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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. SCHMIDT).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 18, 2012.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JEAN
SCHMIDT to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

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.

———————

PUBLIC BROADCASTING

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. There is a sad,
unnecessary battle shaping up again
over the future of public broadcasting.
It’s not an exaggeration to say that
this battle is about the very future, the
very existence of public broadcasting.
You might have thought that we were
past this when, 15 months ago, the Re-
publican House leadership targeted
NPR and tried to defund the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting.

Luckily, last year, the 170 million
people who don’t just listen or watch
public broadcasting but depend upon it,
unleashed an unprecedented show of
support. As a result, the Republican
leadership walked back. They cut, but
did not kill, the Federal support for
public broadcasting despite the rhet-
oric. And there was actually a con-
structive sign in last year’s appropria-
tions bill that requested a study to ex-
amine alternatives to funding public
broadcasting with Federal funding so
that people would have hard facts to
operate on this year.

Ironically, that study—requested by
our Republican colleagues—now being
circulated, clearly shows that there is
no viable alternative to Federal fund-
ing for public broadcasting. Many of
the proposals that have been suggested
would actually end up with less overall
revenues in the long term.

The House appropriations bill being
marked up this morning would slash
funding now, defund NPR Federal sup-
port, and end public broadcasting as we
know it, within 2 years. At the same
time, we have a Republican Presi-
dential nominee who singled out public
broadcasting as one of the five pro-
grams that he would eliminate.

This is because Governor Romney
and the Republicans listen to a tiny
fraction of the American public that is
even a minority in their own party. A
recent poll showed that two-thirds of
the Republicans surveyed would either
keep Federal funding as it is, or in-
crease it. What resonates with Repub-
lican primary voters is not what Amer-
ica wants, needs, or believes.

The unprecedented threat comes at
exactly the time America needs public
broadcasting most. NPR News, the ob-
ject of greatest Republican scorn, is
the most trusted brand in the Amer-
ican news media. Listeners learn some-
thing, unlike Fox News viewers, who,
surveys show, actually know less about
the facts than people who listen to no
news at all.

NPR News has again the highest rat-
ing for the ninth year in a row. PBS
shows like ‘‘Sesame Street’” have
helped three generations of parents
raise their children with effective,
commercial-free educational pro-
graming.

Locally owned news is becoming only
a memory for most of America as larg-
er corporations buy up radio and tele-
vision stations and local newspapers.
There’s no money to be made by com-
mercial stations that cater to the spe-
cial needs of rural and small-town
America. But public broadcasting is
there because their mission is to serve,
not make money. Often, these locally
owned and managed public broad-
casting stations are the only source
that is direct news, education, and en-
tertainment locally managed for local
needs.

We must stop the attack on this crit-
ical service for rural and small-town
America. It’s time for the 170 million
Americans who depend on public broad-
casting every month to speak out
again and for Congress to finally listen.

The radical proposal to slash public
broadcasting, defund NPR, and termi-
nate public broadcasting as we know it,
is the most powerful symbol of how out
of step the Republican leadership is
from the country they are supposed to
represent.

There’s no reason to make public
broadcasting a partisan issue. The
American public has broad support for
it, Republicans, Independents and
Democrats alike, especially when PBS
and its member stations were named
number one in public trust and an ‘‘ex-
cellent” use of taxpayer dollars for the
ninth consecutive year.

Since I've been in Congress, we’'ve
beaten back this destructive effort, but
our challenge now has never been more
urgent. It’s time for people who believe
in public broadcasting to stand up to
what can only be termed extremism
and settle this question once and for
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all about the future of public broad-
casting. For unless we fight it now,
there may be nothing left to protect.

——————

RUSSIA’S MEMBERSHIP IN THE
WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION

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

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, the
cover of this week’s Economist maga-
zine covers it very well. Rebuilding
America’s economy is its point. We all
want to do everything we can to create
good, American jobs. Well, unfortu-
nately, we’re on the verge of losing a
potential market of 140 million con-
sumers. And the reason I say that is
that just last week and today, debate is
taking place in the Duma, the Russian
parliament. The Duma is the lower
house, and the Federation Council is
the upper house. The Duma has passed
it, and the Federation Council today is
debating. They may have already voted
on it. They are going to be joining the
World Trade Organization.

This Economist publication talks
about the fact that the way we rebuild
our market is through expanded ex-
ports. Well, we know that forcing Rus-
sia to live with a rules-based trading
system is something that could inure
to the benefit of U.S. workers. And
that’s what accession to the WTO is.

Guess what? Russia is going to be a
member of the World Trade Organiza-
tion within 30 days. The question is
whether or not the United States of
America will be able to have access to
that market. We all know that Putin
engages in crony capitalism. They have
a massive bureaucracy and a corrupt
court system. Forcing them to live
with a rules-based trading system is
the right thing for us to do.

Now, I'm happy to say that there has
been an effort led by my colleagues,
Mr. LoNG and Mr. REED, within the
freshman class that has brought 73 Re-
publican Members to send a letter to
the President of the United States urg-
ing support of permanent normal trade
relations with Russia and urging this
institution to support that. I'm happy
it’s a bipartisan effort. My friend, Mr.
MEEKS, has joined in this effort, as
well.

I would like to, at this point, yield to
my good friend from Missouri (Mr.
LONG) and thank him for the effort
that he has made to tackle this impor-
tant issue. I'm happy to yield to my
friend.

Mr. LONG. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Madam Speaker, we agree that we
need to get our Nation’s economy
growing again in order to create jobs
for American families. Increasing our
Nation’s exports is one area that would
help grow the economy and create jobs
without costing one thin dime. I sup-
port free trade because more exports
equal more jobs.

I recently led an effort, as Mr.
DREIER mentioned there, to rally my
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freshman class to support permanent
normal trade relations with Russia.
After nearly two decades of negotia-
tions, Russia is poised to join the
World Trade Organization this sum-
mer, and without repealing a Cold War-
era trade restriction, American busi-
nesses will be at a severe disadvantage
to international competitors. While the
U.S. already trades with Russia, the re-
peal of the Jackson-Vanik provision
would level the playing field for U.S.
exports after Russia joins the WTO.
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The media and some in this country
like to portray my freshman class as a
group that’s not willing to work for the
benefit of the American people or work
in a bipartisan spirit. We can put those
portrayals to rest. The President has
shown an interest in increasing Amer-
ican exports, and the purpose of my
letter was to show the President that
73 Members of the Republican freshman
class are willing to work on this issue
to help support American jobs.

I will continue to support efforts that
will boost trade opportunities for
American manufacturers and busi-
nesses. This is about doing what is
right for our country and supporting
efforts to create jobs for American
families.

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, let me
thank my friend for his very thought-
ful contribution and, in fact, dis-
abusing people of this notion that
somehow this group of 87 new Repub-
licans who have come to Congress are
not willing to tackle important issues.
They led the effort to bring about pas-
sage of the Panama, Colombia, and
Korea Free Trade Agreements. And
once again, they’re providing tremen-
dous leadership on our goal of creating
good American jobs by prying open
that market and ensuring that the
United States worker will have access
to it.

If you think about not only creating
jobs here, but dealing with the prob-
lems of crony capitalism, dealing with
the problems of a massive bureaucracy,
and dealing with a corrupt court sys-
tem—which is what exists under Vladi-
mir Putin today—this is the right
thing for us to do. We should not lose
access to the market.

I also want to note that my very
good friend, Mr. HERGER, who has been
a great leader on the issue of trade, is
here. Mr. BERG is here as well, who’s
been very involved in this.

I would be happy to yield, if I might,
to my friend from New York (Mr.
REED), who has played such an impor-
tant role on the trade issue.

Mr. REED. I thank the gentleman,
and I rise today in strong support to
join my friend from California. As he
knows, we’ve been supportive of free
trade from the moment we got here,
and I was so pleased to see Colombia,
Panama, and South Korea be passed.
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WHAT WOULD RONALD REAGAN
DO?

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

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, this month, as American fam-
ilies and businesses anxiously await
Congress’ action on the expiration of
any number of tax cuts, I thought it
would be a good idea to ask ourselves
again that question: What would Ron-
ald Reagan do? Let’s query the Gipper.
After all, for the past 3 years all we’ve
heard from Republicans is the claim
that President Obama taxes too much.

When the Tea Party started its lob-
bying efforts in 2009, their name ‘‘tea’”
actually was an acronym standing for
“taxed enough already.” So just like
the Republican Party, the Tea Party
expressed an apoplectic furor about
what they thought was happening to
taxes.

But while blind conjecture and pithy
slogans are useful in getting attention,
they ultimately fail unless they’re
backed by facts. Thankfully, the non-
partisan Congress Budget Office re-
cently came out with its comparison of
the average Federal tax rates paid by
American families over the past 31
years. I'm sure Republicans and the
Tea Party were all as surprised as
many of us to learn that since 1979
Americans paid the lowest average
Federal rate in 2009 under President
Obama. That’s right. Thanks in large
part to the Recovery Act’s $243 billion
in middle class tax cuts—which my
friends on the other side of the aisle
opposed to a person—the average Fed-
eral tax rate fell to a 31-year low.

The average Federal rate since 1979 is
21 percent—meaning that, on average
over the past 31 years, Americans paid
21 percent of their yearly income to the
Federal Government each April. The
previous low for the past 31 years was
18 percent. But in 2009, President
Obama’s first year in office, the aver-
age Federal tax rate actually fell to
17.4 percent, the lowest since 1979 when
Jimmy Carter was in the White House.
That means a lower percentage of taxes
paid than under Bill Clinton, lower
taxes than under both of the two
George Bushes, and, yes, a lower aver-
age Federal tax rate than under the
Gipper, Ronald Reagan.

Throughout President Reagan’s 8
years in office, the average Federal tax
rate was 20.9 percent, never dropping
below 20.2. In contrast, in his first year,
the average rate under President
Obama was 17.4. In other words, after
taking into account all the tax breaks
and tax loopholes—especially the Re-
covery Act’s Making Work Pay tax
cut—Americans, in 2009, paid 2.8 per-
cent less of their income to the Federal
Government than they paid during
Ronald Reagan’s best year. Ronald
Reagan, George Bush, Bill Clinton, the
other George Bush, and President
Obama. By far, President Obama has
the lowest tax rates.

Perhaps if the average Federal tax
rate under President Obama was as
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high as those during President Clin-
ton’s second term, then maybe Repub-
licans would have a better argument.
Of course, President Clinton’s second
term also saw significant job growth
and expanding economy, and the only
Federal budget surpluses since 1969—
four in a row. But to complain about
Federal deficits and then immediately
call for cutting taxes on the highest in-
come brackets—even lower than the
current 3l-year low under President
Obama—shows significant hypocrisy or
a lack of basic addition and subtrac-
tion skills.

So as today’s Republicans try to spin
a tax fairy tale, where the lowest Fed-
eral tax rate in 31 years under Presi-
dent Obama is somehow too high, while
ignoring the higher rates through the
eighties and nineties, perhaps it’s time
once again to ask: What would Ronald
Reagan have done?

Republicans, even those who profess
to idolize President Reagan, of course,
won’t ask because they don’t want to
hear the answer. Following the signifi-
cant initial tax cuts in 1981, President
Reagan subsequently signed into law a
host of taxes to try to bring the budget
back into balance. Five times he raised
taxes in his 8 years.

Madam Speaker, as Congress debates
the extension of the current tax bur-
den, comprehensive tax reform, and
overall budget deficits, I again feel
compelled to ask my colleagues: What
would Ronald Reagan do?

———

GOVERNMENT IS THE PROBLEM,
NOT THE SOLUTION

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
recently I heard from Jacqueline, a
small business owner in southeast
Texas, and here’s what she said:

Business owners who want to succeed put
their heart and soul into their business.
They are the ones who get there at the crack
of dawn and leave after everyone else is long
settled in for the night. I've been a small
business owner, and I know a great many
others like me, and nobody did anything for
us, we did it for ourselves, and the only thing
that the government did for us was tax us.

Apparently, this President disagrees
with Jacqueline’s statement. Accord-
ing to the administration: “If you’ve
got a business, you didn’t build that.
Somebody else made that happen.” So
the President is inferring, I suspect,
that government should get the credit
for the success of entrepreneurs. He is
wrong, Madam Speaker.

People are the reason for American
success—not government. Americans
have the vision, creativity, and audac-
ity to pursue a dream—not the govern-
ment. Americans risk their life sav-
ings, not knowing what profit they will
get back in return for their labor. Gov-
ernment doesn’t risk anything. Ameri-
cans spend long days, sleepless nights,
and working on weekends away from
their family in order to keep their
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company afloat and pay their employ-
ees. Americans battle through discour-
agement and criticism in the hope for
better days ahead. It is Americans who
give up their home in order to pay for
a store. And it’s Americans who pay all
those taxes and expensive government
regulations that they’re forced to pay.

Government isn’t there when a deci-
sion is made to get a business started,
to take a leap of faith, make a hire,
sell first goods, or tally bills. People
pursue their own American Dream
without government holding their
hand.

Those believers in Big Government
say that Americans can only be suc-
cessful if government controls their
lives. Madam Speaker, government
isn’t the answer; government’s the
problem. America is not great because
of government programs. It’s great be-
cause of Americans, individuals with
the spirit and desire to make their
lives and this country better. Govern-
ment doesn’t assume the risk in busi-
ness, individuals do.

Starting a business is not easy. Busi-
ness is driven by American ingenuity,
creativity and, yes, hard work. Those
who have been successful didn’t wait
around for someone else to help them
with a government handout. The re-
ality is that government actually
makes it harder to do business now,
not easier.

When I ask Texas businesses what
Washington can do for them, their an-
swer is always the same: get out of the
way. Businesses cannot afford to hire
others and give them jobs because of
the costly, unnecessary regulations im-
posed by government.
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According to the World Bank’s 2012
“Doing Business in a More Transparent
World” report, the U.S. now ranks 13th
in the world in places to start a busi-
ness. We trail countries like Belarus,
Macedonia, and Rwanda. Now, isn’t
that lovely?

America should not be a place where
people wait for a government handout
check. Instead, they should get a pay-
check for working.

Individual achievement used to be
celebrated in this country, but the ad-
ministration seems to punish success.
And what does the government do
when individuals are successful? The
government punishes them with taxes.

According to the collectivists, busi-
ness wealth was created by govern-
ment, and so it belongs to everybody.
Sounds a lot like statism to me,
Madam Speaker, the idea that citizens
should be beholden to the government
for everything and government is wor-
shipped as the savior of us all. That is
not the American philosophy, I know.

So the policy is, under the statists,
tax people to death. Madam Speaker,
you’ve heard that statement. If some-
thing moves, regulate it. If it keeps
moving, tax it. And then if it stops
moving, subsidize it. Government is
doing all of the above to businesses in
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this country. And government is also
overtaxing those small businesses,
keeping 23 million Americans from
finding jobs.

Madam Speaker, small businesses
create most of the jobs in this country.
You see, when a small business is suc-
cessful it can expand by hiring people.
Government doesn’t create jobs; people
and businesses do.

So what next? Are the good days of
American exceptionalism behind us?
No. Americans are as exceptional as
ever before, and it’s the government
that is our problem.

Where I come from, we teach our kids
that, in this country, no matter who
you are or where you came from, hard
work and personal responsibility will
pay off. In the America I know, people
earn their paycheck and don’t sit
around waiting for a free government
check.

Small business owner Jacqueline is
correct. Individuals, American inge-
nuity, and free enterprise create suc-
cess, not Washington. That is the
American Dream, Madam Speaker. And
when you see the President, tell him
he’s wrong.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

WE NEED PNTR NOW

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

Mr. MEEKS. Russia, with some of the
world’s most sophisticated consumers
and a rapidly growing market, will join
the World Trade Organization by sum-
mer’s end. After 18 years of negotiating
with the United States and the World
Trade Organization, after improving
their trade laws and reducing tariffs,
yes, very shortly Russia will be a mem-
ber of the World Trade Organization.

For the United States, this could
mean improved market access for our
exports of goods and services. It could
mean protections if Russia violates
international rules. It could mean a
trade boost, an additional 50,000 jobs or
more right here in the United States of
America, and all of this, if the United
States and this Congress lifts the Cold
War relic, the Jackson-Vanik amend-
ment, and authorizes permanent nor-
mal trade relations. We've waived
Jackson-Vanik for over 20 years. We
now need PNTR, and we need to do it
now.

Our competitors will have access to
that market. We will then fall behind
them.

We can compete with anybody in the
world. This is the greatest country in
the world. Let’s not lock ourselves out
of the market in Russia. Let’s not put

ourselves behind our competitors.
Here’s an opportunity for us to come
together.

You heard earlier this morning my
friend and colleague, DAVID DREIER,
bringing folks together, talking about
how we can do this together with the
President of the United States, who
has an export initiative, to create more
jobs.
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Here we can demonstrate to the
American people that we’re concerned
about creating jobs, and that we’re
going to make sure that we take ad-
vantage of that opportunity by bring-
ing PNTR for Russia immediately, get-
ting involved, and trading with them
to create jobs right here in the good
old United States of America.

———

TAX CLIFF

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. BLACK. Madam Speaker, it has
been 41 months of unemployment above
8 percent, and the President is calling
for higher taxes on small businesses.
That is the devastating reality cur-
rently facing 13 million unemployed
Americans.

America’s in the midst of a jobs cri-
sis unlike anything this country has
seen since the Great Depression. And
the President’s most recent answer to
this crisis? A tax hike on small busi-
nesses to feed Democrats’ insatiable
appetite for more wasteful, ever-ex-
panding government spending.

This past week, the President fol-
lowed up his recent call for higher
taxes by scolding entrepreneurs. And I
quote: “If you’ve got a business, you
didn’t build it. Somebody else built
that.”

His disdain for American enterprise
truly underscores that he not only
doesn’t know what it takes to start and
run a business, but he is clueless about
how jobs are created.

If the President gets his way, instead
of small businesses creating more pay-
checks for more workers, they will be
paying more taxes to the Federal Gov-
ernment. I wonder if the President has
considered the fact that small busi-
nesses create two out of every three
new jobs in America? And that means,
for the majority of the nearly 13 mil-
lion unemployed Americans, their best
hope of being able to provide for their
family hinges on small businesses’ abil-
ity to hire more people.

The administration’s onslaught of
new regulations and ObamaCare’s cost-
ly taxes and mandates have already
placed a huge burden on our Nation’s
small businesses. The President now
wants to add insult to injury and si-
phon away 201 billion more dollars
from the American job creators.

Now, a new study released yesterday
from Ernst & Young confirms what
many Americans already know: the
President’s latest tax hike plan would
destroy 700,000 jobs and further weaken
our struggling economy.

The House is scheduled to vote in a
couple of weeks on legislation to ex-
tend all of the current Federal income
tax rates while, at the same time, lay-
ing the groundwork for making our
Tax Code simpler and fairer by low-
ering rates and closing loopholes. Pro-
growth tax reform is needed to help
create the climate for job creation and
to ensure more jobs stay right here in
the United States.
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The most recent unemployment re-
port shows that the number of people
leaving the job market to go into So-
cial Security disability outnumbers
the number of people who are going
back to work. Let me repeat that. The
most recent unemployment report
shows that the number of people leav-
ing the job market to go on Social Se-
curity disability outnumbers the num-
ber of people who are going back to
work.

So, regardless of one’s political ide-
ology, it’s truly unconscionable for the
President or any Member of Congress
to be calling for tax hikes on Ameri-
cans when millions are out of work and
the economy is still treading water.

But, to make matters worse, this
week many Democrat leaders in the
Senate have said that they are willing
to allow these taxes to increase for all
Americans if they aren’t able to get
their way and raise taxes on 1.2 million
small businesses. Now, every day the
President and the Senate Democrats
continue with this political posturing
and class warfare nonsense while the
economy suffers and small businesses
suffer, and ultimately, the American
people suffer.

The question is, will the President
and the Senate Democrats who run
Washington work with the House Re-
publicans to stop this huge, job-killing
tax increase from hitting small busi-
nesses and every American who pays
an income tax? Or will they continue
to insist on higher taxes to pay for
wasteful government spending and
bailouts for political allies?

O 1030

INTERNATIONAL AIDS
CONFERENCE

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

Mr. RANGEL. This Sunday, the
International AIDS Conference is going
to be held in our Nation’s Capital. It
was some 30 years ago that this serious
disease became known in our great
country and spread from other parts of
the world. Since that time, we’ve lost
over a half a million people, yet we
have not found a cure for this deadly
disease.

I have introduced legislation, H.R.
1462, with Senator GILLIBRAND, to see
whether or not we can have more na-
tional attention focused on the fact
that we can do a lot more than we are
doing.

The major thrust, of course, of what
we have to do is to educate people that,
although it used to have great stigma,
there are so many different ways to
come in contact with the disease. Edu-
cation is one way that we can help peo-
ple. Prevention, of course, is another,
but I would like to emphasize the need
for testing. So many people are walk-
ing around with the virus and have no
idea that they have it. HEven though
there have been efforts made by com-
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munity organizations for free testing,
this is one of the exciting things about
the President’s Affordable Care Act.

There is no question that after we
get finished with the political circus
that we are forced to go through be-
cause of the coming election that more
and more Americans will understand
the benefits they are receiving even
now from this wuniversal coverage,
which so many people need, and the
dramatic decrease in cost when people
are able to get preventative care. Pre-
ventative care is one of the major parts
of the President’s Affordable Care Act.
What it means is that people can now
go to doctors for regular checkups and
can find out things in time to prevent
them from becoming more serious.

My mom had three kids. When I was
a kid, someone told her that she was
going to the doctor with us, and we
were not sick. Well, that was some-
thing that we didn’t think was a luxury
we could afford. Now, in seeing how im-
portant it is to contain serious ill-
nesses and to reduce the costs of health
care, it is so important that preventa-
tive care be a part of our national
health system, and the quicker we get
on with the implementation of this
great bill, the more lives and the more
dollars we will be able to save.

So, remember, if you have any inter-
est at all, take a look at what is going
to be happening in September. The
Congressional Black Caucus, during
our legislative weekend that month,
will have professionals come in to talk
with us, to teach us, to tell us what we
can do to extend this education process
throughout our great country.

————

GRANT PERMANENT NORMAL
TRADE RELATIONS WITH RUSSIA

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

Mr. REED. I rise this morning to ex-
press my support for the Russian acces-
sion to the WTO and for our need here
in this Chamber and in Washington,
D.C., to grant Russia PNTR status so
that we can establish a strong, for-
ward-looking trade relationship with
Russia.

Madam Speaker, it’s simple. Amer-
ican trade opportunity, as represented
by the Russian market, equals Amer-
ican job opportunity here on our soil,
and I am proud to support this need to
get PNTR trade status for Russia.

I am also joined this morning by a
good friend from North Dakota to
whom I would like to yield, Mr. BERG.

Mr. BERG. Today, I rise to urge Con-
gress to grant permanent normal trade
relations, also known as PNTR, with
Russia. Russia will soon join the World
Trade Organization. This will increase
trade with Russia, and it will create
significant export opportunities. How-
ever, before we can take advantage of
these trade benefits, we must grant
permanent normal trade relations with
Russia.

This is a great opportunity for our
State of North Dakota to increase
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trade with the ninth largest economy
in the world. In 2011, last year, North
Dakota had over $46 million worth of
exports to Russia. This impacted 160
jobs in our State directly. That number
will grow significantly if we grant
PNTR to Russia. On the other hand,
failing to grant them PNTR will sig-
nificantly impact North Dakota busi-
nesses as well as all American busi-
nesses. It will put us at a competitive
disadvantage.

This is why it is important for Con-
gress to grant permanent normal trade
relations with Russia and to do it as
quickly as possible.

Mr. REED. I thank the gentleman for
his comments.

I also thank the folks who came to
the Chamber this morning, Madam
Speaker, in a bipartisan fashion to rec-
ognize the need to grant PNTR status
to Russia in order for us—American
manufacturers, American job cre-
ators—to take advantage of that trade
opportunity that is represented by the
Russian accession to the WTO.

If we go forward and grant PNTR sta-
tus to Russia, United States exports
could double or, perhaps, even triple as
a result of the trade opportunity that
Russia represents to our American job
creators; and in the great State of New
York, that means tremendous numbers
of jobs will be created.

As we all know, the number one issue
facing us in this Chamber, in this city,
is: How are we going to grow jobs
across America? As I said in the begin-
ning and as I will say again, American
trade opportunity, such as represented
by Russia, equals American job oppor-
tunity.

—————

STOP SPENDING ON WEAPONS AND
WARFARE; START INVESTING IN
THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, this
week, the House is debating the De-
fense appropriations bill, which pro-
vides an excellent opportunity to point
out something quite ironic about my
colleagues in the majority because,
Madam Speaker, for all of their talk
about getting spending under control,
that same rhetoric is surprisingly ab-
sent when we are talking about the
Pentagon budget, which we are talking
about this week.

You see, they’re eager to slash and
burn when it comes to programs that
invest and support middle class work-
ing families, but somehow, when it is
time for sacrifice to be shared, the
military industrial complex is nowhere
to be found. While we have to fight for
every penny of domestic spending, the
Pentagon simply fills in its amount on
a blank check, it appears. So I think
we ought to have a dollar-for-dollar
match in spending cuts.

I will be offering a series of amend-
ments to the DOD appropriations bill
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that call for defense cuts in the exact
amounts by which other important
programs are being reduced.

For example, the proposed Labor-
HHS-Education spending bill elimi-
nates the title X program. Title X, the
family planning program that histori-
cally has been passed with bipartisan
support, has provided contraceptive
and preventive health services to low-
income women for more than 40 years.
The Republicans want the title X $294
million investment gone. So let’s cut
the defense budget by an identical $294
million;

The Ag appropriations bill provides
$119 million less than the President re-
quested for WIC—the Women, Infants,
and Children’s program—which pro-
vides badly needed nutrition assistance
for poor pregnant women, new moth-
ers, and children up to the age of 5. So,
if we are going to shortchange a pillar
of our safety net by $119 million, then
I believe the Department of Defense
can do without that same $119 million.
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Here’s the big ticket item: the Re-
publican budget. The budget that
passed this body in March zeroed out
all funding for the Social Services
Block Grant, including $1.7 billion in
cuts for next year. If my Republican
friends believe that we can’t afford $1.7
billion next year to provide daycare,
housing, home health care, home meal
delivery, and other social services,
then I say we can also eliminate a cor-
responding $1.7 billion in defense spend-
ing.

The fact is, Madam Speaker, defense
cuts are not only fiscally responsible
and morally defensible; they’re widely
popular. USA Today reported yester-
day on a new survey that shows that
two-thirds of those living in Repub-
lican congressional districts believe
that the defense budget is too large.

It is no secret that military spending
is widely out of control. Let’s remem-
ber that none of this takes into ac-
count the war in Afghanistan, which
isn’t funded through the appropriations
process. On top of the bloated defense
budget, American taxpayers are shell-
ing out another $10 billion a month—
not a year—for a decade-long war that
is failing to advance our national secu-
rity objective.

It’s time to reverse this course. It’s
time to bring our troops home from Af-
ghanistan. It’s time for the Pentagon
to assume its share of the shared sac-
rifice. It’s time to do the right and the
sensible thing: stop spending on weap-
ons and warfare and start investing in
the American people.

—————
EXTENDING TAX RELIEF

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

Mr. HERGER. Madam Speaker, com-
ing from a small business background,
I originally ran for public office not be-
cause of what government was doing
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for me, but rather what it was doing to
me.

Many small business owners in my
northern California district feel the
same way, but apparently the Presi-
dent isn’t getting that message. The
other day he said:

If you’ve got a business, you didn’t
build that. Somebody else made that
happen.

Madam Speaker, perhaps that is why
he’s so determined to raise taxes on
small businesses on January 1. Now
Senate Democrats are saying that if
they can’t get their small business tax
hike, they’ll let taxes go up for every-
one. That’s just wrong. Let’s stop the
tax hike for all Americans.

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 43
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

————
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AFTER RECESS

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

———

PRAYER

Reverend Dr. Stan Ballard, Nettleton
Baptist Church, Jonesboro, Arkansas,
offered the following prayer:

Father in Heaven, thank You for this
unique privilege You have given me
today to pray and to ask Your bless-
ings on the Congress of the United
States. I pray for Your wisdom and
guidance to be given to each Member of
Congress. I pray for Your protection
for them and their families.

Please reveal to each of them that
they have a great responsibility to vote
and conduct themselves according to
Your divine will and purpose. Show
them that they are accountable not
only to the voters, but to You, Al-
mighty God.

Thank You for the United States and
the freedom and opportunities we enjoy
as Americans. Thank You for allowing
us to be blessed by Your omnipotent
hand for over 236 years. Your purpose is
for us to share Your blessings of love
and grace to all people. We pray for a
strong economy and for national unity.
We are blessed because You are our
God.

In Jesus’ name, amen.

——————

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.
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. WOOLSEY 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.

———

WELCOMING REVEREND DR. STAN
BALLARD

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, it is
an honor for me to introduce our guest
pastor this morning, Dr. Stan Ballard.

For the past 30 years, Brother Stan
has pastored numerous congregations,
and today he serves as a pastor of my
family’s church, Nettleton Baptist in
Jonesboro, Arkansas.

Brother Stan is a native Mississip-
pian and earned his undergraduate de-
gree from Mississippi State University.
After graduating from Mississippi
State, he earned a bachelor’s degree
from New Orleans Baptist Theological
Seminary in New Orleans and a doc-
torate degree from Luther Rice Theo-
logical Seminary in Atlanta. During
his career in ministry, Brother Stan
has pastored churches in Louisiana,
Mississippi, Ohio, and Arkansas.

The pride and joy of Brother Stan’s
life are his wife, Beth, and their chil-
dren and grandchildren. During their 42
years of marriage, Stan and Beth have
been blessed with three sons and, more
recently, four grandchildren.

On a personal level, I can say that
Brother Stan has been a constant
source of support and guidance for the
entire Nettleton Baptist congregation.
Any time a member of our congrega-
tion is in need, we can rely on Brother
Stan.

It’s an honor to introduce Pastor
Stan Ballard and welcome him to the
U.S. House of Representatives.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
FoxX). The Chair will entertain 15 re-
quests for 1-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.

—————

SEQUESTRATION

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

Mr. HECK. Madam Speaker, I come
to the floor today to call on the admin-
istration to inform the American peo-
ple how they intend to implement the
sequester cuts mandated by the Budget
Control Act. With the failure of the
supercommittee, we now face defense
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cuts that everyone agrees are far too
steep. Secretary of Defense Leon Pa-
netta has said that cutting military
spending by an additional $500 billion
“would do real damage to our security,
our troops and their families, and our
military’s ability to protect the Na-
tion.”

Cuts of this nature would result in us
having the smallest ground force since
World War II, the smallest Navy since
World War I, and the smallest tactical
Air Force since the Air Force was cre-
ated in 1948.

Independent economists have testi-
fied before the House Armed Services
Committee that these cuts will cause
massive job losses, including as many
as 4,000 in my State of Nevada, which
already suffers from the highest unem-
ployment rate in the Nation.

The House has passed a plan to re-
place these devastating cuts, maintain
national security, and prevent job
losses. Today, I urge the administra-
tion to outline its plan for addressing
this situation.

————

INTERNATIONAL AIDS
CONFERENCE

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to recognize the Inter-
national AIDS Conference that will
bring 25,000 men and women to Wash-
ington, D.C., next week.

As a country, we’ve made incredible
strides in the three decades since the
first cases of HIV/AIDS were identified
in the United States.

In the 1980s, after Ryan White, a
teenager living in Indiana, acquired the
disease through a blood transfusion,
his family had to fight their local
school board that feared he might in-
fect his classmates simply by showing
up for school.

Today, men, women, and children
with HIV are living longer, more ful-
filling lives due to advances in treat-
ment and a better understanding of the
disease. And just this week, the FDA
approved the first pill designed to help
prevent healthy people from acquiring
the virus.

But even today, HIV/AIDS is still an
epidemic that primarily afflicts our
poorest and most vulnerable citizens
across the world and even here in the
United States. We must continue to
work with advocates like those attend-
ing next week’s conference so that one
day we can finally eradicate HIV/AIDS.

In Rhode Island, EpiVax, under the
leadership of Dr. Annie DeGroot, is
working to develop a globally acces-
sible vaccine, and I wish them great
success in their important work.

————

THE DAMAGING EFFECTS OF
DEFENSE CUTS
(Mr. PALAZZO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. PALAZZO. Madam Speaker, I
come before you today not just as a
Congressman from Mississippi’s Fourth
Congressional District, but also as a
Marine veteran of the Persian Gulf War
and the only Member of this body that
is currently serving as a noncommis-
sioned officer in the National Guard,
simply to say that one of the biggest
threats to our national security that
we face as a nation is the crippling de-
fense cuts that would put our men and
women in uniform at physical risk and
more than 1 million Americans out of
work.

It will harm folks like the 857th that
I had the privilege to send off this
weekend as they are about to deploy to
Afghanistan, or the more than 170,000
warfighters from all across the United
States who have come through the
gates of Camp Shelby Joint Forces
Training Center as part of the global
war on terrorism.

Today, once more, I join my col-
leagues in asking the President and the
Senate Democrats to come to the
table, consider the solutions we’ve al-
ready brought forth, or propose your
own. The American people deserve an-
swers on how these defense cuts will af-
fect them, and American soldiers de-
serve leadership from their Commander
in Chief.

———

AMERICAN COMPASSION FOR HIV/
AIDS

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Next week, more
than 20,000 delegates from around the
world will convene in Washington for
the International AIDS Conference.

I find it ironic and a little bit sad
that, as so many mobilize to fight this
deadly epidemic, the majority in this
body want to cut $150 million from
USAID’s global health initiative, which
funds AIDS prevention efforts.

When will we learn? Fighting dis-
eases in the developing world is more
than a matter of humanitarian de-
cency. It’s also critical to our national
security.

This week, as we debate how much
money to appropriate to the Defense
Department, I hope we will remember
that defending America and our values
isn’t just about how many weapons we
build, but how many lives we save
around the world. This is the core
truth behind my SMART Security pro-
posal, that fighting terrorism and
keeping our country safe depends less
on American military force and more
on American compassion.

———
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TAX HIKES

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



July 18, 2012

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Just
when I thought the administration’s
economic policies couldn’t get worse,
the President is now calling for a tax
increase that will hit 53 percent of
small business income.

At a time when small businesses
aren’t able to hire because of the con-
stant threat of higher taxes, that just
doesn’t make sense.

The President’s tax plan does noth-
ing to reduce the ever-increasing na-
tional debt. Instead of threatening job
creators with more job-destroying
taxes, we need to cut spending, get our
fiscal house in order, and ensure that
American families and businesses will
not have to fork over more of their
hard-earned money to Uncle Sam.

The President should recognize that
job creators put their own blood,
sweat, and tears into building their
own businesses and that the govern-
ment shouldn’t be destroying small
business owners with any tax hike.

——————

JOBS AND TAXES

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

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, the
American people need Congress to take
bold action to create jobs. While our
economy is slowly improving, unem-
ployment remains at 11.9 percent in my
hometown of San Bernardino County.

In the last 500 days since the Repub-
licans took control of the House, they
have refused to move forward a real
plan to put more Americans back to
work. Instead of working to create
jobs, Republicans have passed a budget
that gives away $3 trillion in tax
breaks to big corporations and the
ultra rich. It ends Medicare as we know
it by turning the program into a pri-
vate voucher system.

Just last week, the Republicans
again voted to repeal the Affordable
Care Act, which benefits millions of
Americans.

It’s time to stop the political games
and get to work on finding real solu-
tions to the problems we face. We must
end the Bush tax cuts for the rich, pro-
tect Medicare, and work to create new
jobs for all Americans—and assure that
we don’t outsource those jobs as well.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind all persons in the
gallery that they are here as guests of
the House and that any manifestation
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings is in violation of the rules of
the House.

——————

JOB CREATORS IN AMERICA

(Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, you know, last week
the President said to American job cre-
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ators that if you’ve got a business, you
didn’t build that; somebody else made
that happen.

Well, let me tell you, Mr. President,
that prior to coming to Congress I ran
my own business for 16 years. Where
was the President or this phantom per-
son that he claims that created my
business? Where were they when I was
driving 60,000 miles a year chasing
business or putting in 16-hour days or
signing the loan paperwork at the bank
so that I could make payroll or keep
the wheels turning on my vehicles? The
only other person that was there when
I started my business was my wife,
Melody, who supported me in so many
ways.

This asinine comment by the Presi-
dent of the United States clearly shows
that neither he nor anyone in the ad-
ministration know anything about cre-
ating jobs or running a business here in
America.

May God bless the real job creators
in America, and may God continue to
bless this great Nation.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

INTERNATIONAL AIDS
CONFERENCE

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

Mr. HONDA. Madam Speaker, next
week marks the launch of the 19th
International AIDS Conference. It
brings together advocates and leaders
from all over the world.

The conference’s presence in the
United States for the first time in 20
years is a testament to the hard work
that members of the HIV/AIDS commu-
nity, including many in my district
and my colleagues in Congress, like my
dear friend, BARBARA LEE, have done.

In the 20 intervening years, we have
for the first time in a generation seen
infection rates go down within the
United States and stabilize abroad. De-
spite these steps, however, it is clear
that we are still losing the war in key
minority communities. Rising infec-
tion rates in the African American,
Latino, Asian, and gay and lesbian
communities are a stark reminder that
our work is not done.

It is fitting that our Nation’s Capital
is hosting this critical event as it is in
the epicenter of this rising problem.
Washington, D.C., has a higher HIV/
AIDS infection rate than most places
in Africa, primarily in these minority
communities.

From legislative action to grassroots
efforts, now is the time for more com-
mitment to HIV/AIDS, not less; more
advocacy, not less; more investment,
not less; more research, not less.

H4917

HONORING ARMY SPECIALIST SER-
GIO EDUARDO PEREZ AND ARMY
SPECIALIST NICHOLAS ANDREW
TAYLOR OF THE INDIANA NA-
TIONAL GUARD

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

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, I rise
with a heavy heart to remember two
Hoosier National Guardsmen who fell
in Kandahar province, Afghanistan, on
16 July, this week. Army Specialist
Sergio Eduardo Perez of Crown Point,
Indiana, and Specialist Nicholas An-
drew Taylor of Berne, Indiana, both
lost their lives in the same attack
while courageously supporting combat
operations.

Specialist Perez and Specialist Tay-
lor both served with the 713th Engineer
Company of the Indiana National
Guard based out of Valparaiso, Indiana.

Specialist Perez was born in Crown
Point, Indiana. He enlisted after grad-
uating from nearby Lake Central High
School in 2010. By all accounts, he was
a young man who could get along with
everyone. He was the pride of his fam-
ily and would do anything for anybody.

Army Specialist Nick Taylor was
from a town in my district, Berne, In-
diana. Despite receiving several offers
to play college football after grad-
uating from South Adams High School
in 2010, Taylor signed up to serve his
country in the Indiana National Guard.
He was a hard worker, a man of integ-
rity. He excelled in everything he tried
and was active in the First Missionary
Church.

Our hearts in Indiana are heavy as we
remember those who lost their lives
wearing the uniform of the United
States on our behalf and those they
left behind.

On behalf of all Hoosiers, I extend
our deepest sympathies to their fami-
lies, including Specialist Nick Taylor’s
father, Police Chef Timothy Taylor; his
mother, Stephania Taylor; his brother,
Drew; and sisters, Holly and Sophia;
and Specialist Sergio Eduardo Perez’s
father, Sergio E. Perez, Sr., and moth-
er, Veronica Orozko.

The Bible tells us the Lord is close to
the broken-hearted, and that shall be
our prayer.

CONTINENTAL FLIGHT 3407

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

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, in the
wake of the tragic crash of Continental
Flight 3407 in my western New York
community, Congress successfully
passed comprehensive airline safety re-
forms. While final rules have begun to
be released for these reforms, there are
still many regulations yet to be final-
ized and implemented.

Yesterday, Congresswoman  JEAN
SCHMIDT and I, along with 44 of our col-
leagues, sent a letter asking the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration to take
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immediate action on finalizing long
overdue rules on crew training. This
rule would mandate additional training
and evaluation of requirements, ensur-
ing that those working aboard an air-
craft are best equipped to handle po-
tential emergency situations.

Mr. Speaker, the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board found that be-
tween 1988 and 2009 inadequate training
was found to be a leading factor in 178
accidents. The crash of Flight 3407 was
preventable. Each day that these rules
go unfinished carries a potential risk
to the flying public.

——
CONGRATULATING CALIFORNIA
STATE UNIVERSITY, FUL-

LERTON, PRESIDENT MILDRED
GARCIA

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate recently appointed Presi-
dent Mildred Garcia of the California
State University system’s Fullerton
campus.

President Garcia currently serves on
the Commission on Educational Excel-
lence for Hispanics, and she was ap-
pointed to that by President Obama.

Previously serving as the 11th female
president for California State Univer-
sity, Dominguez Hills, President Gar-
cia became the first Latina president
within the California State University
system in 2007.

She began her career as an educator.
She’s still an educator, still teaching
at Cal State, Fullerton, while having
the presidency, also. She is a scholar.
President Garcia focuses much of her
research on fairness for higher edu-
cation policy and practice, and she has
authored many books on this subject.

I wish her great success in her new
position and, again, congratulations,
Millie.

——
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CONTINUING COSTS OF OPERATION
ENDURING FREEDOM 1IN AF-
GHANISTAN

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

Mr. SCHRADER. I rise today to sup-
port our planning for a safe and respon-
sible withdrawal from Afghanistan in
the very, very near term. No one has
forgotten why we went into Afghani-
stan: to rout out and bring justice to
those who attacked us on September
11, 2001. With extraordinary bravery,
our troops have accomplished the mis-
sion they were set out to do over 10
years ago. Osama bin Laden has been
brought to justice and al Qaeda has
been largely crushed. Our troops have
done their job. Many of them—over
2,000 of them, in fact—have given their
lives not only to defend our freedoms
but those of Afghans as well.
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After 10 years of war and reconstruc-
tion, it’s time for Afghans to stand up
for Afghanistan, and it’s time for us to
do our job and bring our troops home.
We can continue to defend ourselves
from terrorists without tens of thou-
sands of troops fighting a ground war
in Afghanistan. The $88 billion we’re
talking about putting into Afghanistan
in this Defense appropriations bill this
week could build our own infrastruc-
ture and create jobs and economic op-
portunity right here at home. It is lu-
dicrous to be spending such large sums
rebuilding other countries when our
own economic problems are so large
and persistent. Our greatest leaders
say our greatest threat is not a mili-
tary one, but an economic one.

———

SEQUESTRATION TRANSPARENCY
ACT

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

Mr. WELCH. Madam Speaker, this
afternoon the House is going to take up
the Sequestration Transparency Act.
It’s harmless enough, but it doesn’t do
anything. What is it? A year ago, Mr.
BOEHNER and Mr. MCCONNELL took this
country to the brink of debt default.
They demanded that we cut spending
by $1.2 trillion to offset the increase in
the debt limit. Now, their plan was to
have the supercommittee get the job
done any way they wanted to balance
the cuts and revenues. But if that
failed, they had a backup. The backup
was automatic cuts that would be half
Pentagon and half discretionary.

Now the day arrives. January 1, 2013,
those cuts go into effect, but they
don’t want the cuts to go into effect.
So this legislation tells the Congres-
sional Budget Office to look at the law
we passed and tell us what did we do,
why did we do it, what will happen if
what we order to be done is allowed to
be done. This is a ‘“‘Comedy Central”
joke. We have to have a balanced ap-
proach to a serious problem, but that
means making decisions today about a
balanced approach that includes reve-
nues, includes the Pentagon, and in-
cludes domestic discretionary.

————

INTERNATIONAL AIDS
CONFERENCE

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

Ms. PELOSI. I want to join my col-
league, Congresswoman BARBARA LEE,
in acknowledging that this weekend we
will begin the International AIDS Con-
ference, which will come to America
with a fitting theme: ‘“‘Turning the
Tide Together.”

It has a long history. In 1990, expert
scientists and political officials from
across the globe gathered in San Fran-
cisco, in my district, for the Inter-
national AIDS Conference to turn our
promise of leadership into progress.
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Since that time, however, the con-
ference has never returned to an Amer-
ican venue for two decades. The orga-
nizers point to our longtime shameful
travel ban on those with HIV/AIDS.

Next week, when the conference as-
sembles right here in our Nation’s Cap-
ital, the world will see how far we’ve
come. Together, we will commit to
turning the tide, as the theme indi-
cates, toward the next stage in our
fight: fewer infections and a cure and
an end to HIV/AIDS.

Consider what this Congress has
done: funding the Ryan White CARE
Act, creating housing opportunities for
people with HIV, and expanding access
to Medicaid for people with HIV, but
not full-blown AIDS. That’s an early
intervention. Also, increased invest-
ments in research, care, treatment, and
intervention by more than half a bil-
lion dollars.

And in response to the global chal-
lenge and the leadership of Congress-
woman BARBARA LEE, we have sup-
ported global solutions by increasing
funds for bilateral AIDS efforts during
the Clinton administration; making
the first American contribution to the
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuber-
culosis, and Malaria in 2000; and work-
ing with Presidents Bush and Obama to
establish PEPFAR. I know that it is a
great source of pride to President
George W. Bush for the leadership he
provided, the support he gave, and the
pride I think he takes in PEPFAR—and
we salute him for that.

President Obama has continued that
work, more than doubling the support
for global health initiatives and dou-
bling our investment in the Global
Fund. These commitments and more
have helped families in the United
States and the villages of Africa and
communities worldwide.

These actions have saved lives, but
there’s much more to do. With the
International AIDS Conference coming
to Washington, DC, we have an oppor-
tunity to recommit ourselves to the
cause of a world without HIV/AIDS.
That is the challenge. That is the goal.
We can turn the tide together.

After 25 years in Congress, little sur-
prises me anymore; but one thing that
does is that after all this time we still
do not have a cure. But we’re hopeful.
And when the AIDS conference opens
its doors next week, we must stand
united in our pledge to discover a cure
and raise an AIDS-free generation.
Science is making progress. We have a
moral obligation to support that. It
has been done in a bipartisan way
under President Bush’s leadership,
under President Clinton, and under
President Obama. Hopefully, we can
continue to do that.

We can and we must work together
to make HIV/AIDS a very, very sad
memory and certainly not part of our
future. I thank you, Congresswoman
LEE, for your tremendous leadership
locally and globally and in every way,
and certainly in this Congress of the
United States.
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DISCLOSE ACT

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

Mr. DEUTCH. Madam Speaker, it’s
clear that my Republican colleagues
cherish the many tax loopholes that
funnel Dbillions to o0il companies,
outsourcers, and operators bent on re-
pealing Wall Street reform. That’s why
they’ve killed the DISCLOSE Act,
which would close loopholes used by
special interests to secretly spend un-
limited sums of corporate cash in our
elections.

As terrible as Citizens United was, it
did not include a right to buy elections
anonymously. No, it is the Republican
Congress that protects the identities of
those writing these multimillion-dollar
checks. They want a battle of bank ac-
counts, Madam Speaker, because they
know that they can’t win a battle of
ideas. They can’t run on deregulating
Wall Street when America’s financial
security is still at risk. They can’t run
on cutting taxes for billionaires when
they block every effort to create mid-
dle class jobs. And they can’t run on
cut, cap, and balance when the only
thing that they cut is our seniors’
health care.

If my Republican colleagues believe
they are worthy of competing in the
great battle of ideas that is our democ-
racy, they should put their mouths
where their money is and pass the DIS-
CLOSE Act.

———

STOP RAISING TAXES ON SMALL
BUSINESSES

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

Mr. SCALISE. This past Friday the
13th, President Obama was out on the
campaign trail, as he seems to be all
the time, and he actually had the nerve
to say:

If you’ve got a business, you didn’t
build it. Somebody else made it hap-
pen.

That statement shows not only the
contempt, but the arrogance, that this
President has towards our small busi-
ness owners and the people that are
working hard out there in a tough
economy and, in many cases, working
hard in spite of the many rules and reg-
ulations coming out of this Obama ad-
ministration that’s making it even
harder for them to create jobs and is
one of the biggest reasons that we’ve
seen so many jobs outsourced by this
President, who could be called the
Outsourcer in Chief for all of the mil-
lions of jobs that have left this country
to go to other countries in the last 3%
years.

There was a report that just came
out yesterday by the National Federa-
tion of Independent Businesses that
showed the President’s newest tax pro-
posal to raise taxes on small business
owners will cost 700,000 jobs. That’s
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Friday the 13th for every small busi-
ness owner out there trying to get the
economy back on and trying to keep
their businesses afloat. That’s over
10,000 jobs lost just in Louisiana. This
needs to stop. We need to stop raising
taxes on business owners.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

————

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian
Pate, one of his secretaries.
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THE BUYING OF AMERICA

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

Ms. HANABUSA. Madam Speaker,
when the Supreme Court decided Citi-
zens United, it opened the floodgates to
special interests. This country is faced,
for the first time, with a small number
influencing our elections, something
that we’ve never experienced before.
Let us all remember that it is our elec-
tions and our right to vote which
makes us the great nation that we are.
It is what people have gone to war for
and died for.

But now we’re seeing the buying of
America. We have been told that about
600 super PACs have raised over $240
million, and they’ve already spent over
$113 million on our elections. We do
know that the Republican donors are
famous brothers, and they, with their
friends, have spent about $400 million
in the upcoming election. And we also
know that there’s a Republican donor
casino owner who has already spent $71
million to affect our elections.

We can’t prohibit the spending, but
we can require transparency so that
the public knows who is spending this
money. This is the DISCLOSE Act.
But, Madam Speaker, Republicans have
stopped the vote on the DISCLOSE
Act. The Democrats have signed the
discharge petition to bring it up to
vote. We must bring it up to vote,
Madam Speaker. We must show the
people that America is not for sale.

———

THE FARM BILL

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

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, despite
our economic challenges, agriculture is
one of the bright spots in our economy.
Last week, the House Agriculture Com-
mittee, in an overwhelming bipartisan
fashion, sent a simple message: We
need a farm bill now.

We have challenges in American agri-
culture to be sure, such as dairy price
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fluctuations, the current drought af-
fecting crops nationwide, and creating
a level playing field for farmers to
compete in foreign markets. This bill
isn’t perfect, but there’s a great deal of
consensus in it. Our farmers need cer-
tainty, and only a farm bill can give
them that.

There are 11 days left for the House
to vote on a farm bill before the Au-
gust recess. The American people are
tired of Congress bickering just to keep
the lights on. This legislation has bi-
partisan support in the committee and
in the United States Senate.

Madam Speaker, if the leadership of
this House is serious about providing
certainty and promoting economic
growth, they will bring this legislation
to the floor for a vote now.

The farm bill has traditionally been a
bipartisan effort. Let’s keep it that
way.

————

THE DISCLOSE ACT

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker,
twice this week, Senate Republicans
blocked a vote on the DISCLOSE Act,
which would shine a much-needed light
on the dark corners of secret, anony-
mous political spending. The bill
stands on a simple idea: Voters have a
right to know who is trying to influ-
ence their votes.

This year alone, more than 600 super
PACs have spent $133 million on out-
side ads—most of which have been neg-
ative and, many, dishonest. It’s much
easier to lie about a candidate when
you’re anonymous—and when you can’t
be held accountable.

The American people see the damage
being done. More than three-quarters
of voters believe financial campaign re-
form is a key national issue, and the
vast majority of Americans oppose the
Citizens United decision, which opened
the floodgates for outside spending and
dishonesty in elections. But even in the
Citizens United decision, the Supreme
Court anticipated that Congress would
require disclosure as a critical means
of providing transparency in cam-
paigns.

Madam Speaker, the voters have a
right to judge the credibility of cam-
paign ads, and they can’t do that with-
out disclosure of those who are paying
for them.

———

AMERICA FOR SALE

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

Ms. SPEIER. Madam Speaker, I re-
gret to say that America is for sale and
the White House will go to the highest
bidder. Seventeen people have given $1
million to the biggest conservative
PACs in this country, and those con-
tributions represent more than one-
half what those PACs have received.

Who are these 17 people? Well, the
median age is 66, the median wealth is
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$1 billion, and they’re interested in a
couple of things. They want to elimi-
nate inheritance tax, they want to ex-
tend the Bush tax cuts for the wealthy,
and they want to slash the highest tax
brackets.

Let’s talk about one of them.

Mr. Adelson has contributed $25 mil-
lion, $10 million to Mr. Romney’s Re-
store Our Future. What is $10 million
in his budget like? Well, his $10 million
is a contribution in $24 billion of net
worth. How does that compare? Well,
that would be like a $40 contribution to
someone whose net worth was about
$100,000. So Mr. Adelson can give a lot
more money with much less effort.

———————

THE DISCLOSE ACT

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

Ms. KAPTUR. When six Wall Street
megabanks control two-thirds of the
wealth of our Nation, it’s too much
economic power in too few hands. And
when undisclosed billionaires spend bil-
lions on political campaigns and they
crush the voices of ordinary citizens,
it’s too much political power in too few
hands.

America must put an end to the in-
fluence of secret money on our elec-
tions. The DISCLOSE Act of 2012 would
shine the light on the secret money in
political campaigns. But the Repub-
lican leadership won’t bring it up, even
though Americans, three-quarters of
our voters, think that campaign fi-
nance reform is a key issue for the
election, and 69 percent of the public
believes that super PACs should be ille-
gal. Yet House Republican Ileaders
refuse to bring up the DISCLOSE Act.

It’s long past due that we put power
back in the hands of ordinary citizens.
In fact, let’s rechannel the billions
being wasted on campaign overkill to
help our seniors afford food and to bal-
ance the national budget.

———————

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
SIGNIFICANT TRANSNATIONAL
CRIMINAL ORGANIZATIONS—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 112-125)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (60 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within the 90-
day period prior to the anniversary
date of its declaration, the President
publishes in the Federal Register and
transmits to the Congress a notice
stating that the emergency is to con-
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tinue in effect beyond the anniversary
date. In accordance with this provision,
I have sent to the Federal Register for
publication the enclosed notice stating
that the national emergency declared
in Executive Order 13581 of July 24,
2011, is to continue in effect beyond
July 24, 2012.

The activities of significant
transnational criminal organizations
have reached such scope and gravity
that they threaten the stability of
international political and economic
systems. Such organizations are be-
coming increasingly sophisticated and
dangerous to the United States; they
are increasingly entrenched in the op-
erations of foreign governments and
the international financial system,
thereby weakening democratic institu-
tions, degrading the rule of law, and
undermining economic markets. These
organizations facilitate and aggravate
violent civil conflicts and increasingly
facilitate the activities of other dan-
gerous persons.

The activities of significant
transnational criminal organizations
continue to pose an unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity, foreign policy, and economy of
the United States. Therefore, I have de-
termined that it is necessary to con-
tinue the national emergency declared
in Executive Order 13581 with respect
to significant transnational criminal
organizations.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 18, 2012.

——————

SEQUESTRATION TRANSPARENCY
ACT OF 2012

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5872) to require
the President to provide a report de-
tailing the sequester required by the
Budget Control Act of 2011 on January
2, 2013, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5872

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 ‘‘Sequestration
Transparency Act of 2012”°.

SEC. 2. SEQUESTER PREVIEW.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the President
shall submit to Congress a detailed report on the
sequestration required to be ordered by para-
graphs (7)(A) and (8) of section 251 A of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901a) for fiscal year 2013 on
January 2, 2013.

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—The report re-
quired by subsection (a) shall include—

(1) for discretionary appropriations—

(A) an estimate for each category of the se-
questration percentages and amounts necessary
to achieve the required reduction; and

(B)(i) for accounts that are funded pursuant
to an enacted regular appropriation bill for fis-
cal year 2013, an identification of each account
to be sequestered and estimates of the level of
sequestrable budgetary resources and resulting
reductions at the program, project, and activity
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level based upon the enacted level of appropria-
tions; and

(ii) for accounts that have not been funded
pursuant to an enacted regular appropriation
bill for fiscal year 2013, an identification of each
account to be sequestered and estimates pursu-
ant to a continuing resolution at a rate of oper-
ations as provided in the applicable appropria-
tion Act for fiscal year 2012 of the level of
sequestrable budgetary resources and resulting
reductions at the program, project, and activity
level;

(2) for direct spending—

(A) an estimate for the defense and non-
defense functions based on current law of the
sequestration percentages and amount necessary
to achieve the required reduction; and

(B) an identification of the reductions re-
quired for each monexempt direct spending ac-
count at the program, project, and activity level;

(3) an identification of all exempt discre-
tionary accounts and of all exempt direct spend-
ing accounts; and

(4) any other data and explanations that en-
hance public understanding of the sequester
and actions to be taken under it.

(c) AGENCY ASSISTANCE.—(1) Upon the request
of the Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (in assisting the President in the prepa-
ration of the report under subsection (a)), the
head of each agency, after consultation with
the chairs and ranking members of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate, shall promptly pro-
vide to the Director information at the program,
project, and activity level necessary for the Di-
rector to prepare the report under subsection
(a).

(2) As used in this subsection, the term ‘“‘agen-
cy’’ means any executive agency as defined in
section 105 of title 5, United States Code.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H.R. 5872, currently under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself 2 minutes.

Madam Speaker, here’s basically why
we are here today with the Sequester
Transparency Act. As a background,
under the current law, because the
supercommittee was unable to agree on
a deficit-reduction package, the Office
of Management and Budget will imple-
ment a $110 billion across-the-board
cut—which we have referred to as a se-
quester or a sequestration—on January
2, 2013. This comes half on defense, half
on domestic discretionary—in other
words, a $565 billion cut, which is a 10
percent cut to defense immediately,
and then an 8 percent cut to domestic
discretionary—but we do not know the
actual reductions that will result from
this sequester.
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As we debate this bill today, we will
probably not be able to avoid the con-
tentious issues on the sequester, but
let’s not lose sight of the fact that the
bill before us simply directs the Office
of Management and Budget to tell us
how they will implement the sequester.
So we’re just asking for more trans-
parency and more details. Within 30
days, they should give us the plan on
how they will do this.

This bill is essentially about trans-
parency. It’s not re-litigating the budg-
et fight; it’s about making sure that we
have as much information as we can to
make the right decisions. It’s about
carrying out a constitutional duty to
ensure that laws are faithfully exe-
cuted and that we fully understand the
Budget Control Act sequester, how it’s
going to be implemented.

It has strong bipartisan support. The
House Budget Committee voted 30-0 to
report this bill here to the floor, and
the Senate has passed similar legisla-
tion on a bipartisan basis.

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker,
I yield myself 3 minutes.

Madam Speaker, I support this legis-
lation. As the chairman of the Budget
Committee said, it passed unanimously
out of the Budget Committee.

I believe that more information is
better than less. I also believe, and
from the comments I've heard from
colleagues on both sides of the aisle, we
also agree that we have enough infor-
mation to know right now today that
an across-the-board, meat-ax approach
to reducing the deficit—a sequester—is
a reckless way to deal with our budget.

We’ve heard a lot about the impact of
the cuts on defense. Secretary Panetta
has talked about those. We’ve heard a
lot less about the impact of the cuts on
other important investments, such as
those in biomedical research. A coali-
tion recently reported that the cuts to
the National Institutes of Health alone
would cut 33,000 jobs. That means fewer
people investigating cures and treat-
ments to diseases that plague every
American family. That’s just one small
example on the nondefense side.

But, Madam Speaker, I believe, given
what we know, we should be focused
today and every day on avoiding the
sequester. In the Budget Committee
proceedings, the Democrats offered an
alternative approach. I've got it right
here in my hand. It called for a bal-
anced approach to replacing the se-
quester, the kind of balanced approach
that every bipartisan commission that
has looked at our deficit challenge has
recommended. It included a combina-
tion of cuts, such as direct payments in
excessive farm subsidies. It also in-
cluded cuts to things like big oil com-
panies, eliminating taxpayer subsidies.
That plan would totally replace the se-
quester for 1 year; and it wouldn’t have
to have the deficit, the impact that
we’ve heard about.

So great to get more information,
may have a unanimous vote here today
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in the House; but let’s take a balanced
approach to reducing our deficits, and
let’s take a balanced approach to re-
placing the sequester.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam
Speaker, at this time I'd like to yield 5
minutes to the author of this bill, the
chairman of the House Republican Con-
ference, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HENSARLING).

Mr. HENSARLING. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Madam Speaker, we know our Nation
faces very serious threats overseas, but
we also have a very serious domestic
threat as well, and that is our national
debt, a debt that has increased more in
the last 3 years on a nominal basis
than in the previous 200. Thus, the
Budget Control Act. The Budget Con-
trol Act, because, as the chairman of
the House Budget Committee pointed
out, the supercommittee—on which I
served, as did the ranking member—did
not prove so super, we are staring into
the face of a sequester.

So I would like to not only com-
pliment the chairman of the House
Budget Committee for his leadership in
bringing an alternative to this very, I
believe, destructive sequester that still
maintains the deficit reduction levels
of the Budget Control Act, but I also
want to compliment the Democrat
ranking member for also offering an al-
ternative plan. It is one I disagree
with, one that, by my reckoning, in-
cludes 73 percent tax increases. But he
should be applauded, and House Demo-
crats should be applauded at least for
recognizing the draconian defense cuts
that could do real damage to our na-
tional security. As Secretary Panetta
has said, the sequester ‘“‘will do real
damage to our security, our troops and
their families, and our military’s abil-
ity to protect our Nation.”

But although I compliment the rank-
ing member, I find it more challenging
to compliment the Democrat Senate
Majority Leader. Senator REID has
said: I’'m not going to back off seques-
tration. That’s what he has said. Thus,
we are looking at a 10 percent real cut
in our national defense.

Madam Speaker, I also picked up
Monday’s edition of The Washington
Post—not exactly known as a bastion
of conservative thought—and I read the
headline: ‘‘Democrats Threaten to Go
Over Fiscal Cliff if GOP Fails to Raise
Taxes.”

So on the one hand, again, this is a
very simple piece of legislation that I
have coauthored with the chairman of
the House Budget Committee. It sim-
ply says: Mr. President, since under se-
questration you get to call a lot of the
shots—according to the Congressional
Budget Office ‘‘the administration’s
OMB has sole authority to determine
whether a sequestration is required,
and if so the proportional allocations
of any necessary cuts’’—all this is say-
ing: Mr. President, show us your hand,
show us your plan. Let the American
people know what the true impact is
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going to be on our national defense, on
our economy, on a number of vital
services, because you have the discre-
tion. That’s all this bill does. But I
fear, to some extent, it may mask an-
other agenda on what the debate is
really about.

Madam Speaker, I need not tell you
we continue to face the weakest, slow-
est recovery in the post-war era, and
there are some who seem to have an
ideological passion for raising taxes on
the American people. An earlier speak-
er got up in an earlier debate and said
that the largest small business group
in America, the National Federation of
Independent Business, has just released
a new study saying that the President’s
tax plan will cost 710,000 jobs—jobs of
working families—and those same
working families will see their wages
fall by 1.8 percent.

So why would we want to raise taxes
on anybody in this economy? Well,
someone pointed out, well, we need to
reduce the deficit—and we do. But,
Madam Speaker, if you do the math
and give the President the top increas-
ing tax rates in the top two tax brack-
ets, not only does it destroy jobs; it’s
about 2 to 3 percent of his 10-year
spending budget. So it harms jobs, and
it doesn’t solve the problem. I fear it is
diversion from the failed policies that
we have seen from this administration
that has created the worst unemploy-
ment crisis since the Great Depression.

But I would hope that we would at
least have a growing consensus that we
shouldn’t decimate national defense,
and there should at least be trans-
parency. I urge all of my colleagues to
support the Sequestration Trans-
parency Act.

O 1250

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker,
I thank the gentleman from Texas for
his comments about the supercom-
mittee. I think we all wished it had
succeeded. It did not, but it was a
privilege to serve with my colleague
from Texas.

Let me just make a quick correction
on the math. I think everybody knows,
under the Budget Control Act, which
was enacted last September, we cut $1
trillion from the budget, 100 percent
cuts.

The alternative that the Democrats
have proposed to the sequester takes a
balanced approach of additional cuts,
but also revenue. In fact, the 1l-year
proposal that we put forward puts addi-
tional cuts in direct payments, exces-
sive subsidies under the farm bill.

Yes, we also eliminate taxpayer sub-
sidies to the big oil companies. Former
President Bush testified that, when
o0il’s over $50 a barrel, you don’t need
taxpayers shelling out dollars to en-
courage big oil companies to invest. So
we think we should elimin