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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, accord-
ing to the CBO, the House Republican
budget’s cuts to SNAP would drive the
poorest working families deeper into
poverty and would increase hunger in
our communities.

The Republican budget would cut as
many as 60 million people from SNAP,
most of whom are working, and cuts of
this magnitude would be tragic for mil-
lions of hard-working Americans and
their families. Basically, the House Re-
publican budget makes people work
harder for less.

Today, the Democrats introduced an
alternative budget, and this Demo-
cratic budget works for hard-working
Americans. First, it makes it easier to
own a home; second, easier to send kids
to college; third, easier to have a se-
cure and enjoyable retirement.

Once again, the difference between
the two: House Republicans want
Americans to work harder for less;
Democrats, on the other hand, want to
help hard-working Americans.

——

VETERAN SPOUSES EQUAL
TREATMENT ACT

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

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
on behalf of the LGBT veterans, who
face discrimination by the very govern-
ment they fought to defend, and I urge
my colleagues to join me in ending this
injustice.

Two years ago, DOMA was struck
down, and most Federal benefits were
effectively extended to legally married
same-sex couples; yet an outdated law
continues to bar access to VA benefits
for LGBT veteran families in States
that do not recognize marriage equal-
ity.

Our men and women in uniform do
not serve in defense of a particular
State, but of the United States. All
veterans should have access to all Fed-
eral benefits, regardless of where they
live, just as they do when they are in
the military.

When President Lincoln laid out his
vision for caring for veterans, he said
we should support those ‘‘who shall
have borne the battle.” He didn’t say
anything about discriminating against
some because of who they love.

Please join me in ending this injus-
tice, and support the bipartisan Vet-
eran Spouses Equal Treatment Act,
which I will introduce tomorrow.

SUPPORT THE DEMOCRATIC
BUDGET

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

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today against the majority
resolution, which fails to repeal seques-
tration.

I am proud to represent not one, but
two Army bases, Fort Meade and Aber-
deen Proving Ground, as well as an Air
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National Guard base at Martin State
Airport. I am a member of the Defense
Appropriations Subcommittee and am
co-chair of the Army Caucus. I am the
former ranking member of the Intel-
ligence Committee.

I have sat through hearing after
hearing in which the leaders of our
Armed Forces have all testified that, if
sequestration is not repealed, it will
make our country weaker against the
threats that exist today, from ter-
rorism to cyber, including the Russia-
China threat.

These outdated spending levels are
putting our national security at risk
and are damaging our credibility
throughout the world. The across-the-
board cuts of sequestration take away
all ability to make strategic decisions
on the things we keep and the things
we cut. Budgeting is the science of pri-
orities, not cutting across the board.

We must ensure our Armed Forces
and intelligence community have the
resources they need to do their jobs
around the world and to protect our
country and our families. The alter-
native Democratic budget released
today does that by repealing sequestra-
tion.

——————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 24, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
March 24, 2015 at 9:18 a.m.:

Appointments:

Board of Directors of the Office of Compli-
ance.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H. CON. RES. 27, CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 163 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 163

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 27) establishing the budget for
the United States Government for fiscal year
2016 and setting forth appropriate budgetary
levels for fiscal years 2017 through 2025. The
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first reading of the concurrent resolution
shall be dispensed with. All points of order
against consideration of the concurrent reso-
lution are waived. General debate shall not
exceed four hours, with three hours of gen-
eral debate confined to the congressional
budget equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on the Budget and one hour of
general debate on the subject of economic
goals and policies equally divided and con-
trolled by Representative Brady of Texas and
Representative Carolyn Maloney of New
York or their respective designees. After
general debate the concurrent resolution
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. The concurrent resolution
shall be considered as read. No amendment
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, and shall be debatable for
the time specified in the report equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent and an
opponent. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. If more than one
such amendment is adopted, then only the
one receiving the greater number of affirma-
tive votes shall be considered as finally
adopted. In the case of a tie for the greater
number of affirmative votes, then only the
last amendment to receive that number of
affirmative votes shall be considered as fi-
nally adopted. After the conclusion of con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution for
amendment and a final period of general de-
bate, which shall not exceed 10 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget, the Committee shall
rise and report the concurrent resolution to
the House with such amendment as may
have been finally adopted. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the concurrent resolution and amendments
thereto to adoption without intervening mo-
tion except amendments offered by the chair
of the Committee on the Budget pursuant to
section 305(a)(5) of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974 to achieve mathematical consist-
ency. The concurrent resolution shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion of its adoption.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pend-
ing which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.
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Mr. Speaker, I was looking around to
see if folks were getting goosebumps as
the Reading Clerk was reading the
rule. I was. I think that if folks were
honest with themselves, they would be
getting some goosebumps, too, because
we don’t always have the most open of
processes around here. It is hard. We
have 435 of us. We all represent dif-
ferent districts, constituents that often
have different hopes and dreams, dif-
ferent challenges that they face. It is
not easy to craft a process that allows
every Member of this institution to
have a voice.
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