
ber of the Ralls County Health Depart-
ment Board of Directors. On top of all 
this, Eddie operates a family farm with 
1,200 acres of cropland and pasture for 
a cow-calf herd. 

In July 2009, Eddie was appointed by 
President Obama to serve as the State 
Executive Director of FSA, responsible 
for overseeing the delivery of the in-
come support, disaster assistance, con-
servation and farm loan programs. 
With more than 100,000 farms, Missouri 
agriculture employs nearly 250,000 peo-
ple. Immensely productive and highly 
diverse, it is the backbone of Missouri’s 
economy. The task of ensuring that 
Missouri’s farmers and ranchers have 
the tools they need to provide for our 
families and communities is vital. 

During his tenure as Missouri FSA 
Director, Eddie has worked tirelessly 
to ensure the agency is doing every-
thing it can to properly serve our 
State. With nearly 100 offices in coun-
ties throughout the State, the local 
Farm Service Agency office is where 
Missouri farmers turn for assistance. A 
husband, father of four, and a farmer 
himself, Eddie believes in improving 
economic stability for Missouri farm-
ers one family at a time. From the let-
ters that have come in to my office 
from Missourians expressing the impor-
tance they place on their local Farm 
Service Agency office, the value of his 
approach and dedication is clear. 

Perhaps nowhere has the value of Ed-
die’s leadership been clearer than in re-
sponse to the devastating natural dis-
asters Missouri agriculture has faced. 
From the devastating flooding we expe-

rienced along the Missouri River, to 
the catastrophe at Birds Point, to this 
year’s crippling drought conditions, 
Eddie and the entire Missouri Farm 
Service Agency staff have answered 
every call to help. 

I am happy today to pay tribute to 
Eddie Hamill. He stands out amongst 
public servants, and he has my thanks 
and surely that of all Missourians for 
his service to our State. I wish con-
gratulations and good luck to him and 
his entire family.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING HIRAM HISANORI 
KANO 

∑ Mr. NELSON of Nebraska. Mr. Presi-
dent, today I wish to pay tribute to a 
historic figure in Nebraska who helped 
this country through troubling times 
in a battle against racism, hatred and 
fear and in pursuit of justice and equal-
ity. 

Hiram Hisanori Kano was born in 
Tokyo, Japan, in 1889. When former 
Presidential candidate William Jen-
nings Bryan traveled to Japan, the 
Kanos, as part of the Imperial family, 
hosted his visit. Their visitor from the 
west sparked in young Kano an intense 
desire to travel to the United States 
and especially to Bryan’s home state of 
Nebraska. 

As the story is told by James E. 
Krotz during the Annual Council Eu-
charist at the Church of Our Savior in 
North Platte, NE, in 1916 Mr. Kano 
came to America, where his skills were 
put to good use in helping the many 
young Japanese who were immigrating 
to the United States to farm. He came 
to America and quickly earned a Mas-
ters Degree in Agricultural Economics 
at the University of Nebraska. In the 
years that followed he served as orga-
nizer, translator, teacher and spokes-
man for Japanese immigrants living in 
Nebraska. 

Just 1 year after his graduation from 
the University, Kano faced his first 
challenge when the Nebraska Constitu-
tional Convention assembled in Lin-
coln in 1919. The purpose was to update 
the State constitution to reflect the 
monumental social, economic and po-
litical changes brought about by World 
War I. A number of bills were intro-
duced that would have discriminated 
bitterly against Japanese immigrants. 
One would have prohibited aliens from 
owning land, inheriting farmland, or 
even leasing land for more than 1 year. 
Since the Japanese did not have the 
right to become naturalized citizens at 
that time, these laws would have ex-
cluded them entirely from farming, ex-
cept as hired laborers. 

Mr. Kano left his farm in rural Ne-
braska and hurried off to the State 
capital, where he testified before the 
Judiciary Committee. ‘‘In Nebraska,’’ 
he told them, ‘‘there are about 700 Jap-
anese, including Nisei [American citi-
zens born to Japanese immigrant par-
ents]. There are about 200 Japanese 
farms, mostly raising sugar beets along 
the North Platte River. Nearly all are 
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tenant farmers whose skill and hard 
work satisfies their landlords and the 
sugar company. Japanese living in 
towns or cities mostly operate cafes 
and restaurants, with the help of their 
employees. They are friendly and coop-
erative with their neighbors, sharing 
their joys and sorrows.’’ Mr. Kano was 
successful in persuading the Nebraska 
Legislature to vote against the anti- 
Japanese bills, which went down in de-
feat. 

Several years later, Mr. Kano joined 
with Bishop George Allen Beecher to 
defeat a similar bill and came up with 
a compromise. Bishop Beecher, an 
Episcopalian, was obviously impressed 
by Hiram Kano because in 1923 he de-
scended on the Kano farmstead unan-
nounced and asked Mr. Kano to serve 
as a missionary to the Japanese immi-
grants living in western Nebraska. Al-
ready a deeply committed Christian, 
though not an Episcopalian, Kano was 
profoundly moved; and in 1925, he left 
his farm and traveled to Mitchell, NE, 
to begin Bishop Beecher’s missionary 
work among the Japanese. 

Kano was ordained Deacon in 1928 
and continued in that order for 8 years. 
He served as pastor of St. Mary’s 
church in Mitchell and also served the 
Japanese mission in North Platte. For 
the next 12 years, Deacon Kano served 
as an agricultural consultant, English 
teacher, advocate, friend and pastor to 
the Japanese in the Platte Valley. In 
1936 he was ordained priest and contin-
ued his tireless ministry. 

On December 7, 1941, the Japanese 
Imperial Navy attacked Pearl Harbor 
in Hawaii. American reaction against 
Japanese immigrants was swift and 
harsh. Father Kano was arrested by 
agents of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation that very afternoon on the 
steps of his church in North Platte. 

Despite the protests of their many 
friends and without regard for their ex-
emplary behavior, the Japanese were 
severely treated and some even sent to 
prison camps. Father Kano spent time 
in five different camps. There he con-
tinued his ministry, calming the fears 
of his people and giving them strength 
through knowledge. Through what he 
called the ‘‘Internment University,’’ he 
helped hundreds of Japanese Americans 
learn to read, speak, and write English. 
Following his release from custody, Fa-
ther Kano returned to his mission with 
the church. 

It was not until the Walter-McCarran 
Act of 1952 that Father Kano, then 63 
years old, could become a naturalized 
citizen. By then, he had worked 33 
years in service to his country, his peo-
ple, and his church. 

The Reverend Hiram Hisanori Kano 
died on October 24, 1988, at the age of 
99. Each year, the Episcopal Church in 
Nebraska and in Colorado celebrates 
the life and ministry of Father Kano on 
the anniversary of his death. As a lay-
man, Father Kano was a quiet, perse-
vering warrior in the battle against the 
evils of racism. He was a champion for 
his people in the struggle for justice 

and peace, respected as he fought for 
the dignity of every human being.∑ 

f 

POLITICS AND GOVERNMENT 

∑ Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, on 
July 11, I addressed the Fund for Amer-
ican Studies annual Congressional 
Scholarship Award Dinner here in 
Washington. I ask consent to have this 
transcript of my remarks printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Very often, young people say to me, ‘‘How 
can I get involved in politics and govern-
ment?’’ Tonight there are at least 85 of you 
here who are young and may be wondering 
about that, so I’m going to tell you exactly 
how to do it. 

Here’s the secret formula: Pick someone 
whom you admire. Volunteer to help carry 
their bag, write their speeches, do anything 
they ask you to do that’s legal. Watch what 
they do, watch what they do well, watch 
what they do wrong, and learn from it. 
That’s the way I would suggest to get in-
volved in politics and government. 

Now, back when I was governor, I made a 
speech and my late friend Alex Haley, the 
author of Roots, was in the audience, and he 
came up to me afterwards and said, ‘‘Lamar, 
may I make a suggestion to you?’’ And I 
said, ‘‘Of course Alex.’’ He said, ‘‘When you 
start a speech, if you will just say Instead of 
making a speech, let me tell you a story,’ 
people might actually listen to what you 
have to say.’’ So instead of making a speech, 
let me tell you some stories to illustrate my 
secret formula for how to get involved in pol-
itics and government. 

I’m going to mention three of my mentors, 
and I think it’s important for you to know 
that I had no special connection to these 
three who helped me get involved in politics 
and government. 

When I was running for president some 
years ago, the New York Times wrote an ar-
ticle that said, I grew up in a small town in 
lower-middle class family, in a small town 
on the edge of the mountains in Tennessee. 
And, when I called home later in the week to 
talk to my mother, I found her reading Thes-
salonians to gather strength on how to deal 
with this slur on the family. She said, ‘‘Son, 
we had never thought of ourselves in that 
way. You had a library card from the day 
you were three, you had music lessons from 
the day you were four. You had everything 
you needed that was important.’’ So I had 
everything I needed that was important, but 
to these three men, who helped me so much, 
I had no special connection at all. 

The first was John Minor Wisdom. Toward 
the end of my third year at New York Uni-
versity Law School, I didn’t know what to do 
and the dean of the Law School said, ‘‘Would 
you like to clerk for Judge Wisdom in New 
Orleans?’’ And I said, ‘‘Well of course, he’s 
one of the best in the country.’’ He said, 
‘‘There’s one hitch, he’s already got a clerk 
and he’s only allowed one.’’ So I said, ‘‘Well 
how do I get to be a clerk?’’ He said, ‘‘He has 
a position of messenger that pays $300 a 
month, and if you’ll take the job as mes-
senger he’ll treat you like a clerk.’’ So, I 
took it. I drove down to New Orleans—the 
Harvard guy got a clerkship, and I was the 
messenger. Of course, Judge Wisdom treated 
me like a clerk and I had a wonderful year. 
I did get tired of making so little money, so 
I went down to Bourbon Street and got a job 
playing trombone, washboard and tuba at a 
place called ‘‘Your Father’s Mustache,’’ and 

that’s how I got started with Judge Wisdom. 
So, if you want to be a clerk, and someone 
offers you a job as messenger, take it, and 
then learn to play the trombone, the wash-
board, and tuba. 

Now my second mentor: Howard Baker. 
Many people here know Howard. I could 
speak about him for a week, and he is un-
doubtedly the most important person in my 
life, other than my own family members. But 
how did I get connected to him? Well, I 
didn’t know him. His father was our con-
gressman. My dad took me to the courthouse 
to meet Mr. Baker, Howard’s father, when I 
was ten years old. He gave me a dime, I re-
member that, and I thought I’d probably met 
the most respected man I was ever likely to 
meet, other than my father and the preach-
er. But when I was getting through with 
Judge Wisdom I noticed that Howard Baker 
was running for the United States Senate 
from Tennessee. We’d never had a Repub-
lican Senator, so I wrote him a letter, volun-
teering to work in his campaign. I never 
heard from him. So I was home for Easter in 
1966 and I finagled an appointment with him, 
got in to see him and volunteered for his 
campaign. The long and short of it was, a 
couple of months later I had a little bit of a 
paying job. 

Then, to our surprise, he got elected, he 
brought me to Washington, and I was his 
first legislative assistant. We had, as he likes 
to tell it, a perfect relationship. One of my 
duties was as his speechwriter. I would write 
a speech, give it to him, and he seemed 
happy. Well one day, I wanted to hear him 
deliver one. He didn’t say a word of anything 
I’d written. I went a second time. Not a 
word. So I asked to see him. I said, ‘‘Senator, 
we have a problem.’’ He said, ‘‘What’s the 
problem?’’ I said, ‘‘I work hard, write these 
speeches and you never give a word of it.’’ He 
said, ‘‘Lamar, we have a perfect relationship. 
You write what you want to write, I say 
what I want to say.’’ 

Now the mentor I’d like to talk about to-
night is a man well known to this organiza-
tion because this institute was once named 
for him—Bryce Harlow. 

In 1968, I was working for United Citizens 
for Nixon-Agnew in the Willard Hotel, and it 
was filled with people who didn’t quite fit 
into the Republican establishment at the 
time, one of whom was Bud Wilkinson, the 
most famous football coach of the time. And 
when the campaign was over, I didn’t have a 
job. And so Bud said, ‘‘Well, let me call 
Bryce Harlow.’’ Which he did, and I got a job. 
And so Bryce Harlow was President Nixon’s 
first appointee and I, without ever having 
known him, ended up as his executive assist-
ant, which means I sat in his office in the 
West Wing of the White House, about eight 
feet from him for six months, smoking ciga-
rettes with him, answering the telephone 
and getting a Ph.D. in politics and govern-
ment from the wisest man in Washington, 
D.C. Today, that office is the office of the 
Vice President of the United States, JOE 
BIDEN. 

After Bryce got tired of me sitting so close 
to his office for six months, he moved me out 
and created a little cubbyhole. And, if any of 
you are in there visiting JOE BIDEN, you can 
still see that cubbyhole today. 

But why do I say that Bryce Harlow was 
the wisest man in Washington, D.C.? Well, 
here’s an example. He was from Oklahoma. 
He was recruited to Washington to work for 
General George Marshall. He used to tell me, 
and here’s a lesson, that he was very popular 
with the generals because he could take 
shorthand. Bryce was a small guy. He said 
there’s nobody more popular in a room full 
of generals than a short little guy who can 
take shorthand and write down all those or-
ders. He moved straight up the ladder. So the 
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lesson is: learn shorthand. Bryce stayed in 
Washington, worked for the House Armed 
Services Committee, and became President 
Eisenhower’s favorite staff member. 

He was in charge of government relations 
for Proctor & Gamble when he wasn’t in the 
government. And when President Nixon was 
elected, Bryce Harlow was his first ap-
pointee. The campaign transition head-
quarters was in the Pierre Hotel, New York 
City. And on one occasion, Mr. Nixon, the 
president-elect, had said something about 
foreign policy that made President Johnson, 
who was still President, very upset. So, 
President Johnson called the one person he 
knew in the Nixon campaign, Bryce Harlow. 
As Mr. Harlow is sitting there listening to 
President Johnson chew his ear out on the 
phone—saying ‘‘Bryce, there’s only one 
President at a time, and I am that Presi-
dent!’’—Mr. Harlow’s secretary comes in and 
says, ‘‘Mr. Harlow, President Eisenhower is 
calling for you.’’ So, Mr. Harlow, listening to 
President Johnson, told Sally, the secretary, 
‘‘You’ll have to put President Eisenhower on 
hold.’’ Then Larry Higby, who was working 
at the Pierre Hotel, came running in and 
said, ‘‘Mr. Harlow, Mr. Harlow, President 
Nixon wants to see you immediately.’’ So, 
you can see that Bryce Harlow was in de-
mand, with the current president chewing 
his ear off, the former President on hold, and 
the President-elect demanding to see him in 
his office. 

The wiser members of the White House 
staff would drop by that office and ask Mr. 
Harlow what to do. Here’s an example: Peter 
Flannigan, who lives in New York and is a 
great friend of mine still today, was a very 
good businessman. I remember he came in to 
see Mr. Harlow and said, ‘‘Bryce, I just want-
ed to chat with you. I’m in charge of the 
Independent Regulatory Agencies, and we 
are a pro-business administration, we need 
efficiency in government. There’s a tele-
vision license that’s been pending for 18 
months for a Miami station. I’m going to 
call over there and I’m not going to tell 
them what way to decide, I’m just going to 
say that we want to know the status of the 
case.’’ 

And Bryce responded, ‘‘Peter, do you re-
member Sherman Adams?’’ And Peter said, 
‘‘Well of course I do. He was President Eisen-
hower’s disgraced Chief of Staff.’’ Bryce said, 
‘‘Peter, do you remember what disgraced 
him?’’ Peter said, ‘‘No I’m not sure.’’ Bryce 
said, ‘‘He made a telephone call to an Inde-
pendent Regulatory Agency on behalf of a 
friend who was a campaign contributor and 
had given him a Christmas present.’’ So Mr. 
Flannigan thought about this and thought 
better of making that telephone call. 

We young people in the White House were 
very impatient. We wanted the president and 
his top advisors to do even more this way, 
even more that way. And I remember Mr. 
Harlow saying to me, ‘‘No Lamar. Remember 
that in the White House, just a little ripple 
here makes a very big wave out there. So, 
just settle down, just a little bit.’’ 

In the early months of the Nixon adminis-
tration, the new, brasher young members of 
the White House staff, and some of the old 
ones too, were in deep trouble with the 
United States Senate. They knew nothing 
about the Senate. Finally, they came to Mr. 
Harlow and said, ‘‘Bryce, we can’t get any-
thing done, can you help us out?’’ So Mr. 
Harlow got his bag, got in a car, drove up to 
the Senate, went to some back room where 
Senator Eastland and a bunch of the old 
boys, who were the Southern senators, were 
all clumped together having a bourbon in the 
late afternoon. They were in a very foul 
mood about the Nixon White House. Mr. Har-
low went in, he went down on one knee, 
bowed to them and said, ‘‘Ah, I see before me 

155 years of accumulated seniority and wis-
dom.’’ Upon which they all burst out laugh-
ing, and everything was fine. He had the ex-
perience and the good judgment just to show 
a little respect to the office that these Sen-
ators held, and that was really all it took for 
him to get what he wanted. 

I remember once that an irate Democratic 
chairman called, complaining because the 
new Republican administration was an-
nouncing grants in his district before Demo-
cratic congressman knew about it. Bryce 
said, ‘‘Mr. Chairman, I understand your feel-
ings. Let me call you right back, I want to 
check on something.’’ So he called Larry 
O’Brien, who was the Chief of Congressional 
Relations for President Johnson in the 
Democratic administration. He said, ‘‘Now 
Larry, could you tell me exactly how you 
and President Johnson announced those 
grants when you were in office?’’ Once he 
heard, he called back the chairman and he 
said, ‘‘Mr. Chairman, I’ve just checked with 
Larry O’Brien and here’s exactly what Presi-
dent Johnson did. We’re going to be exactly 
fair with you, we’re going to do just the re-
verse and let the Republicans announce 
them.’’ And there was this big laugh on the 
end of the line. So he got done what he had 
to do, but he did it in a way that made the 
other person feel good about it. 

Bryce Harlow had a great sense of ethics. 
One of his personal ethics was that he never 
wrote a book. He thought it would be a be-
trayal of all the confidential relationships 
that he had in the White House, and couldn’t 
do it. It’s a shame he didn’t, in a way, be-
cause he was the best writer around in the 
Nixon and the Eisenhower administrations. 

On one occasion, he was planning to take a 
vacation with his wife in Mexico with an old 
friend. There couldn’t be any possible con-
flict of interest with this friend—they’d 
known each other forever, and there was 
really nothing Mr. Harlow could do for this 
person. Then about a week before the trip, 
the friend called, asking for a small favor, 
and the next thing I knew, Mr. Harlow’s sec-
retary was calling the friend saying, ‘‘I’m so 
sorry, but the President has asked Bryce to 
go to thus and so, and he won’t be able to go 
on the trip.’’ She didn’t embarrass the 
friend, but he also didn’t even take the risk 
of an appearance of impropriety based upon 
a tiny favor that the friend had asked of 
him. 

I heard it said a little earlier that ‘‘Your 
word is your bond.’’ That’s Bryce Harlow’s 
phrase, he always would say to a lobbyist or 
anyone working with a member of Congress 
or with a Senator, or even with another Sen-
ator, ‘‘Always tell the truth, tell the exact 
truth. Don’t overstate a thing, don’t under-
state a thing, and if you have to, tell the 
other side to make sure that whomever 
you’re speaking with is never surprised as a 
result of what you’ve just told them. And al-
ways keep your word.’’ It gave him a tremen-
dous reputation in this community and it 
greatly influenced hundreds of people who 
work here. 

One other thing, he told me a story that 
I’ve remembered for a long time about his 
days with the Eisenhower administration. 
Some people must read books about Lyndon 
Johnson and suspect that maybe most of the 
people who work in high positions of trust— 
in politics, in business, in universities, or 
whatever line of work—are always shading 
the truth and looking at the angle and el-
bowing one another and taking advantage. 
How else, you might ask, would they get to 
the top? It’s hard to get a picture of what 
people who are really at the top actually do 
when they make decisions. 

While I can’t tell you what they all do, I 
can tell you this is the story that pretty 
much symbolizes my impression of most of 

the successful people I know in politics and 
how they make their most difficult deci-
sions. 

President Eisenhower was having a Cabi-
net meeting in the 1950s. Some great issue 
was laid before the Cabinet, so the President 
put the issue to the Secretary of State, ‘‘Mr. 
Secretary, what shall we do?’’ ‘‘Well, from a 
foreign policy point of view,’’ said the Sec-
retary, ‘‘we must do X.’’ ‘‘Mr. Secretary of 
Defense, what shall we do?’’ ‘‘Well, um, from 
a defense point of view, if we did X that 
would be a disaster for the country, so we’ve 
got to do Y.’’ ‘‘And Mr. Treasury Secretary, 
what shall we do?’’ And the Treasury Sec-
retary had Z as an angle. Before long they 
went around the cabinet room and they all 
had a different opinion about how the deci-
sion might affect the department each head-
ed. And then President Eisenhower asked 
this question, ‘‘Well gentlemen,’’ (and I 
think they were all gentleman but one at 
that time), he said, ‘‘What would be the right 
thing to do for the country?’’ 

The Secretary of State said, ‘‘Well Mr. 
President, the right thing to do would be C.’’ 
And Secretary of Defense said, ‘‘Yes, the 
right thing to do would be C,’’ and pretty 
quickly they all agreed that would be the 
right thing to do for the country. And so the 
President of the United States said to his 
Press Secretary Jim Hagerty, ‘‘Jim, then 
that’s what we’ll do, go tell the press.’’ 

Now, here we have, not an unsophisticated 
man, this was the leading general during 
World War II, this was a man who was Presi-
dent of the United States. He had the biggest 
job in the world. And he was making a big 
decision. And when it came time to ask the 
question that had to be answered before a 
bunch of very sophisticated people, his ques-
tion was, ‘‘What would be the right thing to 
do for our country?’’ I think you’ll find more 
often than not that when we’re puzzled by 
what to do, that’s the right question. And 
the answer isn’t always obvious, but that 
question will lead to the answer more quick-
ly than just about any other question that 
you can ask. 

So thank you for allowing me to come to-
night. I’m here to honor you. I’m glad to 
have a chance to tell you about the great 
Bryce Harlow, who has meant so much to 
this organization. My advice about how to 
get involved in politics and government is: 
Pick someone who you admire, volunteer to 
work for them, carry their bag, do anything 
that they ask you to do that’s legal, learn 
from them, watch what they do right, watch 
what they do wrong—and one more little 
piece of advice that my railroad-engineer 
grandfather used to tell me when I was a lit-
tle boy, he’d say ‘‘Aim for the top, there’s 
more room there.’’ Thank you.∑ 

f 

SOUTH DAKOTA HUMANITIES 
COUNCIL 

∑ Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. 
President, today I wish to recognize 
the 40th anniversary of the South Da-
kota Humanities Council, SDHC. As an 
organization dedicated to promoting 
culture and our State’s rich history, 
SDHC plays an integral role in fos-
tering an interest in history, lit-
erature, and other humanities subjects. 
Founded in 1972, this important anni-
versary gives us the opportunity to 
recognize and celebrate 40 successful 
years of SDHC humanities program-
ming in South Dakota. 

SDHC serves as a faithful steward of 
our State’s heritage and a leader in 
promoting cultural awareness. After 40 
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years, SDHC continues to fulfill its 
mission ‘‘to support and promote the 
exchange of ideas to foster a thought-
ful and engaged society.’’ With funding 
from the National Endowment for Hu-
manities and support from local com-
munities, SDHC has improved access to 
outstanding cultural and civic opportu-
nities for all South Dakotans. Vir-
tually every county and most school 
districts in our State have benefitted 
from SDHC-sponsored programs. Espe-
cially at a time when many school dis-
tricts have been forced to make dif-
ficult cuts to their budgets, SDHC has 
served as a valuable partner to schools 
across our State through its support of 
programs like National History Day. In 
addition, SDHC grants to community 
organizations provide critical ‘‘seed 
money’’ that promotes the preserva-
tion and study of humanities topics in 
cities and towns across South Dakota. 

In addition to enriching the lives of 
South Dakotans, humanities programs 
represent an important source of eco-
nomic development. The annual Fes-
tival of Books attracts thousands of 
booklovers every year who are given 
the chance to talk with locally and na-
tionally recognized authors. In addi-
tion, the Museum on Main Street pro-
gram brings Smithsonian exhibits to 
rural communities. This year, six com-
munities in South Dakota will be 
hosting the exhibit ‘‘New Harmonies: 
Celebrating American Roots Music.’’ 
The SDHC’s Speakers’ Bureau provides 
funding for humanities scholars to 
present and lead discussions on human-
ities topics. These and many other pro-
grams sponsored by SDHC play an im-
portant role in attracting visitors to 
our State, which in turn brings in tour-
ism dollars and supports jobs in local 
communities. 

I appreciate the valuable role of 
SDHC in promoting the humanities in 
communities and schools across South 
Dakota. As a member of the Senate 
Cultural Caucus and a lifelong sup-
porter of the arts and humanities, I 
congratulate SDHC on 40 successful 
years and thank the organization for 
its service to our State.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING UNITED HEALTH 
FOUNDATION SCHOLARS 

∑ Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
want to take this opportunity to high-
light two bright, young scholars from 
my home State of Minnesota, David 
Koffa and Victoria Okuneye, who have 
received scholarships from the United 
Health Foundation’s Diverse Scholars 
Initiative. 

David and Victoria are both hard- 
working and dedicated individuals who 
will undoubtedly be great members of 
the health care workforce. 

David, who is currently attending 
Dartmouth College, believes that we 
can improve the health care system by 
taking a holistic approach to patient 
care. As a member of the future health 
workforce, David plans to focus not 
only on the physical well-being of pa-

tients, but on the social and emotional 
aspects of patient health. Taking ad-
vantage of the skills and opportunities 
provided through the United Health Di-
verse Scholars Initiative, David in-
tends to provide high-quality health 
care services to impoverished commu-
nities and third-world countries. 

Victoria, who is excelling at the Mas-
sachusetts Institute of Technology, 
strives to make a difference by work-
ing to expand mental health research 
and services for disadvantaged/low re-
source communities, particularly 
among youth and adolescents. Through 
the United Health Diverse Scholars Ini-
tiative, Victoria has been able to take 
advantage of rewarding opportunities 
such as academic research internships 
and experiences in international public 
service. 

Both David and Victoria are exam-
ples of academic excellence and per-
sonal determination. And as scholars of 
the United Health Foundation’s Di-
verse Scholars Initiative, they will be 
great representatives of a multicul-
tural and diverse health care work-
force. I want to congratulate them on 
their achievements and look forward to 
their promising futures. ∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MICHAEL MCSHANE 

∑ Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, 
today I wish to honor my long-time 
friend and advisor, Michael McShane, 
who will be retiring next month after 
40 remarkable years working in govern-
ment, the private sector, and in Demo-
cratic politics. 

I first got to know Michael when he 
and I worked together to advance the 
goals of the Democratic Leadership 
Council and Third Way. He was respon-
sible for all the DLC activities at both 
Clinton inaugurals and the 1996 and 
2000 Democratic Conventions. Later, 
when I decided to run for President in 
2004, I was honored to have Michael 
serve as the vice chair of my campaign. 

Michael has built a long and impres-
sive record of public service. As a 
young man, he served in the Air Force 
for 6 years, where he flew B–52s and 
served in Vietnam. After leaving the 
military in 1972, Michael worked as 
press secretary for Congressman John 
J. Rooney and then as a Foreign Serv-
ice Officer before joining the Carter- 
Mondale 1976 Presidential campaign. 
Following that election, he served in 
the Carter White House as a Special 
Assistant to Vice President Mondale. 
Michael was later a White House advi-
sor to President Clinton. He recently 
returned to public service, joining the 
Congressional Liaison Office at the 
United States Agency for International 
Development. 

Mike McShane has also had a notable 
career in the private sector. After leav-
ing the Carter administration in 1979, 
he began managing government rela-
tions programs for trade associations 
and Fortune 500 companies including 
System Development Corporation, Na-
tional Computer Systems, and TRW. 

He also founded and led The Policy In-
stitute, and, later, the McShane Group 
International. 

The academic and nonprofit commu-
nities have also benefitted greatly 
from Michael’s talents and experience. 
He has served on the faculty of the 
Bryce Harlow Foundation, which seeks 
to promote the highest standards with-
in the profession of lobbying and gov-
ernment relations, as Visiting Lecturer 
in American Political History at Bos-
ton University, and as a teacher of pol-
itics at Stanford, Notre Dame, 
Villanova, Georgetown, American, and 
East Carolina, his alma mater. A proud 
alum, Michael presently serves as vice 
chair of the Board of Visitors at East 
Carolina and the Board of the ECU 
Alumni Association. In 1998, he was 
named the East Carolina University 
Alumni of the Year. 

I can’t help but view Michael 
McShane’s departure from Washington 
through a bittersweet lens. For while I 
am excited that he and his wonderful 
wife Susan will get to enjoy a much de-
served retirement, I will miss Mi-
chael’s wise counsel and thoughtful in-
sights. Still, I am confident that his 
example will live on in all of us who 
were lucky enough to know him, and I 
wish Michael and Susan much happi-
ness and success in their retirement in 
Charlottesville.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING CHERYLL HEINZE 

∑ Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
am saddened to inform the Senate of 
the death of a friend and former mem-
ber of the Alaska Legislature Cheryll 
Heinze. Cheryll died last week when a 
float plane that was carrying her and 
colleagues to a fishing outing 
cartwheeled on landing and became 
submerged on Beluga Lake near 
Homer. At the time Cheryll was work-
ing as Director of Human Resources 
and Public Relations for the 
Matanuska Electric Association. 

It is appropriate that we remember 
those whose lives end in tragedy for 
the way they lived their lives so I want 
to take the next few minutes to speak 
in tribute to an Alaskan who lived life 
to the fullest. 

Cheryll Heinze was born in Wewoka, 
OK. She spent part of her childhood in 
Anchorage when her father was an 
Army Chaplain at Fort Richardson. In 
1985, Cheryll returned to be an Alaskan 
for life. Most of her time in Alaska was 
spent in Anchorage but she also lived 
in Slana, Talkeetna and Valdez. 
Cheryll was married to Harold Heinze, 
the former President of ARCO Alaska. 
The two met when Harold was serving 
as Alaska’s Commissioner of Natural 
Resources under former Governor Wal-
ter Hickel. Cheryll served as Press Sec-
retary on Governor Hickel’s 1990 cam-
paign. The two made quite a power 
couple. 

In 2002, Cheryll was elected to the 
23rd Alaska Legislature representing 
House District 24 in Anchorage. Al-
though she served a single 2-year term, 
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she accomplished a great deal during 
her time in Juneau. During that term 
she chaired the Special Committee on 
Economic Development, International 
Trade and Tourism and was Vice Chair 
of the Resources Committee. 

Cheryll is best known for working 
with colleagues across the aisle in 
moving Alaska’s anti-stalking law out 
of the legislature and to the Governor’s 
desk. Her bill allowed victims of stalk-
ing to obtain protective orders in the 
same way that victims of domestic vio-
lence could in the State of Alaska. 
Cheryll was also a strong supporter of 
therapeutic courts and passed a resolu-
tion encouraging prosecutors and pub-
lic defenders to take full advantage of 
this important resource. She worked to 
make health insurance more affordable 
to small employers and helped promote 
trade relations between Alaska and 
Taiwan. 

Cheryll was well liked by those inside 
and outside of the political circle and 
was viewed as a genuinely nice person. 
A mutual friend, Mike Chenault of 
Nikiski, who served with Cheryll in the 
Alaska House and is today the House 
Speaker had this to say about Cheryll: 
‘‘She had a light smile and an easy way 
about her that made her popular not 
only inside, but outside the Capitol.’’ 

Alaska takes pride in the fact that 
our Legislature is composed of citizens 
who come to Juneau for a few months 
each year to do the business of the 
State and then return home to carry on 
their own lives. Art was central to 
Cheryll Heinze’s life. In fact, her offi-
cial legislative biography lists her pro-
fession as ‘‘Artist.’’ In fact, she was a 
world class oil painter who took inspi-
ration from Alaska’s fabulous scenery. 
Her painting of Mount Foraker hung in 
the offices of the Foraker Group, a con-
sulting group that supports Alaska’s 
non-profit sector. We also took pride in 
Cheryll’s poetry. 

In addition to all of her other activi-
ties she was a former President of the 
Anchorage Symphony League, a board 
member of the Pacific Northern Acad-
emy and Breast Cancer Focus, Inc., a 
member of the Alaska Pacific Univer-
sity President’s Steering Committee, 
and an Art Instructor at the University 
of Alaska Rural Extension. She was a 
member of the Anchorage Opera Board, 
the World Affairs Council and the 
Matanuska Charitable Foundation 
Board. Cheryll brought energy and en-
thusiasm to all she did. 

I extend the Senate’s deepest condo-
lences to Harold and other members of 
the family. Cheryll left us well before 
her time but in a way that is so appro-
priate for Alaskans—in pursuit of ad-
venture. Alaskans have lost a friend 
and a leader and she will be greatly 
missed.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MAYOR TED 
JENNINGS 

∑ Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, today 
I wish to pay tribute to a dedicated in-
dividual in Alabama, Mayor Ted Jen-

nings of Brewton, AL. Ted has been a 
successful businessman, pharmacist, 
and community, State, and national 
leader. 

When he retires this year, he will 
have served as the mayor of Brewton 
for 24 years. During that time, he has 
grown Brewton both economically and 
technologically. But in addition to his 
success as a mayor, he has been a suc-
cessful business owner and pharmacist. 
He is also well known in Alabama as 
former president and an active officer 
of the Alabama League of Municipali-
ties and nationally has served on the 
board and in many other positions in 
the National League of Cities. He has, 
in both capacities, represented 
Brewton and Alabama as a strong ad-
vocate on matters of economic develop-
ment. On a personal level, I want to ex-
press my appreciation to Ted for his 
friendship, advice, and counsel on mat-
ters critical to the area. 

All of us who have come to know him 
over the years have observed his dedi-
cation to public service, his hard work, 
and his effective leadership. He has a 
host of friends and admirers—this Sen-
ator is one. I thank him for his service 
and know that, even in retirement, he 
will be a strong advocate for rural eco-
nomic development and Alabama. I ex-
tend my best wishes to Ted and family 
as you begin your next adventure.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING BALDWIN APPLE 
LADDERS 

∑ Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, small, 
local businesses play a critical role in 
our economy, creating two-thirds of all 
jobs across the Nation. Nowhere is 
small businesses’ value more evident 
than in my home State of Maine. Even 
during these challenging economic 
times, entrepreneurs across the State 
continue to make headlines for their 
perseverance and can-do attitude in the 
face of adversity. I rise today to recog-
nize and commend Baldwin Apple Lad-
ders and owner Peter Baldwin for their 
tremendous contribution to the local 
economy and for resilience in the face 
of disaster that struck a mere 2 months 
ago. 

Mr. Baldwin founded Baldwin Apple 
Ladders in 1984, in his hometown of 
Brooks, ME. Since its opening, Baldwin 
Apple Ladders has built approximately 
30,000 ladders, which have been used in 
orchards throughout Maine, Massachu-
setts, Michigan, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Virginia, and Wisconsin. Fa-
mous for their durability and signature 
style, the ladders were even featured in 
Martha Stewart Magazine. Mr. Bald-
win’s business purchases the lumber 
used in ladder production from local 
sources, generates jobs through ship-
ping and delivery, and supplies cus-
tomers nationwide, giving it a national 
as well local presence. While business 
was at its peak, the Baldwin Apple 
Ladders manufactured and sold an av-
erage of 1,200 ladders annually. 

On May 8th 2012, Mr. Baldwin was 
contacted by a neighbor with the dev-

astating news that Baldwin’s ladder 
building facility was on fire. Along 
with the stock inventory of finished 
ladders, production equipment, and 
stacks of unused materials, the fire 
consumed the 6,500 square foot dairy 
barn which housed his manufacturing 
operations. 

After the smoke cleared and the re-
maining assets were assessed, Mr. Bald-
win was faced with a difficult decision 
to retire after 30 years in business, or 
rebuild. Mr. Baldwin chose to rebuild, 
refusing to let the fire dictate his fu-
ture. Mr. Baldwin is committed to 
making ladders for as long as possible; 
recently building his first post-fire lad-
der, using tools that are no more ad-
vanced than what he had to work with 
when he first opened, back in 1984. 
Though this manner of manufacturing 
is considerably more arduous and time 
consuming, Mr. Baldwin is continuing 
his business and hoping to emerge 
stronger than ever. 

Generous local donations, assistance, 
and support have helped in making tre-
mendous strides in the rejuvenation of 
Baldwin Apple Ladders, a testament to 
the goodwill Mr. Baldwin has earned 
throughout the community. Mr. Bald-
win’s dedication to starting over and 
his perseverance in the face of such un-
imaginable obstacles is inspiring and a 
true example of the grit and incom-
parable spirit of Maine’s entrepreneurs. 
I will eagerly follow Mr. Baldwin’s 
progress in rebuilding, and extend my 
best wishes to him and Baldwin Apple 
Ladders and their future success.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO TYLER DUTTON 

∑ Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today I 
recognize Tyler Dutton, a legal intern 
in my Washington, DC, office, for all 
the hard work he has done for me, my 
staff, and the State of South Dakota 
over the past several weeks. 

Tyler is a graduate of South Dakota 
State University in Brookings, SD. 
Currently, he is attending Emory Uni-
versity Law School in Atlanta, GA. He 
is a hard worker who has been dedi-
cated to getting the most out of his in-
ternship experience. 

I would like to extend my sincere 
thanks and appreciation to Tyler for 
all the fine work he has done and wish 
him continued success in the years to 
come.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
At 9:33 a.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker had signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

S. 2009. An act to improve the administra-
tion of programs in the insular areas, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2165. An act to enhance strategic co-
operation between the United States and 
Israel, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 205. An act to amend the Act title An 
Act to authorize the leasing of restricted In-
dian lands for public, religious, educational, 
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recreational, residential, business, and other 
purposes requiring the grant of long-term 
leases’’, approved August 9, 1955, to provide 
for Indian tribes to enter into certain leases 
without prior express approval from the Sec-
retary of the Interior, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 3001. An act to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to Raoul Wallenberg, in recogni-
tion of his achievements and heroic actions 
during the Holocaust. 

The enrolled bills were subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. INOUYE). 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
At 11:35 a.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the speaker had signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 4155. An act to direct the head of each 
Federal department and agency to treat rel-
evant military training as sufficient to sat-
isfy training or certification requirements 
for Federal licenses. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. INOUYE). 

At 12:08 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 5872. An act to require the President 
to provide a report detailing the sequester 
required by the Budget Control Act of 2011 on 
January 2, 2013. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 3401. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to temporarily extend tax 
relief provisions enacted in 2001 and 2003, to 
provide for temporary alternative minimum 
tax relief, to extend increased expensing lim-
itations, and to provide instructions for tax 
reform. 

The following bills were read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 3412. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide tax relief to 
middle-class families. 

S. 3413. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to temporarily extend tax 
relief provisions enacted in 2001 and 2003, to 
provide for temporary alternative minimum 
tax relief, to extend increased expensing lim-
itations, and to provide instructions for tax 
reform. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bills were read the first 
time: 

H.R. 5872. An act to require the President 
to provide a report detailing the sequester 
required by the Budget Control Act of 2011 on 
January 2, 2013. 

S. 3414. A bill to enhance the security and 
resiliency of the cyber and communications 
infrastructure of the United States. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, July 19, 2012, she had 

presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled 
bills: 

S. 2009. An act to improve the administra-
tion of programs in the insular areas, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2165. An act to enhance strategic co-
operation between the United States and 
Israel, and for other purposes. 

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–6882. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Attorney General, Office of Legis-
lative Affairs, Department of Justice, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the second quarter 
of fiscal year 2011 quarterly report of the De-
partment of Justice’s Office of Privacy and 
Civil Liberties; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

EC–6883. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of General Norton 
A. Schwartz, United States Air Force, and 
his advancement to the grade of general on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–6884. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Manpower and 
Reserve Affairs), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, an annual report relative to recruit-
ment incentives; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–6885. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘A Report on Policies 
and Practices of the U.S. Navy for Naming 
the Vessels of the Navy; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–6886. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Board of Governors, Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Board’s semiannual Monetary Policy Re-
port to Congress; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6887. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Rules of Practice for Adjudication 
Proceedings’’ ((RIN3170–AA05) (Docket No. 
CFPB–2011–0006)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 17, 2012; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–6888. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘State Official Notification Rule’’ 
((RIN3170–AA02) (Docket No. CFPB–2011– 
0006)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 17, 2012; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–6889. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Rules Relating to Investigations’’ 
((RIN3170–AA03) (Docket No. CFPB–2011– 
0007)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 17, 2012; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–6890. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Equal Access to Justice Act Imple-
mentation Rule’’ ((RIN3170–AA27) (Docket 

No. CFPB–2012–0020)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 17, 2012; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–6891. 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 ‘‘Update of Weighted 
Average Interest Rates, Yield Curves, and 
Segment Rates’’ (Notice 2012–47) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
July 16, 2012; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6892. 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 ‘‘Notice Require-
ments under Section 101(j) of ERISA for 
Funding-Related Benefit Limitations in Sin-
gle-Employer Defined Benefit Pension 
Plans’’ (Notice 2012–46) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 16, 
2012; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6893. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulatory Services, 
Office of Special Education and Rehabilita-
tive Services, Department of Education, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘National Institute on Dis-
ability and Rehabilitation Research 
(NIDRR)—Disability and Rehabilitation Re-
search Projects and Centers Program—Dis-
ability and Rehabilitation Research 
Project—Employment of Individuals with 
Disabilities’’ (CFDA No. 84.133A–1) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 12, 2012; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–6894. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulatory Services, 
Office of Postsecondary Education, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Pell Grant Program’’ (RIN1840–AD11) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 12, 2012; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–6895. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘D and C Red No. 6 and D and 
C Red No. 7; Change in Specification’’ (Dock-
et No. FDA–2011–C–0050) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 
16, 2012; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–6896. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Effective Date of Require-
ment for Premarket Approval for Cardio-
vascular Permanent Pacemaker Electrode’’ 
(Docket No. FDA–2011–N–0505) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
16, 2012; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–6897. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Significant New Use Rule for Phenol, 
2,4 dimethyl-6-(1-methylpentadecyl)-’’ (FRL 
No. 9649–4) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 12, 2012; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–6898. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Indiana’’ 
(FRL No. 9699–1) received in the Office of the 
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President of the Senate on July 12, 2012; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–6899. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans; Idaho: Infrastructure Re-
quirements for the 1997 8-Hour Ozone Na-
tional Ambient Air Quality Standard; Pre-
vention of Significant Deterioration Green-
house Gas Permitting Authority and Tai-
loring Rule’’ (FRL No. 9676–6) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
12, 2012; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–6900. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Oil and Natural Gas Sector: New 
Source Performance Standards and National 
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pol-
lutants Reviews’’ (FRL No. 9665–1) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 12, 2012; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–6901. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Assistant Administrator for Regu-
latory Programs, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Comprehensive 
Ecosystem-Based Amendment 2 for the 
South Atlantic Region; Correction’’ 
(RIN0648–BB26) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 12, 2012; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6902. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Deep-Water Species Fishery by 
Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Gulf of Alas-
ka’’ (RIN0648–XC001) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 12, 2012; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–6903. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘At-
lantic Highly Migratory Species; Commer-
cial Porbeagle Shark Fishery Closure’’ 
(RIN0648–XC044) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 10, 2012; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6904. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Snapper-Grouper Fishery of the South At-
lantic; 2012 Commercial Accountability 
Measure and Closure for the South Atlantic 
Lesser Amberjack, Almaco Jack, and Banded 
Rudderfish Complex’’ (RIN0648–XC060) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 12, 2012; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6905. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Atlantic Sea 
Scallop Fishery; Closure of the Delmarva Ac-
cess Area’’ (RIN0648–BC04) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 
12, 2012; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6906. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 

of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Temporary 
Rule To Delay Start Date of 2012–2013 South 
Atlantic Black Sea Bass Commercial Fishing 
Season’’ (RIN0648–BB98) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 
12, 2012; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6907. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Northeast Multispecies Fishery; Ex-
empted Fishery for the Southern New Eng-
land Skate Bait Trawl Fishery’’ (RIN0648– 
BB35) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 12, 2012; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–6908. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlan-
tic; Reef Fish Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; 
Gray Triggerfish Management Measures’’ 
(RIN0648–BB90) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 12, 2012; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6909. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Northeast 
Multispecies, Monkfish, Atlantic Sea Scal-
lop; Amendment 17’’ (RIN0648–BB34) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on July 12, 2012; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mrs. BOXER, from the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works, without 
amendment: 

S. 2104. A bill to amend the Water Re-
sources Research Act of 1984 to reauthorize 
grants for and require applied water supply 
research regarding the water resources re-
search and technology institutes established 
under that Act (Rept. No. 112–189). 

H.R. 1160. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey the McKinney Lake 
National Fish Hatchery to the State of 
North Carolina, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 112–190). 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with an amendment: 

S. 285. A bill for the relief of Sopuruchi 
Chukwueke. 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute: 

S. 3276. An original bill to extend certain 
amendments made by the FISA Amendments 
Act of 2008, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. BAUCUS, from the Committee on 
Finance, without amendment: 

S. 3406. An original bill to authorize the ex-
tension of nondiscriminatory treatment 
(normal trade relations treatment) to prod-
ucts of the Russian Federation and Moldova, 
to require reports on the compliance of the 
Russian Federation with its obligations as a 
member of the World Trade Organization, 
and to impose sanctions on persons respon-
sible for gross violations of human rights, 
and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. LEAHY for the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Frank Paul Geraci, Jr., of New York, to be 
United States District Judge for the Western 
District of New York. 

Fernando M. Olguin, of California, to be 
United States District Judge for the Central 
District of California. 

Matthew W. Brann, of Pennsylvania, to be 
United States District Judge for the Middle 
District of Pennsylvania. 

Malachy Edward Mannion, of Pennsyl-
vania, to be United States District Judge for 
the Middle District of Pennsylvania. 

Charles R. Breyer, of California, to be a 
Member of the United States Sentencing 
Commission for a term expiring October 31, 
2015. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

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. BOOZMAN: 
S. 3403. A bill to repeal the Federal estate 

and gift taxes; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. COATS (for himself and Mr. 

VITTER): 
S. 3404. A bill to establish within the De-

partment of Energy an Office of Federal En-
ergy Production, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
BURR): 

S. 3405. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to treat small businesses be-
queathed to spouses and dependents by mem-
bers of the Armed Forces killed in line of 
duty as small business concerns owned and 
controlled by veterans for purposes of De-
partment of Veterans Affairs contracting 
goals and preferences, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. BAUCUS: 
S. 3406. An original bill to authorize the ex-

tension of nondiscriminatory treatment 
(normal trade relations treatment) to prod-
ucts of the Russian Federation and Moldova, 
to require reports on the compliance of the 
Russian Federation with its obligations as a 
member of the World Trade Organization, 
and to impose sanctions on persons respon-
sible for gross violations of human rights, 
and for other purposes; from the Committee 
on Finance; placed on the calendar. 

By Mr. WYDEN: 
S. 3407. A bill to amend the Public Health 

Service Act to increase the number of per-
manent faculty in palliative care at accred-
ited allopathic and osteopathic medical 
schools, nursing schools, and other pro-
grams, to promote education in palliative 
care and hospice, and to support the develop-
ment of faculty careers in academic pallia-
tive medicine; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHANNS: 
S. 3408. A bill to prohibit the Secretary of 

Energy from enforcing regulations per-
taining to certain battery chargers; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 
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By Mr. LEE: 

S. 3409. A bill to address the forest health, 
public safety, and wildlife habitat threat pre-
sented by the risk of wildfire, including cata-
strophic wildfire, on National Forest System 
land and public land managed by the Bureau 
of Land Management by requiring the Sec-
retary of Agriculture and the Secretary of 
the Interior to expedite forest management 
projects relating to hazardous fuels reduc-
tion, forest health, and economic develop-
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PRYOR (for himself and Ms. 
AYOTTE): 

S. 3410. A bill to extend the Undertaking 
Spam, Spyware, And Fraud Enforcement 
With Enforcers beyond Borders Act of 2006, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. LEE: 
S. 3411. A bill to provide that the indi-

vidual mandate under the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act shall not be con-
strued as a tax; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. REID: 
S. 3412. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide tax relief to 
middle-class families; placed on the cal-
endar. 

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 

S. 3413. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to temporarily extend tax 
relief provisions enacted in 2001 and 2003, to 
provide for temporary alternative minimum 
tax relief, to extend increased expensing lim-
itations, and to provide instructions for tax 
reform; placed on the calendar. 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN (for himself, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, and Mr. CARPER): 

S. 3414. A bill to enhance the security and 
resiliency of the cyber and communications 
infrastructure of the United States; read the 
first time. 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself and Mr. 
VITTER): 

S. 3415. A bill to require the disclosure of 
all payments made under the Equal Access 
to Justice Act; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. LEE: 
S. Con. Res. 52. A concurrent resolution 

setting forth the congressional budget for 
the United States Government for fiscal year 
2013 and setting forth the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2014 through 2022; 
placed on the calendar. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 19 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
19, a bill to restore American’s indi-
vidual liberty by striking the Federal 
mandate to purchase insurance. 

S. 424 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 424, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
preserve access to ambulance services 
under the Medicare program. 

S. 581 

At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 
of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 581, a 
bill to amend the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 to re-
quire criminal background checks for 
child care providers. 

S. 657 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
657, a bill to encourage, enhance, and 
integrate Blue Alert plans throughout 
the United States in order to dissemi-
nate information when a law enforce-
ment officer is seriously injured or 
killed in the line of duty. 

S. 687 

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 687, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to perma-
nently extend the 15-year recovery pe-
riod for qualified leasehold improve-
ment property, qualified restaurant 
property, and qualified retail improve-
ment property. 

S. 1167 

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, the name of the Senator 
from Louisiana (Ms. LANDRIEU) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 1167, a bill to 
amend the Public Health Service Act 
to improve the diagnosis and treat-
ment of hereditary hemorrhagic 
telangiectasia, and for other purposes. 

S. 1381 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1381, a bill to provide 
for the expansion of Federal efforts 
concerning the prevention, education, 
treatment, and research activities re-
lated to Lyme and other tick-borne dis-
ease, including the establishment of a 
Tick-Borne Diseases Advisory Com-
mittee. 

S. 1460 

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1460, a bill to grant the congressional 
gold medal, collectively, to the First 
Special Service Force, in recognition of 
its superior service during World War 
II. 

S. 1555 

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. COCHRAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1555, a bill to authorize the 
use of certain offshore oil and gas plat-
forms in the Gulf of Mexico for artifi-
cial reefs, and for other purposes. 

S. 1577 

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1577, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to in-
crease and make permanent the alter-
native simplified research credit, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1744 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1744, a bill to provide 
funding for State courts to assess and 
improve the handling of proceedings 
relating to adult guardianship and con-
servatorship, to authorize the Attorney 
General to carry out a pilot program 
for the conduct of background checks 
on individuals to be appointed as 
guardians or conservators, and to pro-
mote the widespread adoption of infor-
mation technology to better monitor, 
report, and audit conservatorships of 
protected persons. 

S. 1884 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1884, a bill to provide States with 
incentives to require elementary 
schools and secondary schools to main-
tain, and permit school personnel to 
administer, epinephrine at schools. 

S. 1929 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. BAUCUS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1929, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint coins in 
commemoration of Mark Twain. 

S. 1990 

At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1990, a bill to require the Transpor-
tation Security Administration to 
comply with the Uniformed Services 
Employment and Reemployment 
Rights Act. 

S. 2137 

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
SNOWE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2137, a bill to prohibit the issuance of a 
waiver for commissioning or enlist-
ment in the Armed Forces for any indi-
vidual convicted of a felony sexual of-
fense. 

S. 2205 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2205, a bill to prohibit funding to nego-
tiate a United Nations Arms Trade 
Treaty that restricts the Second 
Amendment rights of United States 
citizens. 

S. 2253 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. LEVIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2253, a bill to require individuals 
who file under the Ethics in Govern-
ment Act of 1978 to disclose any finan-
cial accounts that are or have been de-
posited in a country that is a tax 
haven. 

S. 2264 

At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2264, a bill to provide liability pro-
tection for claims based on the design, 
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manufacture, sale, offer for sale, intro-
duction into commerce, or use of cer-
tain fuels and fuel additives, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2620 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2620, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to provide for an extension of the Medi-
care-dependent hospital (MDH) pro-
gram and the increased payments 
under the Medicare low-volume hos-
pital program. 

S. 3280 

At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3280, a bill to preserve the compan-
ionship services exemption for min-
imum wage and overtime pay under the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938. 

S. 3332 

At the request of Mr. BEGICH, the 
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) and the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. COCHRAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 3332, a bill to provide 
for the establishment of nationally 
uniform and environmentally sound 
standards governing discharges inci-
dental to the normal operation of a 
vessel in the navigable waters of the 
United States. 

S. 3340 

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3340, a bill to improve and enhance the 
programs and activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense and the Department of 
Veterans Affairs regarding suicide pre-
vention and resilience and behavioral 
health disorders for members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3356 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3356, a bill to strengthen 
the role of the United States in the 
international community of nations in 
conserving natural resources to further 
global prosperity and security. 

S. 3366 

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3366, a bill to designate the Haqqani 
network as a foreign terrorist organi-
zation. 

S. 3394 

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, the name of the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. CONRAD) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 3394, a bill to 
address fee disclosure requirements 
under the Electronic Fund Transfer 
Act, to amend the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act with respect to informa-
tion provided to the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3397 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3397, a bill to prohibit waivers relating 
to compliance with the work require-
ments for the program of block grants 
to States for temporary assistance for 
needy families, and for other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 42 

At the request of Mr. DEMINT, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 42, a joint resolution pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States relative to 
parental rights. 

S.J. RES. 43 

At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S.J. Res. 43, a joint resolution 
approving the renewal of import re-
strictions contained in the Burmese 
Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003, 
and for other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 45 

At the request of Mrs. HUTCHISON, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S.J. Res. 45, a joint resolution 
amending title 36, United States Code, 
to designate June 19 as ‘‘Juneteenth 
Independence Day’’. 

S.J. RES. 46 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S.J. Res. 46, a joint resolution pro-
viding for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rules submitted by 
the Department of the Treasury and 
the Internal Revenue Service relating 
to the reporting requirements for in-
terest that relates to deposits main-
tained at United States offices of cer-
tain financial institutions and is paid 
to certain nonresident alien individ-
uals. 

S. CON. RES. 50 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER), the Senator from 
Wyoming (Mr. BARRASSO), the Senator 
from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON), the Sen-
ator from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), 
the Senator from Alaska (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI), the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) and the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. VITTER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 50, a concur-
rent resolution expressing the sense of 
Congress regarding actions to preserve 
and advance the multistakeholder gov-
ernance model under which the Inter-
net has thrived. 

S. RES. 494 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 494, a resolution condemning 
the Government of the Russian Federa-
tion for providing weapons to the re-
gime of President Bashar al-Assad of 
Syria. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2556 
At the request of Mrs. HUTCHISON, the 

names of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI), the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added 
as cosponsors of amendment No. 2556 
intended to be proposed to S. 3364, a 
bill to provide an incentive for busi-
nesses to bring jobs back to America. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself and 
Mr. BURR): 

S. 3405. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to treat small 
businesses bequeathed to spouses and 
dependents by members of the Armed 
Forces killed in line of duty as small 
business concerns owned and controlled 
by veterans for purposes of Department 
of Veterans Affairs contracting goals 
and preferences, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, last 
month was yet another disappointing 
month of job growth. Over 12 million 
Americans are unemployed, close to 6 
million have been unemployed for over 
27 weeks, and 8 million have been 
forced to work part time because they 
have been unable to find full-time 
work. 

To put this in context, since this ad-
ministration came into office, the 
number of Americans who are unem-
ployed has increased by 700,000. This is 
a 5-percent increase in our national un-
employment rate. Home values and 
middle-class income have decreased, 
and America has dropped from being 
the most competitive Nation in the 
world to the fourth most competitive 
Nation in the world. 

After this administration’s failed 
policies of bailout after bailout, Senate 
Democrats are endorsing the idea of 
letting America go off the so-called fis-
cal cliff at the end of this year instead 
of letting businesses maintain their ex-
isting tax rates. This would effectively 
raise taxes on every American during 
one of the slowest economic recoveries 
in modern times. 

While I support extending these taxes 
and giving our Nation’s job creators 
certainty, I believe we need tax reform. 
Our Tax Code is too complex. We need 
to close loopholes, broaden the base, 
and lower rates. 

As a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means in the House, I worked 
on this issue, and I will continue to ad-
vocate for comprehensive reform while 
I am in the Senate. While I recognize 
that sometimes comprehensive policies 
may be difficult to move forward, espe-
cially in an election year, I believe we 
can find consensus on commonsense so-
lutions. 

Since coming to the Senate, I have 
advocated for policies that create jobs 
for Nevadans and for all Americans. My 
State has been one of the hardest hit in 
this current economic climate. Nevada 
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has had the distinction of leading the 
Nation in unemployment for over 2 
years, as well as in foreclosures and 
bankruptcies. One part of our popu-
lation has been especially hit hard, and 
that is our veterans. 

Over 13 percent of the Nation’s brav-
est who put their lives on the line are 
unable to find a job in this economy. 
They come home from overseas to find 
their homes underwater or chronic un-
employment in their communities. 
While a number of veterans have fallen 
on tough times financially, some have 
had difficulty adjusting to civilian life. 
Congress should make it a priority 
that necessary resources are made 
available to those who have bravely 
served our Nation. We must also not 
forget the families of our veterans, par-
ticularly those who have lost loved 
ones in combat. 

So I am proud to join with Senator 
BURR to introduce the Veterans Small 
Business Act, which simply ensures 
that surviving spouses and children are 
eligible for small business benefits. 
Congress has provided numerous bene-
fits to our Nation’s veterans who own 
small businesses, including sole-source 
contracting, low-interest loans, and 
other resources in order to help these 
small businesses grow and create jobs. 
However, should a spouse or a child of 
a veteran lose a loved one in combat, 
they can no longer receive these bene-
fits or enroll in these programs. 

My legislation closes this large gap 
in Federal law that does little for those 
who own businesses before their activa-
tion and were killed in the line of duty. 
As a Member of Congress, we must 
honor our Nation’s fallen as well as en-
suring that the loved ones they leave 
behind have the same economic oppor-
tunities afforded to that veteran. 

We should be doing all we can to pro-
vide all of our Nation’s small busi-
nesses with the tools needed to survive 
in this current economic climate. Con-
gress needs to stop worrying about the 
next election and put in place policies 
that will not only ignite economic 
growth, but also get our country back 
to work. 

While there are larger issues we must 
address, such as tax reform, there are 
smaller commonsense measures, such 
as this bill, that we can pass right now 
if given the opportunity. Measures 
such as this will make a big difference 
in our Nation’s veterans and job cre-
ators. 

If it is any indication of how impor-
tant these issues are to Nevada, I had a 
constituent, Dan Lyons, who walked 
from Reno, NV, to Washington, DC, be-
cause he didn’t think Washington was 
doing enough for veterans. This was a 
6-month walk from Reno, NV, to Wash-
ington, DC. He felt he was not getting 
through to his elected officials via 
phone or e-mails. So Dan, with a tent, 
a map, and a plan, started walking 
across America to see his elected offi-
cials face to face. 

He walked 25 miles a day, battling 
treacherous weather, snakes, long, 

lonely miles, and probably a few blis-
ters just for the chance to sit down and 
ask that we do more to help struggling 
veterans. I was proud to meet with 
Dan, and he is a reminder of what is 
right with society. He reminds us that 
we must honor our obligation to our 
veterans. When they have sacrificed so 
much to preserve and protect our free-
doms, we should at least ensure their 
needs are met when they and their sur-
viving families fall on hard economic 
times. 

By Mr. WYDEN: 
S. 3407. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to increase the 
number of permanent faculty in pallia-
tive care at accredited allopathic and 
osteopathic medical schools, nursing 
schools, and other programs, to pro-
mote education in palliative care and 
hospice, and to support the develop-
ment of faculty careers in academic 
palliative medicine; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the critical need in to-
day’s health care workforce for addi-
tional training related to palliative 
care. Palliative care is an interdiscipli-
nary model of care focused on relieving 
the pain, stress and other debilitating 
symptoms of serious illness, such as 
cancer, cardiac disease, respiratory dis-
ease, kidney failure, Alzheimer’s, 
AIDS, ALS, and MS. Its goal is to re-
lieve suffering and provide the best 
possible quality of life for patients and 
their families. 

Many people mistakenly believe that 
palliative care is only beneficial when 
a cure is not possible. Actually, pallia-
tive care is not dependent on a life-lim-
iting prognosis and may actually help 
individuals recover by relieving symp-
toms—such as pain, anxiety or loss of 
appetite—while they are undergoing 
sometimes difficult medical treat-
ments or procedures, such as surgery 
or chemotherapy. Palliative care is 
provided by a team of doctors, nurses, 
social workers, and other specialists 
who work with a patient’s other health 
care providers to provide an extra layer 
of support, including assistance with 
difficult medical decision-making and 
coordination of care among specialists. 
Palliative care is appropriate for peo-
ple of any age and at any stage in an 
illness, whether that illness is curable, 
chronic or life-threatening. 

There is a specific type of palliative 
care, called hospice, for people for 
whom a cure is no longer possible and 
who likely have 6 months or less to 
live. Hospice care can be provided at 
one’s home, a hospice facility, a hos-
pital or a nursing home. Hospice care is 
about giving patients control, dignity 
and comfort so they have the best pos-
sible quality of life during the time 
they have. Hospice care also provides 
support and grief therapy for loved 
ones whose struggles are often cast 
aside or forgotten during treatment. 

A growing evidence base has dem-
onstrated that palliative care, includ-

ing hospice, improves quality, controls 
cost and enhances patient and family 
satisfaction for the rapidly expanding 
population of individuals with serious 
or life-threatening illness. Palliative 
care may also prolong the lives of some 
seriously ill patients. 

Over the last 10 years, the number of 
hospital-based palliative care programs 
has more than doubled due to the in-
creasing number of Americans living 
with serious, complex and chronic ill-
nesses and the realities of the care re-
sponsibilities faced by their families. 
Studies suggest that in states with 
more hospital-based palliative care 
programs, patients are less likely to 
die in the hospital, are likely to spend 
fewer days in the ICU, have better pain 
management and higher satisfaction 
with their health care. 

As usual, Oregon is ahead of the 
curve and I am proud to say that in a 
2011 report ranking states on their citi-
zens’ access to hospital-based pallia-
tive care programs, Oregon was among 
the seven states who earned an ‘‘A’’ 
rating, with 88 percent of Oregon hos-
pitals offering palliative care. 

Unfortunately, many seriously ill pa-
tients and their families lack the ac-
cess available to Oregonians. Palliative 
care is a relatively new medical spe-
cialty and more must be done to ensure 
an adequate, well-trained palliative 
care workforce is available to provide 
comprehensive symptom management, 
intensive communication and a level of 
care coordination that addresses the 
episodic and long-term nature of seri-
ous, chronic illness. I believe that, with 
Federal support, we can help address 
the workforce gap between those cur-
rently practicing in palliative care and 
hospice and the number of health care 
professionals required to care for this 
expanding patient population That is 
why today I am introducing the Pallia-
tive Care and Hospice Education and 
Training Act or PCHETA. This author-
izing legislation focuses on three key 
areas to grow the palliative care and 
hospice workforce. 

Education centers to expand inter-
disciplinary training in palliative and 
hospice care. 

Training of physicians who plan to 
teach palliative medicine and fellow-
ships to encourage re-training for mid- 
career physicians, and academic career 
awards and career incentive awards to 
support physicians and other health 
care providers who provide palliative 
and hospice care training. 

With this legislation, patients and 
families who are facing serious or life- 
threatening illness will have access to 
the high-quality palliative care and 
hospice services that can maximize 
their quality of life. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in this effort. 

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: 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:01 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G19JY6.032 S19JYPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
7S

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5215 July 19, 2012 
S. 3407 

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 ‘‘Palliative 
Care and Hospice Education and Training 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) Health care providers need better edu-

cation about pain management and pallia-
tive care. Students graduating from medical 
school have very little, if any, training in 
the core precepts of pain and symptom man-
agement, advance care planning, commu-
nication skills, and care coordination for pa-
tients with serious, life-threatening, or ter-
minal illness. 

(2) Palliative care is interdisciplinary, 
patient- and family-centered health care for 
people with serious illnesses. This type of 
care is focused on providing patients with re-
lief from the symptoms, pain, and stress of a 
serious illness, whatever the diagnosis. The 
goal of palliative care is to relieve suffering 
and improve quality of life for both patients 
and their families. Palliative care is pro-
vided by a team of doctors, nurses, social 
workers, chaplains, and other specialists who 
work with a patient’s other health care pro-
viders to provide an extra layer of support, 
including assistance with difficult medical 
decisionmaking and coordination of care 
among specialists. Palliative care is appro-
priate at any age and at any stage in a seri-
ous illness, and can be provided together 
with curative treatment. Palliative care is 
not dependent on a life-limiting prognosis 
and may actually help an individual recover 
from illness by relieving symptoms, such as 
pain, anxiety, or loss of appetite, while un-
dergoing sometimes difficult medical treat-
ments or procedures, such as surgery or 
chemotherapy. There were 1,623 hospitals 
with palliative care programs in 2012. 

(3) Hospice is palliative care for patients in 
their last year of life. Considered the model 
for quality compassionate care for individ-
uals facing a life-limiting illness, hospice 
provides expert medical care, pain manage-
ment, and emotional and spiritual support 
expressly tailored to the patient’s needs and 
wishes. In most cases, care is provided in the 
patient’s home but may also be provided in 
freestanding hospice centers, hospitals, nurs-
ing homes, and other long-term care facili-
ties. In 2010, an estimated 1,580,000 patients 
received services from hospice or approxi-
mately 41.9 percent of all United States 
deaths. Hospice is a covered benefit under 
the Medicare program. There were 3,509 
Medicare-certified hospices in 2010. 

(4) A 2005 study at Michigan State Univer-
sity found that the formal training of United 
States doctors in palliative care is ‘‘grossly 
inadequate’’. When the American Society of 
Clinical Oncology surveyed their members, 
65 percent said they had received inadequate 
education in controlling symptoms associ-
ated with cancer, and 81 percent felt they 
had inadequate mentoring in discussing a 
poor prognosis with their patients and fami-
lies. Training in pediatric palliative care is 
also seriously lacking according to physi-
cians, residents, and medical students re-
sponding to a survey presented at a meeting 
of American Federation for Medical Re-
search. 

(5) The American Board of Medical Special-
ties (ABMS) and the Accreditation Council 
for Graduate Medical Education (ACGME) 
provided formal subspecialty status for hos-
pice and palliative medicine (HPM) in 2006, 
and the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid 
Services recognized hospice and palliative 
medicine as a medical subspecialty in Octo-
ber of 2008. 

(6) As of June 2012, there were a total of 86 
hospice and palliative medicine training pro-
grams. Seventy-eight programs have been 
accredited by the Accreditation Council for 
Graduate Medical Education and seven pro-
grams have been accredited by the American 
Osteopathic Association. For the 2011–2012 
academic year, these programs were training 
176 physicians in hospice and palliative med-
icine. Some programs include an additional 
track in research, geriatrics, or public 
health. 

(7) There is a large gap between those prac-
ticing in the palliative medicine field and 
the number of physicians needed. A mid- 
range estimate by the American Academy of 
Hospice and Palliative Medicine’s Workforce 
Task Force calls for 6,000 or more full time 
equivalents to serve current needs in hospice 
and palliative care programs. At maximum 
capacity, the current system would produce 
roughly 4,600 new hospice and palliative med-
icine certified physicians over the next 20 
years, during which time some 70,000,000 new 
Medicare beneficiaries will enter the Medi-
care program. At the same time, there is ex-
pected to be increasing acceptance of the 
hospice and palliative approach to care 
among the general population and health 
care providers. 
SEC. 3. PALLIATIVE CARE AND HOSPICE EDU-

CATION AND TRAINING. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part D of title VII of the 

Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 294 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 759A. PALLIATIVE CARE AND HOSPICE EDU-

CATION AND TRAINING. 
‘‘(a) PALLIATIVE CARE AND HOSPICE EDU-

CATION CENTERS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

award grants or contracts under this section 
to entities described in paragraph (1), (3), or 
(4) of section 799B, and section 801(2), for the 
establishment or operation of Palliative 
Care and Hospice Education Centers that 
meet the requirements of paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—A Palliative Care and 
Hospice Education Center meets the require-
ments of this paragraph if such Center— 

‘‘(A) improves the training of health pro-
fessionals in palliative care, including 
residencies, traineeships, or fellowships; 

‘‘(B) develops and disseminates curricula 
relating to the palliative treatment of the 
complex health problems of individuals with 
serious or life threatening illnesses; 

‘‘(C) supports the training and retraining 
of faculty to provide instruction in palliative 
care; 

‘‘(D) supports continuing education of 
health professionals who provide palliative 
care to patients with serious or life threat-
ening illness; 

‘‘(E) provides students (including residents, 
trainees, and fellows) with clinical training 
in palliative care in the home, long-term 
care facilities, home care, hospices, chronic 
and acute disease hospitals, and ambulatory 
care centers; 

‘‘(F) establishes traineeships for individ-
uals who are preparing for advanced edu-
cation nursing degrees in palliative care 
nursing, home care, hospice, in the home, 
long-term care, or other nursing areas that 
specialize in palliative care; and 

‘‘(G) does not duplicate the activities of ex-
isting education centers funded under this 
section or under section 753 or 865. 

‘‘(3) EXPANSION OF EXISTING CENTERS.— 
Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to— 

‘‘(A) prevent the Secretary from providing 
grants to expand existing education centers, 
including geriatric education centers estab-
lished under section 753 or 865, to provide for 
education and training focused specifically 

on palliative care, including for non-geri-
atric populations; or 

‘‘(B) limit the number of education centers 
that may be funded in a community. 

‘‘(b) PALLIATIVE MEDICINE PHYSICIAN 
TRAINING.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
grants to, and enter into contracts with, 
schools of medicine, schools of osteopathic 
medicine, teaching hospitals, and graduate 
medical education programs, for the purpose 
of providing support for projects that fund 
the training of physicians (including resi-
dents, trainees, and fellows) who plan to 
teach palliative medicine. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each project for 
which a grant or contract is made under this 
subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) be staffed by full-time teaching physi-
cians who have experience or training in pal-
liative medicine; 

‘‘(B) be based in a hospice and palliative 
medicine fellowship program accredited by 
the Accreditation Council for Graduate Med-
ical Education; 

‘‘(C) provide training in palliative medi-
cine through a variety of service rotations, 
such as consultation services, acute care 
services, extended care facilities, ambula-
tory care and comprehensive evaluation 
units, hospice, home health, and community 
care programs; 

‘‘(D) develop specific performance-based 
measures to evaluate the competency of 
trainees; and 

‘‘(E) provide training in palliative medi-
cine through one or both of the training op-
tions described in subparagraphs (A) and (B) 
of paragraph (3). 

‘‘(3) TRAINING OPTIONS.—The training op-
tions referred to in subparagraph (E) of para-
graph (2) shall be as follows: 

‘‘(A) 1-year retraining programs in hospice 
and palliative medicine for physicians who 
are faculty at schools of medicine and osteo-
pathic medicine, or others determined appro-
priate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) 1- or 2-year training programs that 
shall be designed to provide training in hos-
pice and palliative medicine for physicians 
who have completed graduate medical edu-
cation programs in any medical specialty 
leading to board eligibility in hospice and 
palliative medicine pursuant to the Amer-
ican Board of Medical Specialties. 

‘‘(4) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section the term ‘graduate medical edu-
cation’ means a program sponsored by a 
school of medicine, a school of osteopathic 
medicine, a hospital, or a public or private 
institution that— 

‘‘(A) offers postgraduate medical training 
in the specialties and subspecialties of medi-
cine; and 

‘‘(B) has been accredited by the Accredita-
tion Council for Graduate Medical Education 
or the American Osteopathic Association 
through its Committee on Postdoctoral 
Training. 

‘‘(c) PALLIATIVE MEDICINE AND HOSPICE 
ACADEMIC CAREER AWARDS.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The 
Secretary shall establish a program to pro-
vide awards, to be known as the ‘Palliative 
Medicine and Hospice Academic Career 
Awards’, to eligible individuals to promote 
the career development of such individuals 
as academic hospice and palliative care phy-
sicians. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.—To be eligible 
to receive an award under paragraph (1), an 
individual shall— 

‘‘(A) be board certified or board eligible in 
hospice and palliative medicine; and 

‘‘(B) have a junior (non-tenured) faculty 
appointment at an accredited (as determined 
by the Secretary) school of medicine or os-
teopathic medicine. 
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‘‘(3) LIMITATIONS.—No award under para-

graph (1) may be made to an eligible indi-
vidual unless the individual— 

‘‘(A) has submitted to the Secretary an ap-
plication, at such time, in such manner, and 
containing such information as the Sec-
retary may require, and the Secretary has 
approved such application; 

‘‘(B) provides, in such form and manner as 
the Secretary may require, assurances that 
the individual will meet the service require-
ment described in paragraph (6); and 

‘‘(C) provides, in such form and manner as 
the Secretary may require, assurances that 
the individual has a full-time faculty ap-
pointment in a health professions institution 
and documented commitment from such in-
stitution to spend a majority of the total 
funded time of such individual on teaching 
and developing skills in interdisciplinary 
education in palliative care. 

‘‘(4) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—An eligible 
individual who receives an award under para-
graph (1) shall provide assurances to the Sec-
retary that funds provided to the eligible in-
dividual under this subsection will be used 
only to supplement, not to supplant, the 
amount of Federal, State, and local funds 
otherwise expended by the eligible indi-
vidual. 

‘‘(5) AMOUNT AND TERM.— 
‘‘(A) AMOUNT.—The amount of an award 

under this subsection shall be equal to the 
award amount provided for under section 
753(c)(5)(A) for the fiscal year involved. 

‘‘(B) TERM.—The term of an award made 
under this subsection shall not exceed 5 
years. 

‘‘(C) PAYMENT TO INSTITUTION.—The Sec-
retary shall make payments for awards 
under this subsection to institutions which 
include schools of medicine and osteopathic 
medicine. 

‘‘(6) SERVICE REQUIREMENT.—An individual 
who receives an award under this subsection 
shall provide training in palliative care and 
hospice, including the training of inter-
disciplinary teams of health care profes-
sionals. The provision of such training shall 
constitute a majority of the total funded ob-
ligations of such individual under the award. 

‘‘(d) PALLIATIVE CARE WORKFORCE DEVEL-
OPMENT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
award grants or contracts under this sub-
section to entities that operate a Palliative 
Care and Hospice Education Center pursuant 
to subsection (a)(1). 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—To be eligible for an 
award under paragraph (1), an entity de-
scribed in such paragraph shall submit to the 
Secretary an application at such time, in 
such manner, and containing such informa-
tion as the Secretary may require. 

‘‘(3) USE OF FUNDS.—Amounts awarded 
under a grant or contract under paragraph 
(1) shall be used to carry out the fellowship 
program described in paragraph (4). 

‘‘(4) FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to paragraph 

(3), a Palliative Care and Hospice Education 
Center that receives an award under this 
subsection shall use such funds to offer 
short-term intensive courses (referred to in 
this subsection as a ‘fellowship’) that focus 
on palliative care that provide supplemental 
training for faculty members in medical 
schools and other health professions schools 
with programs in psychology, pharmacy, 
nursing, social work, chaplaincy, or other 
health disciplines, as approved by the Sec-
retary. Such a fellowship shall be open to 
current faculty, and appropriately 
credentialed volunteer faculty and practi-
tioners, who do not have formal training in 
palliative care, to upgrade their knowledge 
and clinical skills for the care of individuals 
with serious or life-threatening illness and 

to enhance their interdisciplinary teaching 
skills. 

‘‘(B) LOCATION.—A fellowship under this 
paragraph shall be offered either at the Pal-
liative Care and Hospice Education Center 
that is sponsoring the course, in collabora-
tion with other Palliative Care and Hospice 
Education Centers, or at medical schools, 
schools of nursing, schools of pharmacy, 
schools of social work, schools of chaplaincy 
or pastoral care education, graduate pro-
grams in psychology, or other health profes-
sions schools approved by the Secretary with 
which the Centers are affiliated. 

‘‘(C) CME CREDIT.—Participation in a fel-
lowship under this paragraph shall be accept-
ed with respect to complying with con-
tinuing health profession education require-
ments. As a condition of such acceptance, 
the recipient shall subsequently provide a 
minimum of 18 hours of voluntary instruc-
tion in palliative care content (that has been 
approved by a palliative care and hospice 
education center) to students or trainees in 
health-related educational, home, hospice, or 
long-term care settings. 

‘‘(5) TARGETS.—A Palliative Care and Hos-
pice Education Center that receives an 
award under this subsection shall meet tar-
gets approved by the Secretary for providing 
palliative care training to a certain number 
of faculty or practitioners during the term of 
the award, as well as other parameters estab-
lished by the Secretary. 

‘‘(6) AMOUNT OF AWARD.—An award under 
this subsection shall be in an amount of 
$150,000. Not more than 24 Palliative Care 
and Hospice Education Centers may receive 
an award under this subsection. 

‘‘(7) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—A Palliative 
Care and Hospice Education Center that re-
ceives an award under this subsection shall 
provide assurances to the Secretary that 
funds provided to the Center under the award 
will be used only to supplement, not to sup-
plant, the amount of Federal, State, and 
local funds otherwise expended by such Cen-
ter. 

‘‘(e) PALLIATIVE CARE AND HOSPICE CAREER 
INCENTIVE AWARDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
award grants or contracts under this sub-
section to individuals described in paragraph 
(2) to foster greater interest among a variety 
of health professionals in entering the field 
of palliative care. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.—To be eligible 
to receive an award under paragraph (1), an 
individual shall— 

‘‘(A) be an advanced practice nurse, a clin-
ical social worker, a pharmacist, a chaplain, 
or student of psychology who is pursuing a 
doctorate or other advanced degree in pallia-
tive care or related fields in an accredited 
health professions school; and 

‘‘(B) submit to the Secretary an applica-
tion at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Secretary 
may require. 

‘‘(3) CONDITIONS OF AWARD.—As a condition 
of receiving an award under this subsection, 
an individual shall agree that, following 
completion of the award period, the indi-
vidual will teach or practice palliative care 
in health-related educational, home, hospice 
or long-term care settings for a minimum of 
5 years under guidelines established by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(4) PAYMENT TO INSTITUTION.—The Sec-
retary shall make payments for awards 
under this subsection to institutions which 
include schools of medicine, osteopathic 
medicine, nursing, social work, psychology, 
chaplaincy or pastoral care education, den-
tistry, and pharmacy, or other allied health 
discipline in an accredited health professions 
school that is approved by the Secretary. 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section, $44,100,000 for each of 
the fiscal years 2013 through 2017.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall be effective begin-
ning on the date that is 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 4. APPLICATION TO ADVANCED PRACTICE 

NURSES. 
(a) ADVANCED EDUCATION NURSING 

GRANTS.—Section 811(a) of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 296j(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1), the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) palliative care and hospice career in-
centive awards authorized under section 
759A(e); and’’. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—Part D of title VIII of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 296p et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 832. PALLIATIVE CARE AND HOSPICE EDU-

CATION AND TRAINING. 
‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

shall award grants to eligible entities to de-
velop and implement, in coordination with 
programs under section 759A, programs and 
initiatives to train and educate individuals 
in providing palliative care in health related 
educational, hospice, home, or long-term 
care settings. 

‘‘(b) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible entity 
that receives a grant under subsection (a) 
shall use funds under such grant to— 

‘‘(1) provide training to individuals who 
will provide palliative care in health-related 
educational, home, hospice, or long-term 
care settings; 

‘‘(2) develop and disseminate curricula re-
lating to palliative care in health-related 
educational, home, hospice, or long-term 
care settings; 

‘‘(3) train faculty members in palliative 
care in health related educational, home, 
hospice, or long-term care settings; or 

‘‘(4) provide continuing education to indi-
viduals who provide palliative care in 
health-related educational, home, hospice, or 
long-term care settings. 

‘‘(c) APPLICATION.—An eligible entity desir-
ing a grant under subsection (a) shall submit 
an application to the Secretary at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor-
mation as the Secretary may reasonably re-
quire. 

‘‘(d) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—For purposes of this 
section, the term ‘eligible entity’ shall in-
clude a school of nursing, a health care facil-
ity, a program leading to certification as a 
certified nurse assistant, a partnership of 
such a school and facility, or a partnership 
of such a program and facility. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2013 through 2017.’’. 

By Mr. REID: 
S. 3412. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 to provide tax re-
lief to middle-class families; placed on 
the calendar. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent 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. 3412 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; ETC. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Middle Class Tax Cut Act’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in 
this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref-
erence shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; etc. 

TITLE I—TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF 
TAX RELIEF 

Sec. 101. Temporary extension of 2001 tax re-
lief. 

Sec. 102. Temporary extension of 2003 tax re-
lief. 

Sec. 103. Temporary extension of 2010 tax re-
lief. 

Sec. 104. Temporary extension of election to 
expense certain depreciable 
business assets. 

TITLE II—ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX 
RELIEF 

Sec. 201. Temporary extension of increased 
alternative minimum tax ex-
emption amount. 

Sec. 202. Temporary extension of alternative 
minimum tax relief for non-
refundable personal credits. 

TITLE III—BUDGETARY EFFECTS 

Sec. 301. Budgetary effects. 

TITLE I—TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF TAX 
RELIEF 

SEC. 101. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF 2001 TAX 
RELIEF. 

(a) TEMPORARY EXTENSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 901(a)(1) of the 

Economic Growth and Tax Relief Reconcili-
ation Act of 2001 is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2013’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the enactment of the Economic 
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001. 

(b) APPLICATION TO CERTAIN HIGH-INCOME 
TAXPAYERS.— 

(1) INCOME TAX RATES.— 
(A) TREATMENT OF 25- AND 28- PERCENT RATE 

BRACKETS.—Paragraph (2) of section 1(i) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) 25- AND 28- PERCENT RATE BRACKETS.— 
The tables under subsections (a), (b), (c), (d), 
and (e) shall be applied— 

‘‘(A) by substituting ‘25%’ for ‘28%’ each 
place it appears (before the application of 
subparagraph (B)), and 

‘‘(B) by substituting ‘28%’ for ‘31%’ each 
place it appears.’’. 

(B) 33-PERCENT RATE BRACKET.—Subsection 
(i) of section 1 is amended by redesignating 
paragraph (3) as paragraph (4) and by insert-
ing after paragraph (2) the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(3) 33-PERCENT RATE BRACKET.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of taxable 

years beginning after December 31, 2012— 
‘‘(i) the rate of tax under subsections (a), 

(b), (c), and (d) on a taxpayer’s taxable in-
come in the fourth rate bracket shall be 33 
percent to the extent such income does not 
exceed an amount equal to the excess of— 

‘‘(I) the applicable amount, over 
‘‘(II) the dollar amount at which such 

bracket begins, and 
‘‘(ii) the 36 percent rate of tax under such 

subsections shall apply only to the tax-
payer’s taxable income in such bracket in ex-
cess of the amount to which clause (i) ap-
plies. 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘applicable amount’ 
means the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the applicable threshold, over 
‘‘(ii) the sum of the following amounts in 

effect for the taxable year: 
‘‘(I) the basic standard deduction (within 

the meaning of section 63(c)(2)), and 
‘‘(II) the exemption amount (within the 

meaning of section 151(d)(1) (or, in the case 
of subsection (a), 2 such exemption 
amounts). 

‘‘(C) APPLICABLE THRESHOLD.—For purposes 
of this paragraph, the term ‘applicable 
threshold’ means— 

‘‘(i) $250,000 in the case of subsection (a), 
‘‘(ii) $225,000 in the case of subsection (b), 
‘‘(iii) $200,000 in the case of subsections (c), 

and 
‘‘(iv) 1⁄2 the amount applicable under clause 

(i) (after adjustment, if any, under subpara-
graph (E)) in the case of subsection (d). 

‘‘(D) FOURTH RATE BRACKET.—For purposes 
of this paragraph, the term ‘fourth rate 
bracket’ means the bracket which would (de-
termined without regard to this paragraph) 
be the 36-percent rate bracket. 

‘‘(E) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.—For purposes 
of this paragraph, with respect to taxable 
years beginning in calendar years after 2012, 
each of the dollar amounts under clauses (i), 
(ii), and (iii) of subparagraph (C) shall be ad-
justed in the same manner as under para-
graph (1)(C), except that subsection (f)(3)(B) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘2008’ for 
‘1992’.’’. 

(2) PHASEOUT OF PERSONAL EXEMPTIONS AND 
ITEMIZED DEDUCTIONS.— 

(A) OVERALL LIMITATION ON ITEMIZED DE-
DUCTIONS.—Section 68 is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘the applicable amount’’ the 
first place it appears in subsection (a) and in-
serting ‘‘the applicable threshold in effect 
under section 1(i)(3)’’, 

(ii) by striking ‘‘the applicable amount’’ in 
subsection (a)(1) and inserting ‘‘such applica-
ble threshold’’, 

(iii) by striking subsection (b) and redesig-
nating subsections (c), (d), and (e) as sub-
sections (b), (c), and (d), respectively, and 

(iv) by striking subsections (f) and (g). 
(B) PHASEOUT OF DEDUCTIONS FOR PERSONAL 

EXEMPTIONS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 

151(d) is amended— 
(I) by striking ‘‘the threshold amount’’ in 

subparagraphs (A) and (B) and inserting ‘‘the 
applicable threshold in effect under section 
1(i)(3)’’, 

(II) by striking subparagraph (C) and redes-
ignating subparagraph (D) as subparagraph 
(C), and 

(III) by striking subparagraphs (E) and (F). 
(ii) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Paragraph 

(4) of section 151(d) is amended— 
(I) by striking subparagraph (B), 
(II) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) of 

subparagraph (A) as subparagraphs (A) and 
(B), respectively, and by indenting such sub-
paragraphs (as so redesignated) accordingly, 
and 

(III) by striking all that precedes ‘‘in a cal-
endar year after 1989,’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.—In the case of 
any taxable year beginning’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as otherwise 
provided, the amendments made by this sec-
tion shall apply to taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2012. 

(d) APPLICATION OF EGTRRA SUNSET.— 
Each amendment made by subsection (b) 
shall be subject to title IX of the Economic 
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001 to the same extent and in the same man-
ner as if such amendment was included in 
title I of such Act. 

SEC. 102. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF 2003 TAX 
RELIEF. 

(a) EXTENSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 303 of the Jobs 

and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2003 is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2012’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall take effect as 
if included in the enactment of the Jobs and 
Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2003. 

(b) 20-PERCENT CAPITAL GAINS RATE FOR 
CERTAIN HIGH INCOME INDIVIDUALS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
1(h) is amended by striking subparagraph 
(C), by redesignating subparagraphs (D) and 
(E) as subparagraphs (E) and (F) and by in-
serting after subparagraph (B) the following 
new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(C) 15 percent of the lesser of— 
‘‘(i) so much of the adjusted net capital 

gain (or, if less, taxable income) as exceeds 
the amount on which a tax is determined 
under subparagraph (B), or 

‘‘(ii) the excess (if any) of— 
‘‘(I) the amount of taxable income which 

would (without regard to this paragraph) be 
taxed at a rate below 36 percent, over 

‘‘(II) the sum of the amounts on which a 
tax is determined under subparagraphs (A) 
and (B), 

‘‘(D) 20 percent of the adjusted net capital 
gain (or, if less, taxable income) in excess of 
the sum of the amounts on which tax is de-
termined under subparagraphs (B) and (C),’’. 

(2) MINIMUM TAX.—Paragraph (3) of section 
55(b) is amended by striking subparagraph 
(C), by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 
subparagraph (E), and by inserting after sub-
paragraph (B) the following new subpara-
graphs: 

‘‘(C) 15 percent of the lesser of— 
‘‘(i) so much of the adjusted net capital 

gain (or, if less, taxable excess) as exceeds 
the amount on which tax is determined 
under subparagraph (B), or 

‘‘(ii) the excess described in section 
1(h)(1)(C)(ii), plus 

‘‘(D) 20 percent of the adjusted net capital 
gain (or, if less, taxable excess) in excess of 
the sum of the amounts on which tax is de-
termined under subparagraphs (B) and (C), 
plus’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The following provisions are each 

amended by striking ‘‘15 percent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘20 percent’’: 

(A) Section 531. 
(B) Section 541. 
(C) Section 1445(e)(1). 
(D) The second sentence of section 

7518(g)(6)(A). 
(E) Section 53511(f)(2) of title 46, United 

States Code. 
(2) Sections 1(h)(1)(B) and 55(b)(3)(B) are 

each amended by striking ‘‘5 percent (0 per-
cent in the case of taxable years beginning 
after 2007)’’ and inserting ‘‘0 percent’’. 

(3) Section 1445(e)(6) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘15 percent (20 percent in the case of tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 
2010)’’ and inserting ‘‘20 percent’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided, the amendments made by subsections 
(b) and (c) shall apply to taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2012. 

(2) WITHHOLDING.—The amendments made 
by paragraphs (1)(C) and (3) of subsection (c) 
shall apply to amounts paid on or after Jan-
uary 1, 2013. 

(e) APPLICATION OF JGTRRA SUNSET.— 
Each amendment made by subsections (b) 
and (c) shall be subject to section 303 of the 
Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation 
Act of 2003 to the same extent and in the 
same manner as if such amendment was in-
cluded in title III of such Act. 
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SEC. 103. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF 2010 TAX 

RELIEF. 
(a) AMERICAN OPPORTUNITY TAX CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25A(i) is amended 

by striking ‘‘or 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2012, or 
2013’’. 

(2) TREATMENT OF POSSESSIONS.—Section 
1004(c)(1) of division B of the American Re-
covery and Reinvestment Tax Act of 2009 is 
amended by striking ‘‘and 2012’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘2012, and 2013’’. 

(b) CHILD TAX CREDIT.—Section 24(d)(4) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘AND 2012’’ in the heading 
and inserting ‘‘2012, AND 2013’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘or 2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2012, or 2013’’. 

(c) EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT.—Section 
32(b)(3) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘AND 2012’’ in the heading 
and inserting ‘‘2012, AND 2013’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘or 2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2012, or 2013’’. 

(d) TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF RULE DIS-
REGARDING REFUNDS IN THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF FEDERAL PROGRAMS AND FEDERALLY AS-
SISTED PROGRAMS.—Subsection (b) of section 
6409 is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2012’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
section shall apply to taxable years begin-
ning after December 31, 2012. 

(2) RULE DISREGARDING REFUNDS IN THE AD-
MINISTRATION OF CERTAIN PROGRAMS.—The 
amendment made by subsection (d) shall 
apply to amounts received after December 
31, 2012. 
SEC. 104. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF ELECTION 

TO EXPENSE CERTAIN DEPRE-
CIABLE BUSINESS ASSETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) DOLLAR LIMITATION.—Section 179(b)(1) is 

amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-

paragraph (C), 
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 

subparagraph (E), 
(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 

following new subparagraph: 
‘‘(D) $250,000 in the case of taxable years 

beginning in 2013, and’’, and 
(D) in subparagraph (E), as so redesignated, 

by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2013’’. 
(2) REDUCTION IN LIMITATION.—Section 

179(b)(2) is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-

paragraph (C), 
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 

subparagraph (E), 
(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 

following new subparagraph: 
‘‘(D) $800,000 in the case of taxable years 

beginning in 2013, and’’, and 
(D) in subparagraph (E), as so redesignated, 

by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2013’’. 
(b) COMPUTER SOFTWARE.—Section 

179(d)(1)(A)(ii) is amended by striking ‘‘2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2014’’. 

(c) ELECTION.—Section 179(c)(2) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2013’’ and inserting ‘‘2014’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2012. 

TITLE II—ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX 
RELIEF 

SEC. 201. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF IN-
CREASED ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM 
TAX EXEMPTION AMOUNT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
55(d) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$72,450’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘2011’’ in subparagraph (A) and 
inserting ‘‘$78,750 in the case of taxable years 
beginning in 2012’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$47,450’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘2011’’ in subparagraph (B) and 

inserting ‘‘$50,600 in the case of taxable years 
beginning in 2012’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. 202. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF ALTER-

NATIVE MINIMUM TAX RELIEF FOR 
NONREFUNDABLE PERSONAL CRED-
ITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
26(a) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or 2011’’ and inserting 
‘‘2011, or 2012’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘2011’’ in the heading thereof 
and inserting ‘‘2012’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2011. 

TITLE III—BUDGETARY EFFECTS 
SEC. 301. BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

(a) PAYGO SCORECARD.—The budgetary ef-
fects of this Act shall not be entered on ei-
ther PAYGO scorecard maintained pursuant 
to section 4(d) of the Statutory Pay-As-You- 
Go Act of 2010. 

(b) SENATE PAYGO SCORECARD.—The budg-
etary effects of this Act shall not be entered 
on any PAYGO scorecard maintained for 
purposes of section 201 of S. Con Res. 21 
(110th Congress). 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself and 
Mr. VITTER): 

S. 3415. A bill to require the disclo-
sure of all payments made under the 
Equal Access to Justice Act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the Government 
Transparency and Recordkeeping Act 
along with Senator VITTER. 

The purpose of this bill is to require 
that all records of individual payments 
under 31 U.S.C. 1304, which is the Judg-
ment Fund, are reported to Congress 
and made available to the public. It 
further requires that agencies provide 
this information by keeping accurate 
and thorough records. 

Simply put, most Americans have a 
checking account. When you write a 
check, you also record it in your 
checking book. This checking book is 
your record of how much you paid and 
to whom you paid. Simply put, the 
Federal Government does not do this in 
terms of the Judgment Fund. The Fed-
eral government has not been keeping 
track of its Judgment Fund payments 
because they are not required to do so. 
In this age of technology, shouldn’t the 
federal government keep track of its fi-
nances? 

If the Federal Government is named 
as a defendant and the plaintiffs are 
successful then the plaintiffs may be 
awarded for certain attorney fees and 
costs. Such payments are made from 
the Judgment Fund. 

The Judgment Fund was created in 
1956 and is a permanent fund available 
to pay judgments against the govern-
ment and settlements resulting from 
lawsuits. 

As the Ranking Member of the Sen-
ate Environment and Public Works 
Committee, I had to request that GAO 
investigate how much the Judgment 
Fund has paid related to the environ-
mental statutes in our jurisdiction and 
get back to me. Even GAO had trouble 

getting complete records over the past 
ten years. This is federal taxpayers’ 
money that we are spending without 
keeping accurate and up to date 
records. This information needs to be 
readily available and accessible to the 
public. 

Federal agencies that are impacted 
by these costs as well as policymakers 
and taxpayers should be able to track 
payments from the Judgment Fund to 
determine who is suing a particular 
Federal agency, the nature of their 
claims, how often agencies settle and 
agree to pay plaintiffs’ legal fees, and 
so forth. If Congress and the public had 
access to this information in a useable 
form, they could identify problem 
areas and work to save taxpayer money 
by bringing loss rates down. 

Article I, section 9 of the U.S. Con-
stitution provides ‘‘that a regular 
Statement and Account of the Receipts 
of all public money shall be published 
from time to time.’’ The operation and 
payment of Judgment fund monies 
should not be an exception. This bill 
will ensure that Congress and the pub-
lic have access to such information. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 52—SETTING FORTH THE 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET FOR 
THE UNITED STATES GOVERN-
MENT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013 
AND SETTING FORTH THE AP-
PROPRIATE BUDGETARY LEVELS 
FOR FISCAL YEARS 2014 
THROUGH 2022 
Mr. LEE submitted the following 

concurrent resolution; which was 
placed on the calendar: 

S. CON. RES. 52 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-

resentatives concurring), 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013. 
(a) DECLARATION.—Congress declares that 

this resolution is the concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2013 and that 
this resolution sets forth the appropriate 
budgetary levels for fiscal years 2014 through 
2022. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this concurrent resolution is as fol-
lows: 
Sec. 1. Concurrent resolution on the budget 

for fiscal year 2013. 
TITLE I—RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS 
Sec. 101. Recommended levels and amounts. 
Sec. 102. Social Security. 
Sec. 103. Major functional categories. 

TITLE II—RESERVE FUNDS 
Sec. 201. Deficit-reduction reserve fund for 

the sale of unused or vacant 
Federal properties. 

Sec. 202. Deficit-reduction reserve fund for 
selling excess Federal land. 

Sec. 203. Deficit-reduction reserve fund for 
the repeal of Davis-Bacon pre-
vailing wage laws. 

Sec. 204. Deficit-reduction reserve fund for 
the reduction of purchasing and 
maintaining Federal vehicles. 

Sec. 205. Deficit-reduction reserve fund for 
the sale of financial assets pur-
chased through the Troubled 
Asset Relief Program. 
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Sec. 206. Reserve fund for the repeal of the 

2010 health care laws. 
TITLE III—BUDGET PROCESS 
Subtitle A—Budget Enforcement 

Sec. 301. Discretionary spending limits for 
fiscal years 2013 through 2022, 
program integrity initiatives, 
and other adjustments. 

Sec. 302. Point of order against advance ap-
propriations. 

Subtitle B—Other Provisions 
Sec. 311. Oversight of government perform-

ance. 
Sec. 312. Application and effect of changes 

in allocations and aggregates. 
Sec. 313. Adjustments to reflect changes in 

concepts and definitions. 
TITLE IV—RECONCILIATION 

Sec. 401. Reconciliation in the Senate. 
TITLE V—CONGRESSIONAL POLICY 

CHANGES 
Sec. 501. Policy statement on social secu-

rity. 
Sec. 502. Policy statement on Medicare. 
Sec. 503. Policy statement on Medicaid. 
Sec. 504. Policy statement on tax reform. 
Sec. 505. Policy statement on government 

asset sales. 
Sec. 506. Policy on repealing Obamacare. 

TITLE VI—SENSE OF CONGRESS 
Sec. 601. Regulatory reform. 
Sec. 602. Rescind unspent or unobligated 

balances after 36 months. 
TITLE I—RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro-

priate for each of fiscal years 2013 through 
2022: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.—For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $1,961,929,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $2,144,992,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $2,376,945,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $2,558,632,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $2,715,114,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $2,846,304,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $2,984,528,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,135,231,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $3,292,091,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $3,453,764,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: ¥$328,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: ¥$440,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: ¥$421,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: ¥$406,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: ¥$457,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: ¥$484,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: ¥$513,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: ¥$541,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: ¥$585,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: ¥$631,000,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.—For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap-
propriate levels of total new budget author-
ity are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $2,602,345,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $2,498,340,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $2,584,430,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $2,598,024,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $2,712,605,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $2,834,797,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $2,991,342,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,124,945,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $3,216,804,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $3,326,195,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.—For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro-
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $2,658,535,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $2,540,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $2,600,001,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $2,600,898,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $2,698,998,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $2,817,023,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $2,960,794,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,092,448,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $3,181,088,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $3,289,369,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.—For purposes of the enforce-

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $696,606,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $395,271,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $223,056,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $42,265,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: ¥$16,115,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: ¥$29,282,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: ¥$23,735,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: ¥$42,783,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: ¥$111,004,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: ¥$164,394,000,000. 
(5) PUBLIC DEBT.—Pursuant to section 

301(a)(5) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, the appropriate levels of the public debt 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $11,871,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $12,368,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $12,679,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $12,799,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $12,855,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $12,888,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $12,928,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $12,932,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $12,874,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $12,770,000,000,000. 
(6) DEBT HELD BY THE PUBLIC.—The appro-

priate levels of debt held by the public are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $16,782,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $17,423,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $17,908,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $18,210,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $18,468,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $18,729,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $18,943,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $19,112,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $19,204,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $19,224,000,000,000. 

SEC. 102. SOCIAL SECURITY. 
(a) SOCIAL SECURITY REVENUES.—For pur-

poses of Senate enforcement under sections 
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, the amounts of revenues of the Fed-
eral Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust 
Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance 
Trust Fund are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $675,120,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $731,427,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $772,640,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $821,698,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $872,014,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $919,303,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $965,008,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $1,010,593,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $1,055,547,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $1,102,093,000,000. 
(b) SOCIAL SECURITY OUTLAYS.—For pur-

poses of Senate enforcement under sections 
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, the amounts of outlays of the Fed-
eral Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust 
Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance 
Trust Fund are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: $720,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: $758,457,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: $797,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $839,879,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $887,426,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $939,147,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $995,537,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $1,032,447,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $1,093,921,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $1,153,017,000,000. 
(c) SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATIVE EX-

PENSES.—In the Senate, the amounts of new 

budget authority and budget outlays of the 
Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance 
Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insur-
ance Trust Fund for administrative expenses 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,539,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,543,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,701,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,709,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,868,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,842,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,047,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $6,019,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,231,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $6,201,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,434,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $6,402,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,651,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $6,617,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,867,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $6,832,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,088,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $7,052,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,320,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $7,283,000,000. 

SEC. 103. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
Congress determines and declares that the 

appropriate levels of new budget authority 
and outlays for fiscal years 2013 through 2022 
for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $696,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $713,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $699,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $713,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $724,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $732,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $749,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $749,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $766,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $759,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $784,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $777,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $812,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $796,700,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $835,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $819,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $857,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $841,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $881,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $864,300,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $38,024,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,175,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $36,214,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,078,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $32,615,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $37,851,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $34,605,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $39,104,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $36,288,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $39,950,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $36,754,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $39,928,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $38,239,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,199,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $39,017,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,036,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $39,856,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,873,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $40,168,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,043,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,390,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,875,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,781,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,925,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,190,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,175,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,043,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,984,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,281,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,953,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,850,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,201,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,075,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,976,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,848,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,231,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,064,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,044,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,879,000,000. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,924,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,075,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,765,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,807,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $934,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,035,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,043,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,080,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,260,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,125,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,292,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,170,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,323,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,215,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,081,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,808,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,105,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,844,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,138,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,892,000,000. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,988,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $28,975,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,662,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $27,094,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $20,775,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $24,013,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,093,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,128,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,753,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,075,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,130,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,172,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $26,291,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $26,137,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $26,460,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $26,216,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $27,487,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $27,199,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $27,265,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $26,961,000,000. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,822,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,390,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,357,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,666,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,620,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,760,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,710,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,423,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,375,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,506,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,456,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,588,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,537,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,671,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,618,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,687,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,621,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,822,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,753,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,261,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,001,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$1,068,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$1,118,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$3,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$3,894,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$5,351,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$5,362,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$7,049,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$7,080,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$6,172,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$6,210,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$9,909,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$9,972,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$9,578,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$9,647,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$2,999,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$3,087,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$1,184,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$1,302,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,078,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $27,075,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,958,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,791,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,203,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,129,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,169,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,136,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,275,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,125,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,439,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,657,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,049,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,401,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $20,792,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,926,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,128,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,793,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,231,000,000. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,459,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,265,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $17,043,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,348,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,838,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,611,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,144,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,652,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,875,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,022,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,190,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,349,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,062,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,365,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,916,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,547,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,135,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,512,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,082,000,000. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $56,341,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $57,875,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $52,978,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $53,499,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $50,710,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $50,180,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $54,699,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $54,080,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $56,797,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $56,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $57,622,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $56,854,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $58,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $57,590,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $59,907,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $59,059,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,799,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $59,930,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,885,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $60,071,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $353,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $348,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $337,591,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $326,887,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $351,655,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $330,821,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $361,046,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $340,432,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $374,026,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $349,175,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $385,327,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $360,180,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $399,456,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $371,797,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $413,929,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $383,778,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $443,416,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $411,012,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $472,571,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $438,342,000,000. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $585,288,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $585,220,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $617,452,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $617,414,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $650,316,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $650,265,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $624,673,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $624,626,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $623,319,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $623,271,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $625,754,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $625,706,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $653,437,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $653,384,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $665,758,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $665,702,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $632,639,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $632,583,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $663,152,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $663,095,000,000. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $458,510,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $462,945,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $388,595,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $391,402,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $382,123,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $383,981,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $384,516,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $385,762,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $385,722,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $386,070,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $394,436,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $394,212,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $400,998,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $400,516,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 

(A) New budget authority, $416,931,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $416,354,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $405,108,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $404,451,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $417,175,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $416,541,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $53,216,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $53,296,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $31,892,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $32,002,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,135,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $35,210,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $38,953,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $38,991,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $43,140,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,140,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,590,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $47,590,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $52,429,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $52,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $57,425,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $57,425,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $62,604,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $62,604,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $68,079,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $68,079,000,000. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $119,099,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $119,750,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $121,154,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $121,456,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $123,497,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $123,506,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $131,075,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $130,702,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $128,369,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $127,870,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $127,819,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $127,274,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $134,992,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $134,425,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $139,848,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $139,274,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $142,925,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $142,327,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $142,670,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $142,079,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,182,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $48,925,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,833,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $48,070,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,232,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $46,805,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,682,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $47,840,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,921,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $48,875,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,995,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $49,910,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $50,690,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $50,945,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $51,208,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $51,980,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $52,229,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $53,015,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $52,207,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $52,976,000,000. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,292,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,113,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,791,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,574,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $17,908,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,752,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $17,888,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $19,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,125,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $19,082,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $19,466,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,049,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $20,345,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,888,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $20,278,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,823,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $20,320,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,866,000,000. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $226,273,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $226,273,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $241,665,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $241,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $278,158,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $278,158,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $329,553,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $329,553,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $377,828,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $377,828,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $419,849,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $419,849,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $456,458,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $456,458,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $483,401,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $483,401,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $497,066,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $497,066,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $508,481,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $508,481,000,000. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
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Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 2013: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$138,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$138,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2014: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$152,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$152,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$160,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$160,700,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$230,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$230,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$204,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$204,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$175,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$175,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$145,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$145,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, 

¥$119,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$119,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$71,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$71,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, ¥$74,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, ¥$74,000,000,000. 

TITLE II—RESERVE FUNDS 
SEC. 201. DEFICIT-REDUCTION RESERVE FUND 

FOR THE SALE OF UNUSED OR VA-
CANT FEDERAL PROPERTIES. 

The Chairman of the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate may reduce the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels and lim-
its in this resolution for 1 or more bills, joint 
resolutions, amendments, motions, or con-
ference reports that achieve savings by sell-
ing any unused or vacant Federal properties. 
The Chairman may also make adjustments 
to the Senate’s pay-as-you-go ledger over 10 
years to ensure that the deficit reduction 
achieved is used for deficit reduction only. 
The adjustments authorized under this sec-
tion shall be of the amount of deficit reduc-
tion achieved. 
SEC. 202. DEFICIT-REDUCTION RESERVE FUND 

FOR SELLING EXCESS FEDERAL 
LAND. 

The Chairman of the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate may reduce the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels and lim-
its in this resolution for 1 or more bills, joint 
resolutions, amendments, motions, or con-
ference reports that achieve savings by sell-
ing any excess Federal land. The Chairman 

may also make adjustments to the Senate’s 
pay-as-you-go ledger over 10 years to ensure 
that the deficit reduction achieved is used 
for deficit reduction only. The adjustments 
authorized under this section shall be of the 
amount of deficit reduction achieved. 
SEC. 203. DEFICIT-REDUCTION RESERVE FUND 

FOR THE REPEAL OF DAVIS-BACON 
PREVAILING WAGE LAWS. 

The Chairman of the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate may reduce the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels and lim-
its in this resolution for 1 or more bills, joint 
resolutions, amendments, motions, or con-
ference reports from savings achieved by re-
pealing the Davis-Bacon prevailing wage 
laws. The Chairman may also make adjust-
ments to the Senate’s pay-as-you-go ledger 
over 10 years to ensure that the deficit re-
duction achieved is used for deficit reduction 
only. The adjustments authorized under this 
section shall be of the amount of deficit re-
duction achieved. 
SEC. 204. DEFICIT-REDUCTION RESERVE FUND 

FOR THE REDUCTION OF PUR-
CHASING AND MAINTAINING FED-
ERAL VEHICLES. 

The Chairman of the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate may reduce the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels and lim-
its in this resolution for 1 or more bills, joint 
resolutions, amendments, motions, or con-
ference reports that achieve savings by re-
ducing the Federal vehicles fleet. The Chair-
man may also make adjustments to the Sen-
ate’s pay-as-you-go ledger over 10 years to 
ensure that the deficit reduction achieved is 
used for deficit reduction only. The adjust-
ments authorized under this section shall be 
of the amount of deficit reduction achieved. 
SEC. 205. DEFICIT-REDUCTION RESERVE FUND 

FOR THE SALE OF FINANCIAL AS-
SETS PURCHASED THROUGH THE 
TROUBLED ASSET RELIEF PRO-
GRAM. 

The Chairman of the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate may reduce the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels and lim-
its in this resolution for 1 or more bills, joint 
resolutions, amendments, motions, or con-
ference reports that achieve savings by sell-
ing financial instruments and equity accu-
mulated through the Troubled Asset Relief 
Program. The Chairman may also make ad-
justments to the Senate’s pay-as-you-go 
ledger over 10 years to ensure that the def-
icit reduction achieved is used for deficit re-
duction only. The adjustments authorized 
under this section shall be of the amount of 
deficit reduction achieved. 
SEC. 206. RESERVE FUND FOR THE REPEAL OF 

THE 2010 HEALTH CARE LAWS. 
The Chairman of the Committee on the 

Budget of the Senate may reduce the alloca-
tions of a committee or committees, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels and lim-
its in this resolution for 1 or more bills, joint 
resolutions, amendments, motions, or con-
ference reports that achieve savings by re-
pealing the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act of 2010. The Chairman may 
also make adjustments to the Senate’s pay- 
as-you-go ledger over 10 years to ensure that 
the deficit reduction achieved is used for def-
icit reduction only. The adjustments author-
ized under this section shall be of the 
amount of deficit reduction achieved. 

TITLE III—BUDGET PROCESS 
Subtitle A—Budget Enforcement 

SEC. 301. DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIMITS FOR 
FISCAL YEARS 2013 THROUGH 2022, 
PROGRAM INTEGRITY INITIATIVES, 
AND OTHER ADJUSTMENTS. 

(a) SENATE POINT OF ORDER.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, it shall not be in order 
in the Senate to consider any bill or joint 
resolution (or amendment, motion, or con-
ference report on that bill or joint resolu-
tion) that would cause the discretionary 
spending limits in this section to be exceed-
ed. 

(2) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEALS.— 
(A) WAIVER.—This subsection may be 

waived or suspended in the Senate only by 
the affirmative vote of two-thirds of the 
Members, duly chosen and sworn. 

(B) APPEALS.—Appeals in the Senate from 
the decisions of the Chair relating to any 
provision of this subsection shall be limited 
to 1 hour, to be equally divided between, and 
controlled by, the appellant and the manager 
of the bill or joint resolution. An affirmative 
vote of two-thirds of the Members of the 
Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall be re-
quired to sustain an appeal of the ruling of 
the Chair on a point of order raised under 
this subsection. 

(b) SENATE DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIM-
ITS.—In the Senate and as used in this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘discretionary spending 
limit’’ means— 

(1) for fiscal year 2013, $996,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,084,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(2) for fiscal year 2014, $986,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,099,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(3) for fiscal year 2015, $1,017,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,086,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(4) for fiscal year 2016 $1,062,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,112,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(5) for fiscal year 2017, $1,096,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,130,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(6) for fiscal year 2018, $1,127,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,157,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(7) for fiscal year 2019, $1,166,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,186,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(8) for fiscal year 2020, $1,196,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,217,000,000,000 in 
outlays; 

(9) for fiscal year 2021, $1,232,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,248,000,000,000 in 
outlays; and 

(10) for fiscal year 2022, $1,255,000,000,000 in 
new budget authority and $1,279,000,000,000 in 
outlays. 

SEC. 302. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST ADVANCE 
APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in 
order in the Senate to consider any bill, 
joint resolution, motion, amendment, or con-
ference report that would provide an advance 
appropriation. 

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘advance appropriation’’ means any new 
budget authority provided in a bill or joint 
resolution making appropriations for fiscal 
year 2013 that first becomes available for any 
fiscal year after 2012, or any new budget au-
thority provided in a bill or joint resolution 
making general appropriations or continuing 
appropriations for fiscal year 2013, that first 
becomes available for any fiscal year after 
2013. 

Subtitle B—Other Provisions 

SEC. 311. OVERSIGHT OF GOVERNMENT PER-
FORMANCE. 

In the Senate, all committees are directed 
to review programs and tax expenditures 
within their jurisdiction to identify waste, 
fraud, abuse, or duplication, and increase the 
use of performance data to inform com-
mittee work. Committees are also directed 
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to review the matters for congressional con-
sideration identified on the High Risk list re-
ports of the Government Accountability Of-
fice. Based on these oversight efforts and 
performance reviews of programs within 
their jurisdiction, committees are directed 
to include recommendations for improved 
governmental performance in their annual 
views and estimates reports required under 
section 301(d) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 to the Committees on the Budget. 
SEC. 312. APPLICATION AND EFFECT OF 

CHANGES IN ALLOCATIONS AND AG-
GREGATES. 

(a) APPLICATION.—Any adjustments of allo-
cations and aggregates made pursuant to 
this resolution shall— 

(1) apply while that measure is under con-
sideration; 

(2) take effect upon the enactment of that 
measure; and 

(3) be published in the Congressional 
Record as soon as practicable. 

(b) EFFECT OF CHANGED ALLOCATIONS AND 
AGGREGATES.—Revised allocations and ag-
gregates resulting from these adjustments 
shall be considered for the purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 as alloca-
tions and aggregates contained in this reso-
lution. 

(c) BUDGET COMMITTEE DETERMINATIONS.— 
For purposes of this resolution the levels of 
new budget authority, outlays, direct spend-
ing, new entitlement authority, revenues, 
deficits, and surpluses for a fiscal year or pe-
riod of fiscal years shall be determined on 
the basis of estimates made by the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the Senate. 
SEC. 313. ADJUSTMENTS TO REFLECT CHANGES 

IN CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS. 
Upon the enactment of a bill or joint reso-

lution providing for a change in concepts or 
definitions, the Chairman of the Committee 
on the Budget of the Senate may make ad-
justments to the levels and allocations in 
this resolution in accordance with section 
251(b) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985 (as in effect prior 
to September 30, 2002). 

TITLE IV—RECONCILIATION 
SEC. 401. RECONCILIATION IN THE SENATE. 

(a) SUBMISSION TO PROVIDE FOR THE RE-
FORM OF MANDATORY SPENDING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 
1, 2012, the Senate committees named in 
paragraph (2) shall submit their rec-
ommendations to the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate of the United States. 
After receiving those recommendations from 
the applicable committees of the Senate, the 
Committee on the Budget shall report to the 
Senate a reconciliation bill carrying out all 
such recommendations without substantive 
revision. 

(2) INSTRUCTIONS.— 
(A) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 

TRANSPORTATION.—The Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation shall re-
port changes in law within its jurisdiction 
sufficient to reduce direct spending outlays 
by $59,000,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 
2013 through 2022. 

(B) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, 
AND FORESTRY.—The Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry shall report 
changes in law within its jurisdiction suffi-
cient to reduce direct spending outlays by 
$563,000,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 
2013 through 2022. 

(C) COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, 
LABOR, AND PENSIONS.—The Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
sufficient to reduce direct spending outlays 
by $6,000,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 
2013 through 2022. 

(D) COMMITTEE ON FINANCE.—The Com-
mittee on Finance shall report changes in 

laws within its jurisdiction sufficient to re-
duce direct spending outlays by 
$159,000,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 
2013 through 2022. 

(b) SUBMISSION OF REVISED ALLOCATIONS.— 
Upon the submission to the Committee on 
the Budget of the Senate of a recommenda-
tion that has complied with its reconcili-
ation instructions solely by virtue of section 
310(c) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, the chairman of that committee may 
file with the Senate revised allocations 
under section 302(a) of such Act and revised 
functional levels and aggregates. 

TITLE V—CONGRESSIONAL POLICY 
CHANGES 

SEC. 501. POLICY STATEMENT ON SOCIAL SECU-
RITY. 

It is the policy of this concurrent resolu-
tion that Congress and the relevant commit-
tees of jurisdiction enact legislation to en-
sure the Social Security System achieves 
solvency over the 75-year window as follows: 

(1) The legislation must modify the Pri-
mary Insurance Amount formula starting in 
2013 to smoothly phase down so that starting 
with workers born after 1985, it will reach a 
flat benefit of $1,200 in 2012 dollars indexed 
between 2012 and the year in question by the 
increase in average wages. 

(2) Effective 2013, reduce benefits on a pro-
gressive basis for single beneficiaries with 
incomes over $55,000 and married couples 
with incomes over $110,000 so that individ-
uals and married couples who file taxes 
jointly, with more than $110,000 and $165,000, 
respectively, in non-Social Security income 
will receive no benefit. 

(3) From 2013 to 2022, the normal retire-
ment age will rise to 68 for workers born in 
or after 1959. After 2031, the normal retire-
ment age will be indexed to longevity, add-
ing about 1 month every 2 years according to 
current projections. 

(4) The normal retirement age will be in-
creased by 4 months per year starting with 
individuals born in 1954 and stopping when it 
reaches age 68 for individuals born in or after 
1959. 

(5) From 2013 to 2031, the early retirement 
age rises to 65 for workers born in or after 
1964. After 2031, the early retirement age will 
be indexed to longevity, adding about 1 
month every 2 years according to current 
projections. 

(6) The early eligibility age will be in-
creased by 3 months per year starting with 
individuals born in 1953 and stopping when it 
reaches age 65 for individuals born in or after 
1964. 
SEC. 502. POLICY STATEMENT ON MEDICARE. 

It is the policy of this concurrent resolu-
tion that Congress and the relevant commit-
tees of jurisdiction enact legislation to en-
sure a reduction in the unfunded liabilities 
of Medicare as follows: 

(1) In 2017, Medicare is reformed to provide 
a premium support payment and a selection 
of guaranteed health coverage options from 
which recipients can choose a plan that best 
suits their needs overseen by a separate inde-
pendent agency. 

(2) Preserves the traditional Medicare fee 
for service option administered by the De-
partment of Health and Human Services. 

(3) For each region, the base Federal pre-
mium support would be initially set at 88 
percent of the average of 3 lowest bids. 

(4) Provides for enhanced risk adjustment 
to ensure continuity in coverage and market 
stability. 

(5) Raises the age of eligibility gradually 
over 10 years, increasing from 65 to 68, re-
sulting in a 3.6 month increase per year and 
subsequently increased or decreased based on 
longevity. 

(6) The Federal-based premium support 
amount would be reduced or phased out for 

upper income seniors and increased for lower 
income seniors. 
SEC. 503. POLICY STATEMENT ON MEDICAID. 

It is the policy of this concurrent resolu-
tion that Congress and the relevant commit-
tees of jurisdiction enact legislation to en-
sure fiscal sustainability at the Federal level 
while protecting the most vulnerable and 
promoting beneficiary independence as fol-
lows: 

(1) Medicaid is reformed to provide direct 
Federal premium support for low-income, 
nondisabled, nonelderly individuals. 

(2) The Federal Government would provide 
at least $2,000 for an individual and at least 
$3,500 in premium support for a family and 
up to $9,000 for the lowest income families. 

(3) Current Federal Medicaid funding for 
acute and long-term care services provided 
to the disabled and elderly (dual eligibles) 
would be converted into a fixed payment to 
the States adjusted on a per capita basis for 
medical inflation. 

(4) States would be permitted to design and 
manage more appropriate care and service 
delivery to the disabled and elderly popu-
lations remaining in the program. 
SEC. 504. POLICY STATEMENT ON TAX REFORM. 

It is the policy of this concurrent resolu-
tion that Congress and the relevant commit-
tees of jurisdiction shall enact legislation to 
ensure the adoption of a new tax system that 
replaces all existing taxes collected by the 
Federal Government including but not lim-
ited to income, payroll, gift and estate taxes, 
and excises except those dedicated to specific 
Trust Funds, with a new flat tax featuring a 
consumed-income tax base structure that is 
economically neutral with respect to saving 
and investment, reduces tax complexity, and 
provides for a globally competitive single 
tax rate as follows: 

(1) The new tax will have a single flat tax 
rate consistent with and sufficient to collect 
the annual revenue levels specified herein. 
The individual tax code shall include no de-
ductions, exemptions, exclusions, or credits 
except as follows: 

(A) A deduction for charitable contribu-
tions to institutions qualifying as charitable 
organizations under current law. 

(B) An elective deduction for home mort-
gage interest subject to the condition that if 
and only if the borrow elects the deduction 
the lender would then owe tax on all result-
ing income. 

(C) A deduction for higher education tui-
tion and fees. 

(D) A standard deduction for seniors equal 
to the sum of the flat Social Security benefit 
amount plus the value of the Medicare de-
fined contributions. 

(E) An exclusion for seniors of up to $10,000 
in wage and salary income. 

(F) The current law Earned Income Credit. 
(G) A $3,500 nonrefundable tax credit for 

families ($2,000 for individuals) to purchase 
health insurance. The new individual tax 
would tax all income and other proceeds used 
for consumption and exclude all savings. 

(2) The business tax code shall apply the 
same rate as the individual tax code, and 
shall levy tax on total revenue from the do-
mestic sale of goods and services less pur-
chases of goods and services from other firms 
less wages, salaries, and related employee 
costs. All credits currently applicable to 
business income would be repealed except 
the Alternative Simplified Credit for re-
search and development expenditures. 

(3) Individuals and businesses would be 
subject to taxation solely on income gen-
erated within the United States. A border 
tax adjustment system would be developed in 
consultation with the World Trade Organiza-
tion to neutralize tax differences for goods 
and services entering and leaving the United 
States proper. 
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(4) Tax reform shall be enacted with due 

care through transition provisions to avoid 
insofar as possible retroactive tax increases 
or decreases arising from the accrued tax 
consequences of decisions made under cur-
rent tax law. 
SEC. 505. POLICY STATEMENT ON GOVERNMENT 

ASSET SALES. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) The Federal Government owns and con-

trols vast assets, including huge swaths of 
commercial land, especially in the West; 
power generation facilities; valuable por-
tions of the electromagnetic spectrum; un-
derutilized buildings; and financial assets. 

(2) Control of these numerous and varied 
assets is 1 key expression of a government 
much too large and intrusive. 

(3) Given the Federal Government’s exces-
sive spending, which has driven trillion-dol-
lar-plus deficits for 4 straight years, and gen-
erated debt burdens that are stifling present- 
day economic growth and threatening the 
Nation’s future prosperity. 

(4) Divesting itself of these assets would 
make an important contribution to reducing 
Government’s debt and interest costs. 

(b) POLICY ON ASSET SALES.—It is the pol-
icy of this budget resolution that the House 
and Senate shall each develop a package of 
asset sales and transfers of government ac-
tivities to the private sector. These pro-
posals, which are to yield revenues or sav-
ings of at least $260,000,000,000 through fiscal 
year 2028, shall be submitted to the respec-
tive chambers for enactment in fiscal year 
2013. 

(c) ASSUMPTIONS REGARDING ASSET 
SALES.—The assets in the package must in-
clude, though not be limited to, the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Land administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management and the Department of 
Agriculture. 

(2) Federal buildings and other real estate. 
(3) Mineral rights. 
(4) Electromagnetic spectrum. 
(5) Facilities administered by the Power 

Marketing Administrations and by the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority. 

(6) Federal loans and other financial as-
sets. 

(7) Amtrak. 
(d) ASSUMPTIONS REGARDING TRANSFER OF 

GOVERNMENT ACTIVITIES.—Transfers of gov-
ernment activities to the private must in-
clude, though not be limited to, the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The Neighborhood Reinvestment Cor-
poration. 

(2) The Government Printing Office. 
(3) The Architect of the Capitol. 
(4) The Bureau of Reclamation. 

SEC. 506. POLICY ON REPEALING OBAMACARE. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) The quality of United States health 

care, as well as the stability of the nation’s 
economy and the Federal budget, depend on 
solving the genuine cost and delivery chal-
lenges in the health sector. 

(2) But the pervasive government intru-
siveness and $1,390,000,000,000 cost of 
Obamacare are precisely the wrong prescrip-
tion for problems that have developed grown 
from faulty government policy, particularly 
on the part of the Federal Government. 

(3) Obamacare will generate fewer choices, 
less access, and greater dependence on the 
Government for health care, while increasing 
taxes, regulation and mandates on individ-
uals and businesses. 

(4) A majority of Americans continue to 
oppose this one-size-fits-all ‘‘remedy,’’ a 
Government takeover of one sixth of the 
economy that was rammed through Congress 
despite a clear lack of consensus. 

(b) POLICY ON OBAMACARE.—It is the policy 
of this budget resolution that Congress 
should repeal Obamacare and develop a fresh 
strategy built on a patient-centered, market- 
based solution. 

TITLE VI—SENSE OF CONGRESS 
SEC. 601. REGULATORY REFORM. 

It is the policy of this concurrent resolu-
tion that Congress and the relevant commit-
tees of jurisdiction enact legislation to en-
sure a regulatory reform as follows: 

(1) APPLY REGULATORY ANALYSIS REQUIRE-
MENTS TO INDEPENDENT AGENCIES.—It shall be 
the policy of Congress to pass into law a re-
quirement for independent agencies to abide 
by the same regulatory analysis requirement 
as those required by executive branch agen-
cies. 

(2) ADOPT THE REGULATIONS FROM THE EXEC-
UTIVE IN NEED OF SCRUTINY ACT (REINS).—It 
shall be the policy of Congress to vote on the 
Regulations From the Executive in Need of 
Scrutiny Act of 2011, legislation that would 
require all regulations that impose a burden 
greater than $100 million in economic aggre-
gate may not be implemented as law unless 
Congress gives their consent by voting on 
the rule. 

(3) SUNSET ALL REGULATIONS.—It shall be 
the policy of Congress that regulations im-
posed by the Federal Government shall auto-
matically sunset every 2 years unless re-
promulgated by Congress. 

(4) PROCESS REFORM.—It shall be the policy 
of Congress to implement regulatory process 
reform by instituting statutorily required 
regulatory impact analysis for all agencies, 
require the publication of regulatory impact 
analysis before the regulation is finalized, 
and ensure that not only are regulatory im-
pact analysis conducted, but applied to the 
issued regulation or rulemaking. 

(5) INCORPORATION OF FORMAL RULEMAKING 
FOR MAJOR RULES.—It shall be the policy of 
Congress to apply formal rulemaking proce-
dures to all major regulations or those regu-
lations that exceed $100,000,000 in aggregate 
economic costs. 
SEC. 602. RESCIND UNSPENT OR UNOBLIGATED 

BALANCES AFTER 36 MONTHS. 
It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) any adjustments of allocations and ag-

gregates made pursuant to this resolution 
shall require that any unobligated or 
unspent allocations be rescinded after 36 
months; 

(2) revised allocations and aggregates re-
sulting from these adjustments resulting 
from the required rescissions shall be consid-
ered for the purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 as allocations and aggre-
gates contained in this resolution; and 

(3) for purposes of this resolution the levels 
of new budget authority, outlays, direct 
spending, new entitlement authority, reve-
nues, deficits, and surpluses for a fiscal year 
or period of fiscal years shall be determined 
on the basis of estimates made by the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the Senate. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2561. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and 
Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
3364, to provide an incentive for businesses to 
bring jobs back to America; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2562. Ms. COLLINS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 3364, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 2563. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 3364, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 2564. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3364, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2565. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3364, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2566. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and Mrs. 
HAGAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 3364, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2561. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself 
and Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 3364, to provide an in-
centive for businesses to bring jobs 
back to America; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLE II—ENERGY SAVINGS AND 
INDUSTRIAL COMPETITIVENESS 

SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Energy 

Savings and Industrial Competitiveness Act 
of 2012’’. 

Subtitle A—Buildings 
PART I—BUILDING ENERGY CODES 

SEC. 211. GREATER ENERGY EFFICIENCY IN 
BUILDING CODES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 303 of the Energy 
Conservation and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 
6832) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (14) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(14) MODEL BUILDING ENERGY CODE.—The 
term ‘model building energy code’ means a 
voluntary building energy code and stand-
ards developed and updated through a con-
sensus process among interested persons, 
such as the IECC or the code used by— 

‘‘(A) the Council of American Building Of-
ficials; 

‘‘(B) the American Society of Heating, Re-
frigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers; 
or 

‘‘(C) other appropriate organizations.’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(17) IECC.—The term ‘IECC’ means the 

International Energy Conservation Code. 
‘‘(18) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian 

tribe’ has the meaning given the term in sec-
tion 4 of the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 
(25 U.S.C. 4103).’’. 

(b) STATE BUILDING ENERGY EFFICIENCY 
CODES.—Section 304 of the Energy Conserva-
tion and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 6833) is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 304. UPDATING STATE BUILDING ENERGY 

EFFICIENCY CODES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(1) encourage and support the adoption of 

building energy codes by States, Indian 
tribes, and, as appropriate, by local govern-
ments that meet or exceed the model build-
ing energy codes, or achieve equivalent or 
greater energy savings; and 

‘‘(2) support full compliance with the State 
and local codes. 

‘‘(b) STATE AND INDIAN TRIBE CERTIFI-
CATION OF BUILDING ENERGY CODE UPDATES.— 

‘‘(1) REVIEW AND UPDATING OF CODES BY 
EACH STATE AND INDIAN TRIBE.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date on which a model building en-
ergy code is updated, each State or Indian 
tribe shall certify whether or not the State 
or Indian tribe, respectively, has reviewed 
and updated the energy provisions of the 
building code of the State or Indian tribe, re-
spectively. 
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‘‘(B) DEMONSTRATION.—The certification 

shall include a demonstration of whether or 
not the energy savings for the code provi-
sions that are in effect throughout the State 
or Indian tribal territory meet or exceed— 

‘‘(i) the energy savings of the updated 
model building energy code; or 

‘‘(ii) the targets established under section 
307(b)(2). 

‘‘(C) NO MODEL BUILDING ENERGY CODE UP-
DATE.—If a model building energy code is not 
updated by a target date established under 
section 307(b)(2)(D), each State or Indian 
tribe shall, not later than 2 years after the 
specified date, certify whether or not the 
State or Indian tribe, respectively, has re-
viewed and updated the energy provisions of 
the building code of the State or Indian 
tribe, respectively, to meet or exceed the 
target in section 307(b)(2). 

‘‘(2) VALIDATION BY SECRETARY.—Not later 
than 90 days after a State or Indian tribe 
certification under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(A) determine whether the code provi-
sions of the State or Indian tribe, respec-
tively, meet the criteria specified in para-
graph (1); and 

‘‘(B) if the determination is positive, vali-
date the certification. 

‘‘(c) IMPROVEMENTS IN COMPLIANCE WITH 
BUILDING ENERGY CODES.— 

‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date of a certification under sub-
section (b), each State and Indian tribe shall 
certify whether or not the State and Indian 
tribe, respectively, has— 

‘‘(i) achieved full compliance under para-
graph (3) with the applicable certified State 
and Indian tribe building energy code or with 
the associated model building energy code; 
or 

‘‘(ii) made significant progress under para-
graph (4) toward achieving compliance with 
the applicable certified State and Indian 
tribe building energy code or with the associ-
ated model building energy code. 

‘‘(B) REPEAT CERTIFICATIONS.—If the State 
or Indian tribe certifies progress toward 
achieving compliance, the State or Indian 
tribe shall repeat the certification until the 
State or Indian tribe certifies that the State 
or Indian tribe has achieved full compliance, 
respectively. 

‘‘(2) MEASUREMENT OF COMPLIANCE.—A cer-
tification under paragraph (1) shall include 
documentation of the rate of compliance 
based on— 

‘‘(A) independent inspections of a random 
sample of the buildings covered by the code 
in the preceding year; or 

‘‘(B) an alternative method that yields an 
accurate measure of compliance. 

‘‘(3) ACHIEVEMENT OF COMPLIANCE.—A State 
or Indian tribe shall be considered to achieve 
full compliance under paragraph (1) if— 

‘‘(A) at least 90 percent of building space 
covered by the code in the preceding year 
substantially meets all the requirements of 
the applicable code specified in paragraph 
(1), or achieves equivalent or greater energy 
savings level; or 

‘‘(B) the estimated excess energy use of 
buildings that did not meet the applicable 
code specified in paragraph (1) in the pre-
ceding year, compared to a baseline of com-
parable buildings that meet this code, is not 
more than 5 percent of the estimated energy 
use of all buildings covered by this code dur-
ing the preceding year. 

‘‘(4) SIGNIFICANT PROGRESS TOWARD 
ACHIEVEMENT OF COMPLIANCE.—A State or In-
dian tribe shall be considered to have made 
significant progress toward achieving com-
pliance for purposes of paragraph (1) if the 
State or Indian tribe— 

‘‘(A) has developed and is implementing a 
plan for achieving compliance during the 8- 
year-period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph, including annual 
targets for compliance and active training 
and enforcement programs; and 

‘‘(B) has met the most recent target under 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(5) VALIDATION BY SECRETARY.—Not later 
than 90 days after a State or Indian tribe 
certification under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(A) determine whether the State or In-
dian tribe has demonstrated meeting the cri-
teria of this subsection, including accurate 
measurement of compliance; and 

‘‘(B) if the determination is positive, vali-
date the certification. 

‘‘(d) STATES OR INDIAN TRIBES THAT DO NOT 
ACHIEVE COMPLIANCE.— 

‘‘(1) REPORTING.—A State or Indian tribe 
that has not made a certification required 
under subsection (b) or (c) by the applicable 
deadline shall submit to the Secretary a re-
port on— 

‘‘(A) the status of the State or Indian tribe 
with respect to meeting the requirements 
and submitting the certification; and 

‘‘(B) a plan for meeting the requirements 
and submitting the certification. 

‘‘(2) FEDERAL SUPPORT.—For any State or 
Indian tribe for which the Secretary has not 
validated a certification by a deadline under 
subsection (b) or (c), the lack of the certifi-
cation may be a consideration for Federal 
support authorized under this section for 
code adoption and compliance activities. 

‘‘(3) LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—In any State or 
Indian tribe for which the Secretary has not 
validated a certification under subsection (b) 
or (c), a local government may be eligible for 
Federal support by meeting the certification 
requirements of subsections (b) and (c). 

‘‘(4) ANNUAL REPORTS BY SECRETARY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall an-

nually submit to Congress, and publish in 
the Federal Register, a report on— 

‘‘(i) the status of model building energy 
codes; 

‘‘(ii) the status of code adoption and com-
pliance in the States and Indian tribes; 

‘‘(iii) implementation of this section; and 
‘‘(iv) improvements in energy savings over 

time as result of the targets established 
under section 307(b)(2). 

‘‘(B) IMPACTS.—The report shall include es-
timates of impacts of past action under this 
section, and potential impacts of further ac-
tion, on— 

‘‘(i) upfront financial and construction 
costs, cost benefits and returns (using in-
vestment analysis), and lifetime energy use 
for buildings; 

‘‘(ii) resulting energy costs to individuals 
and businesses; and 

‘‘(iii) resulting overall annual building 
ownership and operating costs. 

‘‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO STATES AND 
INDIAN TRIBES.—The Secretary shall provide 
technical assistance to States and Indian 
tribes to implement the goals and require-
ments of this section, including procedures 
and technical analysis for States and Indian 
tribes— 

‘‘(1) to improve and implement State resi-
dential and commercial building energy 
codes; 

‘‘(2) to demonstrate that the code provi-
sions of the States and Indian tribes achieve 
equivalent or greater energy savings than 
the model building energy codes and targets; 

‘‘(3) to document the rate of compliance 
with a building energy code; and 

‘‘(4) to otherwise promote the design and 
construction of energy efficient buildings. 

‘‘(f) AVAILABILITY OF INCENTIVE FUNDING.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide incentive funding to States and Indian 
tribes— 

‘‘(A) to implement the requirements of this 
section; 

‘‘(B) to improve and implement residential 
and commercial building energy codes, in-
cluding increasing and verifying compliance 
with the codes and training of State, tribal, 
and local building code officials to imple-
ment and enforce the codes; and 

‘‘(C) to promote building energy efficiency 
through the use of the codes. 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL FUNDING.—Additional 
funding shall be provided under this sub-
section for implementation of a plan to 
achieve and document full compliance with 
residential and commercial building energy 
codes under subsection (c)— 

‘‘(A) to a State or Indian tribe for which 
the Secretary has validated a certification 
under subsection (b) or (c); and 

‘‘(B) in a State or Indian tribe that is not 
eligible under subparagraph (A), to a local 
government that is eligible under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(3) TRAINING.—Of the amounts made 
available under this subsection, the State 
may use amounts required, but not to exceed 
$750,000 for a State, to train State and local 
building code officials to implement and en-
force codes described in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.—States may 
share grants under this subsection with local 
governments that implement and enforce the 
codes. 

‘‘(g) STRETCH CODES AND ADVANCED STAND-
ARDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide technical and financial support for the 
development of stretch codes and advanced 
standards for residential and commercial 
buildings for use as— 

‘‘(A) an option for adoption as a building 
energy code by local, tribal, or State govern-
ments; and 

‘‘(B) guidelines for energy-efficient build-
ing design. 

‘‘(2) TARGETS.—The stretch codes and ad-
vanced standards shall be designed— 

‘‘(A) to achieve substantial energy savings 
compared to the model building energy 
codes; and 

‘‘(B) to meet targets under section 307(b), if 
available, at least 3 to 6 years in advance of 
the target years. 

‘‘(h) STUDIES.—The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with building science experts from the 
National Laboratories and institutions of 
higher education, designers and builders of 
energy-efficient residential and commercial 
buildings, code officials, and other stake-
holders, shall undertake a study of the feasi-
bility, impact, economics, and merit of— 

‘‘(1) code improvements that would require 
that buildings be designed, sited, and con-
structed in a manner that makes the build-
ings more adaptable in the future to become 
zero-net-energy after initial construction, as 
advances are achieved in energy-saving tech-
nologies; 

‘‘(2) code procedures to incorporate meas-
ured lifetimes, not just first-year energy use, 
in trade-offs and performance calculations; 
and 

‘‘(3) legislative options for increasing en-
ergy savings from building energy codes, in-
cluding additional incentives for effective 
State and local action, and verification of 
compliance with and enforcement of a code 
other than by a State or local government. 

‘‘(i) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in 
this section or section 307 supersedes or 
modifies the application of sections 321 
through 346 of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291 et seq.). 

‘‘(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
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carry out this section and section 307 
$200,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

(c) FEDERAL BUILDING ENERGY EFFICIENCY 
STANDARDS.—Section 305 of the Energy Con-
servation and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 6834) 
is amended by striking ‘‘voluntary building 
energy code’’ each place it appears in sub-
sections (a)(2)(B) and (b) and inserting 
‘‘model building energy code’’. 

(d) MODEL BUILDING ENERGY CODES.—Sec-
tion 307 of the Energy Conservation and Pro-
duction Act (42 U.S.C. 6836) is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 307. SUPPORT FOR MODEL BUILDING EN-

ERGY CODES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sup-

port the updating of model building energy 
codes. 

‘‘(b) TARGETS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall sup-

port the updating of the model building en-
ergy codes to enable the achievement of ag-
gregate energy savings targets established 
under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) TARGETS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

work with State, Indian tribes, local govern-
ments, nationally recognized code and stand-
ards developers, and other interested parties 
to support the updating of model building 
energy codes by establishing 1 or more ag-
gregate energy savings targets to achieve 
the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(B) SEPARATE TARGETS.—The Secretary 
may establish separate targets for commer-
cial and residential buildings. 

‘‘(C) BASELINES.—The baseline for updating 
model building energy codes shall be the 2009 
IECC for residential buildings and ASHRAE 
Standard 90.1–2010 for commercial buildings. 

‘‘(D) SPECIFIC YEARS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Targets for specific years 

shall be established and revised by the Sec-
retary through rulemaking and coordinated 
with nationally recognized code and stand-
ards developers at a level that— 

‘‘(I) is at the maximum level of energy effi-
ciency that is technologically feasible and 
life-cycle cost effective, while accounting for 
the economic considerations under para-
graph (4); 

‘‘(II) is higher than the preceding target; 
and 

‘‘(III) promotes the achievement of com-
mercial and residential high-performance 
buildings through high performance energy 
efficiency (within the meaning of section 401 
of the Energy Independence and Security Act 
of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17061)). 

‘‘(ii) INITIAL TARGETS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this 
clause, the Secretary shall establish initial 
targets under this subparagraph. 

‘‘(iii) DIFFERENT TARGET YEARS.—Subject 
to clause (i), prior to the applicable year, the 
Secretary may set a later target year for any 
of the model building energy codes described 
in subparagraph (A) if the Secretary deter-
mines that a target cannot be met. 

‘‘(iv) SMALL BUSINESS.—When establishing 
targets under this paragraph through rule-
making, the Secretary shall ensure compli-
ance with the Small Business Regulatory 
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996 (5 U.S.C. 
601 note; Public Law 104–121). 

‘‘(3) APPLIANCE STANDARDS AND OTHER FAC-
TORS AFFECTING BUILDING ENERGY USE.—In es-
tablishing building code targets under para-
graph (2), the Secretary shall develop and ad-
just the targets in recognition of potential 
savings and costs relating to— 

‘‘(A) efficiency gains made in appliances, 
lighting, windows, insulation, and building 
envelope sealing; 

‘‘(B) advancement of distributed genera-
tion and on-site renewable power generation 
technologies; 

‘‘(C) equipment improvements for heating, 
cooling, and ventilation systems; 

‘‘(D) building management systems and 
SmartGrid technologies to reduce energy 
use; and 

‘‘(E) other technologies, practices, and 
building systems that the Secretary con-
siders appropriate regarding building plug 
load and other energy uses. 

‘‘(4) ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS.—In estab-
lishing and revising building code targets 
under paragraph (2), the Secretary shall con-
sider the economic feasibility of achieving 
the proposed targets established under this 
section and the potential costs and savings 
for consumers and building owners, including 
a return on investment analysis. 

‘‘(c) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO MODEL 
BUILDING ENERGY CODE-SETTING AND STAND-
ARD DEVELOPMENT ORGANIZATIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, on a 
timely basis, provide technical assistance to 
model building energy code-setting and 
standard development organizations con-
sistent with the goals of this section. 

‘‘(2) ASSISTANCE.—The assistance shall in-
clude, as requested by the organizations, 
technical assistance in— 

‘‘(A) evaluating code or standards pro-
posals or revisions; 

‘‘(B) building energy analysis and design 
tools; 

‘‘(C) building demonstrations; 
‘‘(D) developing definitions of energy use 

intensity and building types for use in model 
building energy codes to evaluate the effi-
ciency impacts of the model building energy 
codes; 

‘‘(E) performance-based standards; 
‘‘(F) evaluating economic considerations 

under subsection (b)(4); and 
‘‘(G) developing model building energy 

codes by Indian tribes in accordance with 
tribal law. 

‘‘(3) AMENDMENT PROPOSALS.—The Sec-
retary may submit timely model building 
energy code amendment proposals to the 
model building energy code-setting and 
standard development organizations, with 
supporting evidence, sufficient to enable the 
model building energy codes to meet the tar-
gets established under subsection (b)(2). 

‘‘(4) ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY.—The Sec-
retary shall make publicly available the en-
tire calculation methodology (including 
input assumptions and data) used by the Sec-
retary to estimate the energy savings of code 
or standard proposals and revisions. 

‘‘(d) DETERMINATION.— 
‘‘(1) REVISION OF MODEL BUILDING ENERGY 

CODES.—If the provisions of the IECC or 
ASHRAE Standard 90.1 regarding building 
energy use are revised, the Secretary shall 
make a preliminary determination not later 
than 90 days after the date of the revision, 
and a final determination not later than 15 
months after the date of the revision, on 
whether or not the revision will— 

‘‘(A) improve energy efficiency in buildings 
compared to the existing model building en-
ergy code; and 

‘‘(B) meet the applicable targets under sub-
section (b)(2). 

‘‘(2) CODES OR STANDARDS NOT MEETING TAR-
GETS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary makes 
a preliminary determination under para-
graph (1)(B) that a code or standard does not 
meet the targets established under sub-
section (b)(2), the Secretary may at the same 
time provide the model building energy code 
or standard developer with proposed changes 
that would result in a model building energy 
code that meets the targets and with sup-
porting evidence, taking into consider-
ation— 

‘‘(i) whether the modified code is tech-
nically feasible and life-cycle cost effective; 

‘‘(ii) available appliances, technologies, 
materials, and construction practices; and 

‘‘(iii) the economic considerations under 
subsection (b)(4). 

‘‘(B) INCORPORATION OF CHANGES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—On receipt of the pro-

posed changes, the model building energy 
code or standard developer shall have an ad-
ditional 270 days to accept or reject the pro-
posed changes of the Secretary to the model 
building energy code or standard for the Sec-
retary to make a final determination. 

‘‘(ii) FINAL DETERMINATION.—A final deter-
mination under paragraph (1) shall be on the 
modified model building energy code or 
standard. 

‘‘(e) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) publish notice of targets and sup-
porting analysis and determinations under 
this section in the Federal Register to pro-
vide an explanation of and the basis for such 
actions, including any supporting modeling, 
data, assumptions, protocols, and cost-ben-
efit analysis, including return on invest-
ment; and 

‘‘(2) provide an opportunity for public com-
ment on targets and supporting analysis and 
determinations under this section. 

‘‘(f) VOLUNTARY CODES AND STANDARDS.— 
Nothwithstanding any other provision of 
this section, any model building code or 
standard established under this section shall 
not be binding on a State, local government, 
or Indian tribe as a matter of Federal law.’’. 

PART II—WORKER TRAINING AND 
CAPACITY BUILDING 

SEC. 221. BUILDING TRAINING AND ASSESSMENT 
CENTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall provide grants to institutions of higher 
education (as defined in section 101 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)) 
and Tribal Colleges or Universities (as de-
fined in section 316(b) of that Act (20 U.S.C. 
1059c(b)) to establish building training and 
assessment centers— 

(1) to identify opportunities for optimizing 
energy efficiency and environmental per-
formance in buildings; 

(2) to promote the application of emerging 
concepts and technologies in commercial and 
institutional buildings; 

(3) to train engineers, architects, building 
scientists, building energy permitting and 
enforcement officials, and building techni-
cians in energy-efficient design and oper-
ation; 

(4) to assist institutions of higher edu-
cation and Tribal Colleges or Universities in 
training building technicians; 

(5) to promote research and development 
for the use of alternative energy sources and 
distributed generation to supply heat and 
power for buildings, particularly energy-in-
tensive buildings; and 

(6) to coordinate with and assist State-ac-
credited technical training centers, commu-
nity colleges, Tribal Colleges or Universities, 
and local offices of the National Institute of 
Food and Agriculture and ensure appropriate 
services are provided under this section to 
each region of the United States. 

(b) COORDINATION AND NONDUPLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall co-

ordinate the program with the Industrial As-
sessment Centers program and with other 
Federal programs to avoid duplication of ef-
fort. 

(2) COLLOCATION.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, building, training, and assess-
ment centers established under this section 
shall be collocated with Industrial Assess-
ment Centers. 
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Subtitle B—Building Efficiency Finance 

SEC. 231. LOAN PROGRAM FOR ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY UPGRADES TO EXISTING 
BUILDINGS. 

Title XVII of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16511 et seq.) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 1706. BUILDING RETROFIT FINANCING PRO-

GRAM. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) CREDIT SUPPORT.—The term ‘credit 

support’ means a guarantee or commitment 
to issue a guarantee or other forms of credit 
enhancement to ameliorate risks for effi-
ciency obligations. 

‘‘(2) EFFICIENCY OBLIGATION.—The term ‘ef-
ficiency obligation’ means a debt or repay-
ment obligation incurred in connection with 
financing a project, or a portfolio of such 
debt or payment obligations. 

‘‘(3) PROJECT.—The term ‘project’ means 
the installation and implementation of effi-
ciency, advanced metering, distributed gen-
eration, or renewable energy technologies 
and measures in a building (or in multiple 
buildings on a given property) that are ex-
pected to increase the energy efficiency of 
the building (including fixtures) in accord-
ance with criteria established by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sec-

tions 1703 and 1705, the Secretary may pro-
vide credit support under this section, in ac-
cordance with section 1702. 

‘‘(2) INCLUSIONS.—Buildings eligible for 
credit support under this section include 
commercial, multifamily residential, indus-
trial, municipal, government, institution of 
higher education, school, and hospital facili-
ties that satisfy criteria established by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(c) GUIDELINES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) establish guidelines for credit support 
provided under this section; and 

‘‘(B) publish the guidelines in the Federal 
Register; and 

‘‘(C) provide for an opportunity for public 
comment on the guidelines. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The guidelines estab-
lished by the Secretary under this subsection 
shall include— 

‘‘(A) standards for assessing the energy 
savings that could reasonably be expected to 
result from a project; 

‘‘(B) examples of financing mechanisms 
(and portfolios of such financing mecha-
nisms) that qualify as efficiency obligations; 

‘‘(C) the threshold levels of energy savings 
that a project, at the time of issuance of 
credit support, shall be reasonably expected 
to achieve to be eligible for credit support; 

‘‘(D) the eligibility criteria the Secretary 
determines to be necessary for making credit 
support available under this section; and 

‘‘(E) notwithstanding subsections (d)(3) and 
(g)(2)(B) of section 1702, any lien priority re-
quirements that the Secretary determines to 
be necessary, in consultation with the Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget, 
which may include— 

‘‘(i) requirements to preserve priority lien 
status of secured lenders and creditors in 
buildings eligible for credit support; 

‘‘(ii) remedies available to the Secretary 
under chapter 176 of title 28, United States 
Code, in the event of default on the effi-
ciency obligation by the borrower; and 

‘‘(iii) measures to limit the exposure of the 
Secretary to financial risk in the event of 
default, such as— 

‘‘(I) the collection of a credit subsidy fee 
from the borrower as a loan loss reserve, 
taking into account the limitation on credit 
support under subsection (d); 

‘‘(II) minimum debt-to-income levels of the 
borrower; 

‘‘(III) minimum levels of value relative to 
outstanding mortgage or other debt on a 
building eligible for credit support; 

‘‘(IV) allowable thresholds for the percent 
of the efficiency obligation relative to the 
amount of any mortgage or other debt on an 
eligible building; 

‘‘(V) analysis of historic and anticipated 
occupancy levels and rental income of an eli-
gible building; 

‘‘(VI) requirements of third-party contrac-
tors to guarantee energy savings that will 
result from a retrofit project, and whether fi-
nancing on the efficiency obligation will am-
ortize from the energy savings; 

‘‘(VII) requirements that the retrofit 
project incorporate protocols to measure and 
verify energy savings; and 

‘‘(VIII) recovery of payments equally by 
the Secretary and the retrofit. 

‘‘(3) EFFICIENCY OBLIGATIONS.—The financ-
ing mechanisms qualified by the Secretary 
under paragraph (2)(B) may include— 

‘‘(A) loans, including loans made by the 
Federal Financing Bank; 

‘‘(B) power purchase agreements, including 
energy efficiency power purchase agree-
ments; 

‘‘(C) energy services agreements, including 
energy performance contracts; 

‘‘(D) property assessed clean energy bonds 
and other tax assessment-based financing 
mechanisms; 

‘‘(E) aggregate on-meter agreements that 
finance retrofit projects; and 

‘‘(F) any other efficiency obligations the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(4) PRIORITIES.—In carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall prioritize— 

‘‘(A) the maximization of energy savings 
with the available credit support funding; 

‘‘(B) the establishment of a clear applica-
tion and approval process that allows private 
building owners, lenders, and investors to 
reasonably expect to receive credit support 
for projects that conform to guidelines; 

‘‘(C) the distribution of projects receiving 
credit support under this section across 
States or geographical regions of the United 
States; and 

‘‘(D) projects designed to achieve whole- 
building retrofits. 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding section 
1702(c), the Secretary shall not issue credit 
support under this section in an amount that 
exceeds— 

‘‘(1) 90 percent of the principal amount of 
the efficiency obligation that is the subject 
of the credit support; or 

‘‘(2) $10,000,000 for any single project. 
‘‘(e) AGGREGATION OF PROJECTS.—To the 

extent provided in the guidelines developed 
in accordance with subsection (c), the Sec-
retary may issue credit support on a port-
folio, or pool of projects, that are not re-
quired to be geographically contiguous, if 
each efficiency obligation in the pool fulfills 
the requirements described in this section. 

‘‘(f) APPLICATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to receive 

credit support under this section, the appli-
cant shall submit to the Secretary an appli-
cation at such time, in such manner, and 
containing such information as the Sec-
retary determines to be necessary. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—An application submitted 
under this section shall include assurances 
by the applicant that— 

‘‘(A) each contractor carrying out the 
project meets minimum experience level cri-
teria, including local retrofit experience, as 
determined by the Secretary; 

‘‘(B) the project is reasonably expected to 
achieve energy savings, as set forth in the 
application using any methodology that 

meets the standards described in the pro-
gram guidelines; 

‘‘(C) the project meets any technical cri-
teria described in the program guidelines; 

‘‘(D) the recipient of the credit support and 
the parties to the efficiency obligation will 
provide the Secretary with— 

‘‘(i) any information the Secretary re-
quests to assess the energy savings that re-
sult from the project, including historical 
energy usage data, a simulation-based 
benchmark, and detailed descriptions of the 
building work, as described in the program 
guidelines; and 

‘‘(ii) permission to access information re-
lating to building operations and usage for 
the period described in the program guide-
lines; and 

‘‘(E) any other assurances that the Sec-
retary determines to be necessary. 

‘‘(3) DETERMINATION.—Not later than 90 
days after receiving an application, the Sec-
retary shall make a final determination on 
the application, which may include requests 
for additional information. 

‘‘(g) FEES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the fees 

required by section 1702(h)(1), the Secretary 
may charge reasonable fees for credit sup-
port provided under this section. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Fees collected under 
this section shall be subject to section 
1702(h)(2). 

‘‘(h) UNDERWRITING.—The Secretary may 
delegate the underwriting activities under 
this section to 1 or more entities that the 
Secretary determines to be qualified. 

‘‘(i) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
commencement of the program, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress a report that describes 
in reasonable detail— 

‘‘(1) the manner in which this section is 
being carried out; 

‘‘(2) the number and type of projects sup-
ported; 

‘‘(3) the types of funding mechanisms used 
to provide credit support to projects; 

‘‘(4) the energy savings expected to result 
from projects supported by this section; 

‘‘(5) any tracking efforts the Secretary is 
using to calculate the actual energy savings 
produced by the projects; and 

‘‘(6) any plans to improve the tracking ef-
forts described in paragraph (5). 

‘‘(j) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$400,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 2012 
through 2021, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

‘‘(2) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—Not more 
than 1 percent of any amounts made avail-
able to the Secretary under paragraph (1) 
may be used by the Secretary for adminis-
trative costs incurred in carrying out this 
section.’’. 

Subtitle C—Industrial Efficiency and 
Competitiveness 

PART I—MANUFACTURING ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY 

SEC. 241. STATE PARTNERSHIP INDUSTRIAL EN-
ERGY EFFICIENCY REVOLVING LOAN 
PROGRAM. 

Section 399A of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6371h–1) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘AND INDUSTRY’’ before the period at the 
end; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (h) and (i) 
as subsections (i) and (j), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(h) STATE PARTNERSHIP INDUSTRIAL EN-
ERGY EFFICIENCY REVOLVING LOAN PRO-
GRAM.— 
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‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

carry out a program under which the Sec-
retary shall provide grants to eligible lend-
ers to pay the Federal share of creating a re-
volving loan program under which loans are 
provided to commercial and industrial man-
ufacturers to implement commercially avail-
able technologies or processes that signifi-
cantly— 

‘‘(A) reduce systems energy intensity, in-
cluding the use of energy-intensive feed-
stocks; and 

‘‘(B) improve the industrial competitive-
ness of the United States. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE LENDERS.—To be eligible to 
receive cost-matched Federal funds under 
this subsection, a lender shall— 

‘‘(A) be a community and economic devel-
opment lender that the Secretary certifies 
meets the requirements of this subsection; 

‘‘(B) lead a partnership that includes par-
ticipation by, at a minimum— 

‘‘(i) a State government agency; and 
‘‘(ii) a private financial institution or 

other provider of loan capital; 
‘‘(C) submit an application to the Sec-

retary, and receive the approval of the Sec-
retary, for cost-matched Federal funds to 
carry out a loan program described in para-
graph (1); and 

‘‘(D) ensure that non-Federal funds are 
provided to match, on at least a dollar-for- 
dollar basis, the amount of Federal funds 
that are provided to carry out a revolving 
loan program described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) AWARD.—The amount of cost-matched 
Federal funds provided to an eligible lender 
shall not exceed $100,000,000 for any fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(4) RECAPTURE OF AWARDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible lender that 

receives an award under paragraph (1) shall 
be required to repay to the Secretary an 
amount of cost-match Federal funds, as de-
termined by the Secretary under subpara-
graph (B), if the eligible lender is unable or 
unwilling to operate a program described in 
this subsection for a period of not less than 
10 years beginning on the date on which the 
eligible lender first receives funds made 
available through the award. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION BY SECRETARY.—The 
Secretary shall determine the amount of 
cost-match Federal funds that an eligible 
lender shall be required to repay to the Sec-
retary under subparagraph (A) based on the 
consideration by the Secretary of— 

‘‘(i) the amount of non-Federal funds 
matched by the eligible lender; 

‘‘(ii) the amount of loan losses incurred by 
the revolving loan program described in 
paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(iii) any other appropriate factor, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) USE OF RECAPTURED COST-MATCH FED-
ERAL FUNDS.—The Secretary may distribute 
to eligible lenders under this subsection each 
amount received by the Secretary under this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(5) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—A program for 
which cost-matched Federal funds are pro-
vided under this subsection shall be designed 
to accelerate the implementation of indus-
trial and commercial applications of tech-
nologies or processes (including distributed 
generation, applications or technologies that 
use sensors, meters, software, and informa-
tion networks, controls, and drives or that 
have been installed pursuant to an energy 
savings performance contract, project, or 
strategy) that— 

‘‘(A) improve energy efficiency, including 
improvements in efficiency and use of water, 
power factor, or load management; 

‘‘(B) enhance the industrial competitive-
ness of the United States; and 

‘‘(C) achieve such other goals as the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(6) EVALUATION.—The Secretary shall 
evaluate applications for cost-matched Fed-
eral funds under this subsection on the basis 
of— 

‘‘(A) the description of the program to be 
carried out with the cost-matched Federal 
funds; 

‘‘(B) the commitment to provide non-Fed-
eral funds in accordance with paragraph 
(2)(D); 

‘‘(C) program sustainability over a 10-year 
period; 

‘‘(D) the capability of the applicant; 
‘‘(E) the quantity of energy savings or en-

ergy feedstock minimization; 
‘‘(F) the advancement of the goal under 

this Act of 25-percent energy avoidance; 
‘‘(G) the ability to fund energy efficient 

projects not later than 120 days after the 
date of the grant award; and 

‘‘(H) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines appropriate. 

‘‘(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection, $400,000,000 for the 
period of fiscal years 2012 through 2021.’’. 
SEC. 242. COORDINATION OF RESEARCH AND DE-

VELOPMENT OF ENERGY EFFICIENT 
TECHNOLOGIES FOR INDUSTRY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the research 
and development activities of the Industrial 
Technologies Program of the Department of 
Energy, the Secretary shall establish, as ap-
propriate, collaborative research and devel-
opment partnerships with other programs 
within the Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy (including the Building 
Technologies Program), the Office of Elec-
tricity Delivery and Energy Reliability, and 
the Office of Science that— 

(1) leverage the research and development 
expertise of those programs to promote early 
stage energy efficiency technology develop-
ment; 

(2) support the use of innovative manufac-
turing processes and applied research for de-
velopment, demonstration, and commer-
cialization of new technologies and processes 
to improve efficiency (including improve-
ments in efficient use of water), reduce emis-
sions, reduce industrial waste, and improve 
industrial cost-competitiveness; and 

(3) apply the knowledge and expertise of 
the Industrial Technologies Program to help 
achieve the program goals of the other pro-
grams. 

(b) REPORTS.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act and bienni-
ally thereafter, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report that describes actions 
taken to carry out subsection (a) and the re-
sults of those actions. 
SEC. 243. REDUCING BARRIERS TO THE DEPLOY-

MENT OF INDUSTRIAL ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) INDUSTRIAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY.—The 

term ‘‘industrial energy efficiency’’ means 
the energy efficiency derived from commer-
cial technologies and measures to improve 
energy efficiency or to generate or transmit 
electric power and heat, including electric 
motor efficiency improvements, demand re-
sponse, direct or indirect combined heat and 
power, and waste heat recovery. 

(2) INDUSTRIAL SECTOR.—The term ‘‘indus-
trial sector’’ means any subsector of the 
manufacturing sector (as defined in North 
American Industry Classification System 
codes 31-33 (as in effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act)) establishments of which 
have, or could have, thermal host facilities 
with electricity requirements met in whole, 
or in part, by onsite electricity generation, 
including direct and indirect combined heat 
and power or waste recovery. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Energy. 

(b) REPORT ON THE DEPLOYMENT OF INDUS-
TRIAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
describing— 

(A) the results of the study conducted 
under paragraph (2); and 

(B) recommendations and guidance devel-
oped under paragraph (3). 

(2) STUDY.—The Secretary, in coordination 
with the industrial sector, shall conduct a 
study of the following: 

(A) The legal, regulatory, and economic 
barriers to the deployment of industrial en-
ergy efficiency in all electricity markets (in-
cluding organized wholesale electricity mar-
kets, and regulated electricity markets), in-
cluding, as applicable, the following: 

(i) Transmission and distribution inter-
connection requirements. 

(ii) Standby, back-up, and maintenance 
fees (including demand ratchets). 

(iii) Exit fees. 
(iv) Life of contract demand ratchets. 
(v) Net metering. 
(vi) Calculation of avoided cost rates. 
(vii) Power purchase agreements. 
(viii) Energy market structures. 
(ix) Capacity market structures. 
(x) Other barriers as may be identified by 

the Secretary, in coordination with the in-
dustrial sector. 

(B) Examples of— 
(i) successful State and Federal policies 

that resulted in greater use of industrial en-
ergy efficiency; 

(ii) successful private initiatives that re-
sulted in greater use of industrial energy ef-
ficiency; and 

(iii) cost-effective policies used by foreign 
countries to foster industrial energy effi-
ciency. 

(C) The estimated economic benefits to the 
national economy of providing the industrial 
sector with Federal energy efficiency match-
ing grants of $5,000,000,000 for 5- and 10-year 
periods, including benefits relating to— 

(i) estimated energy and emission reduc-
tions; 

(ii) direct and indirect jobs saved or cre-
ated; 

(iii) direct and indirect capital investment; 
(iv) the gross domestic product; and 
(v) trade balance impacts. 
(D) The estimated energy savings available 

from increased use of recycled material in 
energy-intensive manufacturing processes. 

(3) RECOMMENDATIONS AND GUIDANCE.—The 
Secretary, in coordination with the indus-
trial sector, shall develop policy rec-
ommendations regarding the deployment of 
industrial energy efficiency, including pro-
posed regulatory guidance to States and rel-
evant Federal agencies to address barriers to 
deployment. 
SEC. 244. FUTURE OF INDUSTRY PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 452 of the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of 2007 (42 
U.S.C. 17111) is amended by striking the sec-
tion heading and inserting the following: ‘‘fu-
ture of industry program’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF ENERGY SERVICE PRO-
VIDER.—Section 452(a) of the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 
17111(a)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(5) as paragraphs (4) through (6), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3): 
‘‘(5) ENERGY SERVICE PROVIDER.—The term 

‘energy service provider’ means any private 
company or similar entity providing tech-
nology or services to improve energy effi-
ciency in an energy-intensive industry.’’. 
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(c) INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH AND ASSESSMENT 

CENTERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 452(e) of the En-

ergy Independence and Security Act of 2007 
(42 U.S.C. 17111(e)) is amended— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) 
through (5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), 
respectively, and indenting appropriately; 

(B) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; 
(C) in subparagraph (A) (as redesignated by 

subparagraph (A)), by inserting before the 
semicolon at the end the following: ‘‘, includ-
ing assessments of sustainable manufac-
turing goals and the implementation of in-
formation technology advancements for sup-
ply chain analysis, logistics, system moni-
toring, industrial and manufacturing proc-
esses, and other purposes’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a Center of Excellence at up to 10 of 
the highest performing industrial research 
and assessment centers, as determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) DUTIES.—A Center of Excellence shall 
coordinate with and advise the industrial re-
search and assessment centers located in the 
region of the Center of Excellence. 

‘‘(C) FUNDING.—Subject to the availability 
of appropriations, of the funds made avail-
able under subsection (f), the Secretary shall 
use to support each Center of Excellence not 
less than $500,000 for fiscal year 2012 and each 
fiscal year thereafter, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(3) EXPANSION OF CENTERS.—The Sec-
retary shall provide funding to establish ad-
ditional industrial research and assessment 
centers at institutions of higher education 
that do not have industrial research and as-
sessment centers established under para-
graph (1), taking into account the size of, 
and potential energy efficiency savings for, 
the manufacturing base within the region of 
the proposed center. 

‘‘(4) COORDINATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To increase the value 

and capabilities of the industrial research 
and assessment centers, the centers shall— 

‘‘(i) coordinate with Manufacturing Exten-
sion Partnership Centers of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology; 

‘‘(ii) coordinate with the Building Tech-
nologies Program of the Department of En-
ergy to provide building assessment services 
to manufacturers; 

‘‘(iii) increase partnerships with the Na-
tional Laboratories of the Department of En-
ergy to leverage the expertise and tech-
nologies of the National Laboratories for na-
tional industrial and manufacturing needs; 

‘‘(iv) increase partnerships with energy 
service providers and technology providers 
to leverage private sector expertise and ac-
celerate deployment of new and existing 
technologies and processes for energy effi-
ciency, power factor, and load management; 

‘‘(v) identify opportunities for reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions; and 

‘‘(vi) promote sustainable manufacturing 
practices for small- and medium-sized manu-
facturers. 

‘‘(5) OUTREACH.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide funding for— 

‘‘(A) outreach activities by the industrial 
research and assessment centers to inform 
small- and medium-sized manufacturers of 
the information, technologies, and services 
available; and 

‘‘(B) a full-time equivalent employee at 
each center of excellence whose primary mis-
sion shall be to coordinate and leverage the 
efforts of the center with— 

‘‘(i) Federal and State efforts; 

‘‘(ii) the efforts of utilities and energy 
service providers; 

‘‘(iii) the efforts of regional energy effi-
ciency organizations; and 

‘‘(iv) the efforts of other centers in the re-
gion of the center of excellence. 

‘‘(6) WORKFORCE TRAINING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay 

the Federal share of associated internship 
programs under which students work with or 
for industries, manufacturers, and energy 
service providers to implement the rec-
ommendations of industrial research and as-
sessment centers. 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of carrying out internship programs 
described in subparagraph (A) shall be 50 per-
cent. 

‘‘(C) FUNDING.—Subject to the availability 
of appropriations, of the funds made avail-
able under subsection (f), the Secretary shall 
use to carry out this paragraph not less than 
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2012 and each fiscal 
year thereafter. 

‘‘(7) SMALL BUSINESS LOANS.—The Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration 
shall, to the maximum practicable, expedite 
consideration of applications from eligible 
small business concerns for loans under the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 631 et seq.) to 
implement recommendations of industrial 
research and assessment centers established 
under paragraph (1).’’. 
SEC. 245. SUSTAINABLE MANUFACTURING INITIA-

TIVE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part E of title III of the 

Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6341) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 376. SUSTAINABLE MANUFACTURING INI-

TIATIVE. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the Industrial 

Technologies Program of the Department of 
Energy, the Secretary shall carry out a sus-
tainable manufacturing initiative under 
which the Secretary, on the request of a 
manufacturer, shall conduct onsite technical 
assessments to identify opportunities for— 

‘‘(1) maximizing the energy efficiency of 
industrial processes and cross-cutting sys-
tems; 

‘‘(2) preventing pollution and minimizing 
waste; 

‘‘(3) improving efficient use of water in 
manufacturing processes; 

‘‘(4) conserving natural resources; and 
‘‘(5) achieving such other goals as the Sec-

retary determines to be appropriate. 
‘‘(b) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall 

carry out the initiative in coordination with 
the private sector and appropriate agencies, 
including the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology to accelerate adoption 
of new and existing technologies or processes 
that improve energy efficiency. 

‘‘(c) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 
FOR SUSTAINABLE MANUFACTURING AND IN-
DUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGIES AND PROCESSES.—As 
part of the Industrial Technologies Program 
of the Department of Energy, the Secretary 
shall carry out a joint industry-government 
partnership program to research, develop, 
and demonstrate new sustainable manufac-
turing and industrial technologies and proc-
esses that maximize the energy efficiency of 
industrial systems, reduce pollution, and 
conserve natural resources. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be to carry out this 
section $10,000,000 for the period of fiscal 
years 2012 through 2021.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act (42 U.S.C. prec. 6201) is amended by add-
ing at the end of the items relating to part 
E of title III the following: 
‘‘Sec. 376. Sustainable manufacturing initia-

tive.’’. 

SEC. 246. STUDY OF ADVANCED ENERGY TECH-
NOLOGY MANUFACTURING CAPA-
BILITIES IN THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall enter into an arrangement 
with the National Academy of Sciences 
under which the Academy shall conduct a 
study of the development of advanced manu-
facturing capabilities for various energy 
technologies, including— 

(1) an assessment of the manufacturing 
supply chains of established and emerging 
industries; 

(2) an analysis of— 
(A) the manner in which supply chains 

have changed over the 25-year period ending 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(B) current trends in supply chains; and 
(C) the energy intensity of each part of the 

supply chain and opportunities for improve-
ment; 

(3) for each technology or manufacturing 
sector, an analysis of which sections of the 
supply chain are critical for the United 
States to retain or develop to be competitive 
in the manufacturing of the technology; 

(4) an assessment of which emerging en-
ergy technologies the United States should 
focus on to create or enhance manufacturing 
capabilities; and 

(5) recommendations on leveraging the ex-
pertise of energy efficiency and renewable 
energy user facilities so that best materials 
and manufacturing practices are designed 
and implemented. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date on which the Secretary enters into 
the agreement with the Academy described 
in subsection (a), the Academy shall submit 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate, the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Secretary a report de-
scribing the results of the study required 
under this section, including any findings 
and recommendations. 
SEC. 247. INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGIES STEERING 

COMMITTEE. 
The Secretary shall establish an advisory 

steering committee that includes national 
trade associations representing energy-in-
tensive industries or energy service pro-
viders to provide recommendations to the 
Secretary on planning and implementation 
of the Industrial Technologies Program of 
the Department of Energy. 

PART II—SUPPLY STAR 
SEC. 251. SUPPLY STAR. 

Part B of title III of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291) is amended 
by inserting after section 324A (42 U.S.C. 
6294a) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 324B. SUPPLY STAR PROGRAM. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established 
within the Department of Energy a Supply 
Star program to identify and promote prac-
tices, recognize companies, and, as appro-
priate, recognize products that use highly ef-
ficient supply chains in a manner that con-
serves energy, water, and other resources. 

‘‘(b) COORDINATION.—In carrying out the 
program described in subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(1) consult with other appropriate agen-
cies; and 

‘‘(2) coordinate efforts with the Energy 
Star program established under section 324A. 

‘‘(c) DUTIES.—In carrying out the Supply 
Star program described in subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) promote practices, recognize compa-
nies, and, as appropriate, recognize products 
that comply with the Supply Star program 
as the preferred practices, companies, and 
products in the marketplace for maximizing 
supply chain efficiency; 
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‘‘(2) work to enhance industry and public 

awareness of the Supply Star program; 
‘‘(3) collect and disseminate data on supply 

chain energy resource consumption; 
‘‘(4) develop and disseminate metrics, proc-

esses, and analytical tools (including soft-
ware) for evaluating supply chain energy re-
source use; 

‘‘(5) develop guidance at the sector level 
for improving supply chain efficiency; 

‘‘(6) work with domestic and international 
organizations to harmonize approaches to 
analyzing supply chain efficiency, including 
the development of a consistent set of tools, 
templates, calculators, and databases; and 

‘‘(7) work with industry, including small 
businesses, to improve supply chain effi-
ciency through activities that include— 

‘‘(A) developing and sharing best practices; 
and 

‘‘(B) providing opportunities to benchmark 
supply chain efficiency. 

‘‘(d) EVALUATION.—In any evaluation of 
supply chain efficiency carried out by the 
Secretary with respect to a specific product, 
the Secretary shall consider energy con-
sumption and resource use throughout the 
entire lifecycle of a product, including pro-
duction, transport, packaging, use, and dis-
posal. 

‘‘(e) GRANTS AND INCENTIVES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

award grants or other forms of incentives on 
a competitive basis to eligible entities, as 
determined by the Secretary, for the pur-
poses of— 

‘‘(A) studying supply chain energy resource 
efficiency; and 

‘‘(B) demonstrating and achieving reduc-
tions in the energy resource consumption of 
commercial products through changes and 
improvements to the production supply and 
distribution chain of the products. 

‘‘(2) USE OF INFORMATION.—Any informa-
tion or data generated as a result of the 
grants or incentives described in paragraph 
(1) shall be used to inform the development 
of the Supply Star Program. 

‘‘(f) TRAINING.—The Secretary shall use 
funds to support professional training pro-
grams to develop and communicate methods, 
practices, and tools for improving supply 
chain efficiency. 

‘‘(g) EFFECT OF IMPACT ON CLIMATE 
CHANGE.—For purposes of this section, the 
impact on climate change shall not be a fac-
tor in determining supply chain efficiency. 

‘‘(h) EFFECT OF OUTSOURCING OF AMERICAN 
JOBS.—For purposes of this section, the out-
sourcing of American jobs in the production 
of a product shall not count as a positive fac-
tor in determining supply chain efficiency. 

‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2012 through 2021.’’. 

PART III—ELECTRIC MOTOR REBATE 
PROGRAM 

SEC. 261. ENERGY SAVING MOTOR CONTROL RE-
BATE PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than Janu-
ary 1, 2012, the Secretary of Energy (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall 
establish a program to provide rebates for 
expenditures made by entities for the pur-
chase and installation of a new constant 
speed electric motor control that reduces 
motor energy use by not less than 5 percent. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 

a rebate under this section, an entity shall 
submit to the Secretary an application in 
such form, at such time, and containing such 
information as the Secretary may require, 
including— 

(A) demonstrated evidence that the entity 
purchased a constant speed electric motor 

control that reduces motor energy use by 
not less than 5 percent; and 

(B) the physical nameplate of the installed 
motor of the entity to which the energy sav-
ing motor control is attached. 

(2) AUTHORIZED AMOUNT OF REBATE.—The 
Secretary may provide to an entity that 
meets the requirements of paragraph (1) a re-
bate the amount of which shall be equal to 
the product obtained by multiplying— 

(A) the nameplate horsepower of the elec-
tric motor to which the energy saving motor 
control is attached; and 

(B) $25. 
(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 and 2013, to remain available 
until expended. 

PART IV—TRANSFORMER REBATE 
PROGRAM 

SEC. 271. ENERGY EFFICIENT TRANSFORMER RE-
BATE PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED TRANS-
FORMER.—In this section, the term ‘‘qualified 
transformer’’ means a transformer that 
meets or exceeds the National Electrical 
Manufacturers Association (NEMA) Pre-
mium Efficiency designation, calculated to 2 
decimal points, as having 30 percent fewer 
losses than the NEMA TP-1-2002 efficiency 
standard for a transformer of the same num-
ber of phases and capacity, as measured in 
kilovolt-amperes. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than Janu-
ary 1, 2012, the Secretary of Energy (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall 
establish a program to provide rebates for 
expenditures made by owners of commercial 
buildings and multifamily residential build-
ings for the purchase and installation of a 
new energy efficient transformers. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 

a rebate under this section, an owner shall 
submit to the Secretary an application in 
such form, at such time, and containing such 
information as the Secretary may require, 
including demonstrated evidence that the 
owner purchased a qualified transformer. 

(2) AUTHORIZED AMOUNT OF REBATE.—For 
qualified transformers, rebates, in dollars 
per kilovolt-ampere (referred to in this para-
graph as ‘‘kVA’’) shall be— 

(A) for 3-phase transformers— 
(i) with a capacity of not greater than 10 

kVA, $15; 
(ii) with a capacity of not less than 10 kVA 

and not greater than 100 kVA, the difference 
between 15 and the quotient obtained by di-
viding— 

(I) the difference between— 
(aa) the capacity of the transformer in 

kVA; and 
(bb) 10; by 
(II) 9; and 
(iii) with a capacity greater than or equal 

to 100 kVA, $5; and 
(B) for single-phase transformers, 75 per-

cent of the rebate for a 3-phase transformer 
of the same capacity. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2012 and 2013, to remain available 
until expended. 

Subtitle D—Federal Agency Energy 
Efficiency 

SEC. 281. ADOPTION OF PERSONAL COMPUTER 
POWER SAVINGS TECHNIQUES BY 
FEDERAL AGENCIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 360 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Energy, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs, and the Administrator of 
General Services, shall issue guidance for 

Federal agencies to employ advanced tools 
allowing energy savings through the use of 
computer hardware, energy efficiency soft-
ware, and power management tools. 

(b) REPORTS ON PLANS AND SAVINGS.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of the 
issuance of the guidance under subsection 
(a), each Federal agency shall submit to the 
Secretary of Energy a report that describes— 

(1) the plan of the agency for implementing 
the guidance within the agency; and 

(2) estimated energy and financial savings 
from employing the tools described in sub-
section (a). 
SEC. 282. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR DESIGN 

UPDATES. 
Section 3307 of title 40, United States Code, 

is amended— 
(1) by redesignating subsections (d) 

through (h) as subsections (e) through (i), re-
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR DESIGN 
UPDATES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
for any project for which congressional ap-
proval is received under subsection (a) and 
for which the design has been substantially 
completed but construction has not begun, 
the Administrator of General Services may 
use appropriated funds to update the project 
design to meet applicable Federal building 
energy efficiency standards established 
under section 305 of the Energy Conservation 
and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 6834) and other 
requirements established under section 3312. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The use of funds under 
paragraph (1) shall not exceed 125 percent of 
the estimated energy or other cost savings 
associated with the updates as determined 
by a life-cycle cost analysis under section 544 
of the National Energy Conservation Policy 
Act (42 U.S.C. 8254).’’. 
SEC. 283. BEST PRACTICES FOR ADVANCED ME-

TERING. 
Section 543(e) of the National Energy Con-

servation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8253(e) is 
amended by striking paragraph (3) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(3) PLAN.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date on which guidelines are estab-
lished under paragraph (2), in a report sub-
mitted by the agency under section 548(a), 
each agency shall submit to the Secretary a 
plan describing the manner in which the 
agency will implement the requirements of 
paragraph (1), including— 

‘‘(i) how the agency will designate per-
sonnel primarily responsible for achieving 
the requirements; and 

‘‘(ii) a demonstration by the agency, com-
plete with documentation, of any finding 
that advanced meters or advanced metering 
devices (as those terms are used in paragraph 
(1)), are not practicable. 

‘‘(B) UPDATES.—Reports submitted under 
subparagraph (A) shall be updated annually. 

‘‘(4) BEST PRACTICES REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of the Energy 
Savings and Industrial Competitiveness Act 
of 2012, the Secretary of Energy, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Defense and the 
Administrator of General Services, shall de-
velop, and issue a report on, best practices 
for the use of advanced metering of energy 
use in Federal facilities, buildings, and 
equipment by Federal agencies. 

‘‘(B) UPDATING.—The report described 
under subparagraph (A) shall be updated an-
nually. 

‘‘(C) COMPONENTS.—The report shall in-
clude, at a minimum— 

‘‘(i) summaries and analysis of the reports 
by agencies under paragraph (3); 
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‘‘(ii) recommendations on standard re-

quirements or guidelines for automated en-
ergy management systems, including— 

‘‘(I) potential common communications 
standards to allow data sharing and report-
ing; 

‘‘(II) means of facilitating continuous com-
missioning of buildings and evidence-based 
maintenance of buildings and building sys-
tems; and 

‘‘(III) standards for sufficient levels of se-
curity and protection against cyber threats 
to ensure systems cannot be controlled by 
unauthorized persons; and 

‘‘(iii) an analysis of— 
‘‘(I) the types of advanced metering and 

monitoring systems being piloted, tested, or 
installed in Federal buildings; and 

‘‘(II) existing techniques used within the 
private sector or other non-Federal govern-
ment buildings.’’. 
SEC. 284. FEDERAL ENERGY MANAGEMENT AND 

DATA COLLECTION STANDARD. 

Section 543 of the National Energy Con-
servation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8253) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating the second subsection 
(f) (as added by section 434(a) of Public Law 
110–140 (121 Stat. 1614)) as subsection (g); and 

(2) in subsection (f)(7), by striking subpara-
graph (A) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For each facility that 
meets the criteria established by the Sec-
retary under paragraph (2)(B), the energy 
manager shall use the web-based tracking 
system under subparagraph (B)— 

‘‘(i) to certify compliance with the require-
ments for— 

‘‘(I) energy and water evaluations under 
paragraph (3); 

‘‘(II) implementation of identified energy 
and water measures under paragraph (4); and 

‘‘(III) follow-up on implemented measures 
under paragraph (5); and 

‘‘(ii) to publish energy and water consump-
tion data on an individual facility basis.’’. 
SEC. 285. ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING INFRA-

STRUCTURE. 

Section 804(4) of the National Energy Con-
servation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 8287c(4)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) a measure to support the use of elec-

tric vehicles or the fueling or charging infra-
structure necessary for electric vehicles.’’. 
SEC. 286. FEDERAL PURCHASE REQUIREMENT. 

Section 203 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 15852) is amended— 

(1) in subsections (a) and (b)(2), by striking 
‘‘electric energy’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘electric, direct, and thermal en-
ergy’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, or avoided by,’’ after 

‘‘generated from’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘(including ground-source, 

reclaimed, and ground water)’’after ‘‘geo-
thermal’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e); and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) SEPARATE CALCULATION.—Renewable 
energy produced at a Federal facility, on 
Federal land, or on Indian land (as defined in 
section 2601 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992 
(25 U.S.C. 3501))— 

‘‘(1) shall be calculated (on a BTU-equiva-
lent basis) separately from renewable energy 
used; and 

‘‘(2) may be used individually or in com-
bination to comply with subsection (a).’’. 

SEC. 287. STUDY ON FEDERAL DATA CENTER 
CONSOLIDATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall conduct a study on the feasibility of a 
government-wide data center consolidation, 
with an overall Federal target of a minimum 
of 800 Federal data center closures by Octo-
ber 1, 2015. 

(b) COORDINATION.—In conducting the 
study, the Secretary shall coordinate with 
Federal data center program managers, fa-
cilities managers, and sustainability offi-
cers. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report that 
describes the results of the study, including 
a description of agency best practices in data 
center consolidation. 

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous 
SEC. 291. OFFSETS. 

(a) ZERO-NET ENERGY COMMERCIAL BUILD-
INGS INITIATIVE.—Section 422(f) of the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of 2007 (42 
U.S.C. 17082(f)) is amended by striking para-
graphs (2) through (4) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2012; 

‘‘(3) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2013; and 
‘‘(4) $200,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018.’’. 
(b) ENERGY SUSTAINABILITY AND EFFICIENCY 

GRANTS AND LOANS FOR INSTITUTIONS.—Sub-
section (j) of section 399A of the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6371h–1) 
(as redesignated by section 241(2)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘through 
2013’’ and inserting ‘‘and 2010, $100,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2011 and 2012, and 
$250,000,000 for fiscal year 2013’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘through 
2013’’ and inserting ‘‘and 2010, $100,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2011 and 2012, and 
$425,000,000 for fiscal year 2013’’. 

(c) WASTE ENERGY RECOVERY INCENTIVE 
PROGRAM.—Section 373(f)(1) of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 
6343(f)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (D); and 

(2) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 
‘‘(B) $200,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 

and 2010; 
‘‘(C) $100,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2011 

and 2012; and’’. 
(d) ENERGY-INTENSIVE INDUSTRIES PRO-

GRAM.—Section 452(f)(1) of the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 
17111(f)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking 
‘‘$202,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$102,000,000’’; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking 
‘‘$208,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$108,000,000’’. 
SEC. 292. BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 
purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go-Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the Senate Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 
SEC. 293. ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS REQUIRED. 

The authorization of amounts under this 
title and the amendments made by this title 
shall be effective for any fiscal year only to 
the extent and in the amount provided in ad-
vance in appropriations Acts. 

SA 2562. Ms. COLLINS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 

her to the bill S. 3364, to provide an in-
centive for businesses to bring jobs 
back to America; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. l. EXTENSION OF 2001 AND 2003 TAX RE-

LIEF. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 

901(a) of the Economic Growth and Tax Re-
lief Reconciliation Act of 2001 is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2013’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect as if 
included in the enactment of the Economic 
Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 
2001. 
SEC. l. SURTAX ON MILLIONAIRES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter 1 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new part: 

‘‘PART VIII—SURTAX ON MILLIONAIRES 
‘‘Sec. 59B. Surtax on millionaires. 
‘‘SEC. 59B. SURTAX ON MILLIONAIRES. 

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—In the case of a tax-
payer other than a corporation for any tax-
able year beginning after 2012 and before 
2014, there is hereby imposed (in addition to 
any other tax imposed by this subtitle) a tax 
equal to 2 percent of so much of the modified 
adjusted gross income of the taxpayer for 
such taxable year as exceeds $1,000,000 
($500,000, in the case of a married individual 
filing a separate return). 

‘‘(b) MODIFIED ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME.— 
For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘modified ad-
justed gross income’ means adjusted gross 
income reduced by the excess of— 

‘‘(A) gross income from a small business 
(as defined in section 6654(d)(1)(D)(iii))— 

‘‘(i) which is not a passive activity with re-
spect to the taxpayer (within the meaning of 
section 469(c)), and 

‘‘(ii) which pays wages to at least 1 full- 
time equivalent employee (as defined in sec-
tion 45R(d)(2)), other than the taxpayer, the 
taxpayer’s spouse, or an individual who bears 
a relationship to the taxpayer described in 
section 152(d)(2), over 

‘‘(B) the deductions which are properly al-
locable to such income. 

‘‘(2) AGGREGATION RULE.—All persons treat-
ed as a single employer under subsection (a) 
or (b) of section 52 or subsection (m) or (o) of 
section 414 shall be treated as one employer 
for purposes of paragraph (1)(A). 

‘‘(3) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe regulations similar to the regula-
tions under section 469(l) for determining the 
income that is taken into account under 
paragraph (1)(A). 

‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(1) NONRESIDENT ALIEN.—In the case of a 

nonresident alien individual, only amounts 
taken into account in connection with the 
tax imposed under section 871(b) shall be 
taken into account under this section. 

‘‘(2) CITIZENS AND RESIDENTS LIVING 
ABROAD.—The applicable dollar amount 
under subsection (a) shall be decreased by 
the excess of— 

‘‘(A) the amounts excluded from the tax-
payer’s gross income under section 911, over 

‘‘(B) the amounts of any deductions or ex-
clusions disallowed under section 911(d)(6) 
with respect to the amounts described in 
subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) CHARITABLE TRUSTS.—Subsection (a) 
shall not apply to a trust all the unexpired 
interests in which are devoted to one or 
more of the purposes described in section 
170(c)(2)(B). 

‘‘(4) NOT TREATED AS TAX IMPOSED BY THIS 
CHAPTER FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—The tax 
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imposed under this section shall not be 
treated as tax imposed by this chapter for 
purposes of determining the amount of any 
credit under this chapter or for purposes of 
section 55.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
parts for subchapter A of chapter 1 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following new item: 

‘‘PART VIII. SURTAX ON MILLIONAIRES.’’. 

(c) SECTION 15 NOT TO APPLY.—The amend-
ment made by subsection (a) shall not be 
treated as a change in a rate of tax for pur-
poses of section 15 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2012. 

SA 2563. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3364, to provide an in-
centive for businesses to bring jobs 
back to America; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
SEC. ll. POINT OF ORDER ON LEGISLATION 

THAT RAISES INCOME TAX RATES 
ON SMALL BUSINESSES. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In the Senate, it shall not 

be in order to consider any bill, joint resolu-
tion, amendment, motion, or conference re-
port that includes any provision which in-
creases Federal income tax rates. 

(2) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘Federal income tax rates’’ means any rate 
of tax under— 

(A) subsection (a), (b), (c), (d), or (e) of sec-
tion 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, 

(B) section 11(b) of such Code, or 
(C) section 55(b) of such Code. 
(b) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEALS.— 
(1) WAIVER.—This section may be waived or 

suspended in the Senate only by an affirma-
tive vote of three-fifths of the Members, 
dully chosen and sworn. 

(2) APPEALS.—An affirmative vote of three- 
fifths of the Members of the Senate, duly 
chosen and sworn, shall be required to sus-
tain an appeal of the ruling of the Chair on 
a point of order raised under this section. 

SA 2564. Mr. ENZI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3364, to provide an in-
centive for businesses to bring jobs 
back to America; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 1986 

CODE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘United States Job Creation and Inter-
national Tax Reform Act of 2012’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as 
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in 
this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or re-
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref-
erence shall be considered to be made to a 
section or other provision of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986. 

(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; amendment of 1986 Code; 

table of contents. 
TITLE I—PARTICIPATION EXEMPTION 

SYSTEM FOR TAXATION OF FOREIGN 
INCOME 

Sec. 101. Deduction for dividends received by 
domestic corporations from cer-
tain foreign corporations. 

Sec. 102. Application of dividends received 
deduction to certain sales and 
exchanges of stock. 

Sec. 103. Deduction for foreign intangible in-
come derived from trade or 
business within the United 
States. 

Sec. 104. Treatment of deferred foreign in-
come upon transition to par-
ticipation exemption system of 
taxation. 

TITLE II—OTHER INTERNATIONAL TAX 
REFORMS 

Subtitle A—Modifications of Subpart F 
Sec. 201. Treatment of low-taxed foreign in-

come as subpart F income. 
Sec. 202. Permanent extension of look-thru 

rule for controlled foreign cor-
porations. 

Sec. 203. Permanent extension of exceptions 
for active financing income. 

Sec. 204. Foreign base company income not 
to include sales or services in-
come. 

Subtitle B—Modifications Related to 
Foreign Tax Credit 

Sec. 211. Modification of application of sec-
tions 902 and 960 with respect to 
post-2012 earnings. 

Sec. 212. Separate foreign tax credit basket 
for foreign intangible income. 

Sec. 213. Inventory property sales source 
rule exceptions not to apply for 
foreign tax credit limitation. 

Subtitle C—Allocation of Interest on 
Worldwide Basis 

Sec. 221. Acceleration of election to allocate 
interest on a worldwide basis. 

TITLE I—PARTICIPATION EXEMPTION 
SYSTEM FOR TAXATION OF FOREIGN IN-
COME 

SEC. 101. DEDUCTION FOR DIVIDENDS RECEIVED 
BY DOMESTIC CORPORATIONS FROM 
CERTAIN FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 

(a) ALLOWANCE OF DEDUCTION.—Part VIII of 
subchapter B of chapter 1 is amended by in-
serting after section 245 the following new 
section: 
‘‘SEC. 245A. DIVIDENDS RECEIVED BY DOMESTIC 

CORPORATIONS FROM CERTAIN 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any divi-
dend received from a controlled foreign cor-
poration by a domestic corporation which is 
a United States shareholder with respect to 
such controlled foreign corporation, there 
shall be allowed as a deduction an amount 
equal to 95 percent of the qualified foreign- 
source portion of the dividend. 

‘‘(b) TREATMENT OF ELECTING NONCON-
TROLLED SECTION 902 CORPORATIONS AS CON-
TROLLED FOREIGN CORPORATIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a domestic corporation 
elects the application of this subsection for 
any noncontrolled section 902 corporation 
with respect to the domestic corporation, 
then, for purposes of this title— 

‘‘(A) the noncontrolled section 902 corpora-
tion shall be treated as a controlled foreign 
corporation with respect to the domestic 
corporation, and 

‘‘(B) the domestic corporation shall be 
treated as a United States shareholder with 
respect to the noncontrolled section 902 cor-
poration. 

‘‘(2) ELECTION.— 
‘‘(A) TIME OF ELECTION.—Any election 

under this subsection with respect to any 
noncontrolled section 902 corporation shall 
be made not later than the due date for filing 
the return of tax for the first taxable year of 
the taxpayer with respect to which the for-
eign corporation is a noncontrolled section 
902 corporation with respect to the taxpayer 
(or, if later, the first taxable year of the tax-
payer for which this section is in effect). 

‘‘(B) REVOCATION OF ELECTION.—Any elec-
tion under this subsection, once made, may 
be revoked only with the consent of the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(C) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—If a domestic 
corporation making an election under this 
subsection with respect to any noncontrolled 
section 902 corporation is a member of a con-
trolled group of corporations (within the 
meaning of section 1563(a), except that ‘more 
than 50 percent’ shall be substituted for ‘at 
least 80 percent’ each place it appears there-
in), then, except as otherwise provided by 
the Secretary, such election shall apply to 
all members of such group. 

‘‘(c) QUALIFIED FOREIGN-SOURCE PORTION OF 
DIVIDENDS.—For purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED FOREIGN-SOURCE PORTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The qualified foreign- 

source portion of any dividend is an amount 
which bears the same ratio to such dividend 
as— 

‘‘(i) the post-2012 undistributed qualified 
foreign earnings, bears to 

‘‘(ii) the total post-2012 undistributed earn-
ings. 

‘‘(B) POST-2012 UNDISTRIBUTED EARNINGS.— 
The term ‘post-2012 undistributed earnings’ 
means the amount of the earnings and prof-
its of a controlled foreign corporation (com-
puted in accordance with sections 964(a) and 
986) accumulated in taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2012— 

‘‘(i) as of the close of the taxable year of 
the controlled foreign corporation in which 
the dividend is distributed, and 

‘‘(ii) without diminution by reason of divi-
dends distributed during such taxable years. 

‘‘(C) POST-2012 UNDISTRIBUTED QUALIFIED 
FOREIGN EARNINGS.—The term ‘post-2012 un-
distributed qualified foreign earnings’ means 
the portion of the post-2012 undistributed 
earnings which is attributable to income 
other than— 

‘‘(i) income described in section 
245(a)(5)(A), or 

‘‘(ii) dividends described in section 
245(a)(5)(B). 

‘‘(2) ORDERING RULE FOR DISTRIBUTIONS OF 
EARNINGS AND PROFITS.—Distributions shall 
be treated as first made out of earnings and 
profits of a controlled foreign corporation 
which are not post-2012 undistributed earn-
ings and then out of post-2012 undistributed 
earnings. 

‘‘(d) DISALLOWANCE OF FOREIGN TAX CRED-
IT, ETC.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No credit shall be al-
lowed under section 901 for any taxes paid or 
accrued (or treated as paid or accrued) with 
respect to the qualified foreign-source por-
tion of any dividend. 

‘‘(2) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—No deduction 
shall be allowed under this chapter for any 
tax for which credit is not allowable under 
section 901 by reason of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 78.—Sec-
tion 78 shall not apply to any tax for which 
credit is not allowable under section 901 by 
reason of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF NONDEDUCTIBLE PORTION 
IN APPLYING FOREIGN TAX CREDIT LIMIT.—For 
purposes of applying the limitation under 
section 904(a), the remaining 5 percent of the 
qualified foreign-source portion of any divi-
dend with respect to which a deduction is 
not allowable to the domestic corporation 
under subsection (a) shall be treated as in-
come from sources within the United States. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES FOR HYBRID DIVI-
DENDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to any dividend received by a United 
States shareholder from a controlled foreign 
corporation if the dividend is a hybrid divi-
dend. 
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‘‘(2) HYBRID DIVIDENDS OF TIERED CON-

TROLLED FOREIGN CORPORATIONS.—If a con-
trolled foreign corporation with respect to 
which a domestic corporation is a United 
States shareholder receives a hybrid divi-
dend from any other controlled foreign cor-
poration with respect to which such domes-
tic corporation is also a United States share-
holder, then, notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this title— 

‘‘(A) the hybrid dividend shall be treated 
for purposes of section 951(a)(1)(A) as subpart 
F income of the receiving controlled foreign 
corporation for the taxable year of the con-
trolled foreign corporation in which the divi-
dend was received, and 

‘‘(B) the United States shareholder shall 
include in gross income an amount equal to 
the shareholder’s pro rata share (determined 
in the same manner as under section 
951(a)(2)) of the subpart F income described 
in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) DENIAL OF FOREIGN TAX CREDIT, ETC.— 
The rules of subsection (d) shall apply to any 
hybrid dividend received by, or any amount 
included under paragraph (2) in the gross in-
come of, a United States shareholder, except 
that, for purposes of applying subsection 
(d)(4), all of such dividend or amount shall be 
treated as income from sources within the 
United States. 

‘‘(4) HYBRID DIVIDEND.—The term ‘hybrid 
dividend’ means an amount received from a 
controlled foreign corporation— 

‘‘(A) which is treated as a dividend for pur-
poses of this title, and 

‘‘(B) for which the controlled foreign cor-
poration received a deduction (or similar tax 
benefit) under the laws of the country in 
which the controlled foreign corporation was 
created or organized. 

‘‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) UNITED STATES SHAREHOLDER.—The 
term ‘United States shareholder’ has the 
meaning given such term in section 951(b). 

‘‘(2) CONTROLLED FOREIGN CORPORATION.— 
The term ‘controlled foreign corporation’ 
has the meaning given such term in section 
957(a). 

‘‘(3) NONCONTROLLED SECTION 902 CORPORA-
TION.—The term ‘noncontrolled section 902 
corporation’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 904(d)(2)(E)(i). 

‘‘(g) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the provi-
sions of this section.’’. 

(b) APPLICATION OF HOLDING PERIOD RE-
QUIREMENT.—Subsection (c) of section 246 is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or 245’’ in paragraph (1) 
and inserting ‘‘245, or 245A’’, and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(5) SPECIAL RULES FOR QUALIFIED FOREIGN- 
SOURCE PORTION OF DIVIDENDS RECEIVED FROM 
CONTROLLED FOREIGN CORPORATIONS.— 

‘‘(A) 1-YEAR HOLDING PERIOD REQUIRE-
MENT.—For purposes of section 245A— 

‘‘(i) paragraph (1)(A) shall be applied— 
‘‘(I) by substituting ‘365 days’ for ‘45 days’ 

each place it appears, and 
‘‘(II) by substituting ‘731-day period’ for 

‘91-day period’, and 
‘‘(ii) paragraph (2) shall not apply. 
‘‘(B) STATUS MUST BE MAINTAINED DURING 

HOLDING PERIOD.—For purposes of section 
245A, the holding period requirement of this 
subsection shall be treated as met only if— 

‘‘(i) the controlled foreign corporation re-
ferred to in section 245A(a) is a controlled 
foreign corporation at all times during such 
period, and 

‘‘(ii) the taxpayer is a United States share-
holder (as defined in section 951) with respect 
to such controlled foreign corporation at all 
times during such period. 

‘‘(C) SPECIAL RULES FOR ELECTING NONCON-
TROLLED SECTION 902 CORPORATIONS.—In the 
case of an election under section 245A(b) to 
treat a noncontrolled section 902 corporation 
as a controlled foreign corporation, the re-
quirements of subparagraph (B) shall be 
treated as met for any continuous period 
ending on the day before the effective date of 
the election for which the taxpayer met the 
ownership requirements of section 
904(d)(2)(E) with respect to such corpora-
tion.’’. 

(c) APPLICATION OF RULES GENERALLY AP-
PLICABLE TO DEDUCTIONS FOR DIVIDENDS RE-
CEIVED.— 

(1) TREATMENT OF DIVIDENDS FROM TAX-EX-
EMPT CORPORATIONS.—Paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 246(a) is amended by striking ‘‘and 245’’ 
and inserting ‘‘245, and 245A’’. 

(2) ASSETS GENERATING TAX-EXEMPT POR-
TION OF DIVIDEND NOT TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT IN 
ALLOCATING AND APPORTIONING DEDUCTIBLE 
EXPENSES.—Paragraph (3) of section 864(e) is 
amended by striking ‘‘or 245(a)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘, 245(a), or 245A’’. 

(3) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 1059.—Sub-
paragraph (B) of section 1059(b)(2) is amended 
by striking ‘‘or 245’’ and inserting ‘‘245, or 
245A’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Clause (vi) of section 56(g)(4)(C) is 

amended by inserting ‘‘245A or’’ before ‘‘965’’. 
(2) Subsection (b) of section 951 is amend-

ed— 
(A) by striking ‘‘subpart’’ and inserting 

‘‘title’’, and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘Such term shall include, with respect to 
any entity treated as a controlled foreign 
corporation under section 245A(b), any do-
mestic corporation treated as a United 
States shareholder with respect to such enti-
ty under such section.’’. 

(3) Subsection (a) of section 957 is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘subpart’’ in the matter 
preceding paragraph (1) and inserting 
‘‘title’’, and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘Such term shall include any entity treated 
as a controlled foreign corporation under 
section 245A(b).’’. 

(4) The table of sections for part VIII of 
subchapter B of chapter 1 is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 245 
the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 245A. Dividends received by domestic 

corporations from certain for-
eign corporations.’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of foreign corporations beginning after 
December 31, 2012, and to taxable years of 
United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 
SEC. 102. APPLICATION OF DIVIDENDS RECEIVED 

DEDUCTION TO CERTAIN SALES AND 
EXCHANGES OF STOCK. 

(a) SALES BY UNITED STATES PERSONS OF 
STOCK IN CFC.—Section 1248 is amended by 
redesignating subsection (j) as subsection (k) 
and by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(j) COORDINATION WITH DIVIDENDS RE-
CEIVED DEDUCTION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of the sale or 
exchange by a domestic corporation of stock 
in a foreign corporation held for 1 year or 
more, any amount received by the domestic 
corporation which is treated as a dividend by 
reason of this section shall be treated as a 
dividend for purposes of applying section 
245A. 

‘‘(2) LOSSES DISALLOWED.—If a domestic 
corporation— 

‘‘(A) sells or exchanges stock in a foreign 
corporation in a taxable year of the domestic 

corporation with or within which a taxable 
year of the foreign corporation beginning 
after December 31, 2012, ends, and 

‘‘(B) met the ownership requirements of 
subsection (a)(2) with respect to such stock, 
no deduction shall be allowed to the domes-
tic corporation with respect to any loss from 
the sale or exchange.’’. 

(b) SALE BY A CFC OF A LOWER TIER CFC.— 
Section 964(e) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) COORDINATION WITH DIVIDENDS RE-
CEIVED DEDUCTION.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If, for any taxable year 
of a controlled foreign corporation beginning 
after December 31, 2012, any amount is treat-
ed as a dividend under paragraph (1) by rea-
son of a sale or exchange by the controlled 
foreign corporation of stock in another for-
eign corporation held for 1 year or more, 
then, notwithstanding any other provision of 
this title— 

‘‘(i) the qualified foreign-source portion of 
such dividend shall be treated for purposes of 
section 951(a)(1)(A) as subpart F income of 
the selling controlled foreign corporation for 
such taxable year, 

‘‘(ii) a United States shareholder with re-
spect to the selling controlled foreign cor-
poration shall include in gross income for 
the taxable year of the shareholder with or 
within which such taxable year of the con-
trolled foreign corporation ends an amount 
equal to the shareholder’s pro rata share (de-
termined in the same manner as under sec-
tion 951(a)(2)) of the amount treated as sub-
part F income under clause (i), and 

‘‘(iii) the deduction under section 245A(a) 
shall be allowable to the United States 
shareholder with respect to the subpart F in-
come included in gross income under clause 
(ii) in the same manner as if such subpart F 
income were a dividend received by the 
shareholder from the selling controlled for-
eign corporation. 

‘‘(B) EFFECT OF LOSS ON EARNINGS AND 
PROFITS.—For purposes of this title, in the 
case of a sale or exchange by a controlled 
foreign corporation of stock in another for-
eign corporation in a taxable year of the sell-
ing controlled foreign corporation beginning 
after December 31, 2012, to which this para-
graph would apply if gain were recognized, 
the earnings and profits of the selling con-
trolled foreign corporation shall not be re-
duced by reason of any loss from such sale or 
exchange. 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED FOREIGN-SOURCE PORTION.— 
For purposes of this paragraph, the qualified 
foreign-source portion of any amount treated 
as a dividend under paragraph (1) shall be de-
termined in the same manner as under sec-
tion 245A(c).’’. 
SEC. 103. DEDUCTION FOR FOREIGN INTANGIBLE 

INCOME DERIVED FROM TRADE OR 
BUSINESS WITHIN THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part VIII of subchapter B 
of chapter 1 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 250. FOREIGN INTANGIBLE INCOME DE-

RIVED FROM TRADE OR BUSINESS 
WITHIN THE UNITED STATES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a domestic 
corporation, there shall be allowed as a de-
duction an amount equal to 50 percent of the 
qualified foreign intangible income of such 
domestic corporation for the taxable year. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED FOREIGN INTANGIBLE IN-
COME.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified for-
eign intangible income’ means, with respect 
to any domestic corporation, foreign intan-
gible income which is derived by the domes-
tic corporation from the active conduct of a 
trade or business within the United States 
with respect to the intangible property giv-
ing rise to the income. 
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‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO TRADE OR 

BUSINESS WITHIN THE UNITED STATES.—For 
purposes of this section, foreign intangible 
income shall be treated as derived by a do-
mestic corporation from the active conduct 
of a trade or business within the United 
States only if— 

‘‘(A) the domestic corporation developed, 
created, or produced within the United 
States the intangible property giving rise to 
the income, or 

‘‘(B) in any case in which the domestic cor-
poration acquired such intangible property, 
the domestic corporation added substantial 
value to the property through the active 
conduct of such trade or business within the 
United States. 

‘‘(c) FOREIGN INTANGIBLE INCOME.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘foreign intan-
gible income’ means any intangible income 
which is derived in connection with— 

‘‘(A) property which is sold, leased, li-
censed, or otherwise disposed of for use, con-
sumption, or disposition outside the United 
States, or 

‘‘(B) services provided with respect to per-
sons or property located outside the United 
States. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS FOR CERTAIN INCOME.—The 
following amounts shall not be taken into 
account in computing foreign intangible in-
come: 

‘‘(A) Any amount treated as received by 
the domestic corporation under section 
367(d)(2) with respect to any intangible prop-
erty. 

‘‘(B) Any payment under a cost-sharing ar-
rangement entered into under section 482. 

‘‘(C) Any amount received from a con-
trolled foreign corporation with respect to 
which the domestic corporation is a United 
States shareholder to the extent such 
amount is attributable or properly allocable 
to income which is— 

‘‘(i) effectively connected with the conduct 
of a trade or business within the United 
States and subject to tax under this chapter, 
or 

‘‘(ii) subpart F income. 
For purposes of clause (ii), amounts not oth-
erwise treated as subpart F income shall be 
so treated if the amount creates (or in-
creases) a deficit which under section 952(c) 
may reduce the subpart F income of the 
payor or any other controlled foreign cor-
poration. 

‘‘(3) INTANGIBLE INCOME.—The term ‘intan-
gible income’ means gross income from— 

‘‘(A) the sale, lease, license, or other dis-
position of property in which intangible 
property is used directly or indirectly, or 

‘‘(B) the provision of services related to in-
tangible property or in connection with 
property in which intangible property is used 
directly or indirectly, 
to the extent that such gross income is prop-
erly attributable to such intangible prop-
erty. 

‘‘(4) DEDUCTIONS TO BE TAKEN INTO AC-
COUNT.—The gross income of a domestic cor-
poration taken into account under this sub-
section shall be reduced, under regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary, so as to take 
into account deductions properly allocable 
to such income. 

‘‘(5) INTANGIBLE PROPERTY.—The term ‘in-
tangible property’ has the meaning given 
such term by section 936(h)(3)(B). 

‘‘(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the provi-
sions of this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part VIII of subchapter B of 
chapter 1 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 

‘‘Sec. 250. Foreign intangible income derived 
from trade or business within 
the United States.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of domestic corporations beginning 
after December 31, 2012. 
SEC. 104. TREATMENT OF DEFERRED FOREIGN 

INCOME UPON TRANSITION TO PAR-
TICIPATION EXEMPTION SYSTEM OF 
TAXATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 965 is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 965. TREATMENT OF DEFERRED FOREIGN 

INCOME UPON TRANSITION TO PAR-
TICIPATION EXEMPTION SYSTEM OF 
TAXATION. 

‘‘(a) DEDUCTION ALLOWED.—In the case of a 
domestic corporation which elects the appli-
cation of this section to any controlled for-
eign corporation with respect to which it is 
a United States shareholder, there shall be 
allowed as a deduction for the taxable year 
of the United States shareholder with or 
within which the first taxable year of the 
controlled foreign corporation beginning 
after December 31, 2012, ends an amount 
equal to 70 percent of the amount deter-
mined under subsection (b) for the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
subsection (a)— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount determined 
under this subsection for a United States 
shareholder with respect to any controlled 
foreign corporation for the taxable year of 
the shareholder described in subsection (a) is 
the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) the shareholder’s pro rata share of the 
earnings and profits of the controlled foreign 
corporation described in section 959(c)(3) as 
of the close of the taxable year preceding the 
first taxable year of the controlled foreign 
corporation beginning after December 31, 
2012, or 

‘‘(B) an amount equal to the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the dividends received by the share-

holder during such taxable year from the 
controlled foreign corporation which are at-
tributable to the earnings and profits de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), plus 

‘‘(ii) the increase in subpart F income re-
quired to be included in gross income of the 
shareholder for the taxable year by reason of 
the election under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) ELECTION OF DEEMED SUBPART F INCLU-
SION.—A United States shareholder may 
elect for purposes of paragraph (1)(B)(ii) to 
treat all (or any portion) of the shareholder’s 
pro rata share of the earnings and profits of 
a controlled foreign corporation described in 
paragraph (1)(A) as subpart F income includ-
ible in the gross income of the shareholder 
for the taxable year of the shareholder de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

‘‘(3) ORDERING RULE.—For purposes of para-
graph (1)(B)(i), distributions shall be treated 
as first made out of earnings and profits of a 
controlled foreign corporation described in 
paragraph (1)(A). 

‘‘(4) DIVIDEND.—The term ‘dividend’ shall 
not include amounts includible in gross in-
come as a dividend under section 78. 

‘‘(c) DISALLOWANCE OF FOREIGN TAX CRED-
IT, ETC.—In the case of a domestic corpora-
tion making an election under subsection (a) 
with respect to any controlled foreign cor-
poration— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No credit shall be al-
lowed under section 901 for any taxes paid or 
accrued (or treated as paid or accrued) with 
respect to the earnings and profits taken 
into account in determining the amount 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) DENIAL OF DEDUCTION.—No deduction 
shall be allowed under this chapter for any 
tax for which credit is not allowable under 
section 901 by reason of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 78.—Sec-
tion 78 shall not apply to any tax for which 
credit is not allowable under section 901 by 
reason of paragraph (1). 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF NONDEDUCTIBLE PORTION 
IN APPLYING FOREIGN TAX CREDIT LIMIT.—For 
purposes of applying the limitation under 
section 904(a), the remaining 30 percent of 
the amount determined under subsection (b) 
with respect to which a deduction is not al-
lowable under subsection (a) shall be treated 
as income from sources within the United 
States. 

‘‘(d) ELECTION TO PAY LIABILITY FOR 
DEEMED SUBPART F INCOME IN INSTALL-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a United 
States shareholder with respect to 1 or more 
controlled foreign corporations to which 
elections under subsections (a) and (b)(2) 
apply, such United States shareholder may 
elect to pay the net tax liability determined 
with respect to its deemed subpart F inclu-
sions with respect to such corporations 
under subsection (b)(2) for the taxable year 
described in subsection (a) in 2 or more (but 
not exceeding 8) equal installments. 

‘‘(2) DATE FOR PAYMENT OF INSTALLMENTS.— 
If an election is made under paragraph (1), 
the first installment shall be paid on the due 
date (determined without regard to any ex-
tension of time for filing the return) for the 
return of tax for the taxable year for which 
the election was made and each succeeding 
installment shall be paid on the due date (as 
so determined) for the return of tax for the 
taxable year following the taxable year with 
respect to which the preceding installment 
was made. 

‘‘(3) ACCELERATION OF PAYMENT.—If there is 
an addition to tax for failure to pay timely 
assessed with respect to any installment re-
quired under this subsection, a liquidation or 
sale of substantially all the assets of the tax-
payer (including in a title 11 or similar case), 
a cessation of business by the taxpayer, or 
any similar circumstance, then the unpaid 
portion of all remaining installments shall 
be due on the date of such event (or in the 
case of a title 11 or similar case, the day be-
fore the petition is filed). 

‘‘(4) PRORATION OF DEFICIENCY TO INSTALL-
MENTS.—If an election is made under para-
graph (1) to pay the net tax liability de-
scribed in paragraph (1) in installments and 
a deficiency has been assessed which in-
creases such net tax liability, the increase 
shall be prorated to the installments payable 
under paragraph (1). The part of the increase 
so prorated to any installment the date for 
payment of which has not arrived shall be 
collected at the same time as, and as a part 
of, such installment. The part of the increase 
so prorated to any installment the date for 
payment of which has arrived shall be paid 
upon notice and demand from the Secretary. 
This subsection shall not apply if the defi-
ciency is due to negligence, to intentional 
disregard of rules and regulations, or to 
fraud with intent to evade tax. 

‘‘(5) TIME FOR PAYMENT OF INTEREST.—In-
terest payable under section 6601 on the un-
paid portion of any amount of tax the time 
for payment of which as been extended under 
this subsection shall be paid annually at the 
same time as, and as part of, each install-
ment payment of such tax. In the case of a 
deficiency to which paragraph (4) applies, in-
terest with respect to such deficiency which 
is assigned under the preceding sentence to 
any installment the date for payment of 
which has arrived on or before the date of 
the assessment of the deficiency, shall be 
paid upon notice and demand from the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(6) NET TAX LIABILITY FOR DEEMED SUB-
PART F INCLUSIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section— 
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‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The net tax liability de-

scribed in paragraph (1) with respect to any 
United States shareholder for any taxable 
year is the excess (if any) of— 

‘‘(i) such taxpayer’s net income tax for the 
taxable year, over 

‘‘(ii) such taxpayer’s net income tax for 
such taxable year determined as if the elec-
tions under subsection (b)(2) with respect to 
1 or more controlled foreign corporations 
had not been made. 

‘‘(B) NET INCOME TAX.—The term ‘net in-
come tax’ means the net income tax (as de-
fined in section 38(c)(1)) reduced by the cred-
it allowed under section 38. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) ELECTIONS.—Any election under sub-
section (a), (b)(2), or (d)(1) shall be made not 
later than the due date (including exten-
sions) for the return of tax for the taxable 
year for which made and shall be made in 
such manner as the Secretary may provide. 

‘‘(2) SECTION NOT TO APPLY TO NONCON-
TROLLED SECTION 902 CORPORATIONS TREATED 
AS CFCS.—No election may be made under 
subsection (a) with respect to a controlled 
foreign corporation which was a noncon-
trolled section 902 corporation which a 
United States shareholder elected under sec-
tion 245A(b) to treat as a controlled foreign 
corporation. 

‘‘(3) PRO RATA SHARE.—A shareholder’s pro 
rata share of any earnings and profits shall 
be determined in the same manner as under 
section 951(a)(2).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Clause (vi) of section 56(g)(4)(C), as 

amended by this Act, is amended— 
(A) by striking ‘‘965’’ and inserting 

‘‘965(b)’’, and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘AND INCLUSIONS’’ after 

‘‘CERTAIN DISTRIBUTIONS’’ in the heading 
thereof. 

(2) Paragraph (2) of section 6601(b) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘section 6156(a)’’ in the 
matter preceding subparagraph (A) and in-
serting ‘‘section 965(d)(1) or 6156(a)’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘section 6156(b)’’ in sub-
paragraph (A) and inserting ‘‘section 965(d)(2) 
or 6156(b), as the case may be’’. 

(3) The table of section for subpart F of 
part III of subchapter N of chapter 1 is 
amended by striking the item relating to 
section 965 and inserting the following: 
‘‘Sec. 965. Treatment of deferred foreign in-

come upon transition to par-
ticipation exemption system of 
taxation.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of foreign corporations beginning after 
December 31, 2012, and to taxable years of 
United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 

TITLE II—OTHER INTERNATIONAL TAX 
REFORMS 

Subtitle A—Modifications of Subpart F 
SEC. 201. TREATMENT OF LOW-TAXED FOREIGN 

INCOME AS SUBPART F INCOME. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 

952 is amended by redesignating paragraphs 
(3), (4), and (5) as paragraphs (4), (5), and (6), 
respectively, and by inserting after para-
graph (2) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) low-taxed income (as defined under 
subsection (e)),’’. 

(b) LOW-TAXED INCOME.—Section 952 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(e) LOW-TAXED INCOME.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (a), except as provided in paragraph 
(2), the term ‘low-taxed income’ means, with 
respect to any taxable year of a controlled 

foreign corporation, the entire gross income 
of the controlled foreign corporation unless 
the taxpayer establishes to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary that such income was sub-
ject to an effective rate of income tax (deter-
mined under rules similar to the rules of sec-
tion 954(b)(4)) imposed by a foreign country 
in excess of one-half of the highest rate of 
tax under section 11(b) for taxable years of 
United States corporations beginning in the 
same calendar year as the taxable year of 
the controlled foreign corporation begins. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR QUALIFIED BUSINESS IN-
COME.—For purposes of paragraph (1), quali-
fied business income— 

‘‘(A) shall be taken into account in deter-
mining the effective rate of income tax at 
which the entire gross income of the con-
trolled foreign corporation is taxed, but 

‘‘(B) the amount of gross income treated as 
low-taxed income under paragraph (1) shall 
be reduced by the amount of the qualified 
business income. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED BUSINESS INCOME.—For pur-
poses of this subsection— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
business income’ means, with respect to any 
controlled foreign corporation, income de-
rived by the controlled foreign corporation 
in a foreign country but only if— 

‘‘(i) such income is attributable to the ac-
tive conduct of a trade or business of such 
corporation in such foreign country, 

‘‘(ii) the corporation maintains an office or 
fixed place of business in such foreign coun-
try, and 

‘‘(iii) officers and employees of the cor-
poration physically located at such office or 
place of business in such foreign country 
conducted (or significantly contributed to 
the conduct of) activities within the foreign 
country which are substantial in relation to 
the activities necessary for the active con-
duct of the trade or business to which such 
income is attributable. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION FOR INTANGIBLE INCOME.— 
For purposes of subparagraph (A), qualified 
business income of a controlled foreign cor-
poration shall not include intangible income 
(as defined in section 250(c)(3)). 

‘‘(4) DETERMINATION OF EFFECTIVE RATE OF 
FOREIGN INCOME TAX AND QUALIFIED BUSINESS 
INCOME.— 

‘‘(A) COUNTRY-BY-COUNTRY DETERMINA-
TION.—For purposes of determining the effec-
tive rate of income tax imposed by any for-
eign country under paragraph (1) and quali-
fied business income under paragraph (3), 
each such paragraph shall be applied sepa-
rately with respect to— 

‘‘(i) each foreign country in which a con-
trolled foreign corporation conducts any 
trade or business, and 

‘‘(ii) the entire gross income and qualified 
business income derived with respect to such 
foreign country. 

‘‘(B) TREATMENT OF LOSSES.—For purposes 
of determining the effective rate of income 
tax imposed by any foreign country under 
paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(i) such effective rate shall be determined 
without regard to any losses carried to the 
relevant taxable year, and 

‘‘(ii) to the extent the income of the con-
trolled foreign corporation reduces losses in 
the relevant taxable year, such effective rate 
shall be treated as being the effective rate 
which would have been imposed on such in-
come without regard to such losses. 

‘‘(5) DEDUCTIONS TO BE TAKEN INTO AC-
COUNT.—The gross income of a controlled for-
eign corporation taken into account under 
this subsection shall be reduced, under regu-
lations prescribed by the Secretary, so as to 
take into account deductions (including 
taxes) properly allocable to such income.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Subsection (a) of section 952 is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘paragraph (4)’’ in the next 
to last sentence and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(5)’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘paragraph (5)’’ in the last 
sentence and inserting ‘‘paragraph (6)’’. 

(2) Subsection (d) of section 952 is amended 
by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(5)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subsection (a)(6)’’. 

(3) Paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 999(c) 
are each amended by striking ‘‘section 
952(a)(3)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 952(a)(4)’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of foreign corporations beginning after 
December 31, 2012, and to taxable years of 
United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 
SEC. 202. PERMANENT EXTENSION OF LOOK- 

THRU RULE FOR CONTROLLED FOR-
EIGN CORPORATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 954(c)(6)(C) is 
amended by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 
2012,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of foreign corporations beginning after 
December 31, 2011, and to taxable years of 
United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 
SEC. 203. PERMANENT EXTENSION OF EXCEP-

TIONS FOR ACTIVE FINANCING IN-
COME. 

(a) EXCEPTION FROM INSURANCE INCOME.— 
Section 953(e)(10) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 
2012,’’, and 

(2) by striking the last sentence. 
(b) EXCEPTION FROM FOREIGN PERSONAL 

HOLDING COMPANY INCOME.—Section 954(h)(9) 
is amended by striking ‘‘and before January 
1, 2012,’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of foreign corporations beginning after 
December 31, 2011, and to taxable years of 
United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 
SEC. 204. FOREIGN BASE COMPANY INCOME NOT 

TO INCLUDE SALES OR SERVICES IN-
COME. 

(a) REPEAL.—Paragraphs (2) and (3) of sec-
tion 954(a) are repealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 954(d) is amended by adding at 

the end the following new paragraph: 
‘‘(5) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 

not apply to taxable years of foreign cor-
porations beginning after December 31, 2012, 
and to taxable years of United States share-
holders with or within which such taxable 
years of foreign corporations end.’’. 

(2) Section 954(e) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) TERMINATION.—This subsection shall 
not apply to taxable years of foreign cor-
porations beginning after December 31, 2012, 
and to taxable years of United States share-
holders with or within which such taxable 
years of foreign corporations end.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years of foreign corporations beginning after 
December 31, 2012, and to taxable years of 
United States shareholders with or within 
which such taxable years of foreign corpora-
tions end. 
Subtitle B—Modifications Related to Foreign 

Tax Credit 
SEC. 211. MODIFICATION OF APPLICATION OF 

SECTIONS 902 AND 960 WITH RE-
SPECT TO POST-2012 EARNINGS. 

(a) SECTION 902 NOT TO APPLY TO DIVIDENDS 
FROM POST-2012 EARNINGS.—Section 902 is 
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amended by redesignating subsection (d) as 
subsection (e) and by inserting after sub-
section (c) the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) SECTION NOT TO APPLY TO DIVIDENDS 
FROM POST-2012 EARNINGS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—This section shall not 
apply to the portion of any dividend paid by 
a foreign corporation to the extent such por-
tion is made out of earnings and profits of 
the foreign corporation (computed in accord-
ance with sections 964(a) and 986) accumu-
lated in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2012. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION WITH DISTRIBUTIONS 
FROM PRE-2013 EARNINGS AND PROFITS.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(A) ORDERING RULE.—Any distribution in 
a taxable year beginning after December 31, 
2012, shall be treated as first made out of 
earnings and profits of the foreign corpora-
tion (computed in accordance with sections 
964(a) and 986) accumulated in taxable years 
beginning before January 1, 2013. 

‘‘(B) POST-1986 UNDISTRIBUTED EARNINGS.— 
Post-1986 undistributed earnings shall not in-
clude earnings and profits described in para-
graph (1).’’. 

(b) DETERMINATION OF SECTION 960 CREDIT 
ON CURRENT YEAR BASIS.—Section 960 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(d) DEEMED PAID CREDIT FOR SUBPART F 
INCLUSIONS ATTRIBUTABLE TO POST-2012 
EARNINGS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
part, if there is included in the gross income 
of a domestic corporation any amount under 
section 951(a)— 

‘‘(A) with respect to any controlled foreign 
corporation with respect to which such do-
mestic corporation is a United States share-
holder, and 

‘‘(B) which is attributable to the earnings 
and profits of the controlled foreign corpora-
tion (computed in accordance with sections 
964(a) and 986) accumulated in taxable years 
beginning after December 31, 2012, 
then subsections (a), (b), and (c) shall not 
apply and such domestic corporation shall be 
deemed to have paid so much of such foreign 
corporation’s foreign income taxes as are 
properly attributable to the amount so in-
cluded. 

‘‘(2) FOREIGN INCOME TAXES.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘foreign income 
taxes’ means any income, war profits, or ex-
cess profits taxes paid or accrued by the con-
trolled foreign corporation to any foreign 
country or possession of the United States. 

‘‘(3) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
provide such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the provi-
sions of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 212. SEPARATE FOREIGN TAX CREDIT BAS-

KET FOR FOREIGN INTANGIBLE IN-
COME. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
904(d) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end of subparagraph (A), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of subparagraph (B) and in-
serting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(C) foreign intangible income (as defined 
in paragraph (2)(J)).’’. 

(b) FOREIGN INTANGIBLE INCOME.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 904(d)(2) is amend-

ed by redesignating subparagraphs (J) and 
(K) as subparagraphs (K) and (L) and by in-
serting after subparagraph (I) the following: 

‘‘(J) FOREIGN INTANGIBLE INCOME.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘foreign intan-
gible income’ has the meaning given such 
term by section 250(c). 

‘‘(ii) COORDINATION.—Passive category in-
come and general category income shall not 
include foreign intangible income.’’. 

(2) GENERAL CATEGORY INCOME.—Section 
904(d)(2)(A)(ii) is amended by inserting ‘‘or 

foreign intangible income’’ after ‘‘passive 
category income’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section shall apply to taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2012. 

(2) TRANSITIONAL RULE.—For purposes of 
section 904(d)(1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (as amended by this Act)— 

(A) taxes carried from any taxable year be-
ginning before January 1, 2013, to any tax-
able year beginning on or after such date, 
with respect to any item of income, shall be 
treated as described in the subparagraph of 
such section 904(d)(1) in which such income 
would be described without regard to the 
amendments made by this section, and 

(B) any carryback of taxes with respect to 
foreign intangible income from a taxable 
year beginning on or after January 1, 2013, to 
a taxable year beginning before such date 
shall be allocated to the general income cat-
egory. 
SEC. 213. INVENTORY PROPERTY SALES SOURCE 

RULE EXCEPTIONS NOT TO APPLY 
FOR FOREIGN TAX CREDIT LIMITA-
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 904 is amended by 
redesignating subsection (l) as subsection 
(m) and by inserting after subsection (k) the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(l) INVENTORY PROPERTY SALES SOURCE 
RULE EXCEPTIONS NOT TO APPLY.—Any 
amount which would be treated as derived 
from sources without the United States by 
reason of the application of section 862(a)(6) 
or 863(b)(2) for any taxable year shall be 
treated as derived from sources within the 
United States for purposes of this section.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2012. 

Subtitle C—Allocation of Interest on 
Worldwide Basis 

SEC. 221. ACCELERATION OF ELECTION TO ALLO-
CATE INTEREST ON A WORLDWIDE 
BASIS. 

Section 864(f)(6) is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2020’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2012’’. 

SA 2565. Mr. ENZI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 3364, to provide an in-
centive for businesses to bring jobs 
back to America; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE ll—TAX RETURN DUE DATE 

SIMPLIFICATION AND MODERNIZATION 
SEC. l01. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCE. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This title may be cited 
as the ‘‘Tax Return Due Date Simplification 
and Modernization Act of 2012’’. 

(b) REFERENCE.—Except as otherwise ex-
pressly provided, whenever in this title an 
amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of 
an amendment to, or repeal of, a section or 
other provision, the reference shall be con-
sidered to be made to a section or other pro-
vision of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 
SEC. l02. NEW DUE DATE FOR PARTNERSHIP 

FORM 1065, S CORPORATION FORM 
1120S, AND C CORPORATION FORM 
1120. 

(a) PARTNERSHIPS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6072 is amended 

by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(f) RETURNS OF PARTNERSHIPS.—Returns 
of partnerships under section 6031 made on 
the basis of the calendar year shall be filed 
on or before the 15th day of March following 
the close of the calendar year, and such re-
turns made on the basis of a fiscal year shall 
be filed on or before the 15th day of the third 

month following the close of the fiscal 
year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
6072(a) is amended by striking ‘‘6017, or 6031’’ 
and inserting ‘‘or 6017’’. 

(b) S CORPORATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—So much of subsection (b) 

of 6072 as precedes the second sentence there-
of is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) RETURNS OF CERTAIN CORPORATIONS.— 
Returns of S corporations under sections 6012 
and 6037 made on the basis of the calendar 
year shall be filed on or before the 31st day 
of March following the close of the calendar 
year, and such returns made on the basis of 
a fiscal year shall be filed on or before the 
last day of the third month following the 
close of the fiscal year.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 1362(b) is amended— 
(i) by striking ‘‘15th’’ each place it appears 

and inserting ‘‘last’’, 
(ii) by striking ‘‘21⁄2’’ each place it appears 

and inserting ‘‘3’’, and 
(iii) by striking ‘‘2 months and 15 days’’ in 

paragraph (4) and inserting ‘‘3 months’’. 
(B) Section 1362(d)(1)(C)(i) is amended by 

striking ‘‘15th’’ and inserting ‘‘last’’. 
(C) Section 1362(d)(1)(C)(ii) is amended by 

striking ‘‘such 15th day’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
last day of the 3d month thereof’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELATING TO 
C CORPORATIONS.— 

(1) Section 170(a)(2)(B) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘third month’’ and inserting ‘‘4th 
month’’. 

(2) Section 563 is amended by striking 
‘‘third month’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘4th month’’. 

(3) Section 1354(d)(1)(B)(i) is amended by 
striking ‘‘3d month’’ and inserting ‘‘4th 
month’’. 

(4) Subsection (a) and (c) of section 6167 are 
each amended by striking ‘‘third month’’ and 
inserting ‘‘4th month’’. 

(5) Section 6425(a)(1) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘third month’’ and inserting ‘‘4th 
month’’. 

(6) Subsections (b)(2)(A), (g)(3), and (h)(1) of 
section 6655 are each amended by striking 
‘‘3rd month’’ and inserting ‘‘4th month’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to returns 
for taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2012. 

SEC. l03. MODIFICATION OF DUE DATES BY REG-
ULATION. 

In the case of returns for taxable years be-
ginning after December 31, 2012, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury or the Secretary’s 
delegate shall modify appropriate regula-
tions to provide as follows: 

(1) The maximum extension for the returns 
of partnerships filing Form 1065 shall be a 6- 
month period ending on September 15 for cal-
endar year taxpayers. 

(2) The maximum extension for the returns 
of trusts filing Form 1041 shall be a 51⁄2- 
month period ending on September 30 for cal-
endar year taxpayers. 

(3) The maximum extension for the returns 
of employee benefit plans filing Form 5500 
shall be an automatic 31⁄2-month period end-
ing on November 15 for calendar year tax-
payers. 

(4) The maximum extension for the returns 
of organizations exempt from income tax fil-
ing Form 990 shall be an automatic 6-month 
period ending on November 15 for calendar 
year filers. 

(5) The due date of Form 3520-A (relating to 
the Annual Information Return of Foreign 
Trust with a United States Owner) for cal-
endar year filers shall be April 15 with a 
maximum extension for a 6-month period 
ending on October 15. 
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(6) The due date of Form TD F 90-22.1 (re-

lating to Report of Foreign Bank and Finan-
cial Accounts) shall be April 15 with a max-
imum extension for a 6-month period ending 
on October 15 and with provision for an ex-
tension under rules similar to the rules in 
Treas. Reg. 1.6081-5. For any taxpayer re-
quired to file such Form for the first time, 
any penalty for failure to timely request for, 
or file, an extension, may be waived by the 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary’s 
delegate. 
SEC. l04. CORPORATIONS PERMITTED STATU-

TORY AUTOMATIC 6-MONTH EXTEN-
SION OF INCOME TAX RETURNS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6081(b) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘3 months’’ and inserting ‘‘6 
months’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to returns 
for taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2012. 

SA 2566. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and 
Mrs. HAGAN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3364, to provide an incentive for 
businesses to bring jobs back to Amer-
ica; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
TITLE ll—FOREIGN EARNINGS 

REINVESTMENT 
SEC. l01. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Foreign 
Earnings Reinvestment Act’’. 
SEC. l02. ALLOWANCE OF TEMPORARY DIVI-

DENDS RECEIVED DEDUCTION FOR 
DIVIDENDS RECEIVED FROM A CON-
TROLLED FOREIGN CORPORATION. 

(a) APPLICABILITY OF PROVISION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (f) of section 

965 is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(f) ELECTION; ELECTION YEAR.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The taxpayer may elect 

to apply this section to— 
‘‘(A) the taxpayer’s last taxable year which 

begins before the date of the enactment of 
the Foreign Earnings Reinvestment Act, or 

‘‘(B) the taxpayer’s first taxable year 
which begins during the 1-year period begin-
ning on such date. 
Such election may be made for a taxable 
year only if made on or before the due date 
(including extensions) for filing the return of 
tax for such taxable year. 

‘‘(C) ELECTION YEAR.—For purposes of this 
section, the term ‘election year’ means the 
taxable year— 

‘‘(i) which begins after the date that is one 
year before the date of the enactment of the 
Foreign Earnings Reinvestment Act, and 

‘‘(ii) to which the taxpayer elects under 
paragraph (1) to apply this section.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) EXTRAORDINARY DIVIDENDS.—Section 

965(b)(2) of such Code is amended— 
(i) by striking ‘‘June 30, 2003’’ and inserting 

‘‘September 30, 2011’’, and 
(ii) by adding at the end the following new 

sentence: ‘‘The amounts described in clauses 
(i), (ii), and (iii) shall not include any 
amounts which were taken into account in 
determining the deduction under subsection 
(a) for any prior taxable year.’’. 

(B) DETERMINATIONS RELATING TO RELATED 
PARTY INDEBTEDNESS.—Section 965(b)(3)(B) of 
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘October 3, 
2004’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2011’’. 

(C) APPLICABLE FINANCIAL STATEMENT.— 
Section 965(c)(1) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘June 30, 2003’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2011’’. 

(D) DETERMINATIONS RELATING TO BASE PE-
RIOD.—Section 965(c)(2) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2003’’ and in-
serting ‘‘September 30, 2011’’. 

(b) DEDUCTION INCLUDES CURRENT AND AC-
CUMULATED FOREIGN EARNINGS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 
965(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of dividends 
taken into account under subsection (a) shall 
not exceed the sum of the current and accu-
mulated earnings and profits described in 
section 959(c)(3) for the year a deduction is 
claimed under subsection (a), without dimi-
nution by reason of any distributions made 
during the election year, for all controlled 
foreign corporations of the United States 
shareholder.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 965(c) of such Code, as amended 

by subsection (a), is amended by striking 
paragraph (1) and by redesignating para-
graphs (2), (3), (4), and (5), as paragraphs (1), 
(2), (3), and (4), respectively. 

(B) Paragraph (4) of section 965(c) of such 
Code, as redesignated by subparagraph (A), is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(4) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—All United 
States shareholders which are members of an 
affiliated group filing a consolidated return 
under section 1501 shall be treated as one 
United States shareholder.’’. 

(c) AMOUNT OF DEDUCTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section 

965(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘85 percent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘75 percent’’. 

(2) BONUS DEDUCTION IN SUBSEQUENT TAX-
ABLE YEAR FOR INCREASING JOBS.—Section 965 
of such Code is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) BONUS DEDUCTION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

payer who makes an election to apply this 
section, there shall be allowed as a deduction 
for the first taxable year following the elec-
tion year an amount equal to the applicable 
percentage of the cash dividends which are 
taken into account under subsection (a) with 
respect to such taxpayer for the election 
year. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the applicable per-
centage is the amount which bears the same 
ratio (not greater than 1) to 10 percent as— 

‘‘(A) the excess (if any) of— 
‘‘(i) the qualified payroll of the taxpayer 

for the calendar year which begins with or 
within the first taxable year following the 
election year, over 

‘‘(ii) the qualified payroll of the taxpayer 
for calendar year 2010, bears to 

‘‘(B) 10 percent of the qualified payroll of 
the taxpayer for calendar year 2010. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED PAYROLL.—For purposes of 
this paragraph: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified pay-
roll’ means, with respect to a taxpayer for 
any calendar year, the aggregate wages (as 
defined in section 3121(a)) paid by the cor-
poration during such calendar year. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION FOR CHANGES IN OWNERSHIP 
OF TRADES OR BUSINESSES.— 

‘‘(i) ACQUISITIONS.—If, after December 31, 
2009, and before the close of the first taxable 
year following the election year, a taxpayer 
acquires the trade or business of a prede-
cessor, then the qualified payroll of such tax-
payer for any calendar year shall be in-
creased by so much of the qualified payroll 
of the predecessor for such calendar year as 
was attributable to the trade or business ac-
quired by the taxpayer. 

‘‘(ii) DISPOSITIONS.—If, after December 31, 
2009, and before the close of the first taxable 
year following the election year, a taxpayer 
disposes of a trade or business, then— 

‘‘(I) the qualified payroll of such taxpayer 
for calendar year 2010 shall be decreased by 
the amount of wages for such calendar year 

as were attributable to the trade or business 
which was disposed of by the taxpayer, and 

‘‘(II) if the disposition occurs after the be-
ginning of the first taxable year following 
the election year, the qualified payroll of 
such taxpayer for the calendar year which 
begins with or within such taxable year shall 
be decreased by the amount of wages for 
such calendar year as were attributable to 
the trade or business which was disposed of 
by the taxpayer. 

‘‘(C) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of deter-
mining qualified payroll for any calendar 
year after calendar year 2011, such term shall 
not include wages paid to any individual if 
such individual received compensation from 
the taxpayer for services performed— 

‘‘(i) after the date of the enactment of this 
paragraph, and 

‘‘(ii) at a time when such individual was 
not an employee of the taxpayer.’’. 

(3) REDUCTION FOR FAILURE TO MAINTAIN EM-
PLOYMENT LEVELS.—Paragraph (4) of section 
965(b) of such Code (relating to limitations) 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(4) REDUCTION IN BENEFITS FOR FAILURE TO 
MAINTAIN EMPLOYMENT LEVELS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If, during the period 
consisting of the calendar month in which 
the taxpayer first receives a distribution de-
scribed in subsection (a)(1) and the suc-
ceeding 23 calendar months, the taxpayer 
does not maintain an average employment 
level at least equal to the taxpayer’s prior 
average employment, an additional amount 
equal to $75,000 multiplied by the number of 
employees by which the taxpayer’s average 
employment level during such period falls 
below the prior average employment (but not 
exceeding the aggregate amount allowed as a 
deduction pursuant to subsection (a)(1)) shall 
be taken into income by the taxpayer during 
the taxable year that includes the final day 
of such period. 

‘‘(B) AVERAGE EMPLOYMENT LEVEL.—For 
purposes of this paragraph, the taxpayer’s 
average employment level for a period shall 
be the average number of full-time United 
States employees of the taxpayer, measured 
at the end of each month during the period. 

‘‘(C) PRIOR AVERAGE EMPLOYMENT.—For 
purposes of this paragraph, the taxpayer’s 
‘prior average employment’ shall be the av-
erage number of full-time United States em-
ployees of the taxpayer during the period 
consisting of the 24 calendar months imme-
diately preceding the calendar month in 
which the taxpayer first receives a distribu-
tion described in subsection (a)(1). 

‘‘(D) FULL-TIME UNITED STATES EMPLOYEE.— 
For purposes of this paragraph— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘full-time 
United States employee’ means an individual 
who provides services in the United States as 
a full-time employee, based on the employ-
er’s standards and practices; except that re-
gardless of the employer’s classification of 
the employee, an employee whose normal 
schedule is 40 hours or more per week is con-
sidered a full-time employee. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION FOR CHANGES IN OWNERSHIP 
OF TRADES OR BUSINESSES.—Such term does 
not include— 

‘‘(I) any individual who was an employee, 
on the date of acquisition, of any trade or 
business acquired by the taxpayer during the 
24-month period referred to in subparagraph 
(A), and 

‘‘(II) any individual who was an employee 
of any trade or business disposed of by the 
taxpayer during the 24-month period referred 
to in subparagraph (A) or the 24-month pe-
riod referred to in subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(E) AGGREGATION RULES.—In determining 
the taxpayer’s average employment level 
and prior average employment, all domestic 
members of a controlled group shall be treat-
ed as a single taxpayer.’’. 
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(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years ending after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 19, 2012, at 9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR AND 

PENSIONS 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor 
and Pensions be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate to con-
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Making Col-
lege Affordability a Priority: Prom-
ising Practices and Strategies’’ on July 
19, 2012, at 10 a.m. in room 430 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building. 

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

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on July 19, 2012, in room SD–628 of 
the Dirksen Senate Office Building, at 
2:15 p.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘Impacts of Environmental Changes on 
Treaty Rights, Traditional Lifestyles, 
and Tribal Homelands.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized 
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on July 19, 2012, at 10 a.m., in SD– 
226 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing, to conduct an executive business 
meeting. 

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

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on July 19, 2012, at 2:30 p.m. 

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

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Steven Kirby, 
a member of my staff who is serving as 
an intern this summer, be granted the 
privilege of the floor for the balance of 
today. 

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Jennifer 
Parsons, a member of my staff, be 
granted floor privileges during today’s 
session of the Senate. 

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

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 3412 AND S. 3413 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that S. 3412 and S. 3413, 
which are both at the desk, be consid-
ered as having been read twice and 
placed on the calendar. 

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

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 3414 AND H.R. 5872 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, there are 
two bills at the desk, and I ask for 
their first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bills by title for 
the first time. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (S. 3414) to enhance the security and 
resiliency of the cyber and communications 
infrastructure of the United States. 

A bill (H.R. 5872) to require the President 
to provide a report detailing the sequester 

required by the Budget Control Act of 2011 on 
January 2, 2013. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask 
for a second reading on both these mat-
ters but object to my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bills will be 
read for a second time on the next leg-
islative day. 

f 

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JULY 23, 
2012 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 2 p.m. on Monday, July 23; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, and the time for the two lead-
ers be reserved for their use later in 
the day, and at that time I be recog-
nized; that at 5 p.m. the Senate proceed 
to executive session to consider Cal-
endar No. 663, the nomination of Mi-
chael A. Shipp to be U.S. district judge 
for the District of New Jersey, with 30 
minutes of debate equally divided and 
controlled in the usual form; further, 
that the cloture vote on the Shipp 
nomination be at 5:30 p.m. on Monday. 

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

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the next 
rollcall vote will be at 5:30 p.m. on 
Monday on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the Shipp nomination. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
JULY 23, 2012, AT 2 P.M. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Mr. 
President, if there is no further busi-
ness to come before the Senate, I ask 
that it adjourn under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 5:46 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
July 23, 2012, at 2 p.m. 
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STEVE EBNER TRIBUTE 

HON. SCOTT R. TIPTON 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Mr. Steve Ebner. Since 2006, Mr. 
Ebner has served as Fire Chief at the Fort 
Lewis Mesa Fire Department and on August 1, 
he will step down from this position. 

Beginning his career as a volunteer in Mary-
land, Mr. Ebner worked for nearly 42 years in 
the fire service industry. His experience 
gained him teaching positions at both the Uni-
versity of Maryland and San Juan College Fire 
Science Programs. In 2006, after many distin-
guished years of service, the Fort Lewis Fire 
Department appointed Mr. Ebner to the fire 
chief position. 

During his time at Fort Lewis Mesa, Mr. 
Ebner was essential to the development and 
expansion of the fire department. With im-
proved training sessions and enhanced serv-
ices, Mr. Ebner advanced the department’s 
ability to perform. His leadership and commit-
ment to the community were also recognized 
this past spring when eight department mem-
bers shaved their heads in support of Mr. 
Ebner’s battle with chemotherapy. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to recognize 
Chief Steve Ebner. I rise today to thank him 
for his work on behalf of the state of Colorado, 
and I wish him the best in his fight against 
cancer. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TERRI A. SEWELL 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday 
July 17 and Wednesday July 18, 2012, I was 
not present for recorded votes and was with 
my constituents in my district preparing for 
and attending tornado recovery related events 
with the First Lady of the United States. 

If I were present, I would have voted in the 
following way: 

Tuesday July 17 
H.R. 6018—To authorize appropriations for 

the Department of State for fiscal year 2013, 
and for other purposes—voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

S. 2009—Insular Areas Act of 2011—voted 
‘‘yes.’’ 

Wednesday July 18 
H.R. 5872—Sequestration Transparency Act 

of 2012—voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
McCollum Amendment to H.R. 5856—Re-

duces Military Retirement Funds (for military 
bands) by $187,770,000 and applies the sav-
ings to the spending reduction account—voted 
‘‘no.’’ 

Kingston/McCollum Amendment to H.R. 
5856—Reduces the amount of Defense De-
partment funding for professional sports spon-

sorships by $72,300,000 and applies the sav-
ings to the spending reduction account—voted 
‘‘yes.’’ 

Quigley Amendment to H.R. 5856—Re-
duces the Navy Shipbuilding and Conversion 
account by $988 million (funding for one 
DDG–51 Destroyer) and applies the savings to 
the spending reduction account—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Cohen Amendment (#1) to H.R. 5856—Re-
duces the Navy Cruiser Modernization account 
by $506,660,000 and increases the Defense 
Health Program (for cancer research) account 
by $470 million—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Pompeo Amendment to H.R. 5856—Strikes 
the $250 million Rapid Innovation Fund from 
the bill and applies the savings to the spend-
ing reduction account—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Markey Amendment (#1) to H.R. 5856—Re-
duces the funding for ground based missile 
defense by $75 million and applies the sav-
ings to the spending reduction account—voted 
‘‘no.’’ 

Amash Amendment to H.R. 5856—Allows 
outsourcing of Defense-related work and 
strikes the requirement that such outsourcing 
be done on a competitive and cost-beneficial 
basis—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Cohen Amendment (#2) to H.R. 5856—Re-
duces the Afghanistan Infrastructure Fund by 
$175 million and applies the savings to the 
spending reduction account—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Cicilline Amendment to H.R. 5856—Strikes 
the $375 million in funding for the Afghanistan 
Infrastructure Fund and applies the savings to 
the spending reduction account—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Woolsey Amendment (#1) to H.R. 5856— 
Reduces total defense funding by $181 mil-
lion—the same amount that the FY13 Trans-
portation/HUD bill cut the Federal Transit Ad-
ministration—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Markey Amendment (#2) to H.R. 5856— 
Prohibits the use of funds to operate or main-
tain more than 300 land-based intercontinental 
ballistic missiles (ICBMs)—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Woolsey Amendment (#2) to H.R. 5856— 
Reduces funding in the bill by $293,900,000— 
the same amount as was cut in the proposed 
FY13 Labor/HHS appropriations bill for Title X 
Family Planning (zeroing out the account)— 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Woolsey Amendment (#3) to H.R. 5856— 
Reduces funding in the bill by 
$1,700,000,000—the same amount as the Re-
publican budget cut the Social Services Block 
Grant program (zeroing out the account)— 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Lee Amendment to H.R. 5856—Reduces 
funding for the Overseas Contingency Oper-
ation (OCO) by $21 billion, excluding: the De-
fense Health Program; Defense Drug Interdic-
tion and Counter-Drug Activities; the Joint Im-
provised Explosive Device Defeat Fund; and 
the Office of the IG—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

King (IA) Amendment to H.R. 5856—Pro-
hibits the use of funds to be used to imple-
ment, administer, or enforce the requirements 
in the Davis-Bacon Act—voted ‘‘no.’’ 

RECOGNIZING THE FLINN FAMILY 
AS THE 2012 SANTA ROSA COUN-
TY, FLORIDA OUTSTANDING 
FARM FAMILY 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to recognize the Flinn family for being 
selected as the Santa Rosa County, Florida 
Outstanding Farm Family for 2012. 

Shannon Flinn first began farming with his 
father in his native Illinois. From a young age, 
he has always been actively involved in all as-
pects of farming and personifies the spirit of 
American ingenuity that has helped make our 
Nation prosperous. His hands-on experience 
helped develop a natural aptitude for finding 
unique solutions to complex problems. In 
1972, Shannon moved to Santa Rosa County, 
Florida, and in 1989, he and his wife, Audra, 
were married. Audra plays an instrumental 
role in their success, especially during the 
planting and harvesting seasons. 

The Flinn family embodies the industrious 
nature and household unity that characterizes 
our Nation’s family farmers. Today, along with 
their three children, the Flinns farm peanuts, 
cotton, corn, and soybeans on 500 acres of 
land in Northwest Florida. Sheldon, 16 years 
of age, is known as an excellent operator and 
is skilled at using essential farm equipment to 
plow, plant, and harvest the crops. Aaron, still 
relatively young at the age of 11, is a helpful 
worker who has already developed the pa-
tience required to think through problems that 
routinely arise on the farm. Megan, their oldest 
child, currently attends nursing school, but still 
finds time to help out on the farm when she 
is able. 

The Flinn family is also very active in their 
local church and Cobbtown Christian Acad-
emy, where Sheldon and Aaron attend school. 
Shannon also serves on both the Santa Rosa 
County Farm Bureau Board and the Jay Pea-
nut Farmers Cooperative Board of Directors. 

Mr. Speaker, our great Nation was built by 
farmers and their families. The Santa Rosa 
County Outstanding Farm Family of the Year 
Award is a reflection of the Flinns’ tireless 
work and their dedication to family, faith and 
farming. On behalf of the United States Con-
gress, I would like to offer my congratulations 
to the Flinn family for this great accomplish-
ment. My wife Vicki and I extend our best 
wishes for their continued success. 

f 

H.R. 4367 

HON. DON YOUNG 
OF ALASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to support H.R. 4367, a bill which would re-
move the current requirement under the Elec-
tronic Funds Transfer Act that ATM machines 
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have a physical label indicating the fee 
charge. Currently, ATM machines have both a 
physical posted notification and an on-screen 
prompt that inform the customer of any fees 
prior to the withdrawal or transfer of money. 
These fees are often used to offset the cost of 
a patron withdrawing money from an ATM 
owned by another financial institution. 

H.R. 4367 is an essential piece of legislation 
which prevents greed-motivated individuals 
from fraudulently removing the physical fee 
notification and then filing frivolous lawsuits on 
financial institutions for not having the physical 
notification posted. This fraud forces financial 
institutions to waste huge amounts of money 
on legal fees, some as much as $500,000, 
merely to defend frivolous lawsuits. Unfortu-
nately, the cost of this litigation forces banks 
to raise their ATM fees to deal with the action 
of a few unscrupulous individuals exploiting a 
legal loophole. 

Today, virtually all ATM machines display 
on-screen notifications of a transfer fee, prior 
to allowing the customer to withdraw money. 
Altering the law so that banks are only re-
quired to post an on-screen fee notification will 
help them avoid expensive, unjust, and unnec-
essary lawsuits. H.R. 4367 is an essential and 
necessary part of modernizing our financial 
regulations to fit the needs of the digital world. 
Please know that I firmly support H.R. 4367 
and would have voted in favor of it. 

f 

HONORING BARDSTOWN, KY 

HON. BRETT GUTHRIE 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate the town of Bardstown, Kentucky 
on its recent honor of being named the ‘‘Most 
Beautiful Small Town in America.’’ This dis-
tinction was made by Rand McNally and USA 
Today after considering the 650 nominated 
towns. 

This is a tremendous honor for Bardstown 
and its residents. Whenever people visit Ken-
tucky, I always tell them to visit Bardstown be-
cause I believe it best exemplifies the beauty 
of the Bluegrass State. I am proud to call Ken-
tucky my home, and I hope this honor will 
continue to draw attention to this beautiful 
town and all that Kentucky has to offer. 

Bardstown, the second oldest city in Ken-
tucky, has previously been named one of the 
100 Best Small Towns in America and one of 
the 50 Best Small Southern Towns. Bardstown 
is home to many historic and notable sites, 
most notably ‘‘My Old Kentucky Home,’’ which 
was visited by American composer Stephen 
Foster. The legendary story says it was his in-
spiration for the Kentucky State Song. 
Bardstown holds another impressive title of 
‘‘Bourbon Capital of the World.’’ Bardstown is 
home to Heaven Hill and Barton Brands and 
the distilleries at Maker’s Mark and Jim Beam 
are just outside of town. 

It is important to highlight the wonderful 
leadership of Bardstown, and this honor re-
flects on their work within the community. 
Thank you for making Bardstown what it is 
today. 

I encourage everyone to visit beautiful 
Bardstown, Kentucky. You will fall in love with 
the majestic landscape and the sense of com-
munity. 

RECOGNIZING 2012 BLUE STAR MU-
SEUMS: THE FRISCO HERITAGE 
MUSEUM AND THE COLLIN COUN-
TY FARM MUSEUM 

HON. SAM JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I am proud to recognize the Frisco Heritage 
Museum in Frisco, Texas and the Collin Coun-
ty Farm Museum in McKinney, Texas for par-
ticipating in the National Endowment for the 
Arts’ Blue Star Museums program. 

This program—also supported by Blue Star 
Families organizations and the United States 
Department of Defense—encourages muse-
ums across the country to offer free admission 
to active duty military personnel and their fam-
ilies between Memorial Day and Labor Day. 
Over 1,800 facilities nationwide participate, 
and many extend the offer of free admission 
to veterans of our Armed Forces. Two of 
these great institutions are located in Collin 
County, Texas, the place I’m privileged to call 
home. 

The Frisco Heritage Museum exists to ‘‘col-
lect, preserve, study, interpret, exhibit, and 
stimulate appreciation for the history and cul-
ture of Frisco, Texas—and the North Texas 
region—to all the people of the region.’’ This 
great museum is situated on a six-acre Herit-
age Center where folks can visit a reproduc-
tion of the Frisco Train Depot and historic 
buildings that were moved to the lot. The mu-
seum itself walks visitors through Frisco’s de-
velopment from a small railroad town to the 
fastest-growing city in America. 

Another museum designated as a Blue Star 
is the Collin County Farm Museum. This great 
facility, which boasts over 8,500 square feet of 
collections and exhibits, strives to ‘‘develop a 
better understanding and appreciation of Collin 
County’s rural heritage.’’ The museum also 
loans out artifacts to popular area attractions, 
allowing the public to enjoy historic equipment 
such as a Model T Ford and early-model trac-
tors. 

I commend both museums for honoring our 
nation’s heroes by opening their doors free of 
charge. After all, it’s the men and women of 
our Armed Forces who have defined the 
American story and who still fight to protect 
the freedoms that allow the United States to 
be the most innovative nation on earth. 

To the staff, supporters, and volunteers of 
the Frisco Heritage Museum and the Collin 
County Farm Museum, thank you for your 
first-rate efforts. You help make our commu-
nity great. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 18, 2012 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 5856) making ap-
propriations for the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2013, 
and for other purposes: 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chair, I rise in support of 
H.R. 5856, the Department of Defense Appro-
priations Act for Fiscal Year 2013. We are still 
a nation at war. Our troops continue to remain 
in harm’s way fighting for our country in Af-
ghanistan. Our consideration of this legislation 
must begin with an acknowledgement of this 
critical fact. 

In that light, I am pleased that this legisla-
tion gives our troops the support they need 
while they are serving our Nation abroad. The 
bill provides $519.2 billion for the Department 
of Defense’s base budget, and $88.5 billion in 
funding for the war. It also gives a 1.7 percent 
pay raise to our troops and provides $2.3 bil-
lion for family support and advocacy pro-
grams. I am also very pleased to see the 
Committee include $181 million in funding to 
keep the M–1 Abrams tank production line in 
operation, which will help ensure our military 
industrial base is strong and vibrant. The leg-
islation also provides $1.6 billion for activities 
to counter Improvised Explosive Devices 
(IEDs), which continue to be a leading killer of 
our troops abroad. All of these programs are 
an accurate reflection of our priorities as a na-
tion. 

That being said, I am dismayed that House 
Republicans chose to write all of this year’s 
appropriations bills under a lower limit than 
was established under the Budget Control Act 
(BCA). The BCA represents a bipartisan com-
promise on Federal spending and it should be 
respected. The Senate Committee on Appro-
priations is moving forward with the limit es-
tablished under the BCA with the blessing of 
the Republican leadership. Such a disconnect 
between the two bodies on an issue of critical 
significance only adds to the uncertainty sur-
rounding our economy and is not in our na-
tional interest. 

I urge all of my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this vital legislation so our troops 
can know they have the support of the Con-
gress. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF BISHOP 
GREGORY KEITH BLUE, D.MIN. 

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to Bishop Gregory Keith 
Blue, D.Min., Presiding Prelate of Perfecting 
Ministries Worldwide, Inc. and Overseer of 
Body of Christ Church International, who is 
celebrating 30 years of Pastoral Ministry this 
year. He will be honored at a banquet on Sat-
urday, July 21, 2012 and at a church service 
on Sunday, July 22, 2012, in Columbus, Geor-
gia. 

A native of Miami, Florida, Bishop Blue 
holds five degrees: a Bachelor of Arts in Psy-
chology, Bachelor of Science in Criminal Jus-
tice, Master of Arts in Psychology, Master of 
Divinity, and Doctorate of Divinity. 

Stepping out of the United Methodist 
Church, Dr. Gregory Blue stepped into apos-
tolic purpose birthing Perfecting Ministries 
Worldwide and Body of Christ Church Inter-
national. Following Ephesians 4:11–13, ‘‘So 
Christ himself gave the apostles, the prophets, 
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the evangelists, the pastors and teachers, to 
equip his people for works of service, so that 
the body of Christ may be built up until we all 
reach unity in the faith and in the knowledge 
of the Son of God and become mature, attain-
ing to the whole measure of the fullness of 
Christ,’’ the revelation became manifestation in 
July 2000 on a store front property in Colum-
bus, Georgia. 

Bishop Blue is responsible for establishing, 
developing, and perfecting the five-fold min-
istry by equipping and teaching followers of 
God and sending them out across the globe to 
found churches with Christ as the Chief Apos-
tle. 

A strong leader with an exceptional work 
ethic, Bishop Blue has spoken and shared the 
Word of God as a pastor throughout the State 
of Georgia since 1983. He had the honor of 
speaking at the Congressional Black Caucus 
in Washington, DC in 2002 and has received 
many civic and social awards both locally and 
nationally. He is also affiliated with Potter’s 
House International Pastoral Alliance (PHIPA) 
in Dallas, Texas and Summerfield Ministries in 
Raleigh, North Carolina. 

Bishop Blue has been sought out by local 
and state officials for his counsel and prayers. 
In late 2005, he traveled with Dr. Sherlock 
Bally to Israel to meet with key Israeli leaders. 
Since then, Bishop Blue has been traveling 
around the United States consecrating bishops 
and teaching true worship. 

A father of five, Bishop Blue meditates upon 
Psalm 66:12, ‘‘You have caused men to ride 
over our heads; we went through fire and 
through water; But You brought us out to rich 
fulfillment—abundance.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in paying tribute to Bishop G.K. Blue for 30 
outstanding years of Pastoral Ministry. He has 
transformed the lives of countless people and 
his leadership has inspired others to also help 
lead the way to eternal life. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE TOWN OF ATHOL 
ON THE OCCASION OF THE 250TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF ITS FOUNDING 

HON. JOHN W. OLVER 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the 250th anniversary of the town of 
Athol, Massachusetts. On March 4, 1762 the 
colonial Governor of Massachusetts, Sir 
Francis Bernard, officially incorporated the 
Town of Athol, Massachusetts into the com-
monwealth. The town was named in honor of 
the Scottish heritage of an influential settler, 
John Murray, who had ancestral ties to Blair 
Atholl in Scotland. 

As with many colonial towns and villages in 
western Massachusetts, agriculture was an 
important and prosperous industry. In Athol, 
that industry grew to include milling lumber, 
grains, and other agricultural products. The 
advent of the locomotive and the expansion of 
railroads to Athol contributed greatly to the 
economic growth of the town and to increasing 
trade with Springfield and Vermont. 

As the market for goods produced in Athol 
expanded, new industries, such as cotton 
processing, tanning, production of textiles, and 
metal working, flourished. Athol earned the 

nickname of ‘‘Tool Town’’ because of the Athol 
Machine Company and the L. S. Starrett Com-
pany, which produced machinists’ hand tools 
and precision tools and were both established 
in the 19th century. Athol’s booming economy 
turned the town into a destination for travelers 
from all across Massachusetts and New Eng-
land. Trolley lines from Athol to Orange shut-
tled visitors to and from their destinations. 

Today, Athol is again on the rise; its popu-
lation is increasing and the spirit of resilience 
and determination present in the days of the 
lumber mills and metal works factories re-
mains strong. On the occasion of the 250th 
anniversary of the town of Athol, Massachu-
setts, I congratulate its citizens and praise 
their dedication and perseverance throughout 
the town’s history. It has been an honor to 
represent this great community, and I wish the 
people of Athol a healthy and prosperous fu-
ture. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION 
TO REAUTHORIZE THE NA-
TIONAL WOMEN’S RIGHTS HIS-
TORY PROJECT 

HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce legislation that will reauthorize the 
National Women’s Rights History Project. I 
originally worked with then-Senator Hillary 
Clinton to create this project, and with the au-
thorization for the project. With its current au-
thorization set to expire in Fiscal Year 2013, it 
is vital that Congress pass this reauthorization 
and ensure that the women who have shaped 
our Nation’s history, and fought for women’s 
rights, are remembered and honored for gen-
erations to come. 

The National Women’s Rights History 
Project will establish an auto route linking sites 
significant to the struggle for women’s suf-
frage. It will also add to the National Register 
of ‘‘Places Where Women Made History,’’ a 
variety of historic sites that were home to piv-
otal moments in our Nation’s struggle for gen-
der equality. Finally, this Project will establish 
a public-private partnership network to offer fi-
nancial and technical assistance for edu-
cational programs about the history of the fight 
for women’s rights. 

On this day in 1848, Elizabeth Cady Stan-
ton, Lucretia Mott, and Mary Ann M’Clintock 
convened the first women’s rights convention 
at Wesleyan Chapel in Seneca Falls, New 
York. This event marked the beginning of a 
72-year struggle for women’s suffrage. During 
the convention, 68 women and 32 men signed 
the Declaration of Sentiments, which set out 
radical notions such as women’s freedom to 
own property, receive an education and earn 
fair wages. 

I am especially proud that it was in Roch-
ester, New York, where Susan B. Anthony 
fought so hard for the rights that women 
throughout this country rely on today. Among 
her many efforts, Susan B. Anthony estab-
lished the Equal Rights Association to refute 
ideas that women were inferior to men and 
fight for women’s right to vote. And in 1900, 
Anthony fought to tear down the walls of high-
er education. Twenty years earlier, a woman 

launched a brave petition to be the first female 
student at the University of Rochester. For al-
most twenty years, the petition was flatly de-
nied—until 1898, when the University said that 
women would be allowed if they raised 
$100,000 for the school. In today’s terms, that 
is equal to $2 million. 

By June 1900 a group of women had man-
aged to secure $40,000, and the University 
decided that women would be allowed to en-
roll if they could raise another $10,000 by 
September. Scrambling to reach the new goal, 
the women were $8,000 short a day before 
the deadline. With hours remaining, Susan B. 
Anthony stepped forward and raised $6,000 
from friends and family before pledging her 
own life insurance policy to raise the final 
$2,000 and throw open the doors of higher 
education in Rochester. 

Now, more than 100 years later, the Univer-
sity of Rochester is home to the Susan B. An-
thony Institute for Gender and Women’s Stud-
ies—one of the preeminent institutions in the 
world. 

These are the stories of incredible courage, 
dedication, and unyielding belief in equality 
that the National Women’s Rights History 
Project is designed to honor. 

The fight for women’s rights and equality 
still continues today. It was just 92 years ago 
that women were finally granted the right to 
vote. 

The struggle for women’s suffrage was 
never easy and it is vital that we honor the 
sacrifices and commitment of those who have 
led us here today. 

Reauthorizing the National Women’s Rights 
History Project Act will ensure that this impor-
tant civil rights story is celebrated for genera-
tions to come. I urge my colleagues to support 
this bill and reauthorize the National Women’s 
Rights History Project. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF SGT. RICHARD 
A. CUMMINGS, JR. 

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the late Sgt. Richard A. Cummings, Jr., 
a life long resident of Deal, New Jersey. Sgt. 
Cummings enlisted in the United States Ma-
rine Corps after high school and passed away 
while serving his country. His heroic actions to 
defend our nation’s freedom are truly worthy 
of this body’s recognition. 

Sgt. Richard Cummings, Jr. has exemplified 
a long standing history of dedication to his 
community and country. Sgt. Cummings at-
tended Deal Elementary School and is an 
alumnus of St. Rose High School in Belmar, 
New Jersey. Richard was a devout member of 
the First Baptist Church in Manasquan, New 
Jersey and dedicated his time to serving the 
community as a member of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, Post 2226. Richard was a 
member of Boy Scout Troop 70 and attained 
the rank of Life Scout. Sgt. Cummings enlisted 
in the United States Marine Corps the summer 
after he graduated high school. He proudly 
served at the 4th Marine Logistics Group in 
Red Bank, New Jersey as a diesel mechanic 
with the 6th Motor Transport Battalion and 
held this position for five years. Sgt. Cum-
mings’ most recent assignment was at the Ma-
rine Tactical Group, Marine Air Control Group– 
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48, in Great Lakes, Illinois. Sgt. Cummings 
also bravely served his country in Iraq sup-
porting Operation Enduring Freedom. He 
passed away while on assignment at Marine 
Air Base in Yuma, Arizona at the age of 
twenty-four. 

Sgt. Cummings is predeceased by his 
grandparents, Charles and Helen Cummings 
and Becky Correia. He is survived by his 
grandfather, Toddy Correia of Manasquan, 
New Jersey, his parents, Richard, Sr. and 
Odette Cummings of Deal, New Jersey, his 
sister, brother-in-law and niece, Stefanie, 
Aaron and Rebecca Green of Ocean Town-
ship, New Jersey and his sister and brother- 
in-law Amy and Jim Bonney of Brownsville, 
Vermont. Also surviving are his uncle and 
aunts, Elliott and Marybeth Correia, Dennis 
and Sheri Cummings, and cousins, Todd and 
Lt. Mark Correia, Gregory Cummings. He will 
also be missed by his cousins Amanda, Toby, 
Mia and Izzy Wood of Austin, Texas. Sgt. 
Cummings will always be remembered as a 
loving son, brother, gracious friend and loyal 
Marine. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
memorializing the life and legacy of Sgt. Rich-
ard A. Cummings, Jr. His faithful dedication 
and service toward his country continue to up-
hold the proud legacy and motto of the United 
States Marine Corps of honor, courage and 
commitment. 

f 

THE REHABILITATION OF 
HISTORIC SCHOOLS ACT 

HON. MICHAEL R. TURNER 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, today, 
my colleague, Congressman RUSS CARNAHAN, 
and I, as co-chairs of the Historic Preservation 
Caucus, introduced the Rehabilitation of His-
toric Schools Act, which would incentivize pri-
vate investment to help rehabilitate our coun-
try’s older K–12 public school buildings. 

It is imperative that we improve our edu-
cational facilities to help our children learn and 
compete in today’s economy. According to the 
Department of Education’s National Center for 
Education Statistics, 28 percent of all public 
K–12 schools were built before 1950. In addi-
tion, a study by the American Society of Civil 
Engineers gave the quality of our nation’s pub-
lic school facilities a ‘‘D’’ rating. As state and 
local governments continue to feel pressure in 
this difficult economy, Congress must remove 
red tape that hinders private investment in our 
public schools. 

Established by Congress over thirty years 
ago, the Historic Tax Credit, HTC, has helped 
create 2.2 million jobs, incentivized nearly 
$100 billion in private investment, and ren-
ovated more than 38,000 buildings, while help-
ing to revitalize our communities and protect 
our country’s cultural heritage. In 2011, the 
HTC leveraged more than $4 billion in private 
investment and helped create nearly 56,000 
jobs to rehabilitate 937 projects. 

Unfortunately, under current law, a restric-
tion on the prior use of a property limits the 
ability of local governments to partner with pri-
vate developers to rehabilitate older public 
schools through the use of the HTC. This bi-
partisan and bicameral bill would remove this 

barrier, incentivizing the renovation of older K– 
12 public schools, improving the learning envi-
ronment for our nation’s youth and helping 
spur local job creation. 

Our communities must have the ability to 
provide our children with the premier, 21st 
Century education they deserve. By allowing 
this incentivized private investment, school 
districts can rehabilitate their facilities at lower 
costs and dedicate more funding to educating 
their students. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues to co- 
sponsor this important bill. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 

SPEECH OF 

HON. RICHARD B. NUGENT 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 18, 2012 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 5856) making ap-
propriations for the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2013, 
and for other purposes: 

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Chair, it is DoD policy 
that when a servicemember becomes a cas-
ualty, his remains are returned to the family as 
quickly as possible with the utmost respect 
and dignity. 

This policy was revised and mandated by 
Congress in 2008 when new requirements 
were established for transportation and honor 
guards for the remains of combat casualties. 

As a nation, we owe our fallen heroes and 
their families a debt that can never truly be re-
paid. The dignified transfer of a casualty is the 
least that we can do to honor the sacrifice 
paid by the men and women who volunteer to 
lay their life down in the defense of others. 

I am happy that this bill in front of us today 
fully funds the transportation and escort of 
these heroes, and want to thank the Chairman 
and the Ranking Member for continuing to 
make this a priority. 

I remember meeting with a family from my 
district last year whose son, Corporal 
Johnathan W. Taylor, gave his life defending 
our freedom on February 22, 2011 in Afghani-
stan. 

Now beside his fellow brothers in uniform, 
his parents, Mark and Deborah, have said that 
they were proud to have seen their son off on 
what they like to call his final tour of duty. 

This final tour of duty was important for his 
family, as well as his friends and fellow Ma-
rines. 

It was important because they all had the 
opportunity to see Corporal Taylor return 
home for the last time, with the honor and mili-
tary escort he has so rightfully earned. 

Continuing to fully fund this important mis-
sion will allow other families, who have made 
the most difficult sacrifice imaginable, the op-
portunity to watch their children return home 
and laid to rest as a national hero. 

Army SPC Clarence Williams III will be laid 
to rest next Monday, on July 23, in the Florida 
National Cemetery. He was killed in action in 
Afghanistan last week. 

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS 
BRANDON D. GOODINE 

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, I 
come before you today with great sadness to 
honor one of Georgia’s own, Private First 
Class Brandon D. Goodine. On June 7th, 
Brandon gave the ultimate sacrifice when his 
unit was attacked with an improvised explo-
sive device by enemy forces in the Maiwand 
District of Kandahar province in Afghanistan 
while supporting Operation Enduring Freedom. 

Brandon was a beloved father, husband, 
brother, and son. He was taken from us much 
too soon, but not without accomplishing great 
things. He believed his greatest was his 3 
year old daughter, Kathryn. Brandon became 
a father at a young age, but devoted his life 
to making sure Kathryn had everything she 
needed. In fact, his reason for joining the 
Army was so that he could be sure she was 
taken care of. Her birth gave him direction and 
purpose in life, helping him believe he could 
accomplish anything. Everything that Brandon 
did was for Kathryn. 

Giving everything 110% was what Brandon 
did. He was just an all around great guy striv-
ing to make something of himself. Brandon at-
tended Henry County High School, and later 
joined the Navy ROTC at Greenville High 
School. On May 2, 2011, he joined the Army 
and served as a scout with Bravo Troop, 4th 
Battalion, 73rd Cavalry Regiment of the 82nd 
Airborne Division in Fort Bragg, NC. In his 
unit, he was a brother to his fellow para-
troopers. They remember not only laughing 
and having fun with him, but his kindness and 
generosity. Going out of his way to volunteer 
or help someone was not unusual for Bran-
don. On June 7th, he was assigned to a mis-
sion to prevent the enemy from freely attack-
ing peaceful communities. He bravely gave his 
life doing what he did best, helping others and 
giving them a chance for a better life. 

His commitment to his daughter, family, and 
our country inspired his older brother, Chris-
topher, to enlist in the Army 3 months later. 
Brandon’s mother, Mandy, said she was not 
only proud to be his mother, but his friend. He 
was a hero to his family, a role model for his 
three sisters and brother, and, a loving father, 
a dedicated husband to his wife, Nicole. One 
of the biggest tributes to Brandon’s life has 
been the support from the community. When 
Brandon was being transported home, flags 
were placed along the road to honor him and 
his sacrifice. He was laid to rest on June 18 
by his close friends and family in McDonough, 
GA. 

I am proud to stand before you to honor the 
life of PFC Brandon Goodine and to thank him 
for his service to our country. Brandon has left 
a lasting impression on all those he has 
touched, and his bravery will never be forgot-
ten. 

Joan and I extend our deepest sympathy to 
the friends and family of Brandon, and we will 
never forget his great sacrifice for our nation 
so that we may all live free. 
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DR. STEPHEN R. COVEY 

HON. JASON CHAFFETZ 
OF UTAH 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, today I would 
like to celebrate and honor the life of a great 
American who recently passed away—Dr. Ste-
phen R. Covey, who lived in my district and 
was a dear friend. He died this past week at 
the age of 79 with his family at his side. 

Dr. Covey received a bachelor’s degree 
from the University of Utah, a master’s in busi-
ness from Harvard, and a doctorate from 
Brigham Young University. He began his ca-
reer as a university professor and then later 
became a world-renowned author and leader-
ship consultant. He is the author of many 
international bestsellers, including The 7 Hab-
its of Highly Effective People, which has sold 
over 20 million copies and has been translated 
into 40 languages. In 2002, Forbes named it 
one of the 10 most influential management 
books ever written, and Chief Executive maga-
zine called it one of the two most influential 
books of the 20th Century. His other best-
sellers include First Things First, Principle- 
Centered Leadership, The 7 Habits of Highly 
Effective Families, and The 8th Habit. In 1996, 
Dr. Covey was named one of Time maga-
zine’s 25 most influential Americans. 

Dr. Covey founded Covey Leadership Cen-
ter, a leadership training company which later 
merged to become FranklinCovey in 1997. 
Since that time, FranklinCovey has grown to 
operate in over 125 countries throughout the 
world. Whether it was with Fortune 100 CEOs, 
heads of state, or university and grade school 
students, Dr. Covey devoted his life to spread-
ing principle-centered leadership and influ-
enced the lives of millions. 

Despite his astounding professional career, 
Dr. Covey always considered his family to be 
his most important work and greatest accom-
plishment. He was a devoted husband and fa-
ther, and was beloved by his nine children, 52 
grandchildren, and six great-grandchildren. In 
2003, he received one of his most meaningful 
awards—the Fatherhood Award from the Na-
tional Fatherhood Initiative. Dr. Covey truly ex-
emplified the principles he taught, balancing 
his family and personal priorities with an ex-
traordinary professional career. 

I invite my colleagues to join me in cele-
brating the life of one of the world’s best—Dr. 
Stephen R. Covey. He left a legacy to the 
world and his influence will be felt for genera-
tions to come. 

f 

RECOGNIZING RICE UNIVERSITY 
FOR 100 YEARS OF SUCCESS 

HON. SAM JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
it is a great honor to recognize the 100th anni-
versary of a fine higher educational institution 
in the Great State of Texas—Rice University. 
As one of only three Tier One schools in 
Texas, Rice also ranks among the world’s top 
100 universities. Consistently ranked as one of 
the nation’s premier institutions, Rice is a 

leading university in research and its stellar 
academic programs. 

Located in the center of Texas’ largest met-
ropolitan area, Rice’s small size allows for en-
riched personal interaction between students 
and professors. Year after year, the university 
produces first-rate graduates and students— 
many of whom have received such awards 
and distinctions as Fulbright Scholars, Mar-
shall Scholars, Mellon Fellows, and many 
other merits. This level of success is due in 
part to the distinguished faculty which consists 
of a Nobel laureate, a Pulitzer Prize award 
winner, 6 Fulbright Scholars, and 86 fellows of 
the National Science Foundation—just to 
name a few. 

In its 100 years of award-winning success, 
Rice University has established itself as a 
model institution of higher education, and its 
status as a top national university promises a 
remarkable future. Congratulations to every-
one who helped make 100 years of educating 
the best and brightest a reality at Rice Univer-
sity. For all you do for the state of Texas, God 
bless you, and I salute you. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO RYAN HANSON 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Ryan Hanson of 
Ames, Iowa for achieving the rank of Eagle 
Scout. 

The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad-
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained over the past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or-
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. The work ethic Ryan has 
shown in his Eagle Project, and every other 
project leading up to his Eagle Scout rank, 
speaks volumes of his commitment to serving 
a cause greater than himself and assisting his 
community. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication and per-
severance. I am honored to represent Ryan 
and his family in the United States Congress. 
I know that all of my colleagues in the House 
will join me in congratulating him in obtaining 
the Eagle Scout ranking, and will wish him 
continued success in his future education and 
career. 

HONORING DR. DEREK WILLARD, 
SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE 
PRESIDENT FOR GOVERN-
MENTAL RELATIONS AND ASSO-
CIATE VICE PRESIDENT FOR RE-
SEARCH AT THE UNIVERSITY OF 
IOWA 

HON. DAVID LOEBSACK 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, today I would 
like to recognize the long, successful, and 
highly dedicated career of Dr. Derek H. Wil-
lard, the Special Assistant to the President for 
Governmental Relations and the Associate 
Vice President for Research at the University 
of Iowa in Iowa City, Iowa. Derek has served 
the University of Iowa, the Iowa City commu-
nity, and the State of Iowa for almost three 
decades with admirable leadership, devotion, 
and loyalty. I have worked closely with him 
since I came to Congress six years ago, and 
it has truly been a privilege to witness and 
work with someone so focused on advocating 
on behalf of Iowans. 

Prior to coming to the University of Iowa, 
Derek earned his bachelor’s degree from the 
University of Rhode Island in 1964, a master’s 
degree from the University of Pennsylvania in 
1968, and served as a faculty member at the 
United States Air Force Academy. His own re-
search brought him to the Hawkeye State, 
where he earned his doctorate degree in 1975 
and began his long career at the University of 
Iowa. 

Since 1999, Derek has been the primary 
contact for federal relations and the Iowa 
Board of Regents at the University of Iowa, 
which is not only a top tier public university of 
over 45,000 students, faculty and staff but 
also a premier national research institution. He 
has overseen external funding for the Univer-
sity, and, under his leadership, funding se-
cured by the University from organizations 
such as the National Institute of Health has in-
creased from about $70 million annually to 
more than $386 million in 2008. 

Prior to his appointment as federal liaison, 
Derek served 17 years as Associate Vice 
President for Research, a position he still 
holds today and which demonstrates his im-
pressive dedication to the University of Iowa’s 
research mission. He also currently serves as 
a faculty member in the Department of Pre-
ventive and Community Dentistry, and pre-
viously served as Director of Behavioral 
Sciences. 

Among many career highlights, Derek 
played a pivotal role in securing funding and 
space on the University of Iowa campus for 
the National Advanced Driving Simulator. He 
also served as project director on a $2 million 
Higher Education Disaster Relief Grant, which 
provided much needed federal assistance in 
the wake of the Floods of 2008 that dev-
astated the University of Iowa campus. Derek 
was recently recognized by the Association of 
Public and Land Grant Universities with a Life-
time Achievement Award for governmental re-
lations. 

The many successes he has achieved both 
for the University of Iowa and on a personal 
level demonstrate Derek’s incredible dedica-
tion, professionalism, and commitment. On a 
personal level, I am grateful for Derek’s help-
fulness to my office in numerous generous 
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ways. His encyclopedic knowledge of Univer-
sity activities and his intelligent, openhanded 
advice has greatly helped me advocate on be-
half of the University of Iowa, its students, and 
its faculty and staff. My staff and I will always 
cherish his graciousness, his wisdom, and his 
thoughtfulness. 

On behalf of all Iowans, I would like to thank 
Derek for his years of service to the University 
of Iowa, the State of Iowa, and our nation. I 
know I join his colleagues, friends, and loved 
ones in wishing him well in his retirement. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. XAVIER BECERRA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I 
was unavoidably detained and missed rollcall 
vote 472. If present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall vote 472. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SHERIFF TOMAS S. 
HERRERA 

HON. HENRY CUELLAR 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the accomplishments of Sheriff 
Tomas S. Herrera, a distinguished individual 
who has served in law enforcement for 36 
years in South Texas. He has dedicated his 
career to assisting the Texas community 
through his involvement in various coalitions, 
councils and distinguished positions centered 
on efforts to protect Texas and our southwest 
border. 

Sheriff Herrera was born in Eagle Pass, 
Texas and is a graduate of Eagle Pass High. 
Mr. Herrera began his law enforcement career 
in 1974 and served as the Justice of the 
Peace until 1976. A year later he began his 
16-year service as Chief Deputy under the late 
Sheriff Tom Bowles. Mr. Herrera was a key in-
strument in the planning and building process 
of the new jail facility named after the late 
Tom Bowles. In addition, Sheriff Herrera 
served as Municipal Court Judge from 1995 to 
1997. After holding dual positions as Con-
stable and Deputy Constable, Mr. Tomas S. 
Herrera was sworn in as the Honorable Sheriff 
of Maverick County in 2005. 

Mr. Herrera is a highly regarded member of 
the South Texas community and has many 
notable career accomplishments. In an effort 
to assist the Federal Government in Homeland 
Security to protect our borders from terrorist 
activities or threats, he established the newly 
created Texas Border Sheriff’s Coalition in La-
redo, Texas in 2005. Under this newly created 
Coalition, he held the title of Secretary/Treas-
urer on the Executive Committee. Additionally, 
two years later Sheriff Herrera and other com-
munity individuals initiated the construction of 
a 688-bed detention facility. 

Mr. Herrera held key positions within the 
community and State of Texas, including an 
appointment by the Sheriff’s Association of 
Texas President by Sheriff Tomas Kerss to 
the Texas Jail Commission Committee. Sheriff 

Herrera also served as Chairman of the Texas 
Border Sheriff Coalition in 2007 and was ap-
pointed by Governor Rick Perry to the Border 
Security Council. From 2008 to 2009 Mr. Her-
rera was appointed as the Board of Director 
for the Southwest Border Sheriff Coalition 
(SWTBSC). Today, Sheriff Herrera continues 
to contribute to the community by being a 
member of the Sheriff’s Association of Texas. 
He was reappointed last year by the NSA 
President Sheriff Paul H. Fitzgerald to a 5th 
term to the Immigration/Border Security Com-
mittee. Mr. Herrera was also recently ap-
pointed by President of the Sheriffs’, JW 
Jankowski to the Jail Advisory Committee. Mr. 
Herrera is married to Magdalena P. Herrera 
and together they have three children and 
seven grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored and privileged to 
have this time to recognize Mr. Tomas S. Her-
rera’s extraordinary commitment and service 
in South Texas. His tremendous efforts to pro-
tect and serve the community have made a 
significant impact in the State of Texas. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT 
GENERAL DENNIS J. HEJLIK 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and congratulate native Iowan Lieu-
tenant General Dennis Hejlik of the United 
States Marine Corps on his illustrious 44-year 
military career that will be coming to a close 
on Monday at an awards dinner at the Marine 
Barracks in Washington, DC. 

Before he was a three-star general and 
commander of Marine Corps Forces Com-
mand, Lieutenant General Hejlik, then known 
around town as Dennis, grew up on a farm 
near Garner, Iowa, with his nine brothers and 
sisters. He would go on to graduate from Gar-
ner-Hayfield High School in 1965 and attend 
North Iowa Area Community College before 
beginning his military career when he enlisted 
in the Marines Corps in 1968. Four short 
years later, Lieutenant General Hejlik was 
commissioned through the Marine Corps Pla-
toon Leaders Course. Since joining the Ma-
rines, Lieutenant General Hejlik has gone on 
to become an honor graduate of the Basic 
School, the Amphibious Warfare School, the 
Marine Corps Command and Staff College, 
and the Naval War College. 

Lieutenant General Hejlik has earned nu-
merous decorations for his service over the 
last four decades including the Defense Supe-
rior Service Medal with Gold Star, Meritorious 
Service Medal with two Gold Stars, the Navy 
Marine Corps Achievement Medal, and the 
Leftwich Award, just to name a few. Since his 
humble beginnings in Iowa, his time with the 
Marine Corps has brought him to all corners of 
the globe, most recently culminating to his cur-
rent position as the commander of Marine 
Corps Forces Command in Norlfolk, Virginia 
and Marine Corps Forces Europe in 
Boblingen, Germany. 

Mr. Speaker, our country owes Lieutenant 
General Hejlik a great debt of gratitude for his 
decades of service and sacrifice. His unwaver-
ing commitment to serving his country and fel-
low Americans embodies the Iowa spirit. I 

know all of my colleagues in the United States 
House of Representatives will join me in 
thanking Lieutenant General Hejlik and con-
gratulating him on his truly stellar career. I 
wish him the best of luck in his future endeav-
ors as he begins a new chapter in his life. 

f 

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 

HON. MIKE COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, 
on January 20, 2009, the day President 
Obama took office, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $15,874,046,715,877.56. We’ve 
added $5,247,169,666,964.48 to our debt in 
just over 3 years. This is debt our Nation, our 
economy, and our children could have avoided 
with a balanced budget amendment. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BILL PASCRELL, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 18, 2012 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 5856) making ap-
propriations for the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2013, 
and for other purposes: 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chair, as Co-Chair of 
the Congressional Brain Injury Task Force, I 
have spent the last eleven years I have fought 
for patients with brain injuries, both on and off 
the battlefield. We all know that traumatic 
brain injury (TBI) is the signature wound of the 
conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan, and while we 
made great progress on ensuring our soldiers 
have the best care, there is still more work to 
be done. 

An Institute of Medicine study was released 
last week about the effects of Post Traumatic 
Stress Disorder (PTSD) on our troops who 
have served in Iraq and Afghanistan. I am par-
ticularly concerned with the report’s analysis of 
the Department of Defense’s efforts to identify 
and treat PTSD. The 2010 Defense Authoriza-
tion required this study as well as mandated 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to report a response to this 
report the relevant Committees by no later 
than January 1, 2013. 

As this report shows, there is still more work 
to be done when it comes to caring for our 
soldiers suffering from Post Traumatic Stress 
Disorder. The report notes that the prevalence 
of PTSD in 2.6 million service members who 
have served in Iraq or Afghanistan is at a 
staggering rate of 13% to 20%. This statistic 
points to the importance of finding better ways 
to identify and treat this ailment. The report’s 
many recommendations include the need for 
the Department of Defense to collect data on 
the delivery and effectiveness of all preven-
tion, screening, diagnosis, treatment and reha-
bilitative services currently in use to determine 
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best practices, as well as ensuring that PTSD 
screening occurs once a year. The report also 
points out barriers to care faced by returning 
soldiers to accessing care. 

It is clear that the Department of Defense 
must do more to ensure that soldiers who suf-
fer from Post Traumatic Stress Disorder are 
identified, the effectiveness of treatments are 
tracked, and that returning soldiers suffering 
from PTSD are encouraged to come out of the 
shadows. Making sure that funding for De-
fense Health programs and research into Post 
Traumatic Stress Disorder addresses the con-
cerns raised in the IOM report is extremely im-
portant. This year’s Defense Appropriations bill 
provides $125 million for traumatic brain injury 
and psychological health research, and $30 
million for suicide prevention and outreach 
programs. We must continue to make the in-
vestments in these critical areas to ensure the 
health and safety of all our returning soldiers. 

I hope that going forward, these rec-
ommendations will be factored into the re-
search and funding undertaken by the Depart-
ment of Defense-Defense Health Programs. 
With continued work and adequate funding for 
research and treatment for PTSD and TBI, I 
know our service members will be able to at-
tain improved health outcomes, live more pro-
ductive and satisfying lives, and ultimately, 
save our nation millions of dollars in future 
care costs. 

f 

HONORING THE SERVICE OF HE 
XIANGDONG, COUNSELOR, CON-
GRESSIONAL LIAISON OFFICE 
FOR THE CHINESE EMBASSY 

HON. ENI F. H. FALEOMAVAEGA 
OF AMERICAN SAMOA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the distinguished service of my 
good friend, He Xiangdong, Counselor for the 
Congressional Liaison Office of the Chinese 
Embassy. 

Counselor He graduated from Wuhan Uni-
versity in 1985. From 1985–1994, he was edi-
tor for the World Affairs Magazine in Beijing. 
From 1994–1996, he was Second Secretary of 
the Chinese Embassy in Oman. From 1996– 
1999, he served as First Secretary and Chief 
of the Political Section for the Chinese Em-
bassy in Saudi Arabia. From 1999–2004, he 
was First Secretary of the Policy Planning De-
partment in the Foreign Ministry of China. 

Since 2004, he has been assigned to work 
with the U.S. Congress to strengthen relations 
between China and the U.S., and having 
worked closely with him in my official capac-
ities as Chairman and Ranking Member of the 
Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific, I am 
proud of Counselor He’s accomplishments and 
the indelible mark he has made in furthering 
relations between our countries. 

Counselor He is to be commended for his 
exemplary service for and on behalf of the 
People’s Republic of China. He has served his 
nation well. 

On a personal note, I will miss him, and I 
extend to him my highest regards. 

A TRIBUTE TO BENJAMIN HURD 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Benjamin Hurd of 
Ames, Iowa for achieving the rank of Eagle 
Scout. 

The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad-
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained over the past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or-
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. The work ethic Benjamin has 
shown in his Eagle Project, and every other 
project leading up to his Eagle Scout rank, 
speaks volumes of his commitment to serving 
a cause greater than himself and assisting his 
community. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication and per-
severance. I am honored to represent Ben-
jamin and his family in the United States Con-
gress. I know that all of my colleagues in the 
House will join me in congratulating him in ob-
taining the Eagle Scout ranking, and will wish 
him continued success in his future education 
and career. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DOLORES HUERTA 

HON. HOWARD L. BERMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am honored to 
pay tribute to my dear friend Dolores Huerta, 
who recently received the Presidential Medal 
of Freedom. This coveted honor is the highest 
civilian award for service to the nation. It rec-
ognizes individuals who have made an espe-
cially meritorious contribution to the security or 
national interests of the United States, world 
peace, cultural or other significant public or 
private endeavors. 

Dolores is a world renowned activist and is 
regarded as the most prominent Chicana labor 
leader in the United States. She is currently 
the President of the Dolores Huerta Founda-
tion, whose mission is to build active commu-
nities in disadvantaged areas and to work to-
wards fair and equal access to healthcare, 
housing, education, jobs, civic participation 
and economic resources with an emphasis on 
women and youth. Dolores gives a voice to 
the voiceless and countless Americans owe a 
debt of immense gratitude to her for making 
their causes her own. 

I met Dolores in 1972 when I was a mem-
ber of the California State Legislature and she 
was the vice president and co-founder of the 
United Farm Workers of America. Over the 
last forty years, I have had the pleasure of 
working with her on many issues. 

In 1955, when she was only twenty-five 
years old, she found her calling as an orga-
nizer while serving in the leadership of the 

Stockton Community Service Organization 
(CSO), a grass roots organization that battled 
segregation and police brutality, led voter reg-
istration drives, pushed for improved public 
services, and fought to enact new legislation. 
Through her tireless lobbying efforts, she suc-
ceeded in getting the citizenship requirements 
removed from pension and public assistance 
programs. She was the leading force in the 
passage of legislation allowing voters to vote 
in Spanish, and the right to take the driver’s li-
cense examination in their native language. 

She has been arrested twenty-two times for 
participating in non-violent civil disobedience 
activities and strikes to protect farmers and 
women, which has resulted in great benefit to 
both groups. Due to her solid support for the 
grape strikes, farm workers won health and 
benefit plans for the first time, and those who 
had lived, worked, and paid taxes in the 
United States for many years were granted 
amnesty. Dolores fought tirelessly to provide a 
better working environment and stop the 
abuse of female immigrants across the U.S.- 
Mexican border, and she lobbied law enforce-
ment agencies in both countries to stop the 
brutal rape and the murder of these immi-
grants. 

Dolores was given the Outstanding Labor 
Leader Award in 1984 by the California State 
Senate. In 1993, she was inducted into the 
National Women’s Hall of Fame. That same 
year she received the American Civil Liberties 
Union (ACLU) Roger Baldwin Medal of Liberty 
Award; and the Eugene V. Debs Foundation 
Outstanding American Award, and the Ellis Is-
land Medal of Freedom Award. She is also the 
recipient of the Consumers’ Union Trumpeter’s 
Award. In 1998, she was one of three Ms. 
Magazine, ‘‘Women of the Year’’, and the La-
dies Home Journal’s, ‘‘100 Most Important 
Women of the 20th Century.’’ She received 
three honorary doctorate degrees for her ex-
traordinary life work. 

Mr. Speaker and distinguished colleagues, I 
ask you to join me in honoring Dolores Huerta 
for her outstanding contribution to our commu-
nity. Few Americans in our history have done 
more to protect workers and safeguard wom-
en’s rights than Dolores Huerta. We are a bet-
ter country because Dolores continues to play 
a vital role in shaping our laws and values. 

f 

HONORING MR. WILLIAM 
KAMPELMAN 

HON. RUSS CARNAHAN 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of a World War II Veteran, Mr. 
William Kampelman. He passed away in St. 
Louis, Missouri on Saturday, July 7, 2012. He 
will be deeply missed. 

After serving in World War II, Mr. William 
Kampelman founded an electrical business in 
Webster Groves, Missouri. Then he strength-
ened the community of Webster Groves by 
working for the Webster Groves Public Library. 

He was the beloved husband of the late 
Phillis Kampelman; father of Ann Amato, Bill, 
and Pat Quarles; and grandfather, great- 
grandfather, uncle, and friend. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand today to honor the life 
of William Kampelman. I invite my colleagues 
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to join me in this tribute to this incredible man, 
and hope that his legacy lives on for future 
generations. 

f 

WELCOMING THE XIX INTER-
NATIONAL AIDS CONFERENCE TO 
WASHINGTON, DC 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to welcome the XIX International 
AIDS Conference, AIDS 2012, back to Wash-
ington, DC. On July 22, 2012, more than 
30,000 people from approximately 200 coun-
tries are expected to converge on Washington, 
DC, for AIDS 2012, including 20,000 dele-
gates, 10,000 additional participants in the 
Global Village, and up to 2,000 journalists. 
Over the course of the Conference, which 
runs through July 27, 2012, the world’s lead-
ing scientists, public health experts, policy-
makers, community leaders, and persons liv-
ing with HIV/AIDS will chart the way forward in 
the global response to HIV/AIDS by turning 
the latest scientific advancements into action. 

The III International AIDS Conference was 
held in our Nation’s capital in 1987, the same 
year that the United States established a pol-
icy barring HIV-positive foreigners from obtain-
ing permanent immigration status or entering 
the United States without special waivers. As 
a result, no major scientific conferences on 
HIV/AIDS have been held in this country 
since—until now. Thanks to years of advocacy 
by countless individuals and the leadership of 
former President George W. Bush and Presi-
dent Barack Obama, the misguided travel and 
immigration ban against people with HIV was 
lifted in 2010. This was a critical step forward 
in addressing societal stigma and discrimina-
tory practices against people living with HIV/ 
AIDS. 

The return of the International AIDS Con-
ference to the United States could not come at 
a more critical time. Here at home, more than 
one million people are living with HIV and ap-
proximately 50,000 individuals become newly 
infected with the virus each year. And among 
individuals living with HIV, one in five is un-
aware of his or her infection. This not only in-
creases one’s risk for developing worse health 
outcomes and unknowingly transmitting the 
virus to others, but undermines HIV prevention 
efforts as a whole. Furthermore, significant 
disparities persist across diverse communities 
and populations with regard to incidence, ac-
cess to treatment, and health outcomes, par-
ticularly for men who have sex with men, 
MSM, African Americans and other minorities, 
women, and young people. 

However, more than 30 years after the be-
ginning of the epidemic, we are now at a point 
where we have the tools necessary to prevent 
the spread of HIV and bring an end to the cri-
sis. The theme of AIDS 2012, ‘‘Turning the 
Tide Together,’’ represents the challenge be-
fore us. In order to change the course of HIV/ 
AIDS in the United States and abroad, we 
must harness the potential of the most recent 
scientific advances in HIV/AIDS treatment and 
biomedical prevention, continue research for a 
HIV vaccine and cure, and scale up effective, 
evidence-based interventions in key settings. 

As the world’s leader in HIV research and the 
largest funder of international AIDS programs, 
including the President’s Emergency Plan for 
AIDS Relief, PEPFAR, and the Global Fund to 
Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, TB, and Malaria, 
continued commitment by the United States to 
HIV/AIDS research, prevention, and treatment 
programs is crucial to improving global health. 

Mr. Speaker, AIDS 2012 is a tremendous 
opportunity to further strengthen the role of the 
United States in global HIV/AIDS initiatives 
within the current context of significant global 
economic challenges. Therefore, I urge my 
colleagues to join me in welcoming the dele-
gates and participants of AIDS 2012 to Wash-
ington, DC, as well as commit to helping sup-
port a stronger international response to HIV/ 
AIDS, advancing the health and rights of peo-
ple living with HIV/AIDS, and working to create 
an ‘‘AIDS-free generation.’’ 

f 

LEADERSHIP ALLIANCE 

HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 
OF RHODE ISLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize the 20th anniversary of the Leadership 
Alliance. Founded in 1992 by Brown University 
in my home State of Rhode Island, the Lead-
ership Alliance is a national academic consor-
tium of leading research universities and mi-
nority-serving institutions with the mission to 
develop underrepresented students into out-
standing leaders and role models in academia, 
business, and public service. 

Through an organized program of research, 
networking, and mentorship at critical transi-
tions along the entire academic training path-
way, the Leadership Alliance prepares young 
scientists and scholars from underrepresented 
and underserved populations for graduate 
training and professional apprenticeships. 
Leadership Alliance faculty mentors provide 
high quality, cutting-edge research experi-
ences in all academic disciplines at the Na-
tion’s most competitive graduate training insti-
tutions and share insights into the nature of 
academic careers. 

During difficult economic times, it is impor-
tant to educate and train young people to be-
come active participants in the workforce. In 
particular, I believe we must build on pro-
grams in the science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics, or STEM fields. If we do not 
engage future generations to excel in these 
fields, it will hurt our Nation’s ability to inno-
vate, and hurt our employers’ ability to fill 21st 
century jobs. It is through their creativity and 
talent that we will strengthen our economy and 
competitiveness. 

In the 20 years since its establishment, the 
Leadership Alliance has proven that investing 
in our students yields immeasurable returns. 
Brown University has mentored 386 Leader-
ship Alliance participants, of whom 35 percent 
have received a graduate level degree. Nota-
bly, over half of the Leadership Alliance doc-
toral degree recipients are in the STEM dis-
ciplines. 

Opportunities through the Leadership Alli-
ance and other programs, such as the Com-
munity College to Career Fund, offer students 
of all gender, racial, and economic back-
grounds to get involved, and ultimately, to suc-

ceed. As co-chair of the Career and Technical 
Education Caucus, I am always searching for 
ways to excite and entice these young stu-
dents to develop their potential and share their 
knowledge. When we invest in their suc-
cesses, we invest in our economic future. 

I am pleased today to congratulate the 
Leadership Alliance and Brown University for 
20 years of mentoring a diverse, competitive 
research and scholarly workforce, and I look 
forward to following their successes over the 
next 20 years. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2013 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, July 18, 2012 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 5856) making ap-
propriations for the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2013, 
and for other purposes: 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chair, I 
rise in support of Mr. YOUNG’s statement. As 
a fellow * * * as is BILL YOUNG, and as a father 
of four sons currently in the military, I find the 
suggestion that the Department of Defense 
spends too much money recovering the re-
mains of our military men and women who are 
killed in action to be absolutely offensive and 
insensitive to military families. As Chair of the 
Military Personnel Subcommittee I appreciate 
the extraordinary efforts of recovery world-
wide. 

Our service members who are engaged in 
combat operations make a solemn vow to one 
another: ‘‘I will never leave a fallen comrade 
behind.’’ The military, consisting of all the 
branches of service have a similar responsi-
bility to the families of our service members. 
When a service member is killed in action, the 
military service branch that they belong to has 
a responsibility to return the remains home to 
the family. They have a responsibility to return 
the remains to their final resting place with 
dignity and honor. 

The military men and women who are killed 
in action overseas are heroes who make the 
ultimate sacrifice to preserve the freedom that 
we all enjoy. The military rightly does every-
thing necessary to return our service mem-
bers’ remains to their families. I believe that 
the military does a superb job under very try-
ing circumstances, and I know that our military 
families are very grateful. I know firsthand of 
this * * *. I sadly was present for the return of 
a brother-in-law killed overseas as a Marine 
pilot. Our family appreciated the proven love 
of the American people, which has been pro-
moted by Congressman BILL YOUNG and his 
wife, Beverly. 

f 

OBAMA TAX HIKES 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, at a time 
when businesses in this country are navigating 
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through waves of distress, the administration 
wants to deliver a tsunami in the form of tax 
increases. Taxing, taxing, taxing is about the 
only solution that it can come up with. But 
what it doesn’t seem to realize is how it’s 
failed all of us. It’s shrinking the economy 
even more and is shrinking paychecks too. If 
the administration lets the Bush era tax cuts 
expire, 700,000 jobs will be destroyed. And 
out of those jobs, 56,800 will be in Texas. 

The administration has had its chances to 
restore financial stability in this country without 
creating tax hikes. These tax increases not 
only target the wealthy. These taxes will actu-
ally take hard strikes at small businesses and 
the middle class. Contrary to what the admin-
istration believes, this is not fair. 

Ernst & Young’s latest study breaks it down 
just right. It examined the long-term impacts of 
increasing top tax rates. And let me tell you, 
they’re not good. The long-run economic con-
sequences are severe. Here it goes. 

The administration proposes a one-year ex-
tension of the current tax rates for households 
making $250,000 or less. Then, those making 
$250,000 or more, including a lot of small 
businesses that file under the individual rate, 
will pay the tax rates prior to the Bush era. 
That means the top rate will go from 35 per-
cent to 39.6 percent. Tax rates for the other 
top income tax bracket will go from 33 percent 
to 36 percent. 

But this isn’t all of them. The administration 
continues to tax. Medicare tax will go from 2.9 
percent to 3.8 percent. A new 3.8 percent tax 
will be implemented on investment income. 
And last but not least, higher taxes on capital 
gains and dividends. 

So, what does this total and how does it all 
play out? The combination of all these taxes 
will take the top individual income tax rate 
from 35 percent to 44.7 percent next year. 
And beware; this doesn’t include all of the 
Obamacare taxes that will empty your wallet in 
2013. 

What does this do? Approximately 2 million 
businesses will be affected by these tax hikes. 
This will take capital out of the hands of busi-
ness owners and reduced labor supply and 
the United States will lose $200 billion in eco-
nomic output. And extending the rates for fam-
ilies earning less than $250,000 will cost us 
$175 billion dollars next year. As bad as this 
sounds already, the tax hikes will likely force 
American employers to trim their workers’ pay 
by 1.8 percent. 

What will happen? Business firms will be hit 
hard. We will see patterns of less hiring, less 
investment in businesses, and retarded growth 
of these businesses in their sector. Sixty mil-
lion Americans are small business employees. 
About two out of three jobs was created by a 
small business. And the administration is try-
ing to take this away from us. 

We’ve had enough of their fun with taxes. 
As someone who claims his focus to be ‘‘re-
building the economy,’’ he is doing quite the 
opposite. Our lives now revolve around taxes 
and this is all thanks to our nation’s leader 
who thinks he can tax our way into economic 
prosperity. It doesn’t take a math genius to fig-
ure out that these tax numbers are not the so-
lution to a damaged economy. His idea that 
taxing the wealthy won’t hurt this economy is 
false. If his job is to stifle job creation, create 
class warfare, and even further damage our 
market, then he’s really done it well. 

We can’t afford to let this happen. 

We can’t afford to lose more than 700,000 
jobs. 

We can’t afford to give more control to our 
government. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

DESIGNATION OF AUGUST AS NA-
TIONAL FUEL EFFICIENCY 
MONTH 

HON. MIKE KELLY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
urge President Obama to designate August as 
National Fuel Efficiency Month. It is critical 
that we help educate the American public that 
we can all contribute to energy independence 
and environmental sustainability if we under-
take a few simple measures. 

More fuel-efficient vehicles are being built 
and sold in the United States every day. But 
as we head into the major summer driving 
season, it’s important to remember that we all 
can improve fuel efficiency right now, through 
a number of simple measures—even without 
buying a new car. 

In my home state of Pennsylvania, there 
were nearly 7.9 million passenger vehicles on 
the roads last year. Armstrong, Butler, 
Crawford, Erie, Mercer, Vernango, and Warren 
counties accounted for almost 500,000 of 
those registrations. For all of the drivers in 
Pennsylvania’s 3rd congressional district—and 
for all of the many drivers across the United 
States—we should be raising awareness 
about how to be more fuel efficient. 

For example, simply using cruise control will 
help drivers maintain a steady speed and save 
fuel. Tuning your car and keeping tires inflated 
each can increase your fuel economy by 3 or 
4%. Driving responsibly and at the speed limit 
also improve fuel economy. 

AAA and many other organizations have 
tips for driving economically. EPA also has 
posted information on efficient driving at http:// 
www.fueleconomy.gov/feg/drive.shtml. These 
techniques will save Americans fuel, decrease 
emissions and help us achieve energy inde-
pendence. 

Again, I urge the President to designate Au-
gust as National Fuel Efficiency Month. Such 
a designation would provide the perfect oppor-
tunity for all of us to take a good look at our 
driving habits and see how easily we can im-
prove fuel economy. 

f 

CONGRATULATING WILFRED COO-
PER, SR. FOR HIS INDUCTION 
INTO THE CALIFORNIA HOME-
BUILDING FOUNDATION’S HALL 
OF FAME 

HON. GARY G. MILLER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, it is with great pleasure that I rise to 
recognize Wilfred Cooper, Sr. for his service 
to the community and this nation. Mr. Cooper 
has recently been inducted into the California 
Homebuilding Foundation’s Hall of Fame, 

which honors individuals who are active in the 
home building industry and committed to im-
proving the lives of others through service to 
civic, social, and philanthropic organizations. 

Mr. Cooper has devoted his career to ad-
dressing the need for affordable and available 
housing at both the national and local level. 
He has served as senior life director of the 
National Association of Home Builders, chair-
man of NAHB’s Multifamily Council, and as a 
member of NAHB’s Low Income Housing Tax 
Credit Steering Group. Mr. Cooper also volun-
teers on the Board of Advisors for Jamboree 
Housing, the Board of Directors for Volunteers 
of America, and the Tuberous Sclerosis Alli-
ance. 

In addition to his advocacy and volunteer 
work, Mr. Cooper founded WNC & Associates, 
Inc. in 1971. It was one of the first affordable 
housing investors in the United States and has 
long been recognized as an industry leader in 
affordable housing. Today, his firm proudly 
serves more than 45,000 low and moderate 
income families in 42 states. 

Mr. Cooper’s tireless energy and passion, 
which is apparent in his business, advocacy, 
and volunteer work has bettered the lives of 
many and has produced positive change in 
neighborhoods across the nation. I cannot 
think of a more deserving candidate for this 
award. It is my privilege to congratulate Mr. 
Wilfred Cooper, Sr. on this recognition and for 
his lifetime of service to promote affordable 
housing in America. 

f 

IN HONORING OF THE 110TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF PLAST, THE 
UKRAINIAN SCOUTING ORGANI-
ZATION 

HON. MARCY KAPTUR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the 100th anniversary of Plast, the 
Ukrainian Scouting Organization. 

Plast was founded in 1911 by Dr. Oleksandr 
Tysovsky, and it is based on the principles of 
scouting started by Lord Baden Powell in 
Great Britain. 

As a consequence of the country’s absence 
of national independence through most of the 
20th Century, Plast was forced to go under-
ground when the occupying Soviet Union de-
clared the organization illegal and banned its 
activities. 

However, following World War II, when 
many Ukrainians emigrated to various coun-
tries of the Free World, including the United 
States, the plastuny among the émigrés 
formed Plast organizations in the countries of 
their settlement. This included incorporating 
‘‘Plast, Inc.’’ in 1950 in the state of Michigan. 

Additionally, after the Declaration of Inde-
pendence of Ukraine in 1991, Plast was re- 
constituted in Ukraine with the help of plastuny 
from the United States and other Free-World 
countries. 

Today, Plast is an international organization 
of Ukrainian youth which fosters personal de-
velopment, leadership and teamwork, as well 
as a love of Ukrainian culture and history 
while also raising youth to be conscientious, 
responsible and valuable citizens of their com-
munities at the local, national and international 
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level. Former President of Ukraine, Victor 
Yushchenko, is an honorary plastun, and 
Liubomyr Cardinal Husar, a U.S. citizen and 
now Patriarch-emeritus of the Ukrainian East-
ern Rite Catholic Church based in Ukraine is 
one of many distinguished plastuns. 

Currently, Plast has 23 branches coast to 
coast in the United States, and Plast will be 
celebrating its Centennial with a Jamboree in 
Ukraine August 10 to 24, with the official 
opening of the Jamboree Celebration on Au-
gust 19th in the city of L’viv. 

As such, we should recognize August 19, 
2012 as the Centennial Day of Plast, com-
mend the Ukrainian Scouting Organization for 
its tremendous contributions, and celebrate 
the Centennial of Plast. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. W. TODD AKIN 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 472, 
473, 474, 475, 476, 477, 478, 479, 480, 481, 
482, 483, 484, 485 and 486 I was delayed 
and unable to vote. Had I been present I 
would have voted ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 472, 
‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 473, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
474, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 475, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
No. 476, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 477, ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall No. 478, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 479, ‘‘no’’ 
on rollcall No. 480, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 481, 
‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 482, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 
483, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 484, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 
No. 485, ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 486. 

f 

A TRIBUTE TO JASON KENNETH 
WITTMUSS 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Jason Wittmuss of 
Waukee, Iowa for achieving the rank of Eagle 
Scout. 

The Eagle Scout rank is the highest ad-
vancement rank in scouting. Only about five 
percent of Boy Scouts earn the Eagle Scout 
Award. The award is a performance-based 
achievement with high standards that have 
been well-maintained over the past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or-
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Project to benefit 
the community. Jason’s project involved re-
modeling a gardening shed for Wildwood Hills 
Ranch, a summer camp program for low-in-
come youth. The work ethic Jason has shown 
in his Eagle Project, and every other project 
leading up to his Eagle Scout rank, speaks 
volumes of his commitment to serving a cause 
greater than himself and assisting his commu-
nity. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family demonstrates 
the rewards of hard work, dedication and per-
severance. I am honored to represent Jason 
and his family in the United States Congress. 
I know that all of my colleagues in the House 

will join me in congratulating him in obtaining 
the Eagle Scout ranking, and will wish him 
continued success in his future education and 
career. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, on July 18, 
2012, I was absent from the House and 
missed rollcall vote 481. 

Had I been present for rollcall 481, on 
agreeing to the Woolsey amendment to re-
duce the total amount of appropriations made 
by the bill by $181,000,000, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

HONORING DANIEL A. SCHULTZ 

HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor a constituent of the Seventh Congres-
sional District of Pennsylvania, Daniel A. 
Schultz, who recently lost his battle with Sar-
coma. 

Daniel Schultz was an outspoken advocate 
for Sarcoma awareness. Sarcoma is a rare, 
highly aggressive, cancer which can present 
anywhere in the body and occurs in connec-
tive tissues, such as muscle, fat, fibrous tissue 
and blood vessels. As with most rare dis-
eases, this cancer has a higher prevalence in 
children. Sarcoma represents approximately 
15 percent of all children’s cancers. Treat-
ments for rare diseases, like Sarcoma, are dif-
ficult to achieve which is why I was happy to 
cosponsor the Creating Hope Act, introduced 
by my colleague from Texas, Congressman 
MICHAEL MCCAUL. This bill, which was signed 
into law last month, creates incentives for the 
development of treatments for rare diseases 
that disproportionately impact children. In 
honor of Daniel A. Schultz, I would like to rec-
ognize the importance of Sarcoma Awareness. 

f 

HONORING MRS. STELLA TOKAR 

HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Mrs. Stella Tokar, an outstanding in-
dividual who has continuously supported the 
Miami community. 

As a busy military spouse and dedicated 
mother of two, Mrs. Tokar has always found 
time to represent and lead her community. Al-
though her family was constantly relocated 
around the nation to follow her husband who 
served in the military, this constant relocating 
did not stop her from giving back to her com-
munity. While living in Texas she was PTA 
President at four different schools in the area 
and served on a state appointed committee to 
institute media rating systems. While living in 

Annapolis, MD she was offered a position as 
Special Assistant to the House Majority Lead-
er of the State of Maryland, and shortly after 
was promoted to work in the Senate. 

Upon her arrival in South Florida she re-
turned to work in education, but quickly distin-
guished herself as a community leader and 
was asked to become the President/CEO of 
the Miramar Pembroke Pines Chamber of 
Commerce. During her tenure, she was able 
to transform a struggling establishment into 
what is now considered a fiscally sound and 
model Chamber of Commerce in the State of 
Florida. She has received numerous awards 
for her work including the 2011 Florida Asso-
ciation of Chamber Professionals ‘‘Profes-
sional of the Year’’ and has been recognized 
as one of ‘‘100 Most Influential Women in 
Broward County’’. 

Always striving for excellence and new en-
deavors Mrs. Tokar started her own company, 
BOLD Consulting, LLC, which stands for Build, 
Organize, Lead, and Discover. Mrs. Tokar is 
an accomplished businesswoman and commu-
nity representative, but she considers her 
greatest treasures in life to be her husband, 
children, and grandchild. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to pay tribute to 
Mrs. Stella Tokar for her continued service to 
the Miami community and I ask my colleagues 
to join me in recognizing this exemplary indi-
vidual. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF REVEREND DR. 
ROBERT E. PRICE, SR. 

HON. PETE SESSIONS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
memory of Reverend Dr. Robert E. Price, Sr., 
the pastor of New Mount Zion Baptist Church 
in Dallas, Texas. Dr. Price passed away on 
Saturday, July 14, 2012. 

Born in Smithville, Texas, Dr. Price grew up 
in a large family as the second youngest of 
eleven children. At an early age, he took a 
strong interest in ministry. He helped local 
pastors during his high school years and as-
sisted chaplains during his tenure in the U.S. 
Army. After retiring from a successful career at 
a mortgage banking company, Dr. Price felt 
the call to ministry. He attended Bishop Col-
lege for training in theology and later grad-
uated from Saint Thomas Christian College 
with a Doctor of Divinity degree. 

Dr. Price was a man with great vision who 
wholeheartedly dedicated himself to serving 
his community. Under his leadership, New 
Mount Zion Baptist Church grew from less 
than one hundred members to over 3,000 
members. It also began to offer a variety of 
ministries, including educational, business, 
and technological ministries, to meet the 
needs of its congregation. His dreams of hav-
ing a day care center and credit union for the 
church also came to fruition. To recognize Dr. 
Price and his dedicated service to our commu-
nity, I sponsored legislation to have a local 
post office named in his honor. In March 2007, 
I had the privilege of attending the dedication 
ceremony, where I witnessed firsthand the 
countless elected officials, community leaders, 
and individuals that came out to show their 
support, love, and respect for Dr. Price. His 
legacy is one of faith, service, and charity. 
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Dr. Price is survived by his loving wife, 

Deloris Brashear Price; his son, Robert E. 
Price, Jr.; his daughters, Patricia Hicks and 
Lisa Rausaw; and his grandsons, Donald 
Hicks, Kelvin Rausaw, Jr. and Kortland 
Rausaw. I am honored to have known Dr. 
Price and know that he will be greatly missed. 
May the peace of God be with those he loved 
and sustain them through this hour of sorrow. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF PRESIDING 
JUDGE HERBERT E. PHIPPS 

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it is 
my pleasure and honor to extend my sincerest 
appreciation and personal congratulations to 
Presiding Judge Herbert E. Phipps for his dis-
tinguished service on the Court of Appeals of 
the State of Georgia. On Monday, July 23, 
2012, his legacy as a judge will be recognized 
at the Unveiling and Hanging of His Portrait at 
the Judicial Building in Albany, Georgia, where 
he first began his career as a judge in 1980. 

Presiding Judge Phipps was born in Baker 
County, Georgia to J.W. Phipps and Marion 
Gadson Phipps. He earned a Bachelor’s de-
gree in Political Science from Morehouse Col-
lege in 1964. He has traveled throughout Eu-
rope and Asia and taught English at 
Thammasatt University and private schools in 
Thailand. He earned a Juris Doctor degree in 
1971 from Case Western Reserve University 
School of Law in Cleveland, Ohio where he 
also served as an editor of the Law Review. 
In 2004, he was awarded a Master of Laws in 
the Judicial Process from the University of Vir-
ginia School of Law. 

Presiding Judge Phipps returned to Albany, 
Georgia in 1971 to practice law, focusing on 
civil rights litigation. In 1980, he was appointed 
part-time Magistrate and Associate Judge of 
the Dougherty County State Court and in 
1988, he was appointed to the Dougherty Cir-
cuit Juvenile Court. In 1995, he was appointed 
Judge of the Dougherty County Superior Court 
by Governor Zell Miller and in 1999, Governor 
Roy Barnes appointed him to the Court of Ap-
peals. In April 2010, he became a Presiding 
Judge of the Court of Appeals. 

Due to his enduring dedication and his 
strong leadership, Presiding Judge Phipps has 
received many awards, including the Justice 
Robert Benham Award for Community Service 
from the State Bar of Georgia. In 2007, he 
was inducted into the Society of Benchers of 
Case Western Reserve School of Law and his 
Commencement Address to the Class of 2007 
of Case Western Reserve School of Law, 
‘‘Lawyers—the Guardians of Truth and Jus-
tice,’’ is published at 58 Case Western Re-
serve Law Review 483 (2008). 

In conjunction with his professional accom-
plishments, Presiding Judge Phipps has 
served on a number of boards and commis-
sions and has been involved with many law 
and professional organizations. He also lives a 
life of service and faith, attending Bethel 
A.M.E. Church in Albany and serving as a 
past President of the Albany Association for 
Retarded Citizens, the Albany Sickle Cell 
Foundation, the Faith Fund Foundation and 
The Criterion Club, as well as being a member 
of numerous community organizations. 

Presiding Judge Phipps has accomplished 
many things in his life but none of this would 
have been possible without the enduring love 
and support of his wife Connie, children Her-
bert and India, son-in-law Will J. Epps and 
granddaughter Zoë Olivia Epps. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in paying tribute to Presiding Judge Herbert E. 
Phipps for his outstanding professional 
achievements and dedicated service to the 
people of the state of Georgia. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE TOWN OF 
SANDISFIELD ON THE OCCASION 
OF THE 250TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
ITS FOUNDING 

HON. JOHN W. OLVER 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, on March 6, 
1762, Sir Francis Bernard, colonial Governor 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, ap-
proved the incorporation of the town of 
Sandisfield. The town was named for Samuel 
Sandys, the First Lord of Trade from 1761 to 
1763. Beginning around 1750, settlers from 
Connecticut Colony, drawn in by the abun-
dance of land, arrived in what had been called 
‘‘Housatonic Plantation Number Three.’’ 

Today, Sandisfield boasts 53 square miles 
of land, the largest in Berkshire County, cov-
ered with flourishing forests and countless 
brooks, streams, and ponds. Sandisfield’s nat-
ural beauty, highlighted in the Sandisfield 
State Forest, Knox Trail, and York Lake, pro-
vides many opportunities to explore hidden 
trails, undisturbed woods, and shimmering 
lakes. 

Sandisfield’s golden age, filled with the buzz 
and vibrancy of sawmills, tanneries, and nu-
merous dairy farms, is not forgotten today; 
more than one hundred buildings from the 
18th and 19th centuries remain. Three are in-
cluded on the National Register of Historic 
Places, including the Baptist Meeting House 
from 1842. The building now houses the 
Sandisfield Arts Center, which exemplifies the 
centrality of community, so important to many 
cities and towns in western Massachusetts. 

On the occasion of the 250th anniversary of 
the town of Sandisfield, Massachusetts, I con-
gratulate its citizens and praise their civic 
dedication and perseverance throughout the 
town’s history. It has been an honor to rep-
resent this great community, and I wish the 
people of Sandisfield a healthy and pros-
perous future. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE JOHN F. 
KENNEDY HYANNIS MUSEUM 

HON. WILLIAM R. KEATING 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the John F. Kennedy Hyannis Mu-
seum on its twentieth anniversary. 

For the past two decades, the John F. Ken-
nedy Hyannis Museum has been providing 
Cape Cod residents and visitors with a 
glimpse into the life that President Kennedy 

and his family led on the Cape. Founded in 
1992 by the Hyannis Chamber of Commerce, 
the Museum has since served as a favorite 
Main Street destination in the town, show-
casing rare photographs and family artifacts 
that reflect the laid-back summer vacations 
enjoyed by the Kennedys on the beaches of 
Hyannis. Guests of the museum are greeted 
with a bronze statue of the President just out-
side the main entrance, pensively walking 
along a sandy beach, which calls to mind the 
President once saying that ‘‘the Cape is the 
one place I can think and be alone.’’ Once in-
side, the main gallery houses photos from 
family albums and clips from home movies. 
These images, of the Kennedys relaxing on 
the beach and enjoying time with their friends, 
could come from the album of any American 
family. Even though the Kennedys’ other 
home was the White House at the time that 
many of these pictures were taken, the Ken-
nedy Hyannis Museum’s display accurately 
portrays the truly down-to-earth family that the 
Kennedys were. 

The Museum is also famous in the Hyannis 
area for hosting many special exhibits and lec-
ture series. The now-sold-out series, Mrs. 
Kennedy and Me, opened this past June, and 
details what it was like to be a secret service 
agent during the Kennedy presidency. Jackie 
Kennedy—Life on Cape Cod is another spe-
cial exhibit that the Museum launched this 
summer, achieving great critical success. As 
the Museum showcases such an important as-
pect of our local and national history, it con-
tinues to thrive, and it remains a celebrated 
destination in downtown Hyannis. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to recognize the 
John F. Kennedy Hyannis Museum on its 
twentieth anniversary. I ask that my col-
leagues join me in congratulating the Museum 
for its many years of success, and in applaud-
ing it for preserving this important era of Cape 
Cod’s history. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TIMOTHY V. JOHNSON 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker on 
rollcall No. 490 I was present for all prior and 
subsequent votes but was off the floor on leg-
islative business and inadvertently missed the 
vote. I support the underlying concept of non- 
intervention regarding the subject material, but 
also feel the amendment was excessively 
micromanagerial and did not accomplish mine 
and the sponsor’s objectives. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘present.’’ 

f 

38TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE ILLE-
GAL INVASION OF CYPRUS BY 
TURKISH ARMED FORCES 

HON. NIKI TSONGAS 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, today marks 
the 38th anniversary of the illegal invasion of 
Cyprus by Turkish armed forces. The lengthy 
duration of this occupation, which consumes 
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nearly 37% of Cyprus’ territory, is particularly 
disappointing given the number of multilateral 
organizations—the UN, NATO and the EU— 
who have a vested interest in this dispute and 
who should work in concert to bring about a 
peaceful resolution. While some progress has 
been made, there is still much work to be 
done. Greek Cypriots have been evicted from 
their property, and cultural and religious dese-
cration has been widespread. The Turkish 
government cannot maintain this occupation 
and hope to ever achieve membership in the 
EU. 

Respect for international law and calls for 
self-representation must be answered with re-
gard to Cyprus. Turkey must live up to its 
international responsibilities and return all of 
Cyprus to the Cypriots. Throughout my tenure 
in Congress, I have supported a variety of ini-
tiatives in support of this outcome including 
sending letters to President Obama and Sec-
retary Clinton applauding the administration’s 
commitment to exercise U.S. leadership in the 
negotiation for a just solution on Cyprus. We 
agree that a solution to the Cyprus problem 
should result in a single, sovereign country 
within a bi-zonal, bi-communal federation. 38 
years of discord is long enough; Cypriots de-
serve a government for them and by them. 

Since his election in February 2008, Presi-
dent Demetris Christofias has followed through 
on his promise to make the solution of the Cy-
prus problem his top priority and principal con-
cern. In September of 2008, he embarked on 

negotiations with the then-leader of the Turk-
ish Cypriot community, Mr. Mehmet Ali Talat, 
under the auspices of the United Nations with 
U.S. support. He also continued these nego-
tiations with the new leader of the Turkish 
Cypriot community, Mr. Dervis Eroglu. 

Unfortunately, despite these negotiations, 
Turkey has stepped up its efforts to illegally 
obtain natural resources like oil and natural 
gas from the Republic of Cyprus’ sovereign 
territory. Furthermore, Turkey’s threat of pos-
sible annexation of northern Cyprus and Tur-
key’s refusal to be a part of any EU discus-
sion, communication, or policymaking while 
Cyprus holds the EU presidency does nothing 
to facilitate progress. 

The solution must reunite the island and 
safeguard the human rights and fundamental 
freedoms of all Cypriots and the withdrawal of 
Turkish forces from Cyprus. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF DR. 
ROBERT EARL PRICE, SR. 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 19, 2012 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor the life of 
Dr. Robert Earl Price, Sr., the late pastor of 
the New Mount Zion Baptist Church of Dallas. 

Dr. Price dedicated more than 42 years of his 
life to his congregation before he passed away 
at the age of 80. 

Dr. Price was born in Smithville, Texas, 
where he grew up working with local pastors 
in spreading their ministry. Dr. Price later set-
tled in Dallas with his wife, and went on to 
have three children, whom he loved tremen-
dously. While he was devoted primarily to his 
church, Dr. Price spent time with a number of 
groups such as the NAACP and Dallas Mu-
seum of Art, contributing to the betterment of 
his community. 

Dr. Price was a vibrant leader who was well 
respected within the church and Dallas, and 
credited with expanding the church’s services 
and bolstering their ranks. The New Mount 
Zion Baptist Church grew to be a pillar of the 
community under the leadership and direction 
of Dr. Price. The church now houses a robust 
food bank, a day care that now serves nearly 
110 families, and a credit union for local resi-
dents. Dr. Price provided spiritual guidance 
and inspired his congregants to strive to bring 
about positive social change. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Price led with the utmost 
integrity in his work. He prided himself on his 
faith, and others often looked to Dr. Price for 
spiritual guidance. It comes as a great loss to 
the community to hear of his passing, however 
his invaluable contributions have gone far from 
unnoticed. I hope his friends, loved ones, and 
congregants can take comfort in the good he 
did. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:00 Jul 20, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A19JY8.029 E19JYPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 D
S

K
6V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 R
E

M
A

R
K

S



D745 
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Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

House passed H.R. 5856, Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 
2013. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S5169–S5238 
Measures Introduced: Thirteen bills and one reso-
lution were introduced, as follows: S. 3403–3415 
and S. Con. Res. 52.                                         Pages S5211–12 

Measures Reported: 
S. 2104, to amend the Water Resources Research 

Act of 1984 to reauthorize grants for and require ap-
plied water supply research regarding the water re-
sources research and technology institutes established 
under that Act. (S. Rept. No. 112–189) 

H.R. 1160, to require the Secretary of the Interior 
to convey the McKinney Lake National Fish Hatch-
ery to the State of North Carolina. (S. Rept. No. 
112–190) 

S. 285, for the relief of Sopuruchi Chukwueke, 
with an amendment. 

S. 3276, to extend certain amendments made by 
the FISA Amendments Act of 2008, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute. 

S. 3406, to authorize the extension of nondiscrim-
inatory treatment (normal trade relations treatment) 
to products of the Russian Federation and Moldova, 
to require reports on the compliance of the Russian 
Federation with its obligations as a member of the 
World Trade Organization, and to impose sanctions 
on persons responsible for gross violations of human 
rights.                                                                               Page S5211 

Measures Considered: 
Bring Jobs Home Act: Senate continued consider-

ation of the motion to proceed to consideration of S. 
3364, to provide an incentive for businesses to bring 
jobs back to America.                                Pages S5169–S5202 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 56 yeas to 42 nays (Vote No. 181), 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 motion to proceed to 
consideration of the bill.                                         Page S5189 

Second Reading—Agreement: A unanimous-con-
sent agreement was reached providing that S. 3412 
and S. 3413 be considered as having been read twice 
and placed on the calendar.                   Pages S5210, S5238 

Shipp Nomination—Agreement: Senate began 
consideration of the nomination of Michael A. Shipp, 
of New Jersey, to be United States District Judge for 
the District of New Jersey.                                   Page S5202 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, and pursuant to the unanimous-consent 
agreement of Thursday, July 19, 2012, a vote on 
cloture will occur at 5:30 p.m. on Monday, July 23, 
2012.                                                                                Page S5202 

A unanimous-consent-time agreement was reached 
providing that at 5 p.m., on Monday, July 23, 2012, 
Senate resume consideration of the nomination; with 
30 minutes of debate equally divided and controlled 
in the usual form; provided further, that the cloture 
vote on the nomination be at 5:30 p.m.        Page S5238 

Messages from the House:                        Pages S5209–10 

Measures Placed on the Calendar: 
                                                                            Pages S5210, S5238 

Measures Read the First Time:       Pages S5210, S5238 

Enrolled Bills Presented:                                    Page S5210 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S5210–11 

Executive Reports of Committees:               Page S5211 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S5212–13 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S5213–24 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S5205–09 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S5224–38 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S5238 
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Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S5238 

Record Votes: One record vote was taken today. 
(Total—181)                                                                 Page S5189 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:30 a.m. and 
adjourned at 5:46 p.m., until 2 p.m. on Monday, 
July 23, 2012. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S5238.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

NOMINATIONS 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the nominations of General Mark 
A. Welsh III, USAF for reappointment to the grade 
of general and to be Chief of Staff, United States Air 
Force, Lieutenant General John F. Kelly, USMC to 
be general and Commander, United States Southern 
Command, and Lieutenant General Frank J. Grass, 
ARNG to be general and Chief, National Guard Bu-
reau, after the nominees testified and answered ques-
tions in their own behalf. 

COLLEGE AFFORDABILITY 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine making 
college affordability a priority, focusing on prom-
ising practices and strategies, after receiving testi-
mony from Donald E. Heller, Michigan State Uni-
versity, East Lansing; Steven Leath, Iowa State Uni-
versity, Ames; Jim Murdaugh, Tallahassee Commu-
nity College, Tallahassee, Florida; Thomas J. Snyder, 
Ivy Tech Community College, Bloomington, Indi-
ana, on behalf of Rebuilding America’s Middle Class; 
and Carol A. Twigg, The National Center for Aca-
demic Transformation, Saratoga Springs, New York. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES 
Committee on Indian Affairs: Committee concluded an 
oversight hearing to examine the impacts of environ-
mental changes on treaty rights, traditional lifestyles, 

and tribal homelands, after receiving testimony from 
JoAnn Chase, Director, American Indian Environ-
mental Office, Environmental Protection Agency; 
Margaret A. Davidson, Acting Director, Office of 
Ocean and Coastal Resource Management, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Depart-
ment of Commerce; Mike Williams, Yupiit Nation, 
Akiak, Alaska; Tex G. Hall, Mandan, Hidatsa and 
Arikara Nation of the Fort Berthold Reservation, 
New Town, North Dakota; Thomas Dardar, Jr., 
United Houma Nation, Golden Meadow, Louisiana; 
Billy Frank, Jr., Northwest Indian Fisheries Com-
mission, Olympia, Washington; and Malia 
Akutagawa, University of Hawai’i William S. Rich-
ardson School of Law Ka Huli Ao Center for Excel-
lence in Native Hawaiian Law and the 
Hawai’inuiakea School of Hawaiian Knowledge, 
Honolulu. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the following business items: 

S. 285, for the relief of Sopuruchi Chukwueke, 
with an amendment; 

S. 3276, to extend certain amendments made by 
the FISA Amendments Act of 2008, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute; and 

The nominations of Frank Paul Geraci, Jr., to be 
United States District Judge for the Western Dis-
trict of New York, Fernando M. Olguin, to be 
United States District Judge for the Central District 
of California, Malachy Edward Mannion, and Mat-
thew W. Brann, both to be a United States District 
Judge for the Middle District of Pennsylvania, and 
Charles R. Breyer, of California, to be a Member of 
the United States Sentencing Commission. 

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: 14 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 6150–6163; and 3 resolutions, H. 
Res. 735–737 were introduced.                  Pages H5077–78 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H5078–79 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 5958, to name the Jamaica Bay Wildlife 

Refuge Visitor Contact Station of the Jamaica Bay 
Wildlife Refuge unit of Gateway National Recre-
ation Area in honor of James L. Buckley (H. Rept. 
112–608); 
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H.R. 2834, to recognize the heritage of rec-
reational fishing, hunting, and shooting on Federal 
public lands and ensure continued opportunities for 
these activities, with an amendment (H. Rept. 
112–609, Pt. 1); 

H.R. 6029, to amend title 18, United States 
Code, to provide for increased penalties for foreign 
and economic espionage, and for other purposes (H. 
Rept. 112–610); 

H.R. 2467, to take certain Federal lands in Mono 
County, California, into trust for the benefit of the 
Bridgeport Indian Colony, with an amendment (H. 
Rept. 112–611); 

H.R. 4484, to provide for the conveyance of a 
small parcel of National Forest System land in the 
Uinta-Wasatch-Cache National Forest in Utah to 
Brigham Young University, and for other purposes, 
with an amendment (H. Rept. 112–612); 

H.R. 3742, to designate the United States court-
house located at 100 North Church Street in Las 
Cruces, New Mexico, as the ‘‘Edwin L. Mechem 
United States Courthouse’’ (H. Rept. 112–613); and 

H.R. 4347, to designate the United States court-
house located at 709 West 9th Street in Juneau, 
Alaska, as the ‘‘Robert Boochever United States 
Courthouse’’ (H. Rept. 112–614).                     Page H5077 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Webster to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H5013 

Recess: The House recessed at 11:19 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 noon.                                       Pages H5021–22 

Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the guest chap-
lain, Reverend Jeffrey Bayhi, St. John the Baptist 
Catholic Church, Baton Rouge, Louisiana.   Page H5022 

Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 
2013: The House passed H.R. 5856, making appro-
priations for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2013, by a yea-and-nay 
vote of 326 yeas to 90 nays, Roll No. 498. Consider-
ation of the measure began yesterday, July 18th. 
                                                                                    Pages H5027–72 

Agreed to: 
Gosar amendment that prohibits funds from being 

obligated or expended for assistance to the following 
entities: (1) The Government of Iran. (2) The Gov-
ernment of Syria. (3) Hamas. (4) Hizbullah. (5) The 
Muslim Brotherhood;                                               Page H5029 

Brooks amendment that prohibits funds from 
being used by the Department of Defense or a com-
ponent thereof to provide the government of the 
Russian Federation with any information about the 
missile defense systems of the United States that is 
classified by the Department or component thereof; 
                                                                                    Pages H5031–34 

Flores amendment that prohibits funds from being 
used to enforce section 526 of the Energy Independ-
ence and Security of Act of 2007;             Pages H5050–52 

Runyan amendment that prohibits funds from 
being used in contravention of section 41106 of title 
49, United States Code;                                          Page H5052 

Engel amendment that prohibits funds from being 
used by the Department of Defense or any other 
Federal agency to lease or purchase new light duty 
vehicles, for any executive fleet, or for an agency’s 
fleet inventory, except in accordance with Presi-
dential Memorandum—Federal Fleet Performance, 
dated May 24, 2011;                                                Page H5057 

Kucinich amendment that prohibits funds from 
being used to enter into a contract with any person 
or other entity listed in the Federal Awardee Per-
formance and Integrity Information System as having 
been convicted of fraud against the Federal Govern-
ment;                                                                        Pages H5060–61 

King (IA) amendment that prohibits funds from 
being used in contravention of section 7 of title 1, 
United States Code (by a recorded vote of 247 ayes 
to 166 noes, Roll No. 487);     Pages H5027–28, H5063–64 

Moran amendment that prohibits funds from 
being used to enter into a contract, memorandum of 
understanding, or cooperative agreement with, make 
a grant to, or provide a loan or loan guarantee to 
Rosoboronexport (by a recorded vote of 407 ayes to 
5 noes, Roll No. 490);                 Pages H5038–40, H5065–66 

Turner (OH) amendment that prohibits funds 
from being used to (1) reduce the nuclear forces of 
the United States in contravention of the Arms Con-
trol and Disarmament Act; or (2) to implement the 
Nuclear Posture Review Implementation Study or 
modify the Secretary of Defense Guidance for Em-
ployment of Force, Annex B, or the Joint Strategic 
Capabilities Plan, Annex N (by a recorded vote of 
235 ayes to 178 noes, Roll No. 491); 
                                                                Pages H5040–42, H5066–67 

Berg amendment that prohibits funds from being 
used to reduce the number of the following nuclear 
weapons delivery vehicles of the United States: (1) 
Heavy bomber aircraft; (2) Air-launched cruise mis-
siles; (3) Nuclear-powered ballistic missile sub-
marines; (4) Submarine-launched ballistic missiles; 
and (5) Intercontinental ballistic missiles (by a re-
corded vote of 232 ayes to 183 noes, Roll No. 493); 
                                                                Pages H5047–50, H5067–68 

Mulvaney amendment (No. 1 printed in the Con-
gressional Record of July 12, 2012) that reduces the 
total amount of appropriations made available by the 
bill by $1,072,581,000, except as provided in sub-
section (b) of the amendment (by a recorded vote of 
247 ayes to 167 noes, Roll No. 495); 
                                                                      Pages H5054–57, H5069 
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Mulvaney amendment (No. 9 printed in the Con-
gressional Record of July 18, 2012) that reduces the 
amount made available for ‘‘Military Personnel, 
Army’’, by increasing such amount, by reducing the 
amount made available for ‘‘Military Personnel, Ma-
rine Corps’’, and by increasing such amount, by 
$4,359,624,000, $4,359,624,000, $1,197,682,000, 
and $1,197,682,000, respectively (by a recorded vote 
of 238 ayes to 178 noes, Roll No. 496); and 
                                                                Pages H5057–58, H5069–70 

Stearns amendment that prohibits funds from 
being used to implement an enrollment fee for the 
TRICARE for Life program that does not exist as of 
the date of the enactment of this Act (by a recorded 
vote of 399 ayes to 17 noes, Roll No. 497). 
                                                                Pages H5059–60, H5070–71 

Rejected: 
Kucinich amendment that sought to prohibit 

funds from being used for the administration of the 
Armed Services Vocational Aptitude Battery for the 
student (high school) testing programs; 
                                                                                    Pages H5036–38 

Lee amendment that sought to reduce the total 
amount of appropriations made available by the bill 
by $19,200,000,000, except as provided in sub-
section (b) of the amendment (by a recorded vote of 
87 ayes to 326 noes, Roll No. 488); 
                                                                Pages H5030–31, H5064–65 

Lee amendment that sought to reduce the total 
amount of appropriations made available by the bill 
by $7,583,000,000, except as provided in subsection 
(b) of the amendment (by a recorded vote of 171 
ayes to 243 noes, Roll No. 489); 
                                                                      Pages H5034–36, H5065 

Coffman amendment (No. 18 printed in the Con-
gressional Record of July 18, 2012) that sought to 
prohibit funds from being used to continue the de-
ployment, beyond FY 2013, of the 170th Infantry 
Brigade in Baumholder and the 172nd Infantry Bri-
gade in Grafenwöhr, except pursuant to Article 5 of 
the North Atlantic Treaty (by a recorded vote of 123 
ayes to 292 noes, Roll No. 492); and 
                                                                      Pages H5043–47, H5067 

Garamendi amendment that sought to reduce ap-
propriations made in title IX of the bill by 
$12,670,355,000, except as provided in subsection 
(b) of the amendment (by a recorded vote of 137 
ayes to 278 noes, Roll No. 494). 
                                                                Pages H5052–54, H5068–69 

Withdrawn: 
Fitzpatrick amendment that was offered and sub-

sequently withdrawn that would have prohibited 
funds from being used to enter into a contract using 
procedures that do not give to small business con-
cerns owned by veterans that are included in the 
database under section 8127(f) of title 38, United 

States Code, any preference available with respect to 
such contract, except for a preference given to small 
business concerns owned by service-disabled veterans. 
                                                                                            Page H5060 

Point of Order sustained against: 
Lee amendment that sought to require that funds 

made available by the bill for operations of the 
Armed Forces in Afghanistan shall be obligated and 
expended only for purposes of providing for the safe 
and orderly withdrawal from Afghanistan of all 
members of the Armed Forces and Department of 
Defense contractor personnel who are in Afghanistan; 
                                                                                    Pages H5028–29 

Tonko amendment that sought to prohibit funds 
from being used to pay a contractor under a contract 
with the DoD for costs of any amount paid by the 
contractor or any subcontractor of the contractor to 
an employee performing work under the contract or 
any subcontract under the contract for compensation 
if the compensation of the employee for a fiscal year 
from the Federal Government for work under Federal 
contracts exceeds $230,700, except that the Secretary 
of Defense may establish one or more narrowly tar-
geted exceptions for scientists and engineers upon a 
determination that such exceptions are needed to en-
sure that the DoD has continued access to needed 
skills and capabilities;                                      Pages H5042–43 

Ellison amendment that sought to require that 
not later than 30 days after a contract is awarded, 
the relevant contractor and subcontractor at any tier 
shall disclose to the Administrator of General Serv-
ices all electioneering communications, independent 
expenditures, or contributions made in the most re-
cent election cycle supporting or opposing a Federal 
political candidate, political party, or political com-
mittee, and contributions made to a third-party enti-
ty with the intention that such entity would use the 
contribution to make independent expenditures or 
electioneering communications; and         Pages H5058–59 

Jones amendment (No. 17 printed in the Congres-
sional Record of July 18, 2012) that sought to pro-
hibit funds from being used to negotiate, enter into, 
or implement any agreement with the Government 
of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan that includes 
security assurances for mutual defense unless the 
agreement is in the form of a treaty requiring the 
advice and consent of the Senate or is specifically au-
thorized by a law enacted after the date of enactment 
of this Act.                                                            Pages H5061–63 

Agreed by unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of H.R. 5856 the clerk be permitted to make 
technical and conforming changes including numer-
ical changes in the amendment offered by Represent-
ative Walz (MN).                                                       Page H5075 

H. Res. 717, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to on June 29th. 
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Authorizing the Use of the Rotunda of the 
United States Capitol for an Event: The House 
agreed to discharge and agree to H. Con. Res. 133, 
to authorize the use of the rotunda of the United 
States Capitol for an event to present the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to Arnold Palmer, in recognition 
of his service to the Nation in promoting excellence 
and good sportsmanship in golf.                        Page H5072 

National Baseball Hall of Fame Commemorative 
Coin Act: The House concurred in the Senate 
amendment to H.R. 2527, to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint coins in recognition and 
celebration of the National Baseball Hall of Fame. 
                                                                                    Pages H5072–73 

Committee Filing Authority: Agreed that the 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform 
have until midnight on July 20, 2012 to file its re-
port to accompany H.R. 4078.                           Page H5075 

Meeting Hour: Agreed that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 12 noon on Mon-
day, July 23rd.                                                            Page H5075 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
today appears on page H5027. 
Quorum Calls Votes: One yea-and-nay vote and 11 
recorded votes developed during the proceedings of 
today and appear on pages H5063–64, H5064–65, 
H5065, H5065–66, H5066–67, H5067, H5067–68, 
H5068–69, H5069, H5069–70, H5070–71 and 
H5071–72. There were no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 7:37 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
DISCLOSURES OF NATIONAL SECURITY 
INFORMATION AND IMPACT ON 
MILITARY OPERATIONS 
Committee on Armed Services: Full Committee held a 
hearing on disclosures of national security informa-
tion and impact on military operations. Testimony 
was heard from Leon Panetta, Secretary, Department 
of Defense; General Martin Dempsey, USA, Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff; and Jeh Johnson, 
General Counsel, Department of Defense. This was 
a closed hearing. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Energy and Power continued markup of the fol-
lowing: the ‘‘U.S. Agricultural Sector Relief Act of 
2012’’; and the ‘‘Asthma Inhalers Relief Act of 
2012’’. The ‘‘U.S. Agricultural Sector Relief Act of 
2012’’ was forwarded, as amended. The ‘‘Asthma In-

halers Relief Act of 2012’’ was forwarded without 
amendment. 

DODD-FRANK’S IMPACT ON FAMILIES, 
COMMUNITIES AND SMALL BUSINESSES 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Who’s In Your Wallet? Dodd-Frank’s Impact on 
Families, Communities and Small Businesses’’. Testi-
mony was heard from public witnesses. 

IMPACT OF DODD-FRANK ON CONSUMER 
CHOICE AND ACCESS TO CREDIT 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Fi-
nancial Institutions and Consumer Credit held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘The Impact of Dodd-Frank on 
Consumer Choice and Access to Credit’’. Testimony 
was heard from Raj Date, Deputy Director, Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau. 

DEADLY U.S. MINE POLLUTION IN PERU 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Africa, 
Global Health, and Human Rights held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Poison Harvest: Deadly U.S. Mine Pollu-
tion in Peru’’. Testimony was heard from public wit-
nesses. 

UNFAIR TRADING PRACTICES AGAINST 
THE U.S. 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Full Committee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Unfair Trading Practices Against 
the U.S.: Intellectual Property Rights Infringement, 
Property Expropriation, and Other Barriers’’. Testi-
mony was heard from Grant Aldonas, former Under 
Secretary of Commerce for International Trade; and 
public witnesses. 

WHEN REGIMES FALL: THE CHALLENGE OF 
SECURING LETHAL WEAPONS 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism, Nonproliferation, and Trade held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘When Regimes Fall: The Challenge of Se-
curing Lethal Weapons’’. Testimony was heard from 
Lincoln P. Bloomfield, Jr., former Assistant Secretary 
of State for Political-Military Affairs; and public wit-
nesses. 

USING UNMANNED AERIAL SYSTEMS 
WITHIN THE HOMELAND 
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on 
Oversight, Investigations, and Management held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Using Unmanned Aerial Systems 
Within the Homeland: Security Game Changer?’’ 
Testimony was heard from Gerald Dillingham, Di-
rector, Physical Infrastructure Issues, Government 
Accountability Office; William McDaniel, Chief 
Deputy, Montgomery County Texas Sheriff’s Office; 
and public witnesses. 
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MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on House Administration: Full Committee 
held a markup of the following: H.R. 406, to amend 
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 to per-
mit candidates for election for Federal office to des-
ignate an individual who will be authorized to dis-
burse funds of the authorized campaign committees 
of the candidate in the event of the death of the can-
didate; H.R. 6122, to revise the authority of the Li-
brarian of Congress to accept gifts and bequests on 
behalf of the Library, and for other purposes; H. 
Con. Res. 132, providing funding to ensure the 
printing and production of the authorized number of 
copies of the revised and updated version of the 
House document entitled ‘‘Hispanic Americans in 
Congress’’, and for other purposes; and H.R. 1402, 
to authorize the Architect of the Capitol to establish 
battery recharging stations for privately owned vehi-
cles in parking areas under the jurisdiction of the 
House of Representatives at no net cost to the Fed-
eral Government. The following were ordered re-
ported without amendment: H.R. 406; H.R. 6122; 
and H. Con. Res. 132. H.R. 1402 was ordered re-
ported, as amended. 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS: 2012 INSPECTOR 
GENERAL REPORT ON LIBRARY-WIDE 
ACQUISITIONS 
Committee on House Administration: Subcommittee on 
Oversight held a hearing entitled ‘‘Library of Con-
gress: 2012 Inspector General Report on Library- 
Wide Acquisitions’’. Testimony was heard from Karl 
W. Schornagel, Inspector General, Library of Con-
gress; Robert Dizard Jr., Deputy Librarian, Library 
of Congress; and Lucy D. Suddreth, Chief of Support 
Operations, Library of Congress. 

OVERSIGHT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY 
Committee on the Judiciary: Full Committee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Oversight of the Department of 
Homeland Security’’. Testimony was heard from 
Janet Napolitano, Secretary, Department of Home-
land Security. 

STATUS OF OBAMA ADMINISTRATION’S 
REWRITE OF THE STREAM BUFFER ZONE 
RULE AND COMPLIANCE WITH 
COMMITTEE SUBPOENAS 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Mineral Resources held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Status of Obama Administration’s Rewrite of the 
Stream Buffer Zone Rule and Compliance with 
Committee Subpoenas’’. Testimony was heard from 
Joseph Pizarchik, Director, Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on 
Fisheries, Wildlife, Oceans and Insular Affairs held 
a hearing on the following measures: H.R. 3906, to 
amend the Atlantic Striped Bass Conservation Act to 
allow recreational fishing for Atlantic Striped Bass in 
the Block Island Sound transit zone; H.R. 6007, the 
‘‘North Texas Zebra Mussel Barrier Act of 2012’’; 
and H.R. 6096, the ‘‘Atlantic Fisheries Statutes Re-
authorization Act of 2012’’. Testimony was heard 
from Representative Sessions; Tom Melius, Acting 
Deputy Director, Fish and Wildlife Service; Sam 
Rauch, Deputy Assistant Administrator for Regu-
latory Programs, National Marine Fisheries Service; 
Phil Dyer, Mayor, City of Plano, Texas; and public 
witnesses. 

CONTINUING OVERSIGHT OF 
REGULATORY IMPEDIMENTS TO JOB 
CREATION 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Full 
Committee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Continuing 
Oversight of Regulatory Impediments to Job Cre-
ation: Job Creators Still Buried by Red Tape’’. Testi-
mony was heard from public witnesses. 

CHANGES TO THE HEIGHTS ACT: SHAPING 
WASHINGTON, DC, FOR THE FUTURE 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Health Care, District of Columbia, 
Census and the National Archives held a hearing en-
titled ‘‘Changes to the Heights Act: Shaping Wash-
ington, DC, for the Future’’. Testimony was heard 
from Harriet Tregoning, Director, District of Co-
lumbia Office of Planning, Natwar M. Gandhi, Chief 
Financial Officer, District of Columbia; Marcel C. 
Acosta, Executive Director, National Capital Plan-
ning Commission; and public witnesses. 

KEEPING AMERICA SECURE: THE SCIENCE 
SUPPORTING THE DEVELOPMENT OF 
THREAT DETECTION TECHNOLOGIES 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Keeping America Se-
cure: The Science Supporting the Development of 
Threat Detection Technologies’’. Testimony was 
heard from Richard Cavanagh, Director, Office of 
Special Programs, National Institute of Standards 
and Technology; Huban Gowadia, Acting Director, 
Domestic Nuclear Detection Office, Department of 
Homeland Security; Anthony Peurrung, Associate 
Laboratory Director, National Security Directorate, 
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory; and Thomas 
Peterson, Assistant Director, Directorate for Engi-
neering, National Science Foundation. 
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HEALTH CARE REALIGNMENT AND 
REGULATION: THE DEMISE OF SMALL AND 
SOLO MEDICAL PRACTICES? 
Committee on Small Business: Subcommittee on Inves-
tigations, Oversight and Regulations held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Health Care Realignment and Regulation: 
The Demise of Small and Solo Medical Practices?’’ 
Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

TAX REFORM AND THE U.S. 
MANUFACTURING SECTOR 
Committee on Ways and Means: Full Committee held 
a hearing on Tax Reform and the U.S. Manufac-
turing Sector. Testimony was heard from public wit-
nesses. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

NEW PUBLIC LAWS 
(For last listing of Public Laws, see DAILY DIGEST, p. D703) 

H.R. 3902, to amend the District of Columbia 
Home Rule Act to revise the timing of special elec-
tions for local office in the District of Columbia. 
Signed on July 18, 2012. (Public Law 112–145) 

S. 2061, to provide for an exchange of land be-
tween the Department of Homeland Security and the 
South Carolina State Ports Authority. Signed on July 
18, 2012. (Public Law 112–146) 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR FRIDAY, 
JULY 20, 2012 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 

to hold hearings to examine the nominations of Walter 

M. Shaub, Jr., of Virginia, to be Director of the Office 
of Government Ethics, and Rainey Ransom Brandt, and 
Kimberley Sherri Knowles, both to be an Associate Judge 
of the Superior Court of the District of Columbia, 10:30 
a.m., SD–342. 

House 
Committee on Financial Services, Subcommittee on Capital 

Markets and Government Sponsored Enterprises, hearing 
entitled ‘‘The Impact of the Dodd-Frank Act on Munic-
ipal Finance’’, 9:30 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public Lands, hearing on the 
following measures: H.R. 5744 the ‘‘Catastrophic Wild-
fire Prevention Act of 2012’’; H.R. 5960, the ‘‘Depleting 
Risk from Insect Infestation, Soil Erosion, and Cata-
strophic Fire Act of 2012’’; and H.R. 6089, to address 
the bark beetle epidemic, drought, deteriorating forest 
health conditions, and high risk of wildfires on National 
Forest System land and land under the jurisdiction of the 
Bureau of Land Management in the United States by ex-
panding authorities established in the Healthy Forest 
Restoration Act of 2003 to provide emergency measures 
for high-risk areas identified by such States, to make per-
manent Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management 
authority to conduct good-neighbor cooperation with 
States to reduce wildfire risks, and for other purposes, 9 
a.m., 1334 Longworth. 

Subcommittee on Energy and Mineral Resources, hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Helium: Supply Shortages Impacting our 
Economy, National Defense and Manufacturing’’, 9:30 
a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Ways and Means, Full Committee, hearing 
on SSI financial eligibility requirements and the use of 
technology to improve their administration, 9:30 a.m., 
1100 Longworth. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

2 p.m., Monday, July 23 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Monday: The Majority Leader will be rec-
ognized. At 5 p.m., Senate will resume consideration of 
the nomination of Michael A. Shipp, of New Jersey, to 
be United States District Judge for the District of New 
Jersey, and vote on the motion to invoke cloture on the 
nomination at 5:30 p.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

2 p.m., Monday, July 23 

House Chamber 

Program for Monday: To be announced. 

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue 
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