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

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 15, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RICH
NUGENT 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 5, 2011, 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.

——————

IN MEMORY OF GRAHAM B.
PURCELL, JR.

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

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to inform the House that
one of our former colleagues, the Hon-
orable Graham P. Purcell, Jr., has
passed away at the age of 92.

Graham Purcell was a larger-than-
life figure who led a remarkable life of
service. Whether it was as a soldier in
World War II, a State judge, or a U.S.
Congressman, he served with a
strength of character and with a love

of country that has provided an exam-
ple and an inspiration for many people,
including me. A man of deep faith,
Graham possessed a generosity of spirit
that extended to all aspects of his life.
He was a member of the Greatest Gen-
eration that saved the world from to-
talitarianism and then came home to
build the most prosperous nation the
world has ever known. But Graham
Purcell was also an individual who
would stand out in any generation, ris-
ing from humble roots to help make
history.

He was born in Archer County, Texas,
on May 5, 1919. After high school, he
enrolled in Texas A&M, but the war
came, and shortly after Pearl Harbor
he entered the Army, serving in Tuni-
sia and in Italy, and earning, among
other awards, the Silver Star. Even
after he was discharged, he continued
to serve in the Army Reserves for a
number of years. When he returned
from the war, he finished his degree at
Texas A&M and then Baylor Law
School. After practicing law for a few
years, he was appointed judge for the
89th district court in Texas, and served
from 1955 until 1962, when he resigned
in order to run for Congress in a special
election.

Serving in the House from January
1962 until January 1973, Congressman
Purcell focused primarily on his work
on the Agriculture Committee, serving
as chairman of the Livestock Sub-
committee. He also played a key role
in the Congressional Prayer Breakfast,
and served the people of North Texas
with integrity and distinction for 11
years. After Congress, Graham prac-
ticed law and helped found a large law
firm and then served as a visiting dis-
trict judge in Texas. But in whatever
capacity—soldier, judge, Congressman,
citizen—Graham was committed to
serving others. He and his wife, Nancy,
just recently received an award for
helping children in crisis in the Wich-
ita Falls community.

Graham Purcell led a rich, full, re-
markable life. How many others can
say that they shook hands with Win-
ston Churchill while serving as a sol-
dier in Italy; had Vice President John-
son come pick him and his family up at
the airport just after he was elected in
a special election to take them to the
Johnson home so they could stay for a
while until they had a chance to find a
place of their own; or, on the last night
of President Kennedy’s life spent more
than an hour with him on the plane
from Houston to Forth Worth, swap-
ping stories back and forth, and then
was in the motorcade the next day
when President Kennedy was assas-
sinated; or, made numerous trips back
and forth to Vietnam to thank our sol-
diers for what they were doing there,
always stopping at a burn unit along
the way to make sure that those se-
verely wounded would know that their
country appreciated what they were
doing; or, at age 92, just a few weeks
ago, offer important guidance and ad-
vice to one of his successors about the
importance of putting the country first
ahead of party, ahead of personal con-
siderations.

Although Graham loved history—and
he certainly loved to regale family and
friends with some of his amazing sto-
ries—he was also a person who was al-
ways looking forward. He was con-
sumed by what kind of country would
be left to his children and his grand-
children. And it was this focus on the
common good that dominated his life
story and really defined him as a man
and as a public servant. He and his
wife, Nancy, have 8 surviving children
as well as 25 grandchildren and 5 great
grandchildren, all of whom benefited
from his loving care and will miss him
greatly.

Although Graham had many titles
and roles in his life, he knew that first
and foremost he was a child of God. It
was from this perspective that he
lived—and it is in this assurance that
he now rests.
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THE WAR ON DRUGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) for 56 minutes.

Mr. COHEN. This past Friday, the
United States would have observed—
‘‘celebrated” would be entirely the
wrong word—the 40th anniversary of
the war on drugs. The war on drugs was
initiated by President Richard Nixon.
He said we can have a war on drugs 40
years ago.

The fact is, 40 years later, we’ve
spent nearly a trillion dollars on the
war on drugs. We have just as much
drug use in this country as ever before.
We’ve incarcerated millions and mil-
lions of people for victimless crimes.
And when we get people who sell drugs,
which we need to do, all that happens
is like sharks teeth—they’re replaced
by the next in line; somebody else
wanting to make money from a pro-
gram that the public endorses and sup-
ports. So the war on drugs has been a
terrible mistake.

Now, don’t get the wrong impression.
I’'m not suggesting that drug abuse and
drug addiction is not a great problem
that we must deal with. But our ap-
proach in treating it as a law enforce-
ment matter and not as a health mat-
ter, a health care issue, has led to pris-
on populations increasing, racial dis-
parities of the greatest source in this
Nation in the arrest process, and a lost
generation of people with no education
and no job prospects because those ar-
rests haunt them for the rest of their
lives.

Think about how many law enforce-
ment resources have been wasted on
drug arrests—nonviolent drug arrests—
when policemen could be spending
their time working against violent
crime and crimes that are dangerous to
people—robberies and murders and as-
saults and other offenses that are truly
important to the American public. It
has been estimated that the total
criminal justice cost of marijuana ar-
rests for State and local governments
is as much as $7.6 billion a year. That
averages out to about $10,000 per arrest.
Think of all the serious criminals that
could have been arrested instead.

I was shocked recently to read that
the New York City Police Department
arrested 50,000 people for low-level
marijuana offenses last year. New York
City, 50,000 arrests for low-level mari-
juana offenses. This was more than
during a 19-year period between 1978
and 1996 combined. Marijuana use has
not skyrocketed in the last year, but
arrests have ramped up. They use ar-
rests as a basis to get people, particu-
larly people of color, where it’s seven
times more likely you’ll be arrested if
you’re African American and four
times more likely you’ll be arrested if
you’re Latino, and more likely if
you’re African American or Latino
that you’ll spend the night in jail than
if you’re Caucasian, as a way to take
people and arrest them and deprive
them of what should be their basic civil
rights to go around the city.
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Our local budgets are straining like
never before. And yet we see more ar-
rests. It’s time that we question this
policy, this war, knowing that insanity
is repeating the same thing over and
over again and expecting a different re-
sult. This is insane. For 40 years we’ve
had this war on drugs. We’ve had a war
on our own citizens. We’ve wasted mon-
eys that can be used for better things.
And we’ve treated what is a health
problem and a societal problem as a
law enforcement problem. It is a mis-
take. We need to change our approach.

Drug courts have been a successful
way to deal with this problem. We have
drug courts in my community that
have been successful in getting people
to see a different approach to life—not
a jail, but a different approach. Racial
disparities that I mentioned have been
tremendous. It is seven times more
likely if you’re African American, four
times more like if you’re a Latino, to
be arrested. These inequities run
throughout our drug policy program
and need to directed. We corrected a
discrepancy between powder cocaine
and crack last year. It was 100-to-1 be-
fore we changed the law. It’s now 18-to-
1 in quantity. Still, it should be equal.
And it results in racial disparities once
again.
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I have introduced legislation, the
Justice Integrity Act, which would
study those disparities and a Byrne
Program Accountability Act which
would require States to do studies on
their racial disparities. The fact is law
enforcement makes arrests for these
crimes sometimes to justify getting
Byrne funds and getting funds from the
Federal Government for the purpose of
getting money into their programs and
not providing justice.

We need to have expungement laws
so that people who have had nonviolent
drug offenses can have their records ex-
punged and go on to get employment
and have a successful life in America. I
have introduced the Fresh Start Act
that says if you have a nonviolent Fed-
eral offense and you’ve spent 7 years
and had a clean life, you can get your
record expunged. This needs to become
the law and give people a second
chance. Otherwise, they can’t get jobs
and they resort to crime.

Medical marijuana is an issue that’s
come up in this country and most
States that have had the opportunity
to deal with it have passed it, mostly
by percentages of over 60 percent. I had
a good friend named Oral James Mitch-
ell. Oral James Mitchell was a Navy
SEAL and one of the strongest, tough-
est, best friends I ever had. When O.d.
was b4, he got pancreatic cancer. Pan-
creatic cancer destroys a person, just
whittles them away. And a guy who
was 210 pounds, who could do all those
things the SEALs do, the hand-to-hand
and the paratroops, he used medical
marijuana, and his mother said, Thank
God for the marijuana. It allowed Oral
to have a sense of humor and to eat. It
worked.

June 15, 2011

I yield back the balance of my time
and urge us to solve the war on drugs
by getting out of it. It is a war. It is a
crime.

——
MEDICARE

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

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, over
14 years in private practice in medi-
cine, I had the great privilege to treat
many, many Medicare patients, thou-
sands of Medicare patients. I did open
heart surgery, complex open heart sur-
gery, lung cancer surgery, in times of
great need, great difficulty for these
seniors who had paid many years of
their payroll taxes into the Medicare
program with the hope and the recogni-
tion that this program would be there
for them, for their health care needs in
their later years.

And T’11 tell you, in the ’90s, when I
was in the midst, at the peak of my
practice, it was not unusual, and in
fact quite often patients would come
into the emergency room with a very
difficult situation, without a primary
care physician because they had not
had previous health problems. And
then what would happen is we would
have to do emergency heart surgery on
them, and once they got through all of
this and got through the hospital stay,
we could not find a primary care physi-
cian to take them on, to treat their ev-
eryday problems with hypertension,
high blood pressure, diabetes, gout and
things of that nature.

I would get on the phone time and
time again and I would call family doc-
tors and internal medicine physicians
and plead with them, Why can’t you
take this one more patient into your
practice? And it’s because the reim-
bursement situation for Medicare was
so bad even back then in the nineties
that if a physician took on too many
Medicare patients, they couldn’t meet
their costs. That situation has gotten
much worse today, in 2011.

I could tell you that I have grave
concerns about the future of the Medi-
care program and what’s going to hap-
pen. And I'm not speaking as a Member
of Congress, I'm speaking as a physi-
cian, as somebody who cared for many,
many patients, who valued that doctor-
patient relationship. This situation
whereby families who have a loved one
on Medicare cannot find a primary care
doctor, this is a very serious situation
today and getting worse by the week.

The bottom line is Medicare is in
trouble. I saw this as a doctor, and I
see it now as a Member of Congress.

Just a couple of facts. Over 10,000
baby boomers are reaching retirement
age every day, leaving fewer workers to
support them. We have an aging popu-
lation. This is putting tremendous cost
pressure on this Medicare program. In
fact, the Medicare program, according
to the Medicare actuaries, the trust
fund that provides the money for the
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hospital program, is going to be out of
money by 2024, and now, in fact, start-
ing last year, more money was being
paid out than taken in to support this
program. The Medicare actuary pre-
dicts that without changes to the cur-
rent law, something that was basically
not looked at when the health care law
was passed, in fact, it was assumed
that these certain cuts to physicians
would occur in the law. In fact, what
we know is that without any changes
to the law, physician reimbursements
will fall from 80 percent of private
rates to b7 percent of private rates in
2012.

What does that mean? That means
that the situation for physician prac-
tices will get even worse, whereby they
can’t even meet the costs of their prac-
tice. Therefore, they’re going to con-
tinue to limit their exposure to taking
on new Medicare patients. That means
access problems. That means Medicare
patients cannot get access to physi-
cians.

We need real solutions to this. We
need fact-based solutions. We need an-
swers to the problem and not political
rhetoric. So far, that’s all we’ve seen,
largely coming from the other side and
from the White House on this. In fact,
we’re on a path to see the bankruptcy
of this Medicare program if we don’t
act.

Now let’s take a step back and look
at what happened in the health care
bill. This health care bill, which passed
without Republican support, cut over
$600 billion from this Medicare pro-
gram to expand coverage into a new en-
titlement, an extension of the Medicaid
program. We’re digging a deeper hole
for ourselves without a way to pay for
this. And now the plan calls for imme-
diate 17 percent cuts in benefits for our
current seniors. Current seniors, not
people who are going to go on to Medi-
care in the future. Seniors who depend
on this important program today.

Another thing that’s in this bill, and
it’s not well-known, is a new bureau-
cratic entity that was created. There
were many that were created in the
health care bill, but there’s one that
really bothers me as a physician. It’s
called the Independent Payment Advi-
sory Board. Okay. It sounds kind of in-
nocuous, but what does it do? It’s a 15-
person board arbitrarily chosen that
will make life-and-death decisions
about what things will be paid for
under the Medicare program.

Now, what is the recourse in all this?
This is an arbitrary decision-making
body, and you cannot dispute what this
body is going to do. In fact, for Con-
gress to override it, it would take
three-fifths of the Senate to override
it. This is going to damage the doctor-
patient relationship. It’s bad for Medi-
care patients.

I could tell you that Republicans
have an idea about how we’re going to
fix this. I can’t get into it now, and I'll
do it in a subsequent speech.
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DEBT CEILING

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

Mr. WELCH. I thank you, Mr. Speak-
er.

Members of the House, the default
clock is ticking. We face a default on
August 2 if we do not raise the debt
ceiling. Raising the debt ceiling is al-
ways a difficult vote. It is difficult be-
cause we have to do something that’s
necessary but not popular.

Now, the question of the debt ceiling
is about paying obligations already in-
curred. It’s not about giving this House
of Representatives permission to spend
more money. But what has happened
with this debt ceiling debate is that it
is being used as leverage by both sides
to try to get its way on a long-term
budget resolution, and the reality is
that this country needs both. It needs,
number one, to have a long-term reso-
lution on its fiscal situation, but, num-
ber two—this is the immediate need—it
has to pay its bills.

America is a great country. It has al-
ways paid its bills, and the debt ceiling
is about that and nothing more. Inci-
dentally, those bills are ones that have
been incurred by Congresses that many
of us were never part of. And it’s not a
question of whether it’s a bill that you
would have supported incurring the ex-
pense for: the Iraq war, the Afghani-
stan war, the Medicare prescription
part D, the two cuts in taxes during the
Bush administration, all of which were
on the credit card. I was against those,
but those are obligations that we have
and we must pay them.

The risk of default is enormous.
Every increase in the interest rate of 1
percent will cost the American tax-
payers $160 billion. The default clock is
ticking.

Now, 2 weeks ago the majority
brought to the floor a clean debt ceil-
ing bill for the purpose of defeating it,
and immediately upon bringing this
bill to the floor and defeating it, with
unanimous Republican opposition and
many Democrats voting no, Members
went back to their offices and called
Wall Street and said, Just kidding. We
will raise the debt ceiling but we want-
ed to send a signal.
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We are playing with fiscal fire here.
You know, it’s fine to negotiate, but
negotiations cannot lead to default.

Mr. Speaker, if we in this Congress,
with the Republican majority now
leading the way, fail to honor the Na-
tion’s obligations by making good on
our responsibility to pay our bills, the
bond market will work its will and we
will lose our AAA credit rating, and we
will do enormous damage to this econ-
omy.

This is not about a Democrat or Re-
publican speaking. Let me quote Chair-
man Bernanke and a few others who
commented on the urgency of paying
our bills. Chairman Bernanke just yes-
terday said that failure to raise the
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debt ceiling would create fundamental
doubts about the creditworthiness of
the United States and damage the spe-
cial role that the dollar and the Treas-
ury securities have in the global mar-
ket. Now, I understand the desire to
use the debt limit deadline to force
some necessary and difficult fiscal pol-
icy adjustments, Mr. Bernanke said,
but the debt limit is the wrong tool for
that important job.

A few other people commenting on
this:

JPMorgan CEO Jamie Dimon: A de-
fault would be a moral disaster. It will
dwarf Lehman. Every single company
with treasuries, every insurance fund,
every requirement that—it will start
snowballing, automatic, if you don’t
pay your debt. There will be default by
rating agencies. All short-term financ-
ing will disappear. That’s Jamie Dimon
of JPMorgan.

The Chamber of Commerce: Failure
to raise the debt ceiling would create
uncertainty and fear and threaten the
credit rating of the United States.

Moody’s Rating Service on down-
grading America’s rating: Since the
risk of continuing stalemate has
grown, if progress in negotiations is
not evident by the middle of July, such
a rating action is likely.

Fitch Rating Service: Failure to
raise the debt ceiling in a timely man-
ner would imply a crisis of governance
that could imperil the U.S.’s AAA sta-
tus.

So we have two problems. We have a
long-term problem that requires reso-
lution, a long-term fiscal plan, but we
have an immediate problem, and that
is to protect the integrity of America’s
reputation for paying its bills.

If we have a downgrade in our rating,
it’s going to affect the interest rates
that we pay, and that’s going to hurt
folks in Republican districts. It’s going
to hurt folks in Democratic districts
who have no power to do anything.

We must raise our debt. We must pay
our bills.

—————

WE NEED TO GET PEOPLE BACK
TO WORK

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

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, last September President
Obama referred to America’s small
businesses as the ‘“‘anchors of our Main
Streets.”” Unfortunately, economic
data released on Wednesday proved
that the President’s actions speak
louder than words. The failed policies
of the Obama administration have left
small businesses struggling.

According to the National Federation
of Independent Businesses, confidence
in small business has dropped into re-
cessionary levels. And the reason?
Small businesses will tell you that
their economic uncertainty is caused
by low sales, high taxes, and burden-
some government regulations.

Now, I hail from the State of Illinois.
Let me tell you a little story about Il-
linois. Illinois just went and raised its
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personal income tax level and it raised
its corporate tax level. So, as a result
of this, just a few days ago, we saw The
Wall Street Journal put out an edi-
torial which basically said Illinois has
raised $300 million in revenue because
of the corporate tax increase. Oh, but
however, because of the businesses
threatening to leave Illinois, they’ve
already spent $240 million in giveaways
to corporations to keep them there.

This idea, this thing that we’ve been
on over the last couple of years of tax,
borrow, and spend our way to pros-
perity isn’t working. I remember when
the President’s economic—well, you
know what? In my own home district,
unemployment exceeds 11 percent in
many of the counties. People are ask-
ing me: What are you doing to create
jobs? Well, I tell them this: Look, the
Federal Government can do one thing.
We can create an environment for job
creation, but the Federal Government
doesn’t create jobs, and that’s been the
problem, because in the last 2 years
we’ve been counting an $800 billion
stimulus as a miraculous job recovery
bill.

In fact, the President promised that
by this time unemployment would be
6.7 percent. How’s that working out?
The President’s team promised that if
we passed an $800 billion stimulus bill
unemployment would never exceed 8
percent. We saw it approach 10 percent,
and now it’s back on the rise again.

Mr. Speaker, you don’t solve our jobs
problem by spending more money, be-
cause we spent money, and where are
the jobs? Where are the jobs? What we
need to do is to understand that jobs
are not created by this body, but
they’re created by the private sector,
by the folks who get up every day and
they put their minds together. They
come up with an idea. They risk their
capital. They risk their financial well-
being, and they hire somebody in hopes
that this dream that they have suc-
ceeds. In many cases, it doesn’t. A lot
of folks with an idea to begin a small
business are not successful, but then
they get up and they try again.

But if you talk to any small business
owner, you talk to any manufacturer
in the United States, they will tell you
that the biggest impediment to job cre-
ation is government regulation and
taxation.

Is there really anybody that be-
lieves—now, I understand some people
can argue we have to raise taxes to get
more money to government, funda-
mental disagreement, but I understand
people can argue that. But is there
anybody that truly believes that rais-
ing taxes creates jobs? Is there any-
body who really believes that? And
what’s the number one issue we have
right now.

We want to take people, the almost
10 percent, the 9.1 percent of folks in
this country that desperately want to
have a job, we want to take them from
a tax recipient to a taxpayer because
they want to be a taxpayer, too.

The definition of insanity is doing
the same thing over and over and over
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and over and over and expecting dif-
ferent results each time. But you’re
going to get the same result. When this
body spends money, when we spend $800
billion on a stimulus, we’ve got noth-
ing but a future of debt, doubt, and de-
spair. Well, I believe we have a future
in this country that’s prosperous, that
never accepts second best.

There’s a lot of youth watching here
today, but you have a job when you
graduate from college, a country that
never accepts anything less than being
a world leader, and I believe we never
ever accept second best. So when we
talk about what to do in the future, we
need to talk about the most important
thing. We do have to rein in spending,
but we have to get people back to
work, and more and more spending
isn’t going to do that.

———
MEDICARE

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

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to talk about Medicare,
Medicare in a fact-based universe
where truth matters.

With Medicare, people’s health is at
stake and their financial life is at
stake as well. Republicans and Demo-
crats don’t agree on much these days,
but most people agree that the long-
term deficits of this country are driven
by ever-rising health care costs. If you
solve the problem of skyrocketing
health care costs, our deficit problem
would largely go away. What to do is
the problem.

Democrats feel we have an unbreak-
able compact with seniors. Democrats
think basic health needs of the elderly
should be guaranteed and the elderly
should never be driven into bank-
ruptcy. Republicans think there is no
compact with the elderly and that
bankruptcy is just natural economics.

So the Republicans have wanted to
kill Medicare ever since it was passed
in 1965. As recently as 1993, Speaker
Gingrich said: We want it to wither on
the vine. The craziest thing about the
Republican plan to Kkill Medicare is
that their plan does nothing to control
costs. Despite all the Republican
screaming about budgets and deficits,
their plan does nothing to fix the sin-
gle largest problem that threatens the
whole of our economic situation in this
country.
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The Republican plan is to give sen-
iors a coupon for about half their
monthly premium and then walk away.
If you can’t pay the other half of the
premium, too bad, no health care for
you. If you can pay and it bankrupts
you, too bad. Costs will continue to
skyrocket.

We Democrats think that the Ryan
wrecking ball is the wrong way to go.
Democrats are responsible stewards of
the Medicare system. Democrats want
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to lower costs, improve care, and keep
the elderly from going bankrupt.

Now, it’s important to keep the de-
bate on Medicare reality based. The
fact is that when we passed the health
care law last year, the Republicans
went around wildly screaming about
death panels and scaring as many vot-
ers as possible. It was all politics, and
it was not true.

The fact is that the health care re-
form had 165 measures in it to improve
Medicare. Medicare is about paying for
doctors, nurses, hospitals, drugs. The
health care law improved Medicare by
helping doctors focus more on taking
care of patients, by keeping nurses
from drowning in paperwork, by mak-
ing hospitals more efficient, and by
getting fairer prices for drugs.

The Democrats worked with hos-
pitals to improve the payments and, so,
saved the country $157 billion in the
hospital payments. The Republican
plan did nothing to save Americans
money. It just shifted the cost from the
government onto Grandma and her
kids. The Democratic health care law
saved $136 billion by reducing pay-
ments to insurance companies. The Re-
publican plan gave a runaway train of
money to insurance companies.

The annual Medicare trustee report
came out last month, and it said that
the new health care law was a sizable
improvement to Medicare. $500 billion
of savings and better care for more peo-
ple. Those are the facts. It’s what any
good company would do—increase qual-
ity and lower costs.

The Democrats have a plan for Medi-
care, and we passed it in the Account-
able Care Act last year. That’s why the
Republicans want to repeal it.

You’ve got to understand what all
this repeal talk is about. They want to
get rid of the improvements that we
made in health care. We cut money
from one place that didn’t make sense
and improved care for prevention, for
other places for seniors. We knew what
we were doing.

But the Republicans’ goal has always
been to end Medicare as we know it.
They have been very clear from 1964
right straight through Newt Gingrich
and through the Ryan plan. They don’t
want to have a Medicare that guaran-
tees seniors’ security. They want to
give them a little coupon and say: Now
go find an insurance company that will
take care of you, Grandma.

Think about that.

What seniors really want is cer-
tainty. When you get old, what you
worry about is: How am I going to take
care of myself? And how am I going to
help my kids and leave a little some-
thing to them? Am I going to have to
g0 to my kids and say: I can’t go to the
doctor because I can’t pay for it?

That Medicare card is their security.
The Republicans want to get rid of it.
We have already passed a plan to save
it.
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BISHOP JOHN M. SMITH’S GOLDEN
JUBILEE, 50 YEARS OF PRIEST-
HOOD AND EXTRAORDINARY
SERVICE

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, words are inadequate to con-
vey my profound respect, admiration,
and gratitude for Trenton Diocese
Bishop Emeritus John  Mortimer
Smith, who celebrated his golden jubi-
lee, an amazing 50 years as a Catholic
priest, on May 22 at a mass attended by
over 800 people at the St. Mary of the
Assumption Cathedral in Trenton, New
Jersey.

The mass, concelebrated by several
bishops, including Bishop David M.
O’Connell, now bishop of Trenton, and
several priests, including Bishop
Smith’s brother Father Andrew Smith,
was filled with joy and reflection, be-
fitting acknowledgement of a great
servant of God.

In his moving homily, Cardinal Theo-
dore MecCarrick noted that Bishop
Smith is an ‘‘extraordinary brother
and an extraordinary friend. A man
filled with faith, filled with zeal—zeal
for the church, zeal for the people he
serves, and, in a special way as a
bishop, zeal for his priests.” The car-
dinal said we are called to ‘‘model
Jesus Christ to our people and imitate
Christ. Mort Smith,” he continued,
“has lived it well.”

Cardinal McCarrick brought smiles
and laughter throughout the cathedral
when he said, ‘“I'm not here to canonize
Bishop Smith, although that may
come,” and then went on to call Bishop
Smith ‘“‘the world’s greatest kibitzer”
due to his legendary penchant for tell-
ing stories, usually long, no usually
very long, and happily, usually very
funny.

Once when I was about to give an ad-
dress at the St. Thomas More dinner in
Trenton, I turned to Bishop Smith,
seated with my wife and me at a table,
desperate for a joke. He gave me two,
and I, courtesy of his jokes, had them
rolling in the aisle. Bishop Smith’s un-
canny ability to infuse humor and
hope-filled lightheartedness into al-
most all things is not only enter-
taining but makes presentation of the
gospel to an often confused and
stressed-out world more efficacious.

Bishop Smith connects amazingly
well with the youth. I have witnessed
it many times at schools and at the an-
nual Catholic Men’s Rally. Bishop
Smith has an uncanny way of chal-
lenging everyone, especially our young
people, to faithfully and courageously
live the gospel. And you know, it never
fails. Within a minute or two of being
with Bishop Smith, you always find
yourself smiling and your spirits lifted.

For the many years that I have
known him, Bishop Smith not only ra-
diates the love of Christ, but he works
hard and smart. Often I don’t know
where he finds the time.

Ordained a priest on May 27, 1961, he
has really done it all. Bishop Smith has
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earned several degrees and got his doc-
torate from Catholic University of
America in the sixties and was de-
ployed as a pastor in the Newark Arch-
diocese.

Over the years, he has chaired or
been the director of numerous boards,
including the Institute for Continuing
Theological Education, the TU.S.
Bishops Consultation IV, and the Arch-
diocesan Vocational Board. He has also
served in leadership positions on the
Bishops’ Committee on Migration and
Refugee Services and served on the
board of directors for St. Vincent de
Paul Seminary, Notre Dame Seminary,
St. Joseph College Seminary, Catholic
Relief Services, St. Francis Medical
Center in Trenton, and Pontifical
North American College in Rome. I
would note, parenthetically, he made
five humanitarian trips to Africa as
part of Catholic Relief Services’ mis-
sion there.

As bishop, his pastoral plan, Led by
the Spirit, identified seven pastoral
priorities, including dealing with char-
ity and justice, pastoral leadership,
ethnic diversity, youth and young
adult ministry, faith formation, and
Sunday worship. Today, all 111 parishes
in the diocese of Trenton are devel-
oping action plans to implement Led
by the Spirit.

Bishop Smith also created the Insti-
tute for Lay Ecclesial Ministry, which
has formed and commissioned approxi-
mately 100 people to date. He also up-
dated and expanded the strategic use of
media to advance the gospel and the
culture of life and created Realfaith
TV, an award-winning teen talk show.
And he has boosted the Trenton dio-
cese’s online outreach to the Hispanic
community to protect the sanctity of
human life and to reach an even wider
audience with news and commentary
published in the excellent diocesan
newspaper, The Monitor.

Faced with declining enrollment in
the diocesan schools, largely due to es-
calating costs, which include some 36
elementary schools and eight high
schools, Bishop Smith’s ‘“‘Commitment
to Excellence’ initiative established
benchmarks to make an already effec-
tive education program even better.

Mr. Speaker, my wife, Marie, and I
were among those offering prayers of
thanks at Bishop Smith’s jubilee mass.
We rejoiced with his family and friends
for his accomplishments that are with-
out number. We rejoiced over his bold,
consistent, and compassionate commit-
ment to defending unborn children,
their mothers, and the sanctity of life.
We rejoiced and were inspired anew by
his life well lived.

And, Mr. Speaker, we gave thanks
that, while his extraordinary ministry
has changed in ‘‘retirement,” he is far
from done.

——
NOT AS OWNER OR TENANT: NO

MILITARY BASES IN AFGHANI-

STAN

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, a year
and a half ago, we were promised a new
way forward in Afghanistan, a way
that would include a significant mili-
tary drawdown. The date for the rede-
ployment to begin was July 1, 2011, just
2 weeks away. Then last year, the goal-
posts were removed and it was decided
that, in fact, our troops would remain
in Afghanistan through 2014.
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But apparently that wasn’t enough.
Negotiations are now under way with
the Karzai government—mnegotiations
that are happening apparently in se-
cret and without proper accountability
and transparency—for the construction
of military bases in Afghanistan. Offi-
cials are being very careful not to say
that these bases would be permanent,
but it’s clear that our government
could be hammering out the details of
an agreement that would call for a U.S.
military presence in Afghanistan for as
far as the eye can see.

I can’t understand the logic here, Mr.
Speaker. Why can’t we grasp the very
idea that the longer we are perceived
to be an occupying power, the more re-
sentment we breed in Afghanistan? The
longer we’re there, the more we fuel
the insurgency, the more we leave our
troops vulnerable, the more we put our
own national security in jeopardy.
Erecting permanent bases would be the
biggest favor we could do for the
Taliban.

I salute my good friend and fellow
Californian, Congresswoman BARBARA
LEE, for her leadership on this issue,
and I would urge my colleagues to con-
sider my legislation that would require
the President to negotiate a Status of
Forces Agreement that would clearly
prohibit the establishment of perma-
nent bases.

Mr. Speaker, the outgoing Defense
Secretary, Mr. Gates, says we’re seek-
ing joint bases where the United States
acts as a tenant as opposed to an occu-
pying force, but I don’t believe for a
minute that the Taliban appreciates
the subtlety of that distinction.

As long as there are boots on the
ground, and not just boots but large in-
stallations with American trappings
and English language street signs and
so forth, the more we embolden the
very radical forces we’re trying to de-
feat.

We’re going exactly the wrong direc-
tion, Mr. Speaker. At a moment when
the American people are crying out for
this military occupation to end, our
leaders look as if they are preparing to
extend it into perpetuity. At a moment
when casualties are on the rise, we’re
preparing for a long-term presence that
will further endanger, not protect,
Americans.

We can’t afford permanent war. It’s
unsustainable. We can’t afford the cost
in blood, treasure, lost credibility or
dwindling moral authority. It’s time to
bring our troops and our contractors
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home and leave no military footprint
behind.

——
ELDER ABUSE AWARENESS DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. BUERKLE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. BUERKLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to call attention to the issue of
elder abuse. Today is Elder Abuse
Awareness Day. Hundreds of thousands
of Americans each year are the victims
of elder abuse. According to the Na-
tional Center on Elder Abuse, this
number could be as high as 1 to 2 mil-
lion Americans.

Elder abuse, Mr. Speaker, is a broad
term for the victimization of seniors 65
years and older. There is no one picture
of what elder abuse looks like. It can
be physical abuse, neglect, sexual
abuse, emotional abuse or exploitation.

The perpetration of elder abuse also
varies—spouses, partners, caregivers in
nursing homes, even neighbors. Our
older elder Americans are especially
vulnerable to abuse, particularly those
who suffer from dementia or other
mental diseases.

I find it unconscionable that the very
people who fought for us in World War
II and Korea, who nurtured us, who
taught us, who built this society
around us, would be victimized in the
twilight of their lives. Our elderly citi-
zens have given us so much, and they
deserve our appreciation, our respect,
and most importantly, our protection,
not just for what they’ve contributed,
Mr. Speaker, but for the ways they
still enrich our society and enrich us as
a people.

This August my mother, Mr. Speak-
er, will turn 90 years old. Three years
ago, when my father died, she was lost.
She was particularly vulnerable. For-
tunately for my mother, she has chil-
dren, grandchildren and great-grand-
children to help her and to support her.
But how many other Americans, elder-
ly folks are out there who don’t have
that support system, Mr. Speaker?

This is not a Democratic or a Repub-
lican issue. This is an American issue.
Our seniors, our elderly, deserve our
help. They deserve our protection.
Please, as Americans, today is Elder
Abuse Awareness Day. Let us be par-
ticularly aware of our most vulnerable,
our elderly citizens.

———
AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATIONS

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

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise in support of farmers and pro-
ducers all across these United States,
and especially in the Seventh Congres-
sional District of Alabama. As we de-
bate and discuss issues surrounding the
Agriculture appropriations bill, let us
remain mindful of the enormous im-
pact that the agriculture sector has
had on the United States and our world
economy.
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Agriculture employs more than 21
million American workers and ac-
counts for 15 percent of the total U.S.
workforce. In fact, in my home State of
Alabama, agriculture contributes near-
ly $5 billion to the State’s economic
sector every year. Any Agriculture ap-
propriations bill must take into ac-
count the potential economic impact
and the strengthening of the agri-
culture sector that is needed for the
21st century.

I understand that we are making
very difficult budgetary decisions;
however, I am concerned that the types
of cuts proposed in this year’s Agri-
culture appropriations bill are ill-ad-
vised and disproportionate. This bill re-
duces the funding for agriculture re-
search programs, including the Agri-
culture Research Service and the Na-
tional Institute for Food and Agri-
culture, by over $354 million from last
year’s level.

Now, I know that that’s a substantial
cut in very important research that
must be done, both nationally and
within our individual States. In fact,
the National Institute for Food and Ag-
riculture fulfills this mission by sup-
porting research education and exten-
sion programs at land grant univer-
sities like those in Alabama like Au-
burn, Tuskegee, Alabama A&M Univer-
sity and others. We must preserve
funding for each of these critical and
important investments in the future of
agriculture research and food safety.

Under this Republican appropriations
bill, food and nutrition programs like
SNAP and child nutrition are funded at
nearly $2 billion less than the Presi-
dent’s budget. SNAP is an important
and essential program in these chal-
lenging times for low-income individ-
uals who cannot afford to purchase
food for themselves and their families.
Since the program was created, SNAP
has literally saved millions of lives,
and currently provides essential sup-
port to over 165,000 individuals in my
district alone.

The proposed funding for the Women,
Infants and Children Food Assistance
program, WIC as it’s known, is far
below what is needed to serve all those
individuals who are eligible for bene-
fits. WIC provides essential nutrition
to new mothers, babies and small chil-
dren under 5 that are nutritionally at
risk.

Nearly 50 percent of the babies born
in our country each year rely on WIC.
In Alabama, WIC provides assistance to
over 140,000 individuals and over 25,000
just in my district alone.

Contrary to popular belief, this pro-
gram 1is cost-efficient, and it serves
nearly 10 million people each year,
costing less than $100 per person receiv-
ing benefit. The lack of proper funding
in this appropriations bill is yet an-
other example of Republican attacks
on hardworking families and children
that definitely need assistance for nu-
trition. I cannot stand idly by and let
this occur.

We must ensure that any appropria-
tions bill provides robust and adequate
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funding for these essential programs,
both now and in the future. The Repub-
lican Agriculture appropriations bill
reduces funding for essential rural de-
velopment programs by $337 million
below last year’s levels. These reduc-
tions disproportionately impact loan
authority for 502 direct housing pro-
grams.
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Without these loans, low-income
rural families could not find financing
options that would help them purchase
homes and simply be able to live.

This bill also seeks to reduce funding
for agriculture business and rural busi-
ness grants by $20 million below last
year’s level. In a time of economic re-
covery, we must continue to make
strategic investments in small and
rural businesses, and not make reduc-
tions.

It is important that we who know
better do better. Agriculture in our
global society is of the utmost impor-
tance. As our global population in-
creases, food security and adequate
food production will be necessary for
our national security, economic devel-
opment, and our overall survival. It is
my hope that all on both sides of the
aisle will pass an agriculture approps
bill that is both fiscally responsible,
forward-thinking, and makes economic
sense.

———

NATURAL RESOURCES AND
AMERICAN JOBS

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

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about natural resources
and whether or not they can create
American jobs. The answer is yes; with
oil production alone, 1.2 million jobs
between the three bills that Repub-
licans passed out of committee and off
of the House floor; a total of 2 million
jobs if you add in the American Energy
Independence and Price Reduction Act;
2 million American jobs. Not only
could we be energy independent in our
great Nation, but we can put Ameri-
cans back to work with 2 million jobs
alone in this area.

We need to have States’ rights, al-
lowing States to explore oil explo-
ration or natural gas or utilize all of
their natural resources, whether you're
in Alaska and you want to drill in
ANWR, or you’re the Governor of Cali-
fornia and you want to pass
Tranquillon Ridge and clean up the old
oil wells off of the coast. States should
have those rights to be able to do that
and to be able to put their own people
back to work in those States.

The President’s policies on our nat-
ural resources are just flawed. My
friends across the aisle continue to
talk about the bills that come off of
this floor, whether they create jobs or
not. This is indisputable, 2 million
jobs. You don’t have to like these jobs,
but nevertheless, they are American
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jobs and it gives us our energy inde-
pendence.

The President has said we have 2 per-
cent of the world’s oil, but we utilize 25
percent of the world’s oil with our ve-
hicles. Now I agree, we use 25 percent;
we’ve got a lot of cars on the roads, we
have a lot of goods movement, but 2
percent? The number is flawed again.
As we went through the Natural Re-
sources Committee, we have over 65
percent of the world’s natural re-
sources between natural gas, oil, and
oil shale, we just have to be willing to
go get it. So rather than going to
Brazil, rather than going to the Middle
East and putting our troops at risk, we
ought to be self-sufficient and utilize
our own natural resources and put
Americans back to work in the process.

Now in my district, we’ve got natural
resource issues as well. We’ve seen tim-
ber issues across the Nation. In Ari-
zona, we’'ve seen catastrophic disasters
with national forests. In my district
we’ve got national or natural forests as
well. These national forests we’ve got
to manage better. We’ve got to be able
to take the fuel off of the forest floor.
We’ve got to be able to harvest some of
the timber. We’ll never catch up at this
point because our timber harvesting
plants are so far behind. But neverthe-
less, we’ve got to put Americans back
to work, we’ve got to put Californians
back to work dealing with our timber
industry.

And in the Central Valley, where we
have the largest abundance of ag pro-
duction, all of the fresh fruits, the
nuts, packaged salads, we have so
many different things that California
produces and yet we see some of the
highest unemployment in the Nation.
As our national unemployment con-
tinues to escalate, we’re at 9.1 percent
now, we’re double that in the Central
Valley, and it’s a direct correlation to
the water. One of our natural re-
sources, when you shut off the water to
the valley and only give it 10 percent of
the contracted allocation, you have 36
percent unemployment. And in some
cities it’s even higher. When you go to
the food lines and you see Americans—
44 percent unemployment in some cit-
ies—it seems un-American to not uti-
lize our natural resources.

So we have the ability in this great
Nation. We have the bills that we’re
passing off of this floor. What we need
to do is have the will to move them
through both Houses and encourage the
President to have American jobs—not
Republican jobs, these aren’t Repub-
lican jobs, not Democratic jobs, but
American jobs; putting people back to
work; avoiding the natural disasters
that happen with forest fires and the
natural disasters we have with flooding
when we don’t manage our water; cre-
ating clean energy in the process. But
the most important issue, when you’ve
got 9.1 percent unemployment and es-
calating across the Nation, when
you’ve got double that in the Central
Valley and continuing to escalate but
you have the natural resources and the
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ability to solve your own problems but
ignore the fact and don’t do so, we have
an American problem with jobs.

As Republicans, we are willing to fix
that problem. We will continue to pass
these natural resources bills, but at
some point we would ask our friends
across the aisle to work with us. We
will not solve California’s energy prob-
lems or the Nation’s job issue without
addressing our natural resources.

———————

REPUBLICAN AGENDA LACKS
COMMON SENSE

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. I appreciate the fact
that the gentleman who preceded me in
the well talked about unemployment
and creating jobs. I may not have
agreed with his particular nostrums,
but at least that’s one Republican
who’s talking about creating jobs.

Unfortunately, the Republican ma-
jority, in the last 6 months of leader-
ship in the House, has brought forward
no bills to put Americans back to work
except they say do more of the same.
What? Yes, more of the same.

The last decade, George Bush dra-
matically cut taxes—twice—decreased
regulations under the theory that that
would create jobs. Unfortunately, the
facts are in. We had the worst job cre-
ation post World War II in the last dec-
ade under George Bush and doubled the
deficit and debt while doing it. It didn’t
create jobs. Trickle down economics
doesn’t work. It didn’t work in the
Reagan era. It didn’t work then. Com-
pare that to the Clinton era. We raised
taxes, yes, particularly on rich people
and big corporations. We actually bal-
anced the budget, we paid down debt,
we had 3.8 percent unemployment, and
real incomes went up for the middle
class. I'd love to go back to those ‘‘bad
old days,” but no, it’s the Bush policies
that will work, we’ve just got to do
more of them. Reduce spending even
more.

Government can’t do anything to
create jobs, they say. Well, what about
investing in the Nation’s infrastruc-
ture? Who built the national highway
system? Who built the bridges? Who
built the transit systems in this coun-
try? Who helped build the rail systems?
Who has maintained our ports and wa-
terways? The Federal Government—
sometimes in partnership with States
or local government or the private sec-
tor. But those investments pay off.

And what do the Republicans want to
do? In the face of 150,000 bridges on the
national highway system that are
about to—or in the not-too-distant fu-
ture—have the same fate as the bridge
in Minneapolis, Minnesota that is col-
lapsed, they need either total replace-
ment or repair 150,000 bridges; 40 per-
cent of the pavement on the national
highway system; $60 billion backlog on
our transit systems.

They want to cut Federal investment
in transit. And they say if we give that
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money to rich people and to the cor-
porations—who are sitting on $2 tril-
lion worth of cash—they’ll take care of
the problem. Oh, really? What are you
going to do, toll 150,000 bridges across
the country in order to induce the pri-
vate sector to come in and rebuild
them? Are you going to toll the exist-
ing interstate in order to bring it up to
a decent system of good repair?

And transit systems, they all lose
money. Now some on the Republican
side say, well, we should just do away
with transit systems, we don’t need
those things. Come on, let’s have a lit-
tle bit of common sense here. You want
to talk about saving fuel? Invest in
transit. You want to talk about cre-
ating jobs? Invest in infrastructure. We
have the strongest Buy American re-
quirements in transportation and in-
frastructure as any program of the
Federal Government. We create more
jobs per billion dollars than anything
else. Way more than the Defense De-
partment—where they want to shower
all their funds—can be created in
transportation. You can put Americans
to work; not only construction workers
who have horrible unemployment, not
only steel workers for the bridges, not
only people who maintain these sys-
tems, but engineers, software engi-
neers, people who make tires, people
who make rail cars, people who make
streetcars.
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We are making street cars in Amer-
ica for the first time in 70 years in Or-
egon due to one of those horrible ear-
marks they want to ban. We were buy-
ing them overseas. Now we are making
them in America. Is that bad? They
seem to think it is, and they want to
decrease investment in these sorts of
things that are proven job generators.

Now, I have to give the Obama ad-
ministration a big fat D-minus on this
same issue. The so-called stimulus,
which they rightly criticize, which I
voted against, $800 million, 40 percent
of it was Bush tax cuts, which didn’t
work for Bush and didn’t work for
Obama. Now all the Obama administra-
tion is talking about is more tax cuts.
Extending the payroll tax holiday on
Social Security, that will put America
back to work.

Give me a break. These things
haven’t worked. We need real invest-
ment. If you borrow money to build a
bridge that lasts 100 years, at least you
can look your kids and grandkids
straight in the eye when they say,
what did you do with all that money,
because I am still paying the bills 30
years from now. And you can say, we
built that bridge you drove over to go
to work. We rebuilt that transit sys-
tem that you took to work today. We
made America more competitive in the
international economy with those in-
vestments.

You have got to start distinguishing
between investments and wasteful
spending. If you want to talk about
cut-and-spend, then let’s talk about it.
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Subsidies to people to not grow things,
$5 billion a year; another $15 billion a
year in agriculture subsidies to grow
surplus crops? Don’t want to touch
that one. Tax loopholes, giveaways to
the oil companies, let’s cut that. No,
we can’t cut the tax subsidies to the oil
companies.

You know, common guys, let’s get
real here. Let’s invest in America, in
the American people, and put people
back to work. We need a real program,
and you people have offered us nothing.

——————

DEMOCRATS HAVE WRITTEN THE
WRONG PRESCRIPTION FOR
MEDICARE

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

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I stand here today not just as a Con-
gressman, but as a physician with
nearly 30 years of experience treating
and interacting with patients. Wearing
both of these hats has allowed me to
understand our health care system at
each end of the spectrum, and it allows
me to say with absolute certitude that
the Democrats and President Obama
have written the wrong prescription for
Medicare. With 47 million Americans
relying on our Medicare system and
millions more to enter soon, it is abso-
lutely irresponsible not to inform the
public accurately of the facts about its
current path if left unchanged.

The truth is, Mr. Speaker, when the
President’s health care bill was signed
into law, it ended Medicare as we know
it. According to the nonpartisan Medi-
care Actuary, Medicare will run out of
money in 2024. That is what, 13 years
from now. The Congressional Budget
Office says it will be as soon as 2020, 9
years from now.

House Republicans have chosen to
face the facts and responsibly proposed
a comprehensive plan for Medicare.
The Republican budget saves Medicare
by maintaining benefits as they are for
those 55 years and older, while also
strengthening it by bringing true
choice and competition to maintain
and save Medicare for our children and
for our grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, the Democrats’ plan for
Medicare reform is included in the 2,400
pages of, you guessed it, ObamaCare,
which is bad for American seniors and
bad for the country. Their plan empow-
ers a panel of unelected bureaucrats to
ration senior health care. This panel
will focus its cuts on the chronically ill
and the disabled, these Medicare recipi-
ents who need care the most because
they use the most health care services.

Health care rationing has never, Mr.
Speaker, has never been the American
way, but it certainly appears to be the
Democrats’ way. As a doctor, I know
that the last thing patients need are
bureaucrats who are unanswerable to
the public, indeed, even to the Con-
gress, making health choices for them.

The Democrats’ plan also allows for a
$5600 billion raid on Medicare to fund

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

programs in ObamaCare, a fact that
they have conveniently ignored while
they are consistently criticizing Re-
publicans for so-called ‘‘cutting’ care.
The plan put forth by President Obama
and the Democrats is a plan that cuts
Medicare for seniors today, and it
leaves Medicare bankrupt for our fu-
ture generations, our children and our
grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, my diagnosis is that
American seniors should be worried
only if we sit back and do nothing
about Medicare or accept the Demo-
crats’ plan to gut it from sick and dis-
abled seniors. We cannot allow it to
continue on its current path to insol-
vency, as the Democrats and President
Obama would have it. We need to sup-
port Medicare reform now so that we
will have Medicare tomorrow, and that
includes eliminating this rationing
board as soon as possible.

———————

OPPOSE THE SECURE
COMMUNITIES PROGRAM

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

Ms. CHU. I rise today in strong oppo-
sition to the Secure Communities pro-
gram. I am for the stated goals of the
Secured Communities program. Any-
one who is undocumented in this coun-
try and who has been convicted of a se-
rious violent offense should be removed
from this country, period. But I can’t
support the program because of the sig-
nificant evidence that Secure Commu-
nities is failing to achieve its goal.

When you look at the numbers, near-
ly half of the undocumented individ-
uals from my home county of Los An-
geles who have been taken into custody
through this program have not com-
mitted or been convicted of a serious
violent offense, and that is a problem.

Take the story of Isaura Garcia, a 20-
year-old who suffered three turbulent
years of abuse and beatings at the
hands of her boyfriend. In February,
she finally found the courage to call 911
for help. Earlier that day, her boy
friend, Ricardo, had thrown Isaura and
their 1-year-old daughter out of their
apartment. When she came back to the
house to get her things, Ricardo
showed up and it began again. He start-
ed throwing things at her, and when
she tried to protect herself and her
child she accidentally scratched his
neck.

After the 911 call, the police showed
up and put her boyfriend in cuffs, but
after they saw the scratches, they took
them off of him and put them on
Isaura. Shocked at what was hap-
pening, she fainted. At the hospital,
doctors found bruises covering her
body from the weeks and years of
abuse. Despite being identified by a
doctor as a victim of domestic vio-
lence, she had been arrested as the
abuser.

After the arrest, Isaura landed in the
L.A. County jail, which was partici-
pating in the Secure Communities pro-
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gram. Because of this program, she was
fingerprinted and found to be here in
an undocumented way. It was too late.
Before she knew it, she was sent to an
immigration detention center in Santa
Ana.

It is stories like Isaura’s that are
causing the DHS inspector general to
investigate the Secure Communities
program. Washington State, Pennsyl-
vania, and Washington, D.C., refused to
join Secure Communities. New York,
Illinois, and Massachusetts are sus-
pending their participation in this pro-
gram, and California is discussing this
as well.

But that is only a first step. The con-
cerns about Secure Communities must
be properly and permanently ad-
dressed. This is first and foremost
about public safety. The people on the
front lines of this program, our police
officers, have expressed serious con-
cerns about its implementation. LAPD
Chief Beck has noted that the program
is causing a breach of trust between
the LAPD and our immigrant commu-
nities, hindering our officers’ duties to
protect and serve all of our residents.
And the numerous reports of domestic
violence victims being detained
through this program are simply unac-
ceptable. If a program is causing a vic-
tim of violence to fear reaching out for
help, then that program is causing
more harm than good.

Secure Communities has undermined
our police departments’ mission of pro-
tecting the public, it has weakened
protections against racial profiling,
and it will have a chilling effect on im-
migrants’ willingness to report crimes
or provide useful information to the
police.

We must take a long, hard look at
the negative effects of Secure Commu-
nities. We must allow States to opt out
of the program. We must protect the
safety and welfare of all our residents
and truly ensure that we will have
safer, more secure communities.

——
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SAVING MEDICARE

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday afternoon, Bloomberg News re-
leased an analysis, district by district
around America, of the highest con-
centration of 45- to 54-year-olds. The
reason they did this analysis was to see
and focus on where the impact of the
Republican Medicare plan would land
the hardest. In the top 10 districts
which they identified, the headline of
this article, which obviously is
Bloomberg News, a nonpartisan news
service, was: Medicare Cuts Would Hit
Republican Lawmakers. Nine out of
the top 10 districts in America with
that highest 45 to 54 concentration are
Republican districts. The 10th is the
Second Congressional District, which I
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have the honor of representing in east-
ern Connecticut.

Now, some may ask why was
Bloomberg looking at the population of
45- to b4-year-olds? Well, the Ryan
Medicare plan radically alters the
Medicare program, starting in 2022, for
people who today are 54 years old or
younger. Starting with that age group,
Medicare will no longer be a guaran-
teed benefit, but instead will be a
voucher plan where Americans will be
given an $8,000 payment and told, Good
luck. Go out and buy insurance.

The Congressional Budget Office has
already analyzed what that means to
someone aged 54 today in terms of out-
of-pocket costs. In fact, it would double
the out-of-pocket costs for those 54 and
below, in year one, who enroll in the
Medicare program. Over time, we have
an analysis which shows what the true
out-of-pocket costs would be for 55-
year-olds with a normal American life
expectancy. It would raise their out-of-
pocket costs—these are additional
costs—by $182,000.

So for anybody who is out there
today who is in that age group, you’d
better start saving up because you’re
going to need a lot more retirement as-
sets just to keep level with what an
American who turns 65 today gets
under the Medicare program.

We have heard a lot from just, again,
one of the speakers a few minutes be-
fore, who was just making comments
about Medicare’s going broke and that
people 65 and up are going to be pro-
tected in terms of their Medicare.
Wrong. The Ryan Republican plan
would immediately cancel new benefits
for seniors today, that they have start-
ed to enjoy, starting in January: an-
nual checkups, cancer screenings,
smoking cessation.

I had a town hall back in Norwich,
Connecticut, just a couple of days ago
where I had a young primary care doc-
tor who was talking about the fact that
the new annual check-up has allowed
her that extra time to spend with pa-
tients, and she has detected three can-
cers because of the fact that she now
has the tools to do her job smartly and
efficiently.

The Ryan Republican plan would
cancel that annual check-up coverage,
which the Affordable Care Act kicked
in in January, along with cancer
screenings and along with smoking ces-
sation—all smart, preventative,
wellness-oriented care which will save
the Medicare program money, again,
for people 55 and younger. This chart
shows how the out-of-pocket costs
grow exponentially.

I see some young folks up in the au-
dience there. If you’re 15 years old,
your out-of-pocket costs are going to
be $711,000 higher than a 65-year-old’s
today who is entering the Medicare
program.

What this Ryan plan really amounts
to is just simply a cost shift to pa-
tients and families. It does nothing to
make a more efficient health care sys-
tem, and that is not a solution to the
problem.
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We also heard that Medicare is going
broke, that it is going to be bankrupt
in 2024. If you read the trustees’ report,
you will see, in fact, that it is a totally
misleading comment. What the trust-
ees reported was that there are suffi-
cient funds in the program to cover 90
percent of the costs of Medicare and,
starting in 2024, for at least another
decade and a half. Now, that shortfall
is a problem. We should not have a 10
percent shortfall starting in 2024, but
that is a manageable problem. We can
make smart, intelligent changes to the
Medicare program just like we have
done going back to 1965 when it was
first enacted.

Again, we have had, in fact, solvency
reports and warnings from the trustees
that were much more dire in the ’70s,
in the ’80s, in the ’90s than the report
that we saw 3 weeks ago. There is no
reason to scare people and panic people
into butchering the Medicare’s guaran-
teed benefit in the name of fiscal sol-
vency for the Medicare program. We
can make smart choices. We can make
smart changes, but shifting the costs
to people 55 and younger is not a solu-
tion to the Medicare program. It ends
Medicare.

Now, within families with some who
are over 55 and some who are under 55,
this will create two-tiered coverage. I
can report to you of the Courtney Fam-
ily. I’'m 58 years old, so purportedly, I
would get the old-fashioned benefit
under the Ryan plan, but my wife, Au-
drey, who is a nurse practitioner—she
is b1—will get the loser benefit. She is
going to have to start dishing out close
to $200,000 in additional costs for her
retirement under this plan.

So you’ve got two-tiered coverage
even within families under the proposal
that we have with the Ryan plan. We
can do better as a great Nation to
guarantee coverage—with a reasonable
package that is smart and efficient to
solve the Medicare program. We don’t
need the Ryan plan, which will shift
costs to patients and families in an un-
fair fashion.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers should not refer to occupants of
the gallery.

———
STOP MILITARY RAPE

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

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to once again draw our attention
to the epidemic of rape and sexual as-
sault in the military.

But, first, I want to mention the dis-
turbing Government Accountability
Office report released last week which
showed that patients and staff have
been raped and sexually assaulted in
the VA. There were 284 reports of sex-
ual assault which occurred between
January 2007 and July 2010. There were
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67 classified as rape, 185 as inappro-
priate touching, 13 as forced oral sex,
eight as forceful medical examinations,
and 11 as ‘“‘other.”

While this is not as widespread as
rape and sexual assault in the military,
it is yet another example where gov-
ernment has lacked in protecting the
men and women in uniform who serve
our Nation. One assault is one too
many. VA facilities should be a place
for aid and comfort, not for abuse.

The House Veterans Affairs” Com-
mittee held a hearing on this issue just
Monday. Congress must make it a pri-
ority to hold the VA accountable and
ensure that this does not happen again.
As I said during my last speech on this
issue, I have set up an email account so
survivors of rape and sexual assault in
the military can tell their stories. The
address is: stopmilitaryrape@
mail.house.gov.

Today, I want to share the story of
Private Jessica Kenyon. Mr. Speaker, 1
must warn my colleagues that some of
the language is raw. Private Kenyon
served in the Army from August 2005
until August 2006. Her allegation is as
follows:

During training at Fort Eustis, Pri-
vate Kenyon’s teaching sergeant began
to harass her. He constantly touched
her, and made sexual jokes and com-
ments to her. She did not believe it
would be effective to report the teach-
ing sergeant, because her unit com-
mander was openly misogynistic. He
was known to say, ‘“This unit never
had any problems until females came
into it.”

In December 2005, while Private
Kenyon was home for the holidays, she
was raped by a member of the Army
National Guard. At that point, she re-
ported both the sexual harassment by
the drill instructor and the rape to an
Army sexual assault response coordi-
nator. The Army official advised her to
put the rape ‘‘on the back burner’” and
focus on the sexual harassment. Pri-
vate Kenyon then discussed the rape
with Command, who advised that it
would be used against her in pro-
motional reviews if she chose to pursue
prosecution.

After she reported the harassment
and rape, she was ostracized and retali-
ated against by her fellow soldiers.
This retaliation followed her to her
next assignment at Camp Humphreys
in Korea. When she arrived, the ser-
geant advised that he had received
calls warning him about her. He then
made a unit-wide announcement, cau-
tioning everyone that they ‘‘should be
careful who you talk to because they
might report you.” The sergeant and
others engaged in the ongoing sexual
harassment of Private Kenyon.

In the spring of 2006, one soldier—a
specialist and squad leader—sexually
assaulted Private Kenyon. He put his
hand under her shirt and on her
breasts, and tried to make her touch
his penis. She fought him off.

Private Kenyon reported the assault
to Command. The assailant denied the
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sexual assault, and failed a lie detector
test as a result. He then recanted his
testimony and admitted to the harass-
ment. He was charged with ‘“‘lying on a
sworn statement,” and was given only
a nonjudicial punishment. He was de-
moted two ranks, but remained on ac-
tive duty. The assailant got to keep his
job. Private Kenyon got Post-Trau-
matic Stress Disorder.

For 16 years, Congress has been talk-
ing about this issue, and there have
been 18 hearings and reports. Yet the
Department of Defense still testifies
that there are 19,000 rapes that occur in
the military every year, and we have
done nothing about it.

I urge survivors to tell their stories

by writing to stopmilitaryrape@
mail.house.gov.
———
0O 1120

WORKING TOGETHER TO GROW
OUR ECONOMY AND CREATE JOBS

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The recent re-
lease of the May unemployment rate at
9.1 percent was a harsh reminder that a
jobless recovery is not a recovery at
all. I believe that in order for our econ-
omy to grow and small businesses to
create jobs, the first step must be to
restore fiscal order to the Federal Gov-
ernment. This year, our government is
borrowing 42 cents of every dollar that
it spends. In addition to burdening our
children and grandchildren with an
enormous debt, such reckless spending
crowds out private investment and
competes with small business for ac-
cess to capital. While reducing our def-
icit spending is an important first step
to economic recovery, we can and we
must do more.

Since taking office, President Obama
has dramatically increased the regu-
latory burden on small businesses. In
2010 alone, the administration has
handed down 43 major new regula-
tions—the highest single-year increase
on record. The President has also used
the regulatory process to block devel-
opment of vast domestic energy
sources. This has led to costly burdens
that prevent small business growth as
well as higher prices at the pump.

While regulations can help protect
our environment, they should be based
on common sense and not stifle
growth. Recently, I helped a small
manufacturer cut through months of
costly Federal red tape that delayed
expansion and hiring at his facility in
Bucks County, Pennsylvania. We must
work to make sure that unnecessary
and duplicative regulations do not
stand in the way of job creation in our
region and across our great Nation.

Finally, we must proactively encour-
age private sector job creation. I have
been working, Mr. Speaker, on two
pieces of legislation in this area. The
Hire Just One Act would provide a one-
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time tax credit to small businesses
that hire a full-time permanent em-
ployee this year. I have also introduced
the Fairness to Veterans Act, which
would extend Federal contracting pref-
erences to veteran-owned small busi-
nesses. This bill is designed to honor
the service of our Nation’s men and
women in uniform as well as address
the staggering 21 percent unemploy-
ment rate among veterans returning
from Iraq and Afghanistan.

I'm committed to working to fix our
economy and making sure that the
Federal Government is a partner in job
creation, not an obstacle to it. To-
gether, we can grow our economy and
create private sector jobs and oppor-
tunity.

————

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 11 o’clock and 23
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.
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AFTER RECESS

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

————

PRAYER

Reverend Dr. Phil Hoskins, Higher
Ground Baptist Church, Kingsport,
Tennessee, offered the following pray-
er:

Heavenly Father, we thank You for
the gifts of life and freedom. Thank
You for the blessing of citizenship in
the United States of America.

Today, I pray for our President and
Members of the House and Senate.
Lord, grant wisdom to our governing
officials as they lead us during these
challenging times throughout the
world. Many have forgotten You and
many also have forsaken You, but
today we turn to You and acknowledge
that You and You alone are the source
of our strength and security.

Have mercy upon us, I pray. Now I
claim the promise in Your word, as
written in the second book of Chron-
icles, chapter 7, verse 14: “‘If My people
who are called by My name will humble
themselves and pray and seek My face
and turn from their wicked ways, then
I will hear from heaven and will forgive
their sin and will heal their land.”

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.

June 15, 2011

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. PITTS 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. PHIL
HOSKINS

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

There was no objection.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,
today our guest chaplain is Dr. Phil
Hoskins, a native east Tennesseean.

Dr. Hoskins attended East Tennessee
State University, Milligan College, and
Andersonville Baptist Seminary, where
he earned his Doctor of Theology de-
gree. For 12 years, Dr. Hoskins served
as a full-time Southern Baptist evan-
gelist and has conducted over 400 reviv-
als and crusades in 28 States and Can-

ada.
Dr. Hoskins is now the pastor of
Higher Ground Baptist Church in

Kingsport, Tennessee. Since accepting
the pastorate of Higher Ground in 1991,
he has helped his congregation grow
from under 200 to well over 3,000 mem-
bers.

Dr. Hoskins is here today with his
wife, Brenda, and his two beautiful
daughters, McKenzie Paige and Madi-
son Jade.

It is a great honor to introduce Dr.
Hoskins, whose dedication and commit-
ment to serving God and his fellow
man is unwavering.

I would like to yield to my friend
from North Carolina, HEATH SHULER.

Mr. SHULER. I thank the gentleman
from Tennessee.

It is, indeed, an honor that you have
asked one of my dear friends, Phil Hos-
kins, to be able to come and preside
over the House this morning and lead
us in prayer, a gentleman who baptized
my wife, who administered the cere-
mony that married my brother and his
wife.

So, Phil has meant absolutely every-
thing to me and my family, and I love
him unconditionally. He has been a
man of great character, someone I can
lean on, and I am jealous that you have
him in your district.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

————

IRAQ WAR COSTS—WHO SHOULD
PAY?
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, while
in Iraq last week with Members of Con-
gress, we not only met with our troops,
but we met with Prime Minister
Maliki. During our conversation, it was
suggested to Mr. Maliki that Iraq even-
tually assume some of the costs for
this war of liberation.

The war has cost billions of dollars
and thousands of American lives. Since
we are rebuilding Iraq and have given
them a free democracy, it seems only
right that Iraq at least consider paying
for part of the cost with future oil rev-
enues. I was surprised that Prime Min-
ister Maliki reacted with an emphatic
““no way’’ to sharing the cost. Even Ku-
wait helped reimburse the coalition na-
tions when Saddam was driven from
their lands. But not Iraq. They will not
hear of it.

Later this same day, we learned that
the Prime Minister had actually or-
dered the Members of Congress out of
Iraq. Looks like our questions to him
were a political IED.

But as the date for our military
looms ever closer for departure, there
are reports the Prime Minister wants
our military to stay a little longer and
Americans to pay for it. Iraq should
help pay for the nation that Americans
rebuilt and liberated.

And that’s just the way it is.

————
PRESIDENTIAL SCHOLARS

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and honor Presi-
dential Scholars Dylan Neel of Moses
Brown High School and Sol Taubin of
the Wheeler School for the academic
excellence.

Dylan and Sol have shown them-
selves to be some of our Nation’s most
distinguished graduating high school
seniors. They are two of only 141 stu-
dents selected as TU.S. Presidential
Scholars from more than 3,000 appli-
cants. The U.S. Presidential Scholars
program recognizes graduating high
school seniors for academic excellence,
artistic accomplishments, and civic
contributions. These young people rep-
resent the great hope of our Nation’s
youth and the promise of the American
education system.

I also want to recognize Jennifer
Stewart and Christine Barry, who were
selected by Dylan and Sol, respec-
tively, as their most inspiring and
challenging teachers. I thank these
teachers for their dedication to our
young people and our schools.

I am pleased to join the White House
Commission on Presidential Scholars
and the United States Department of
Education in recognizing Dylan Neel
and Sol Taubin.

———

HAMAS FUNDING

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, a few days
ago from this very Chamber, we heard
the Israeli Prime Minister make clear
that Israel seeks a permanent peace
settlement with recognition of a Pales-
tinian state. He reiterated that Israel
seeks peace with its neighbors. Unfor-
tunately, some of its neighbors do not
feel the same way.

The charter of Hamas clearly states
that peaceful solutions are contrary to
their beliefs. As a party, they stand for
the destruction of Israel, they glorify
the murders of women and children,
and even mourn the death of Osama bin
Laden. Despite these positions, Hamas
was recently welcomed back in to the
Palestinian Government, and Egypt
has opened the border to the Gaza
Strip.

By no means should U.S. taxpayer
money go to support these murderers.
We cannot support a Palestinian Gov-
ernment that has no intention to live
peacefully with its free and democratic
neighbor. We must stop sending hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in annual
aid until all parties in the Palestinian
Government recognize that Israel has a
right to exist.

———

TERROR GAP

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker,
shockingly, individuals on the Federal
terrorist watch list are not excluded
from purchasing firearms in the United
States. Quite simply, this means you
can be on a terrorist watch list and be
prohibited from boarding a plane be-
cause we think you are a terrorist, but
you can buy a semiautomatic weapon.

Last week, American-born al Qaeda
spokesman Adam Gadahn urged the
terrorist group’s followers to exploit
this ‘‘terror gap’’ in our gun laws. Our
enemies, intent on destroying Ameri-
cans and our way of life, have made a
calculated decision that Congress cares
more about protecting the gun lobby
than it does the safety of its citizens.
They are convinced we lack the cour-
age and fortitude to close our gaping
loopholes and that their persistent
campaign to strike again on our soil
has new promise.

I would love to stand here today and
say our enemy has grossly underesti-
mated us. I am not certain I can. My
colleagues in Congress are now faced
with a critical opportunity to do the
right thing and pass the most common-
sense of commonsense policies by clos-
ing the terror gap. Al Qaeda will be
watching our response.
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INDIANA AIR NATIONAL GUARD
AIRMAN OF THE YEAR: STAFF
SERGEANT ANDRE CARBONEAU

(Mr. STUTZMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I'd
like to honor a native member of Indi-
ana’s Air National Guard today. Staff
Sergeant Andre Carboneau was re-
cently awarded Indiana Air National
Guard Airman of the Year for 2010. The
honorable award is designed to recog-
nize members that are hardworking,
are involved in the community, and
have continued to advance themselves
in education. After members compete
on a quarterly basis, they compete at
the State level to become the airman
of the year.

Carboneau received his award Friday,
May 20, at Victory Field in Indianap-
olis. He is from Warsaw, Indiana, and a
phase aircraft mechanic for 122nd
Fighter Wing in Fort Wayne, Indiana.
He is also a full-time student at Indi-
ana State University, where he is ma-
joring in professional aviation.

I congratulate Staff Sergeant Andre
Carboneau for his achievements and
am proud of Indiana’s 14,700 members
of the Indiana Army and Air National
Guard.

Our Nation owes endless gratitude to
these men and women in uniform who
have devoted their lives to our security
and the preservation of our liberty.

——
MEDICARE VOUCHER PROGRAM

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong opposition to the Re-
publicans’ misguided attack on Medi-
care and Medicaid. No matter what the
other side says, their plans for Medi-
care and Medicaid will end them, leav-
ing them as nothing but a shell.

This is a question of priorities. Which
is the best choice? Either closing the
doughnut hole so seniors, including
7,000 in my district, don’t have to
choose between their medications and
paying the rent, or giving huge sub-
sidies to oil companies?

Or this choice: telling people, includ-
ing 100,000 in my congressional district
who are in their 40s and 50s, to hurry
up and save another $200,000 each be-
fore they retire so they can pay for
health care since Medicare’s guarantee
is gone?

Or continuing tax breaks for million-
aires and billionaires?

The Republican budget is not a plan
for our future. It’s a recipe for disaster.
It ends Medicare and Medicaid, puts
our seniors at risk.

Stand up for our current and future
seniors. Say ‘‘no’’ to the Republican at-
tack on Medicare and Medicaid.

MR. PRESIDENT, WHERE ARE THE
JOBS?

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

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, we
found out last week that new business
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creation is at a 17-year low, and Ameri-
cans are asking, Mr. President, where
are the jobs?

Unemployment has now languished
at the highest level since the Great De-
pression, and Americans are asking,
Mr. President, where are the jobs?

One in seven families is now on food
stamps, and Americans are asking, Mr.
President, where are the jobs?

The Bureau of Labor Statistics re-
leased that the time it takes to get a
new job is at an all-time high, and
Americans are asking, Mr. President,
where are the jobs?

House Republicans have a plan for
America’s job creators to put the Na-
tion on a fiscally sustainable path to
restore confidence, to make our Tax
Code competitive, and to take the bur-
den of regulation off our job creators so
that American workers can get the
paychecks they need and deserve.

REPUBLICAN PLAN TO END
MEDICARE AND GUT MEDICAID

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

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, the more we
learn about the true impact of the ma-
jority’s plan to end Medicare and gut
the Medicaid program, the more there
is to dislike.

For starters, under their plan, sen-
iors will pay $6,000 more in annual out-
of-pocket costs for health care serv-
ices. Current seniors will see higher
costs on prescription drugs as a result
of reopening the donut hole, as well as
a spike in the price of preventative
care because free annual wellness visits
will be eliminated.

Individuals who are 54 years of age
and younger, including 540,000 people in
my district, will be denied access to
Medicare’s guaranteed benefits.

Additionally, the majority’s budget
slashes Medicaid funding by $800 billion
over 10 years and converts the program
into block grants. Nearly 60 million
Americans that rely on Medicaid for
their health coverage will be in jeop-
ardy of losing their health care.

From my district in particular, their
plan will impair the health care of
21,000 dual eligible seniors who rely on
Medicaid to supplement their Medicare
coverage, and 82,000 children who re-
ceive coverage under Medicaid.

Mr. Speaker, given the current eco-
nomic climate, now is not the time to
be cutting wvaluable services to our
most vulnerable citizens.

———
MEDICARE HOME INFUSION BILL

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

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, there are massive inefficien-
cies in Medicare that are causing the
program to go bankrupt. One example
is infusion therapy, or the intravenous
delivery of medication administered to
patients suffering from cancer or seri-
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ous infection for which they cannot
just take a pill. But it requires special-
ized equipment and supervision and
often lasts several hours a day over a
period of several weeks. It’s very ex-
pensive for patients to get this care in
a hospital.

Although private plans have been
covering home infusion therapy for
decades, Medicare still forces people to
g0 to a hospital, where they also have
increased risk for infection by going
there, and it costs thousands of dollars
for delivery, as opposed to hundreds of
dollars when they get it at home.

That’s why today, Representative
ELIOT ENGEL and I are reintroducing
the Medicare Home Infusion Therapy
Coverage Act, so patients can receive
the same treatment in the comfort and
convenience of their home at a lower
cost. Our bill saves taxpayers money,
about $6 billion over 10 years.

Mr. Speaker, our proof is that this is
one more way we can find significant
savings in Medicare, or simply wait for
the program to go bankrupt. And I
urge all of my colleagues to support
our bill to give patients better quality
and better care at lower costs.

————

MEDICARE AND MEDICAID

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

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, America’s
seniors have given a lifetime of service
to our Nation. It is our responsibility
to demonstrate the same commitment
to them by providing a safety net like
Medicare and Medicaid.

Sadly, the Republican budget will
have a devastating impact on our sen-
iors, forcing many of them to sell their
homes and rely on their children just
to get by because they can’t afford
health coverage.

In my district alone, the Republican
budget plan would throw out 3,200
Medicare beneficiaries into the pre-
scribed donut hole, eliminate preven-
tive care benefits for 56,000 seniors,
deny 630,000 individuals aged 54 and
younger guaranteed Medicare cov-
erage, jeopardize nursing home care for
1,100 seniors whose expenses are paid
by Medicare.

Yes, we must lower the deficit with
intelligent spending cuts, but it is
wrong to balance the budget by cutting
vital service to American seniors.

Let’s preserve Medicare and Med-
icaid. Let’s work together, Republicans
and Democrats, and find a solution.

————

THE IMMINENT MEDICARE
CATASTROPHE

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

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, we are
at a great turning point in history
when it comes to the survival of Medi-
care. The CMS actuary just informed
us that Medicare will become insolvent
in just 12 years. That means that if

June 15, 2011

you’re on Medicare, or expect to be on
Medicare in the next 12 years, you need
to think about how you will finance
your health care after that period.

And what is the President’s plan or
the Democrat congressional plan?
Sorry, there is no plan.

When asked, Mr. President, why no
plan when the law requires you to have
one? He said, and I paraphrase, that he
would rather Republicans take the lead
so he can demagogue ours. Never mind
that ObamaCare takes one-half trillion
dollars from Medicare to subsidize its
crazy schemes.

The Ryan budget plan that was
passed here in this Chamber has the
only credible plan to save Medicare. It
ensures traditional Medicare coverage
indefinitely if you’re over 54 years of
age. It provides for a choice among
many private plans with premium sup-
port based on financial need for those
who are under. It is time congressional
Democrats and the President step up
on this vital issue.

————
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THE TRUTH ABOUT MEDICARE

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

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, the
more people know about the Repub-
lican plan for Medicare, the less they
like it. So it’s no wonder that the Re-
publicans are trying to prevent House
Members from telling our constituents
about the plan to end Medicare by ac-
tually censoring our mailings to our
own districts.

The Democrats aren’t alone in saying
the Republican plan ends Medicare.
Tom Scully, former Bush administra-
tion head of Medicare, says the Repub-
lican plan ‘‘gets rid of the current
Medicare program’ and that it is “‘a
fundamental structural change in the
program.” It’s so fundamental that be-
ginning in 2022 the out-of-pocket costs
for enrollees would double, and they
would be forced to pick a private insur-
ance plan without guaranteed benefits.

Republicans can call their plan what-
ever they want—sorta-care, maybe-
care, we don’t care—but they can’t call
it Medicare. They can try all they
want, but they can’t keep seniors from
learning the truth.

This program that they introduced
ends Medicare.

MEDICARE IS GOING BROKE, MR.
PRESIDENT

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
this administration has failed to lead,
they have failed to budget, and now
they have failed to produce any viable
solution for saving Medicare. In fact,
their solution is to let it go broke.

In 13 short years, Medicare’s Hospital
Insurance Trust Fund will run com-
pletely out of money. Bankrupting this



June 15, 2011

program will leave many of our Na-
tion’s seniors high and dry and our fu-
ture generations without a health care
program to depend upon.

And guess what? The Obama adminis-
tration doesn’t care. Instead of making
Medicare reform a top priority, the ad-
ministration has passed the task off to
a panel of unqualified bureaucrats—
like it was busy work that they
couldn’t be bothered with.

Mr. Speaker, Medicare is going
broke. That’s a reality this administra-
tion has to face. The program is al-
ready driving up the larger-than-life
debt, and it will only get worse from
here. I urge the administration to at
least present us with one option for fix-
ing Medicare’s present money problem.
And if they can’t, the House GOP doc-
tors have plenty of suggestions of
where to begin.

———

REPUBLICANS ARE HIDING THE
TRUTH ABOUT MEDICARE FROM
THE PUBLIC

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, before I
came to Congress, I was a newspaper
editor in Louisville, Kentucky. And as
an editor, my job was to make sure
that our stories revealed the truth and
made things easier to understand for
our readers. Right now, the Republican
majority in Congress is editing to ob-
scure the truth and to hide the facts
from the American people.

Ever since a Republican candidate in
New York lost a special election in a
heavily Republican district because she
supported the reckless GOP plan to end
Medicare, the majority in this body has
been petrified about what it might
mean for their political careers if the
American people actually found out
the truth, and they are doing every-
thing they can to hide the truth.

The Republican-controlled Franking
Commission—which controls content of
mailings from congressional offices—is
now dictating that any reference to the
end of Medicare be cut out from cor-
respondence. Whenever the word ‘‘end”
is used, they say we have to use the
word ‘‘change.” They won’t let the
truth be told. But the truth is, if you
have eliminated something, you
haven’t changed it. You can’t change
something that has been killed. That’s
what the American people need to
know. That’s what the Republican ma-
jority is trying to hide, but they will
not deceive the American people.

————

HAPPY 236TH BIRTHDAY TO THE
U.S. ARMY

(Mr. WILSON 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. Speaker, yesterday marked the
birthday of the United States Army;
236 years ago, the United States Army
was established to defend our families.
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The Army began June 14, 1775 as the
Continental Army. The Continental
Congress established the Army to co-
ordinate military efforts among the 13
independent colonies.

With victory in the Cold War, more
people and more countries today live in
democracy, freedom and peace than in
the history of the world due to the suc-
cess of America’s military. Promoting
the values of loyalty, duty, respect,
selfless service, honor, integrity and
personal courage, today’s soldiers rep-
resent the best of our Nation.

As the grateful son of an Army Air
Corps Flying Tiger and as a 3l-year
veteran of the Army Reserves and
Army National Guard, I know first-
hand the competence and patriotism of
servicemembers. Hspecially my wife,
Roxanne, and I are grateful to have
three sons currently serving in the
Army National Guard. My youngest
son, Second Lieutenant Hunter Taylor
Wilson, was commissioned last month
an engineer through the Clemson Uni-
versity ROTC.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———

CENSORSHIP BY FRANKING
COMMISSION

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

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to object to the
majority Franking Commission’s exer-
cise in blatant and transparent censor-
ship on a Medicare mailing I and other
colleagues of mine wish to send to our
constituents.

I’'m not allowed to call it the ‘“‘Ryan
budget’” even though the Republicans
called it the Ryan budget, because, of
course, it has become unpopular. I'm
not allowed to refer to changing Medi-
care to a voucher system even though
Mr. RYAN himself referred to it as a
voucher system. I must now call it a
“premium support system.”

These changes, among many others,
are censorship at its worst. When we
don’t like something, when it’s not
going well for us on the majority side,
we suppress it. This censorship would
make former Soviet censors blush at
the breathtaking nature and sweeping
scope of the suppression of free expres-
sion, of free ideas here in the Nation’s
Capitol.

———

REPUBLICANS WORKING TO
CREATE JOBS

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

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about jobs.

Last week, during the district work
period, I met with local business lead-
ers, toured businesses throughout my
district, and listened to their concerns.
It should not come as a surprise to
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anyone the main topic of conversation
was where are the jobs and what is the
state of the economy.

Over and over, the small business
leaders told me that government regu-
lations and uncertainty are negatively
affecting their ability to grow and cre-
ate jobs. Businesses are afraid to invest
in the future due to the uncertainty in
our Tax Code, the increased costs and
regulations stemming from the Afford-
able Care Act—which they can’t af-
ford—and the increased burdens of an
out-of-control regulatory process that
has stifled job creation.

Just yesterday, the National Federa-
tion of Independent Business released
their report showing a decline in opti-
mism for small businesses for a third
consecutive month. It has been 28
months since the ill-conceived stim-
ulus passed and a year since June 2010
was declared ‘‘recovery summer’ by
the administration; yet 1.9 million
fewer Americans have jobs. This is why
we need to get our fiscal house in
order, cut spending, repeal the Afford-
able Care Act, and end onerous regula-
tions.

The Republican majority gets the
message, and everything we’re doing is
to create a climate where we can ex-
pand and create jobs in America.

———
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EMPOWERING BUSINESSES TO GET
ECONOMY GOING

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

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, it is no coin-
cidence that Illinois’ corporate tax rate
is the fourth-highest in the Nation and
yet ranks 48th in economic perform-
ance. Businesses, big and small, can no
longer afford to keep their doors open
and hire more workers when they face
a 45 percent tax increase.

If we are serious about creating jobs,
then we must stop allowing the govern-
ment to pick winners and losers in to-
day’s economy. In order to create eco-
nomic certainty, we must have a level
playing field and clearly defined rules
that don’t change halfway through the
game. We need to encourage businesses
to invest and to expand here at home.
One way that we can do that is through
corporate tax reform, eliminating tax
loopholes that currently exist in the
system.

One thing is clear: Increases in taxes
without spending reform cannot work.
It is time that we start to empower
businesses to get our economy moving
again. Illinois has lost 750,000 manufac-
turing jobs over the last decade. Now is
the time we have to focus on job cre-
ation.

—
A REAL, ACTIONABLE JOBS PLAN
FOR AMERICA IS NEEDED
(Mr. QUAYLE asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mr. QUAYLE. Mr. Speaker, earlier
this week, President Obama made a
joke about his so-called stimulus pack-
age. Remember those shovel-ready
projects we heard so much about? They
were one of the major selling points for
the package. Well, the President now
says they ‘‘were not as shovel-ready as
we expected.”” I am sure some got a
good chuckle out of that line, but there
is nothing funny about a $1 trillion
failure.

The economic policies this adminis-
tration has pursued have failed to cre-
ate jobs, and they have made matters
worse for our economy. In many of our
home States, the economic situation is
bleaker than the national picture. In
my hometown of Phoenix, Arizona, our
unemployment rate is higher than the
national average, and we have lost
thousands of manufacturing and retail
jobs over the last 2 years. We also have
a housing market that has collapsed.

Mr. Speaker, we will never get our
economy growing again unless we see
drastic improvements in unemploy-
ment and our housing sector. Our coun-
try is at our best when we unleash the
ingenuity of the American people. The
Republican Conference has a real and
actionable jobs plan that will put
America back to work, that will give
our entrepreneurs and innovators free-
dom from the regulatory burdens and
high taxes that are holding them back.

We must take action to get this econ-
omy going again, and that is what our
plan does. President Obama’s speeches,
policies, and council meetings are not
enough.

REPEAL AND REPLACE THE
PRESIDENT’S HEALTH CARE PLAN

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recall a promise that we heard
many times from this President and
his administration: that under his
health care law, if you like your insur-
ance, you can keep it. Unfortunately,
it seems that that promise was an
empty one, and it will affect millions
of Americans.

A recent study from McKinsey &
Company found that due to the law, at
least 30 percent and perhaps as many
as half of employers say that they will
probably or definitely stop offering
health care coverage to their employ-
ees after 2014. These are astounding
statistics, and they reveal the fallacy
we heard so frequently that if you like
your plan, you can keep it.

With every passing day we find out
more and more what is in the Presi-
dent’s health care law, and we find out
that it hurts middle class families and
small business owners, holding back
our economy and killing job creation.
This study is just one more reason for
the House to redouble its efforts to re-
peal this law and replace it with legis-
lation that will control the cost of
health care while preserving individual
freedoms.
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HONORING JIM SACKETT

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

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Jim Sackett, who this
week announced he is retiring after 33
years in remarkable service as the an-
chor of WPTV News Channel 5 in West
Palm Beach.

I have enjoyed Jim’s newscasts since
my family moved to Palm Beach Gar-
dens in 1984. In high school, I wanted to
go into the news business and actually
interned under Jim at Channel 5. I
learned a lot that semester watching
Jim, whose commitment to balanced
news reporting set a high standard for
other newscasters. His dedication to
quality news coverage has earned him
both a Telly and an Emmy.

Before he began his career in jour-
nalism, Jim served his country honor-
ably for 5 years in the United States
Army. He continues to serve our com-
munity, where he is active in several
organizations, including Big Brothers
and Big Sisters. Jim is widely recog-
nized for his “Thursday’s Child” fea-
ture, which for 30 years profiled chil-
dren to help them find forever adoptive
parents.

Jim, thank you for your service and
your contributions to our community.
You are truly a pillar of the Treasure
Coast and Palm Beach County.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 1 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 34
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until approximately 1 p.m.

———
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AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BROUN of Georgia) at 1
o’clock and 3 minutes p.m.

——————

AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOP-
MENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN-

ISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 300 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2112.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
2112) making appropriations for Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and
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Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies programs for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2012, and for
other purposes, with Mr. BASS of New
Hampshire (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Tuesday,
June 14, 2011, a request for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
RICHARDSON) had been postponed and
the bill had been read through page 26,
line 17.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE
CONSERVATION OPERATIONS

For necessary expenses for carrying out
the provisions of the Act of April 27, 1935 (16
U.S.C. 590a~f), including preparation of con-
servation plans and establishment of meas-
ures to conserve soil and water (including
farm irrigation and land drainage and such
special measures for soil and water manage-
ment as may be necessary to prevent floods
and the siltation of reservoirs and to control
agricultural related pollutants); operation of
conservation plant materials centers; classi-
fication and mapping of soil; dissemination
of information; acquisition of lands, water,
and interests therein for use in the plant ma-
terials program by donation, exchange, or
purchase at a nominal cost not to exceed $100
pursuant to the Act of August 3, 1956 (7
U.S.C. 428a); purchase and erection or alter-
ation or improvement of permanent and tem-
porary buildings; and operation and mainte-
nance of aircraft, $770,956,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That appropriations hereunder shall be
available pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 2250 for con-
struction and improvement of buildings and
public improvements at plant materials cen-
ters, except that the cost of alterations and
improvements to other buildings and other
public improvements shall not exceed
$250,000: Provided further, That when build-
ings or other structures are erected on non-
Federal land, that the right to use such land
is obtained as provided in 7 U.S.C. 2250a.

WATERSHED REHABILITATION PROGRAM

Under the authorities of Section 14 of the
Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention
Act, $15,000,000 is provided.

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF
GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 27, line 23, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $15,000,000)"".

Page 80, line 2, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)’.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, my amendment would eliminate
one of the 20 different conservation
programs USDA currently operates,
the water rehabilitation program. The
chairman of the subcommittee, my
good friend from Georgia, has stated
during debate on funding for agri-
culture programs that he hopes to see
a reduction in the number of Federal
programs included in this bill.
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I understand that some of my col-
leagues have a vested interest in this
program, but when we have a program
that is funding projects in only a hand-
ful of States, we must take a long, hard
look at our priorities.

Mr. Chairman, even the President did
not request funding for this program.
It cannot be understated that we are
facing unprecedented fiscal challenges
in our Nation. We just simply have to
stop spending money that we don’t
have, and we have to start creating
jobs out in the private sector. My
amendment, by cutting this program,
will help to stop the bleeding economi-
cally that we’re having. The con-
sequences of failing to reduce spending
and the deficit jeopardize the current
and future stability of our Nation.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment.

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

Mr. LUCAS. I move to strike the last
word.

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

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in opposition to this amendment,
and I think it might be worthwhile to
explain for just a moment what the
small watershed program is and what
the small watershed rehabilitation pro-
gram is all about.

These were efforts begun in the 1940s
and 1950s by this body in an effort to
address flooding conditions. Under this
program, 10,000 small earthen dams
were built across the country, working
in interlocking series to prevent down-
stream flooding by capturing flood wa-
ters at the source.

Now, like anything after 50 years, its
life expectancy can be expected to
come to a conclusion. In 2000, we cre-
ated the rehabilitation program to ex-
tend the life of these structures by ad-
ditional time, and it now appears,
based on the modern techniques being
used, engineering technologies, that
these 50-year structures will wind up
with a 150-year total life expectancy in
many instances.

This is a program where the rehabili-
tation resources are allocated based on
need as scored by USDA. It’s not an
earmark program. It’s not a targeted
program. The money is made available,
and as the structures need work, they
are prioritized. It’s a wonderful way to
address this issue.

Now, if you look at the amount of
property and life and infrastructure
that have been protected in the life of
these programs, it’s almost incalcu-
lable. In OKklahoma, in the range of $81
million a year worth of property has
been saved.

My colleague alluded to programs
that only affect limited numbers of
areas. I would note even in the great
State of Georgia, there are 357 of these
watershed structures. There are 69 that
within the next 10 years will need the
rehabilitation program. There are ben-
efits in every State.
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I would just simply say, if you care
and you believe that infrastructure is a
part of our responsibility, if you be-
lieve that protecting every life below
that dam all the way to the ocean is
important, and the property, then this
is a wise, small use of resources. What
my friend attempts to do here is to
zero out the whole program. No money
for rehab this year. No money for rehab
this year.
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That would be a travesty. That would
be a tragic use of resources in the past.
It’s important, I think, that we con-
tinue this program.

Mr. KINGSTON. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. KINGSTON. As the chairman of
Agriculture knows and is fully aware, I
wanted to underscore the point that
you just made that the ordinary man-
datory authorization for this program
is $165 million. That has been zeroed
out, and the only thing we’re doing this
year is this $15 million. And so even at
the current $15 million level, it’s still
150 less than it ordinarily has been.

Mr. LUCAS. I would say, reclaiming
my time, that the gentleman is right.
This is a dramatic reduction over what
had been expected during the farm bill.
Yet this $15 million will do tremendous
work, and it is allocated on a 65-35 cost
basis. Local and State government
have to come up with more than a
third of the money to be able to imple-
ment these rehabilitation programs.

For a few pennies, we do a great deal
across the country based on need, not
anyone’s political priorities but based
on need. This is an exceptional pro-
gram. I would ask my colleagues to
turn back this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was rejected.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

TITLE III
RURAL DEVELOPMENT
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR RURAL
DEVELOPMENT

For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Under Secretary for Rural Development,
$760,000.

RURAL DEVELOPMENT SALARIES AND
EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses for carrying out
the administration and implementation of
programs in the Rural Development mission
area, including activities with institutions
concerning the development and operation of
agricultural cooperatives; and for coopera-
tive agreements; $161,011,000: Provided, That
notwithstanding any other provision of law,
funds appropriated under this section may be
used for advertising and promotional activi-
ties that support the Rural Development
mission area: Provided further, That not more
than $10,000 may be expended to provide
modest non-monetary awards to non-USDA
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employees: Provided further, That any bal-
ances available from prior years for the
Rural Utilities Service, Rural Housing Serv-
ice, and the Rural Business-Cooperative
Service salaries and expenses accounts shall
be transferred to and merged with this ap-
propriation.
RURAL HOUSING SERVICE

RURAL HOUSING INSURANCE FUND PROGRAM
ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For gross obligations for the principal
amount of direct and guaranteed loans as au-
thorized by title V of the Housing Act of
1949, to be available from funds in the rural
housing insurance fund, as follows:
$24,845,666,000 for loans to section 502 bor-
rowers, of which $845,666,000 shall be for di-
rect loans, and of which $24,000,000,000 shall
be for unsubsidized guaranteed loans; and
$568,617,000 for section 515 rental housing
loans.

For the cost of direct and guaranteed
loans, including the cost of modifying loans,
as defined in section 502 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, as follows: $40,000,000 for
502 direct loans; and $20,000,000 for repair, re-
habilitation, and new construction of section
515 rental housing: Provided, That of the
total amount appropriated in this paragraph,
the amount equal to the amount of Rural
Housing Insurance Fund Program Account
funds allocated by the Secretary for Rural
Economic Area Partnership Zones for the fis-
cal year 2011, shall be available through June
30, 2012, for communities designated by the
Secretary of Agriculture as Rural Economic
Area Partnership Zones.

In addition, for the cost of direct loans,
grants, and contracts, as authorized by 42
U.S.C. 1484 and 1486, $12,500,000, to remain
available until expended, for direct farm
labor housing loans and domestic farm labor
housing grants and contracts: Provided, That
any balances available for the Farm Labor
Program Account shall be transferred and
merged with this account.

In addition, for administrative expenses
necessary to carry out the direct and guar-
anteed loan programs, $400,000,000 shall be
paid to the appropriation for ‘“‘Rural Devel-
opment, Salaries and Expenses”’.

RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

For rental assistance agreements entered
into or renewed pursuant to the authority
under section 521(a)(2) or agreements entered
into in lieu of debt forgiveness or payments
for eligible households as authorized by sec-
tion 502(c)(5)(D) of the Housing Act of 1949,
$890,000,000; and, in addition, such sums as
may be necessary, as authorized by section
521(c) of the Act, to liquidate debt incurred
prior to fiscal year 1992 to carry out the rent-
al assistance program under section 521(a)(2)
of the Act: Provided, That of this amount not
less than $1,500,000 is available for newly con-
structed units financed by section 515 of the
Housing Act of 1949, and not less than
$2,500,000 is for newly constructed units fi-
nanced under sections 514 and 516 of the
Housing Act of 1949: Provided further, That
rental assistance agreements entered into or
renewed during the current fiscal year shall
be funded for a one-year period: Provided fur-
ther, That any unexpended balances remain-
ing at the end of such one-year agreements
may be transferred and used for the purposes
of any debt reduction; maintenance, repair,
or rehabilitation of any existing projects;
preservation; and rental assistance activities
authorized under title V of the Act: Provided
further, That rental assistance provided
under agreements entered into prior to fiscal
year 2012 for a farm labor multi-family hous-
ing project financed under section 514 or 516
of the Act may not be recaptured for use in
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another project until such assistance has re-
mained unused for a period of 12 consecutive
months, if such project has a waiting list of
tenants seeking such assistance or the
project has rental assistance eligible tenants
who are not receiving such assistance: Pro-
vided further, That such recaptured rental as-
sistance shall, to the extent practicable, be
applied to another farm labor multi-family
housing project financed under section 514 or
516 of the Act.
MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING REVITALIZATION
PROGRAM ACCOUNT

For the rural housing voucher program as
authorized under section 542 of the Housing
Act of 1949, but notwithstanding subsection
(b) of such section, $11,000,000, to remain
available until expended, which shall be
available for rural housing vouchers to any
low-income household (including those not
receiving rental assistance) residing in a
property financed with a section 515 loan
which has been prepaid after September 30,
2005: Provided, That the amount of such
voucher shall be the difference between com-
parable market rent for the section 515 unit
and the tenant-paid rent for such unit: Pro-
vided further, That funds made available for
such vouchers shall be subject to the avail-
ability of annual appropriations: Provided
further, That the Secretary shall, to the
maximum extent practicable, administer
such vouchers with current regulations and
administrative guidance applicable to sec-
tion 8 housing vouchers administered by the
Secretary of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 32, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $100,000,000)’.

Page 35, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $100,000,000)’.

Page 49, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $200,000,000)"’.

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

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I am offering
an amendment that reduces the fund-
ing for the billion dollar Food for
Peace program. Regardless of its per-
ceived merits, our country is deep in
debt, and we have problems here in
America, particularly rural America,
that need to be addressed.

The Food for Peace program has been
rightly criticized as a waste of money
and ineffective in achieving its stated
goals. But the reason for my amend-
ments are more direct: the current
budget funding for this program is over
$1 billion. We stand today with a $14.3
trillion deficit, and at the same time,
we have unmet needs in our own back-
yards.

My first amendment cuts $200 million
from this program and my second
amendment sets aside $100 million into
the spending reduction account. Then,
of the $200 million cut in my first
amendment, $100 million each is di-
rected into Rural Development, Title
II1, here in the United States.

The reason for these amendments is
straightforward. Parts of rural Amer-
ica rival parts of some Third World
countries where we send tens of mil-
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lions of dollars. We need to focus on
our own people and our own commu-
nities before we spend taxpayer money
in foreign lands.

One example here in the TUnited
States is the area known as the former
Bennett Freeze area, an area consisting
of 1.5 million acres of Navajo Nation
reservation land, where the housing
units have been described as ‘‘little
more than hovels” and ‘80 percent of
the homes have no electricity’” and
there are few paved road or commu-
nication structures. How do we justify
spending $1 billion in foreign countries
when we have so many unmet needs in
the United States?

The Rural Development loan pro-
gram would receive additional funding
under this amendment, a program that
gets high marks for its success; so, too,
would the Multifamily Housing Revi-
talization Program. With millions of
people losing homes, they are moving
into multiunit housing. This program
will help Americans.

It is easy to understand the emo-
tional appeal programs like Food for
Peace may have, a program that would
be reduced by this amendment. But ul-
timately, we are using taxpayer money
for charity. Improving literacy, reduc-
ing hunger, and educating girls in for-
eign countries are issues that are, in
fact, charitable and emotionally ap-
pealing, but we have our own literacy,
hunger, and gender issues in our coun-
try. But at a time when we have a $14.3
trillion public debt, massive unemploy-
ment, and rural rates of poverty, illit-
eracy, and school underperformance,
we should focus our money here at
home. We owe it to our constituents,
the taxpayers, to help them. Certainly
one can see that this program has laud-
able aspirations, but laudable aspira-
tions will not help the U.S. economy or
the U.S. taxpayer. The problems in
rural America are staggering.

On June 9, 2011, President Obama
issued an Executive order to create a
commission to study problems in rural
America. In the Executive order, the
President stated:

‘“‘Sixteen percent of the American
population 1lives in rural counties.
Strong, sustainable rural communities
are essential to winning the future and
ensuring American competitiveness in
the years ahead. These communities
supply our food, fiber, and energy, safe-
guard our natural resources, and are
essential in the development of science
and innovation. Though rural commu-
nities face numerous challenges, they
also present enormous economic poten-
tial. The Federal Government has an
important role to play in order to ex-
pand access to capital necessary for
economic growth, promote innovation,
improve access to health care and edu-
cation, and expand outdoor rec-
reational activities on public lands.”

I agree. But instead of just forming a
committee to study the problems,
problems that are well-known and need
no further study, my amendment
would do something about it and direct
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money to the Multifamily Housing Re-
vitalization Account Program for a
rural housing voucher program and the
Rural Business Program Account,
which provides loan guarantees and
grants for ‘‘rural businesses develop-
ment programs,”’ including business
grants to Indian tribes and rural eco-
nomic partnership zones for farm and
rural development.

Again, instead of just studying the
problems of high unemployment, lag-
ging schools, lagging infrastructure
and opportunities, let’s do something
about it. The rural American poverty
rate has exceeded the national rate
since 2001 by 3 percentage points. The
child poverty rate in rural America is 5
percentage points higher than urban-
metro areas.

Why can’t we invest millions in our
rural communities instead? Why
should we tolerate poverty, unemploy-
ment, and a lack of infrastructure in
our rural communities while we send
millions and billions of dollars to build
up other countries?

In good faith, knowing how hard so
many people in my district work and
knowing how little they have to show
for it at the end of the day, I can’t
agree to send their money overseas to
help others while they suffer in our
backyards. Knowing that infrastruc-
ture is lacking, this amendment helps
start the process of directing our
money to the unmet needs here in the
United States.

I ask my colleagues to closely con-
sider these amendments.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. KINGSTON. I wanted to make a
few notes on it. I appreciate my friend
for offering it, and I think he’s raised
some very serious philosophical ques-
tions, particularly about Pub.L. 490,
the foreign food program.

I wanted to point out we have re-
duced that by 31 percent in this ac-
count, but we’ve also reduced the Mul-
tifamily Housing Revitalization Ac-
count, as he’s well aware, but his
amendment would actually increase
that 10 times. It’s at $11 million, and he
would bring that up to $111 million.
The highest funding level for that was
in FY 2010 at $43 million, and so we
have been ratcheting it down using a
voucher program but feel that it was
overfunded.
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The Rural Business Program Account
right now is about $64 million, so this
amendment almost doubles that. It
doesn’t quite double it. But there
again, we have brought that account
down from a high of $97 million; and
with his amendment, it would go up to
$164 million. These two accounts would
go to higher levels than they histori-
cally had. And in contrast, the PL 480,
the foreign food program, is at one of
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the lower levels that it has been at. So
I have to say to my friend that I'm
sorry to reluctantly oppose you, but we
are going to oppose the amendment at
this point.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FARR. I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

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

Mr. FARR. I think the amendment is
well intended. I think the author is
well intended. Rural America is hurt-
ing. Rural America is really under a
depression. We have not done a very
good job of having a rural strategy for
America.

I applaud Secretary Vilsack for try-
ing to pull together programs to invest
in rural America and make sure that
the different agencies in the Federal
Government are working in collabora-
tion. And I think this amendment ad-
dresses some of those issues, not in a
collaborative way but just in putting
more money into rural America. But
unfortunately, that good intent is off-
set by the evil done in taking it out of
the foreign ag account. And I can’t sup-
port the amendment for that.

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

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

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Arizona will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

MUTUAL AND SELF-HELP HOUSING GRANTS

For grants and contracts pursuant to sec-
tion 523(b)(1)(A) of the Housing Act of 1949 (42
U.S.C. 1490c), $22,000,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That of the total
amount appropriated under this heading, the
amount equal to the amount of Mutual and
Self-Help Housing Grants allocated by the
Secretary for Rural Economic Area Partner-
ship Zones for the fiscal year 2011, shall be
available through June 30, 2012, for commu-
nities designated by the Secretary of Agri-
culture as Rural Economic Area Partnership
Zones.

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

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I rise to engage
in a colloquy with my friend from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR) about cuts in this
legislation.

As I have been analyzing the legisla-
tion coming before us, Mr. FARR, it ap-
pears that the legislation, if approved
in the form that is before us, would
have a really devastating impact upon
American farmers, families, and the
environment. The legislation before us,
as I understand it, cuts nearly $1 bil-
lion from the five main conservation
programs, conservation programs that
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put money directly in the pockets of
family farmers.

Over the last 5 years, these programs
have been so popular that the list of
farmers who want to participate great-
ly outweighs the availability. Both the
Conservation Stewardship Program
and the Environmental Quality Incen-
tives Program have twice as many ap-
plicants as they can serve. And the
Wetlands Reserve Program and the
Grasslands Reserve Program combined
have over 1 million acres waiting to
apply.

These are not programs that are un-
derutilized or ineffective. They appear
to be widely popular and provide a di-
rect benefit to America’s farmers and
ranchers. These would appear to be ex-
actly the type of programs we should
be supporting. They provide support for
family farms and producers who are
doing exactly the right thing, ensuring
that we use precious tax dollars not
only to support farmers and ranchers
but to ensure clean water, clean air,
and fertile productive soil.

They are a blueprint for a better path
forward, a farm bill that helps farmers
add value and truly supports small-
and mid-sized operations. I was won-
dering if you would care to comment
on my concerns.

Mr. FARR. I appreciate my good
friend from Oregon’s (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
sentiments. And as ranking member of
the House Ag Appropriations Sub-
committee, I am a strong supporter of
these conservation programs used both
in Oregon and in my State of Cali-
fornia. And I am distressed by the pro-
posed cuts to these programs.

I would like to point out that the
Farm Bureau also opposes large cuts to
the important working lands program
and the Environment Quality Incen-
tives Program. I find it especially dis-
appointing that these funding levels
are low enough that the USDA will
have to break current contracts. That
is an unfair result for our farmers and
ranchers who have counted on the sup-
port and technical assistance for the
year ahead.

The funding levels for the 2008 farm
bill were carefully negotiated, and it is
frustrating to me and to many others
to see the mandatory funding for con-
servation programs decrease so dras-
tically because this bill was given such
a low allocation.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
sentiments of my good friend from
California, as I appreciate his leader-
ship on issues that relate to both agri-
culture and protecting the environ-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I am hopeful that
Members will spend time looking at
what this means to farmers and ranch-
ers in their communities and hope that
as the legislation works its way
through Congress, we will be able to re-
verse these efforts.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:
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RURAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE GRANTS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For grants and contracts for very low-in-
come housing repair made by the Rural
Housing Service, as authorized by 42 U.S.C.
1474, $32,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the total amount
appropriated under this heading, the amount
equal to the amount of Rural Housing Assist-
ance Grants allocated by the Secretary for
Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones for
the fiscal year 2011, shall be available
through June 30, 2012, for communities des-
ignated by the Secretary of Agriculture as
Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones.
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF

GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 33, line 12, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $20,480,000)"".

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $20,480,000)"’.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I rise to offer
my amendment, which would reduce
the budget for the Rural Housing As-
sistance Grants Program by over $20
million. My amendment would drop the
allocation for this program from $32
million to just around $12 million. This
is a modest request, particularly con-
sidering the President initially asked
for a funding level of just $12 million,
and we would simply be dropping the
levels back down to what the adminis-
tration, itself, requested.

It is absolutely critical that this
Congress cut spending wherever pos-
sible; and if the President could do
without that extra $20 million, so can
we. I urge my colleagues to support
this commonsense amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FARR. I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

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

Mr. FARR. It’s very interesting that
your colleague from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) just a minute ago was trying to
add money to this account because of
the catastrophe in rural America. This
Rural Housing Assistance Grants Pro-
gram is primarily to repair very low-
income rural housing. This account
was increased from the request of the
President by the committee. The effect
of this amendment would be to knock
it back, and the reason the committee
increased it was because of the need
out there.

We know what kind of a housing cri-
sis we’re having in America, particu-
larly when people have no other place
to go. This allows the lowest of income
people in the poorest areas in the coun-
try, in rural America, to have some as-
sistance to upgrade their houses so
that the cost of high utility bills can
be brought down with weatherization
upgrades and things like that. I mean,
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this is not a smart cut. This will be
hurting the people who can least afford
it and at a time when they most need
it, and I would oppose this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was rejected.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

RURAL COMMUNITY FACILITIES PROGRAM
ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For the cost of direct loans and grants for
rural community facilities programs as au-
thorized by section 306 and described in sec-
tion 381E(d)(1) of the Consolidated Farm and
Rural Development Act, $18,000,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided,
That $3,000,000 of the amount appropriated
under this heading shall be available for a
Rural Community Development Initiative:
Provided further, That such funds shall be
used solely to develop the capacity and abil-
ity of private, non-profit community-based
housing and community development organi-
zations, low-income rural communities, and
Federally Recognized Native American
Tribes to undertake projects to improve
housing, community facilities, community
and economic development projects in rural
areas: Provided further, That such funds shall
be made available to qualified private, non-
profit and public intermediary organizations
proposing to carry out a program of financial
and technical assistance: Provided further,
That such intermediary organizations shall
provide matching funds from other sources,
including Federal funds for related activi-
ties, in an amount not less than funds pro-
vided: Provided further, That of the amount
appropriated under this heading, the amount
equal to the amount of Rural Community
Facilities Program Account funds allocated
by the Secretary for Rural Economic Area
Partnership Zones for the fiscal year 2011,
shall be available through June 30, 2012, for
communities designated by the Secretary of
Agriculture as Rural Economic Area Part-
nership Zones for the rural community pro-
grams described in section 381E(d)(1) of the
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development
Act: Provided further, That sections 381E-H
and 381N of the Consolidated Farm and Rural
Development Act are not applicable to the
funds made available under this heading.

RURAL BUSINESS—COOPERATIVE SERVICE
RURAL BUSINESS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For the cost of loan guarantees and grants,
for the rural business development programs
authorized by sections 306 and 310B and de-
scribed in section 381E(d)(3) of the Comnsoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act,
$64,500,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the amount appro-
priated under this heading, not to exceed
$500,000 shall be made available for a grant to
a qualified national organization to provide
technical assistance for rural transportation
in order to promote economic development:
Provided further, That $2,250,000 shall be for
grants to the Delta Regional Authority (7
U.S.C. 2009aa et seq.) for any Rural Commu-
nity Advancement Program purpose as de-
scribed in section 381E(d) of the Consolidated
Farm and rural Development Act, of which
not more than 5 percent may be used for ad-
ministrative expenses: Provided further, That
$3,400,000 of the amount appropriated under
this heading shall be for business grants to
benefit Federally Recognized Native Amer-
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ican Tribes, including $250,000 for a grant to
a qualified national organization to provide
technical assistance for rural transportation
in order to promote economic development:
Provided further, That of the amount appro-
priated under this heading, the amount equal
to the amount of Rural Business Program
Account funds allocated by the Secretary for
Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones for
the fiscal year 2011, shall be available
through June 30, 2012, for communities des-
ignated by the Secretary of Agriculture as
Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones for
the rural business and cooperative develop-
ment programs described in section
381E(d)(3) of the Consolidated Farm and
Rural Development Act: Provided further,
That sections 381E-H and 381N of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act
are not applicable to funds made available
under this heading: Provided further, That
any prior balances in the Rural Develop-
ment, Rural Community Advancement Pro-
gram account for programs authorized by
sections 306 and 310B and described in section
381E(d)(3) of such Act be transferred and
merged with this account and any other
prior balances from the Rural Development,
Rural Community Advancement Program ac-
count that the Secretary determines is ap-
propriate to transfer.

RURAL DEVELOPMENT LOAN FUND PROGRAM

ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the principal amount of direct loans,
as authorized by the Rural Development
Loan Fund (42 U.S.C. 9812(a)), $14,758,000.

For the cost of direct loans, $5,000,000, as
authorized by the Rural Development Loan
Fund (42 U.S.C. 9812(a)), of which $750,000
shall be available through June 30, 2012, for
Federally Recognized Native American
Tribes; and of which $1,500,000 shall be avail-
able through June 30, 2012, for Mississippi
Delta Regional counties (as determined in
accordance with Public Law 100-460): Pro-
vided, That such costs, including the cost of
modifying such loans, shall be defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974: Provided further, That of the total
amount appropriated under this heading, the
amount equal to the amount of Rural Devel-
opment Loan Fund Program Account funds
allocated by the Secretary for Rural Eco-
nomic Area Partnership Zones for the fiscal
year 2011, shall be available through June 30,
2012, for communities designated by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture as Rural Economic
Area Partnership Zones.

In addition, for administrative expenses to
carry out the direct loan programs, $3,500,000
shall be paid to the appropriation for ‘‘Rural
Development, Salaries and Expenses’’.

RURAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LOANS
PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING CANCELLATION OF FUNDS)

For the principal amount of direct loans,
as authorized under section 313 of the Rural
Electrification Act, for the purpose of pro-
moting rural economic development and job
creation projects, $33,077,000.

Of the funds derived from interest on the
cushion of credit payments, as authorized by
section 313 of the Rural Electrification Act
of 1936, $155,000,000 shall not be obligated and
$155,000,000 are hereby permanently can-
celled.

RURAL COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT GRANTS

For rural cooperative development grants
authorized under section 310B(e) of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act
(7 U.S.C. 1932), $22,500,000 of which, $2,000,000
shall be for cooperative agreements for the
appropriate technology transfer for rural
areas program: Provided, That, not to exceed
$3,000,000 shall be for cooperatives or associa-
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tions of cooperatives whose primary focus is
to provide assistance to small, socially dis-
advantaged producers and whose governing
board and/or membership is comprised of at
least 75 percent socially disadvantaged mem-
bers; and of which $12,500,000, to remain
available until expended, shall be for value-
added agricultural product market develop-
ment grants, as authorized by section 231 of
the Agricultural Risk Protection Act of 2000
(7 U.S.C. 1621 note).
RURAL ENERGY FOR AMERICA PROGRAM

For the cost of a program of loan guaran-
tees and grants, under the same terms and
conditions as authorized by section 9007 of
the Farm Security and Rural Investment
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8107), $1,300,000: Provided,
That the cost of loan guarantees, including
the cost of modifying such loans, shall be as
defined in section 502 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974.

RURAL UTILITIES SERVICE
RURAL WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL PROGRAM
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For the cost of direct loans and grants for
the rural water, waste water, waste disposal,
and solid waste management programs au-
thorized by sections 306, 306A, 306C, 306D,
306E, and 310B and described in sections
306C(a)(2), 306D, 306E, and 381E(d)(2) of the
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development
Act, $500,000,000, to remain available until
expended, of which not to exceed $497,000
shall be available for the rural utilities pro-
gram described in section 306(a)(2)(B) of such
Act, and of which not to exceed $993,000 shall
be available for the rural utilities program
described in section 306E of such Act: Pro-
vided, That $65,000,000 of the amount appro-
priated under this heading shall be for loans
and grants including water and waste dis-
posal systems grants authorized by
306C(a)(2)(B) and 306D of the Consolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act, Feder-
ally-recognized Native American Tribes au-
thorized by 306C(a)(1), and the Department of
Hawaiian Home Lands (of the State of Ha-
waii): Provided further, That funding provided
for section 306D of the Consolidated Farm
and Rural Development Act may be provided
to a consortium formed pursuant to section
325 of Public Law 105-83: Provided further,
That not more than 2 percent of the funding
provided for section 306D of the Consolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act may be
used by the State of Alaska and/or by a con-
sortium formed pursuant to section 325 of
Public Law 105-83 for training and technical
assistance programs: Provided further, That
not to exceed $19,000,000 of the amount ap-
propriated under this heading shall be for
technical assistance grants for rural water
and waste systems pursuant to section
306(a)(14) of such Act, unless the Secretary
makes a determination of extreme need, of
which $3,400,000 shall be made available for a
grant to a qualified non-profit multi-state
regional technical assistance organization,
with experience in working with small com-
munities on water and waste water prob-
lems, the principal purpose of such grant
shall be to assist rural communities with
populations of 3,300 or less, in improving the
planning, financing, development, operation,
and management of water and waste water
systems, and of which not less than $800,000
shall be for a qualified national Native
American organization to provide technical
assistance for rural water systems for tribal
communities: Provided further, That not to
exceed $14,000,000 of the amount appropriated
under this heading shall be for contracting
with qualified national organizations for a
circuit rider program to provide technical
assistance for rural water systems: Provided
further, That not to exceed $3,400,000 shall be
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for solid waste management grants: Provided
further, That of the amount appropriated
under this heading, the amount equal to the
amount of Rural Water and Waste Disposal
Program Account funds allocated by the Sec-
retary for Rural Economic Area Partnership
Zones for the fiscal year 2011, shall be avail-
able through June 30, 2012, for communities
designated by the Secretary of Agriculture
as Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones
for the rural utilities programs described in
section 381E(d)(2) of the Consolidated Farm
and Rural Development Act: Provided further,
That sections 381E-H and 381N of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act
are not applicable to the funds made avail-
able under this heading: Provided further,
That any prior balances in the Rural Devel-
opment, Rural Community Advancement
Program account programs authorized by
sections 306, 306A, 306C, 306D, 306E, and 310B
and described in sections 306C(a)(2), 306D,
306E, and 381E(d)(2) of such Act be trans-
ferred to and merged with this account and
any other prior balances from the Rural De-
velopment, Rural Community Advancement
Program account that the Secretary deter-
mines is appropriate to transfer.

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION AND TELECOMMUNI-

CATIONS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

The principal amount of direct and guaran-
teed loans as authorized by sections 305 and
306 of the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7
U.S.C. 935 and 936) shall be made as follows:
5 percent rural electrification loans,
$100,000,000; loans made pursuant to section
306 of that Act, rural electric, $6,500,000,000; 5
percent rural telecommunications loans,
$145,000,000; cost of money rural tele-
communications loans, $250,000,000; and for
loans made pursuant to section 306 of that
Act, rural telecommunications loans,
$295,000,000.

In addition, for administrative expenses
necessary to carry out the direct and guar-
anteed loan programs, $30,000,000, which shall
be paid to the appropriation for ‘‘Rural De-
velopment, Salaries and Expenses’’.

DISTANCE LEARNING, TELEMEDICINE, AND
BROADBAND PROGRAM

(INCLUDING CANCELLATION OF FUNDS)

For grants for telemedicine and distance
learning services in rural areas, as author-
ized by 7 U.S.C. 950aaa et seq., $15,000,000, to
remain available until expended.

TITLE IV
DOMESTIC FOOD PROGRAMS

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FoOD,
NUTRITION AND CONSUMER SERVICES

For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Under Secretary for Food, Nutrition and
Consumer Services, $689,000.

Fo0OD AND NUTRITION SERVICE
CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses to carry out the
Richard B. Russell National School Lunch
Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.), except section 21,
and the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C.
1771 et seq.), except sections 17 and 21;
$18,770,571,000, to remain available through
September 30, 2013, of which such sums as are
made available under section 14222(b)(1) of
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
2008 (Public Law 110-246), as amended by this
Act, shall be merged with and available for
the same time period and purposes as pro-
vided herein: Provided, That of the total
amount available, $16,516,000 shall be avail-
able to carry out section 19 of the Child Nu-
trition Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1771 et seq.):
Provided further, That section 14222(b)(1) of
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
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2008 is amended by adding at the end before
the period, ‘‘except section 21, and the Child
Nutrition Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1771 et seq.),
except sections 17 and 21”°.

SPECIAL SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION PROGRAM

FOR WOMEN, INFANTS, AND CHILDREN (WIC)

For necessary expenses to carry out the
special supplemental nutrition program as
authorized by section 17 of the Child Nutri-
tion Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1786), $6,048,250,000,
to remain available through September 30,
2013: Provided, That notwithstanding section
17(h)(10) of the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 (42
U.S.C. 1786(h)(10)), of the amounts made
available under this heading, not less than
$14,000,000 shall be used for infrastructure,
not less than $50,000,000 shall be used for
management information systems, not less
than $75,000,000 shall be used for
breastfeeding peer counselors and other re-
lated activities, and not less than $7,500,000
shall be used for breastfeeding performance
awards: Provided further, That none of the
funds provided in this account shall be avail-
able for the purchase of infant formula ex-
cept in accordance with the cost contain-
ment and competitive bidding requirements
specified in section 17 of such Act: Provided
further, That none of the funds provided shall
be available for activities that are not fully
reimbursed by other Federal Government de-
partments or agencies unless authorized by
section 17 of such Act.
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF
GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 44, line 19, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $604,000,000)"".

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $604,000,000)"’.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, this Nation has almost a $14.5
trillion debt. Forty cents of every dol-
lar the Federal Government spends,
we’re borrowing. We’ve just got to stop
the outrageous spending that’s going
on here in Washington. And both par-
ties have been guilty over the years.

This amendment would simply cut 10
percent out of a program—10 percent.
Some people say, well, it’s just a small
amount of money. But as I was doing a
town hall meeting back, during last
week, in Georgia, in Hoschton, Geor-
gia, one lady got up and said, $1 million
makes a lot of difference. It is a lot of
money.

This does cut a great deal of money
out of this program. But, Mr. Chair-
man, we just have to stop spending
money that we don’t have. It’s just ab-
solutely critical. The economy depends
upon it. Creating jobs in the private
sector depends upon it. The future of
our Nation depends upon it.

We’re in an economic emergency, Mr.
Chairman, and if we don’t stop spend-
ing money that we don’t have, we’re
going to have an economic collapse of
this Nation.

I'm a physician. I've worked in emer-
gency rooms. I've seen a doctor open up
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a man’s chest and do open-heart mas-
sage in the emergency room trying to
keep a patient alive.

It’s time for open-heart massage of
our economy. We’ve got to stop spend-
ing money that we don’t have. We’ve
got to put this country back on the
right financial course and start cre-
ating jobs out in the private sector.
And my amendment will be just one
small step towards that.

So, Mr. Chairman, I hope that my
colleagues will support this amend-
ment so that we can put this country
back on the right course, so that we
can create jobs in the private sector
and can have a strong economy again.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. FARR. I would be curious if, at
your town hall meeting, you got up and
asked people would you rather take
$604 million out of the program that
feeds women, infants, and children or
would you like to take $604 million out
of the Defense Department for a war
that we’re putting on a credit card, for
an Afghan war that we’re putting on a
credit card, the Iraq war we’re putting
on a credit card, or the prescription
drug program that wasn’t paid for
under the Republican program? How
about asking the people’s choices?

We just authorized a defense bill in
committee where we talked about bil-
lions and billions of dollars, and those
are all borrowed money. So why don’t
we get our priorities straight?

We spent 3 hours here last night dis-
cussing what the implications are of
cutting the WIC program. I don’t think
this is a country that wants to balance
its budget on the backs of the poorest
people in the United States, on the peo-
ple most vulnerable, on the people that
need just basic services. And that’s
what this amendment does.

Mr. BROUN, I know you’re interested
in cutting, squeezing, and trimming,
but there are places to do that, and
this is not one of them. Certainly, if
you were here on the floor listening to
the passions of last night, of 3 hours of
debate on what the implications were
for cutting the WIC program—and it
seems that none of that was listened to
by you because this is an amendment
that goes right back to reducing that
account by $604 million.

Take the money out of the people
most vulnerable in the United States
to write down the deficit and ignore
the Defense Department, ignore the
spending for weapons programs, ignore
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, ig-
nore everything that is with DOD, and
expose everything that’s with people in
poverty.

This is a wrong amendment, and I
hope it’s soundly defeated.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.
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In answer to your question, I want to
do both. I think every dollar that the
Federal Government spends needs to be
looked at, and we’re spending money
that we don’t have, even in DOD. I
think we would cut a lot of funding
there, particularly with the wasteful
spending that the Department of De-
fense does that we all recognize.

So I want to do it all. The thing is, if
we continue down this road that we’re
on economically, everybody’s going to
be poor. Nobody’s going to have money
for any groceries. Nobody’s going to be
able to get any health care. We're just
going to be in a financial quagmire as
a nation. And so it’s absolutely crit-
ical, in my opinion, that we do emer-
gent procedures to try to get this coun-
try back on the right course economi-
cally.

So, to answer to your question that
you asked me very graciously, I an-
swer, yes, we need to do all of the
above, and I am eager to do both.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. KINGSTON. I think Dr. BROUN
has raised a lot of good points in terms
of our financial future. In America
today, for every dollar we spend, 40
cents is borrowed. The national debt
right now is 95 percent of the GDP.
Clearly, we have to make some very
difficult choices ahead. And that’s why,
in this committee mark, we actually
have reduced WIC funding already $686
million.

Now, these numbers aren’t random.
WIC participation in 2010 was 9.2 mil-
lion; in 2011, it’s 8.9 million. Our com-
mittee mark for FY 2012 contemplates
a participation level of 8.3 million.
However, if the economy does not im-
prove and the number goes back up,
with contingency funds, we have
enough money to fund a participation
level of over 9 million.

But it’s very difficult, Mr. Chairman,
because, as we said many times during
yesterday’s debate, the only budget
that has actually passed either House
is the Ryan budget, and our 302(b) allo-
cation funding level comes from that
budget. The President’s own budget
failed in the Senate 97-0. The Democrat
leadership in the Senate is unable to
pass a budget. They're not trying to
pass a budget.

So using the 302(b) allocation which
we have, we have come up with these
numbers, not done in random, not done
with any recklessness at all. We’re try-
ing to be very careful to make sure no
one falls through the crack.

But because this is a delicate card
house, I rise in opposition to the gen-
tleman’s amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.
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Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. FOXX

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 45, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $75,000,000°").

Page 45, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,500,000°").

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $82,500,000°").

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a
point of order on this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.

The gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina is recognized for 5 minutes in sup-
port of her amendment.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, my amend-
ment today is an effort to save tax-
payers’ hard-earned money by ending
funding for an unnecessary program
that spends money coming to the Fed-
eral Government from our hardworking
taxpayers.

Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I
very much believe in breast-feeding.
We wouldn’t have a human race here
today if it weren’t for the fact that
breast-feeding has been in existence
since the beginning of time; however, I
am opposed to the Federal Government
funding breast-feeding programs.

Under the special supplemental pro-
gram for women, infants and children,
or the WIC program, Congress directed
the United States Department of Agri-
culture to create a national program
for the promotion of breast-feeding. In
fiscal 2010, the Federal Government
spent $85 million to educate women on
how to breast-feed.

We are facing a national debt of over
$14 trillion. Spending taxpayer money
to promote breast-feeding is simply not
the proper role of the Federal Govern-
ment and serves to illustrate just one
reason—government mission creep—
that we are so deeply in debt.

In the last 10 years, administrative
costs for the WIC program have grown
by 72 percent while enrollment has in-
creased by only 26 percent. It is dif-
ficult to understand how this pro-
gram’s bureaucracy has grown three
times as fast as its enrollment. Again,
it’s an accepted fact that breast-feed-
ing is good for infants and mothers,
and I support mothers who choose to
breast-feed, but coaching women on
breast-feeding is not the role of Wash-
ington.

This program came to my attention
earlier this year because of the budget
crunches that all levels of government
are feeling. I was contacted by counties
in North Carolina about this program,
and it was brought to my attention
that most of the money is being used
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to pay salaries and benefits, some is
being used for travel expenses, and
some is being used for cell phone use so
that the peer counselors are available
24 hours a day to the people that they
are counseling.

My colleagues across the aisle will
shout about this, and I may even be op-
posed by my colleagues on this side of
the aisle, but last year my colleagues
across the aisle cut more than $550 mil-
lion from the WIC program to fund un-
related activities at the USDA. These
were totally unrelated. It was obvi-
ously not a high priority then.

If we want to promote the health and
well-being of women, infants and chil-
dren, then let’s get serious about it by
creating a job-friendly environment
that puts people back to work and al-
lows American families to keep more
of what they earn. Let’s stop spending
money on every well-intentioned pro-
gram and return the Federal Govern-
ment to its constitutionally mandated
purposes.

Mr. Chairman, the American people
are tired of Washington taking their
hard-earned dollars in taxes and wast-
ing it on a bloated Federal bureauc-
racy. It’s time we stop the culture of
spending in Washington. That’s why I
urge adoption of my amendment, which
will save taxpayers $82.5 million in just
1 year. The money will go into the
Spending Reduction Account. And I
want to say my total concern here is
the spending of hard-earned taxpayers’
dollars on a program that the Federal
Government has no business running.

Mr. Chairman, it has come to my at-
tention that I need to ask unanimous
consent to withdraw the amendment
and offer an amendment that was not
printed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. FOXX

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 44, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $82,500,000°").

Page 45, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $75,000,000’).

Page 45, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,500,000°").

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $82,500,000°").

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from North Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I will not
take advantage of this mistake that I
made. I appreciate the indulgence of
the ranking member and the chair of
the committee, and I will just say that
I would appreciate very much having
the support for my amendment.

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

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, again, how
many times do they have to keep at-
tacking the WIC account, women, in-
fant and children?

America has long decided that we
ought to be taking care of the most
vulnerable people in America. There
are women who are pregnant, low-in-
come, and what we’ve found is if you
don’t invest in teaching them how to
have proper nutrition during their
pregnancy, you have a risk of having a
low-weight baby. A low-weight baby, as
Dr. MCDERMOTT told us yesterday on
the floor, can cost up to a quarter of a
million dollars in incubation and hos-
pital costs, and this is preventable with
good nutrition.

We go on to teach women, once that
baby is born, how to breast-feed that
child. We know that is good health
practices. And then we keep the chil-
dren with nutrition in the first 5 years.
That’s why it’s called women, infant
and children; it’s about pregnancy,
birth and raising that child. And this
amendment wants to take $82 million
out of that program which instructs
women how to do proper breast-feeding
and works with the States to do edu-
cational programs.

We spent 3 hours last night debating
the consequences of these cuts. And it’s
one of those penny-wise, super-pound
foolish. It’s also one of those where you
know the cost of everything and the
value of nothing. There is a lot of value
in keeping women well nourished dur-
ing pregnancy and certainly Kkeeping
that newborn child well fed and nour-
ished.

To strike money from this program
is ill founded, and I strongly oppose the
amendment.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to yield to the gen-
tlelady from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX), who is an expert on this topic
and whom I rely on. And I want to
thank the gentlelady for her comments
today.

Ms. FOXX. I thank the gentleman
from Georgia for yielding to me.

I think it’s unfortunate that our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
characterize our doing our best to
bring fiscal sanity to this country by
saying that we do not care for people
who are poor or disadvantaged.
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Mr. Chairman, I grew up as poor as
anybody in this body, and I know what
it means to be poor and to be hungry.
I have no malice toward any person in
this country, none, no malice toward
anyone in this body. However, we are
on the verge of a fiscal disaster in this
country. There are many things that
could be done at the local level and the
State level, that should be done at the
local and State level, but absolutely
should not be done at the Federal level.
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Again, my colleagues across the aisle
come here and say what a shame it is
that you are picking on the WIC pro-
gram. Well, they took over $500 million
out of the WIC program last year, put
it in a totally unrelated program and
said nothing about it. We didn’t come
to the floor and say, you are mis-
treating poor and disadvantaged
women and children. No comments
were made about that.

Again, I think it is very unfortunate
that that is how we are characterized.
I believe that we have an obligation, an
obligation given to us by God, to help
our fellow Americans who are less for-
tunate than we are. But it is not our
responsibility as Members of Congress
to tax hardworking Americans who are
working all the time just to pay their
bills and survive and use that money to
help other people. That is not our job.
Our job is to do everything we can to
create a good environment in this
country for everyone to succeed, and
that is the direction that I want to go.
By lowering our dependency on foreign
governments, we will make our coun-
try a better place to be.

As my colleagues have said over and
over and over again in the debate on
this bill, we are borrowing 43 cents for
every dollar that we spend. We have a
$14 trillion debt. There is a huge debate
about our raising the debt ceiling that
is going to be facing us. Do we really
want to ignore the opportunity to save
$82.5 million in a program that has no
business being run out of the Federal
Government and help us deal with the
big issue that is facing us? That is
what Congress should be dealing with.
We should be dealing with the big
issues. We should let these other issues
be dealt with at the local and State
level.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. KINGSTON. I move to strike the
last word.

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

Mr. KINGSTON. I want to thank my
colleague from North Carolina for put-
ting this discussion on the table, be-
cause I think that it is important for
us to look at the WIC program and
make sure we are doing everything as
efficiently and effectively as possible
and we are putting the money in the
right direction.

We had a very thorough, about a 6-
hour debate about WIC yesterday. It is
a delicate card house that we are try-
ing to balance with our committee
mark. But I think the more sunshine
we have, not just on WIC, but on other
Federal feeding programs, I think the
better product we are going to come up
with. So she and I have had some dis-
cussions on this. We are going to con-
tinue to have discussions on it. But I
wanted to say I think it is a good de-
bate to be having, although I am not
supportive of the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield to my good friend, the
gentlewoman from North Carolina,
VIRGINIA FOXX.

Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague
from Georgia for yielding.

I just want to make a point in re-
sponse to my other colleague from
Georgia. I agree with him. We are
bringing light to many of these pro-
grams, and I think it is very important
that we do so.

I want to point out again, the WIC
bureaucracy has grown three times as
fast as its enrollment in the last 10
years. This is an increase of $800 mil-
lion in administrative costs. If we are
not prepared at least to cut adminis-
trative costs and programs that have
no business being offered at the Fed-
eral level, then we are never going to
get control of our debt and our deficit.
I want to encourage both my Repub-
lican and Democratic colleagues to
think about this. We have got to have
accountability and we have got to start
cutting, especially in the area of ad-
ministration.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxXx).

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
will be postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:
SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM

For necessary expenses to carry out the
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011
et seq.), $71,173,308,000, of which $3,000,000,000,
to remain available through September 30,
2013, shall be placed in reserve for use only in
such amounts and at such times as may be-
come necessary to carry out program oper-
ations: Provided, That funds provided herein
shall be expended in accordance with section
16 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008: Pro-
vided further, That this appropriation shall
be subject to any work registration or
workfare requirements as may be required
by law: Provided further, That funds made
available for Employment and Training
under this heading shall remain available
until expended, notwithstanding section
16(h)(1) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008:
Provided further, That of the funds made
available under this heading, $1,000,000 may
be used to provide nutrition education serv-
ices to state agencies and Federally recog-
nized tribes participating in the Food Dis-
tribution Program on Indian Reservations:
Provided further, That funds made available
under this heading may be available to enter
into contracts and employ staff to conduct
studies, evaluations, or to conduct activities
related to program integrity provided that
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such activities are authorized by the Food
and Nutrition Act of 2008.

COMMODITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

For necessary expenses to carry out dis-
aster assistance and the Commodity Supple-
mental Food Program as authorized by sec-
tion 4(a) of the Agriculture and Consumer
Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c note);
the Emergency Food Assistance Act of 1983;
special assistance for the nuclear affected is-
lands, as authorized by section 103(f)(2) of the
Compact of Free Association Amendments
Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-188); and the
Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program, as au-
thorized by section 17(m) of the Child Nutri-
tion Act of 1966, $192,500,000, to remain avail-
able through September 30, 2013: Provided,
That none of these funds shall be available
to reimburse the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion for commodities donated to the pro-
gram: Provided further, That notwithstanding
any other provision of law, effective with
funds made available in fiscal year 2012 to
support the Seniors Farmers’ Market Nutri-
tion Program, as authorized by section 4402
of the Farm Security and Rural Investment
Act of 2002, such funds shall remain available
through September 30, 2013: Provided further,
That of the funds made available under sec-
tion 27(a) of the Food and Nutrition Act of
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2036(a)), the Secretary may use
up to 10 percent for costs associated with the
distribution of commodities.

NUTRITION PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION

For necessary administrative expenses of
the Food and Nutrition Service for carrying
out any domestic nutrition assistance pro-
gram, $125,000,000: Provided, That of the funds
provided herein, $1,500,000 shall be used for
the purposes of section 4404 of Public Law
107-171, as amended by section 4401 of Public
Law 110-246.

TITLE V

FOREIGN ASSISTANCE AND RELATED
PROGRAMS
FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Foreign Ag-
ricultural Service, including not to exceed
$158,000 for representation allowances and for
expenses pursuant to section 8 of the Act ap-
proved August 3, 1956 (7 TU.S.C. 1766),
$175,000,000: Provided, That the Service may
utilize advances of funds, or reimburse this
appropriation for expenditures made on be-
half of Federal agencies, public and private
organizations and institutions under agree-
ments executed pursuant to the agricultural
food production assistance programs (7
U.S.C. 1737) and the foreign assistance pro-
grams of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development: Provided further, That
funds made available for middle-income
country training programs, funds made
available for the Borlaug International Agri-
cultural Science and Technology Fellowship
program, and up to $2,000,000 of the Foreign
Agricultural Service appropriation solely for
the purpose of offsetting fluctuations in
international currency exchange rates, sub-
ject to documentation by the Foreign Agri-
cultural Service, shall remain available until
expended.

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF
GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 48, line 11, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $175,000,000)"".
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Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $175,000,000)"’.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to offer my amendment
which would cut $175 million in FY 2012
by eliminating the Foreign Agricul-
tural Service. This is a corporate wel-
fare program that essentially gives
handouts to private businesses that
don’t need taxpayer dollars in order to
grow their profits. It is essential that
we make significant cuts to our budget
this year and focus on reducing our def-
icit and tackle our debt. This is an un-
necessary program and a waste of
money that we could use to reduce this
fiscal burden.

I understand the position that my
dear friend from Georgia is in. It is
true that the Ryan budget is the only
budget to pass either House. I sup-
ported the Ryan budget, and I sup-
ported the Republican Study Com-
mittee budget, which would have re-
duced even more money from this bill.

Regardless of how one voted on a par-
ticular budget, we all have an obliga-
tion to move the debate in a direction
that calls for more serious spending
cuts. It is critical for the economic fu-
ture of our Nation. It is critical for our
children and our grandchildren. It is
critical in creating new jobs and hav-
ing a stronger economy here in Amer-
ica.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

FOOD FOR PEACE TITLE I DIRECT CREDIT AND
FOOD FOR PROGRESS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For administrative expenses to carry out
the credit program of title I, Food for Peace
Act (Public Law 83-480) and the Food for
Progress Act of 1985, $2,385,000, which shall be
paid to the appropriation for ‘“‘Farm Service
Agency, Salaries and Expenses’: Provided,
That funds made available for the cost of
agreements under title I of the Agricultural
Trade Development and Assistance Act of
1954 and for title I ocean freight differential
may be used interchangeably between the
two accounts with prior notice to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress.

FOOD FOR PEACE TITLE II GRANTS

For expenses during the current fiscal
year, not otherwise recoverable, and unre-
covered prior years’ costs, including interest
thereon, under the Food for Peace Act (Pub-
lic Law 83-480, as amended), for commodities
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supplied in connection with dispositions
abroad under title II of said Act,
$1,040,198,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 49, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $100,000,000)"".

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $100,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of my amendment that would
cut $100 million from the billion-dollar
Food for Peace program and redirect it
to the rural American communities,
specifically to the Rural Business De-
velopment Loan Program. This $100
million will provide resources to rural
business development loan programs.
Small rural businesses and Indian
tribes and community organizations
can use these loans to jump-start busi-
nesses in our devastated rural com-
ments.

I'll give you one example: the Ben-
nett Freeze.

In the 111th Congress, we lifted the
ban on this part of the Navajo Nation
last year. This ban prohibited any type
of improvement to homes, businesses
and livelihoods. As a result of the Ben-
nett Freeze, this area is worse than in
many Third World nations.

What we are trying to do is address
this need, and we are trying to provide
some resources to this group of folks.
We need to address the high unemploy-
ment by empowering our rural commu-
nities. Please vote in favor of this
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FARR. I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

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

Mr. FARR. This amendment reduces
$100 million for Food for Peace. I don’t
know if the gentleman from Arizona
was here last night, but there was a lot
of discussion about the American
image abroad. Certainly, at a time
when the world economy is hurting,
this Food for Peace program is exactly
that.

We buy American goodwill. We buy
this food from American farmers. They
produce it. We buy it. We ship it in
American ships, and we distribute it in
a food program that buys a lot of good-
will for America at a time when the
conflicts of this globe are generated in
cultures of poverty, where people don’t
have access to proper nutrition, diet.

I know from being a Peace Corps vol-
unteer that the first thing people try
to do is figure out where they’re going
to get enough food to eat. You can’t go
to school with kids because you're
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hustling to get firewood or you'’re
hustling to get water or you're
hustling to find anything that will
produce food for the day. A woman
can’t do any of the other things, maybe
raising livestock, if she is just trying
to hustle for food all-day long.

I mean, it just seems to me that the
most basic investment in preventing
violence and war is the investment in
nutrition and in trying to get fed par-
ticularly those people in the poorest
sectors of the world. We’'ve got Sub-Sa-
haran Africa, and if people don’t get
fed there, you’re going to have migra-
tions of millions and millions of peo-
ple, and there is going to be no place to
put them. Nobody is going to want a
big immigration of starving people
from other parts of Africa. It’s going to
have an impact on us. Our intelligence
agencies tell us it’s a security threat.

An investment in food for people at
the basic level is absolutely essential.
This is food raised by American farm-
ers, paid for by American dollars and
sent where it is most needed in the
world. It is a very good program, and it
does, indeed, trade food for peace and
stability, so I think it would be unwise
to cut it by $100 million.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I had an amendment following
this one that would have totally elimi-
nated funding for this program and,
thus, would have presented a problem
to the House. So I am going to with-
draw my amendment since Dr. GOSAR
has introduced his.

It is absolutely critical that we stop
spending money we simply do not have.
Frankly, I don’t like transferring
money from account to account, be-
cause I think the only transfer that we
should do is the transfer into the debt
reduction program so that we can re-
duce the Federal debt. It is absolutely
critical for the economic future of this
Nation.

Since I am going to withdraw my
amendment following this, I wanted to
get up and speak about this particular
amendment and just say that I really
appreciate what my good friend from
California (Mr. FARR) was saying about
poor people. I am a medical doctor, and
I deal with problems of nutrition for
my patients. I appreciate what Dr.
Foxx did with her amendment about
eliminating this breastfeeding pro-
gram.

But you see, we are constrained by
the Constitution—or should be—and
Congress has gotten way, way away
from the original intent of the Con-
stitution. We cannot try to feed every-
body in the world. We cannot continue
to try to be a nanny state for every-
body, even in this country. In the pri-
vate sector, if we mobilized them, there
would be plenty of dollars to take care
of the needs of American citizens as
well as those of the people around the
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world by leaving dollars in the hands of
the private sector—in people’s hands,
in churches, 1in synagogues, in
mosques, and in different areas—with
the Salvation Army, et cetera.

So I think we need to as a Congress
start being fiscally responsible, but we
have been fiscally irresponsible for
many years during Democrat as well as
Republican administrations, as well as
under Democrat- and Republican-con-
trolled Congresses. We just have to
stop spending money.

Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I appreciate
Mr. FARR, and I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. FARR. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

I just want to point out that you
used the term ‘‘nanny state.” Since
we’re government, I don’t think any-
body wants to be responsible for every-
body, to be responsible to raise the
whole society; but I do think that this
help that you give people from the Fed-
eral Government and from local and
State governments is absolutely essen-
tial.

When you don’t have that infrastruc-
ture of social services and needs there,
IT’'1l tell you what happens—people still
have those problems. Only they don’t
have a place to go get them. So do you
know what they do? They knock on
your door. In America, we don’t have
to open our door day after day, with
somebody holding a baby, as I saw in
the Peace Corps. There were people all
the time with dead babies, infants.
There were people who were begging
for money to bury them properly or
there were people asking you for extra
food after you finished your meal. They
know what time you eat, and ask, Can
you give your leftovers to us?

We don’t have that in America be-
cause we have an infrastructure that
takes care of people. I think, if you to-
tally wipe that out and say, well, leave
it to charity, charity is just voluntary.
It doesn’t always work. When the mar-
kets crash, the charity isn’t there.
Poverty is still there. The need is still
there. You saw it as a doctor, and you
know you’ve serviced people who
couldn’t pay their bills; but you do
have Medicare reimbursements and
other kinds of Medicare reimburse-
ments so that you can, even if they
can’t pay their bills, get some form of
payment. If it were all left up to vol-
untary, the doctors would have to
serve people who just have no money. I
don’t think all the poor people in
America would be taken care of.

So we do have to concern ourselves
with how much care and spending we
do, but at the same time, don’t wipe
out the programs that are essentially
the life support systems of a society
that is as rich as America. We can af-
ford to take care of the people most
vulnerable, whether they are aging or
infants, and I think a lot of the discus-
sion here has been about trying to de-
lete the programs that help people at
their most vulnerable stages of life.
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Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Reclaiming
my time, I appreciate your comments.

But, you see, when I was sworn into
the Marine Corps and when I was sworn
into Congress—now three times—I
swore to uphold the Constitution. I be-
lieve in this document as our Founding
Fathers meant it, which means very
limited government. In fact, we are de-
stroying the very thing that has made
this country so great, so powerful, so
rich as a Nation, which is constitu-
tionally limited government, the free
enterprise system, private property
rights, personal responsibility, the rule
of law, and morality.

It is absolutely critical, if we are
going to have a bright, shining star of
liberty over the heads of America, that
we rebuild those foundational prin-
ciples. That’s what I'm fighting for and
will continue to do.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I move to strike the
last word.

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, I
want to rise in opposition to a previous
amendment, to the Gosar amendment,
which would eliminate the Food for
Peace program and transfer it to rural
development.

I also was going to rise in opposition
to the gentleman from Georgia’s
amendment, which also goes after Food
for Peace. I am glad he is withdrawing
it, but I find it astonishing that there
are so many on the other side who are
attacking programs that I think are so
vital to our national security.

Mr. GOSAR’s amendment would tell
farmers that we will take away from
them $1 billion in U.S. purchases of
their crops so that we can borrow
money in the form of loans for other
purposes. That’s essentially what he is
proposing. Does that make sense to
anyone?

So we tell U.S. farmers who have
been selling wheat, rice, soybeans, veg-
etable o0il, beans, peas, lentils, and
other commodities to the U.S. Govern-
ment that this market is closed to
them. So long. Goodbye. Go borrow
money. Go into debt. Take out a loan
to develop the rural economy.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I support the
Rural Development program, and I ob-
viously support the Food for Peace pro-
gram. Both of them directly benefit
American farmers. Mr. GOSAR himself
said Food for Peace title II (P.L. 480)
merits support.
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Well, let’s talk about why. It sup-
ports U.S. farmers, millers, freight rail,
truck, and shipping. Food aid provided
by USAID is a lifesaving measure for 11
million to 16 million vulnerable people
overseas. Our largest emergency food
aid programs include Darfur and south-
ern Sudan, Afghanistan, Pakistan,
Haiti, and Ethiopia. U.S. food aid not
only helps people survive; it supports
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U.S. national security interests. It pro-
motes stability and goodwill, espe-
cially in Libya, Afghanistan, and Paki-
stan. Our emergency and humanitarian
food aid sends the clear message to des-
perate people in need that the Amer-
ican people care. The Gosar amend-
ment sends the opposite message—that
the American people don’t care at all;
go ahead and starve.

We need to support Food for Peace,
and we need to oppose that amend-
ment. But we also need to oppose
amendments that gut essential food
and nutrition programs for poor people
not only here in the United States but
around the world. This notion that
somehow when we support programs
like Food for Peace, that it’s just help-
ing a bunch of foreigners overseas, is
just wrongheaded. It is American farm-
ers that produce much of the food that
goes to support the hungry around the
world. It is American farmers that are
so important in our battle against ter-
rorism because, quite frankly, I think
these programs, as Secretary Gates has
said, do more to enhance our national
security than anything else.

I urge my colleagues who are coming
to the floor with amendments to gut
these programs, to stop it. Enough.
These are essential programs. They
help people who are helpless overseas
but also help support our economy here
in the United States and help our U.S.
farmers.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. KINGSTON. I rise in opposition
to the amendment.

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Number one, we
have actually reduced this account 31
percent. Again, as I have said many
times, passing an appropriation bill
that is building a card house, there’s a
delicate balance. I have got my friend,
Mr. MCGOVERN, who believes that
we’ve cut too much. I've got my friend,
Dr. BROUN, who believes we haven’t cut
enough. And so we’re trying to move
this legislation.

I wanted to talk a little bit about
PL-480 and say a couple of things.
Number one, there is a national secu-
rity interest in it. This is not about
international charity alone. We do
have an interest. America needs to be
engaged around the world. When there
is a natural disaster or manmade dis-
aster, if we’re not there, who will be
there? And this is very important. My
friend Mr. DICKS is here, former chair-
man of the HAC-D Committee, and
knows that in terms of the national de-
fense, we have soldiers right now as I
speak in 60 different countries around
the globe. Now, they are engaged for a
reason. It’s not a job-creation program.
They’re keeping an eye on national se-
curity interests.

If you travel in Africa or travel in
South America right now, you’ll see a
new player that was not there 10 years
ago, and that is the country of China.
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China is not necessarily an immediate
threat to us, but it is a concern to us.
China is rising as a military force and
certainly as an economic source, and
they are engaged all over the globe.
Often our international programs, in-
cluding food programs, keep us engaged
and gives us an opportunity to have
some doors open which we would not
ordinarily have.

America provides 57 percent of the
food aid in the world, followed by the
EU at 27 percent and Japan at 6 per-
cent. Right now, China is not a major
player. The oil-rich Middle East coun-
tries certainly aren’t major players.
But it is about engagement. And it’s
interesting that we have a balance be-
tween developmental aid and emer-
gency aid. Because if there is a Haitian
disaster, we’re the first on the ground
trying to get food to the people. But we
need to also be there with develop-
mental aid to make sure that these
countries are independent and that
these countries do know how to grow
their own food and have their own re-
sources.

So I just want to emphasize again
that this program has been trimmed al-
ready 31 percent, and it seems to me
the balance that will get this bill over
to the Senate so that we can negotiate
further on it. We are in many, many
different countries around the world.

With that, I yield to the gentleman
from Arizona, Dr. GOSAR.

Mr. GOSAR. Thank you, my friend.

I would like to reiterate that there is
an issue that we also have to take care
of folks at home. For example, I
brought up the Navajo Nation in the
Bennett Freeze area. This is a treaty
responsibility of the United States in
which we forbade different groups from
even raising to take care of a window
pane or create economic certainty. We
have to take care of our own, or we’ll
not be able to help anybody across the
world. And that’s why I actually rise in
support of my amendment.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I do
want to point out some of the things
that this program is doing in Pakistan,
Haiti, the Sudan, and Afghanistan. And
I will submit that for the RECORD.

P.L. 480 T1TLE II
History

For more than 50 years, the United States
Government has played a lead role in meet-
ing emergency humanitarian food needs
through P.L. 480 Title II (Title II). Some of
the first U.S. food assistance resources as-
sisted the war-devastated economies of Eu-
rope. As these economies regained their
strength they began to pay for American
farm commodities. President Eisenhower
signed P.L. 480 Title II into law in 1954 and
it was later renamed the ‘“Food for Peace”
Act.

Current Need and Impact of Cuts

Currently, overall U.S. funding to WFP
feeds on average 35 million people. A cut of
Title IT to $1,040,198, as marked-up by the
House Agricultural Appropriations sub-com-
mittee, would mean that 15 million people—
primarily women and children—suffering
from hunger as a result of conflict and nat-
ural disasters would lose access to life saving
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food. These cuts would significantly reduce
the United States’ ability to address insta-
bility in volatile countries and decrease its
capacity to respond quickly to the needs of
hungry people affected by natural disaster or
armed conflict.

Title IT Assists People Affected by Natural
Disasters

PAKISTAN

In July 2010, floods ravaged Pakistan, af-
fecting millions. WFP was able to reach peo-
ple quickly and began to distribute food just
days after the record monsoon rains began.
The first food to reach the affected popu-
lation was funded by U.S. Food for Peace.
The first helicopters that lifted food to re-
mote valleys in Swat and the northern re-
gions were also carrying U.S. food. Within
the first month, WFP was able to reach ap-
proximately 3 million people and then scaled
up very quickly to 7 million. Life-saving sup-
port was then followed by early recovery ac-
tivities which included school feeding and
nutrition support.

Story from the field: Razia Bibi and her
family were badly hit in the floods that dev-
astated Pakistan last summer. Razia lives in
a little village called Chandia in central
Pakistan. She and her family lived on an em-
bankment for a month last summer as mon-
soon flooding flattened all the homes in her
community. As floodwaters subsided in Sep-
tember, they started to pick up the pieces of
their lives. Monthly food rations from WFP
have kept them going while they have re-
built their house and life has slowly returned
to normality. Razia and her husband sold
their three goats, their last major assets, to
rebuild their house using high-quality bricks
that would be more resistant in case of an-
other flood. In December 2010, Razia picked
up the family’s last food ration. Now that
her husband is back at work and they have a
house, she and her family are able to support
themselves. Their six children are back at
school and because of food assistance they
were able to get back on their feet.

HAITI

In Haiti, in the immediate aftermath of
the January 12th earthquake, WFP began
providing assistance within 24 hours and
swiftly organized general food distributions.
Only six weeks after the quake, WFP assist-
ance, through partners such as World Vision,
was reaching more than 4 million people, 35
percent of which was from the U.S. govern-
ment. In the following months, WFP also put
in place safety net interventions—including
school feeding and nutrition. Following the
large general distribution, school feeding
was the quickest safety net intervention to
scale up, reaching over 500,000 school chil-
dren. At the request of the Government,
WFP then scaled up to assist 1 million chil-
dren. In October, a take-home ration was
also given to family members to get children
back in school, especially those who had
dropped out after the earthquake. WFP also
launched a blanket supplementary feeding
program to all children five years of age and
under and pregnant/lactating women.

Story from the field: When the earthquake
struck Haiti in January of 2010 Cassandre
Chery and her family were just leaving their
home. A piece of concrete fell and broke her
foot but otherwise they were uninjured. Her
home, however, was badly damaged. “‘It’s dif-
ficult to find work now,”’ said Cassandre who
used to be a beautician. Her husband also has
trouble finding work. Their two girls, who
live with them in a tent in Port-au-Prince,
were forced to go hungry some days. But now
Cassandre is back to work and she is rebuild-
ing her country with a food for work project
with World Vision and WFP. She receives
food and cash to work clearing rubble from
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roads and drainage channels. ‘“‘This works
means a lot to me,” she said. ‘It has helped
me pay school fees and feed my two daugh-
ters.”

Story from the field: At Sister Mary Ber-
nadette’s primary school in Port-au-Prince,
students began gathering after the earth-
quake, though classes had not yet resumed.
Most had lost their homes, and a family
member or friend. They came in search of
support and in search of something familiar.
As plans came together to begin makeshift
lessons, WFP started distributing daily
meals to Sister Mary Bernadette’s students.
“They’d simply be too weak to study if they
weren’t able to eat something at school,” she
says. “‘It’s important for them to have a
meal here. Most of them come from very
poor families.”” Sister Mary Bernadette says
that the food ‘helps [them] to study and
stay focused in class. When they don’t eat,
they don’t hear, they don’t listen, they don’t
see.” A year after the earthquake, things in
her school are improving. During the sum-
mer break, crews tore down the damaged
building and workers are now putting the
final touches to temporary classrooms. The
students seem to be recovering too, said the
school principal. ‘“‘Some of them are still
struggling though. When you lose a member
of your family, your mother or your father,
you just can’t forget. But we do our best to
help them.”

Title II Assists Those Affected by Conflict
and Helps Restore and Maintain Stability
in Volatile Regions

SUDAN

WFP assistance in Sudan, reaching 6.7 mil-
lion people, has been a critical stabilizing
factor since the Comprehensive Peace Agree-
ment (CPA) was signed in 2005. In 2010, near-
ly half of assistance to WFP in Sudan was
generously provided by the U.S. government.
This assistance has provided stability
throughout the South Sudan referendum
process. Readiness, contingency measures
and pre-positioning, has allowed WFP to re-
spond quickly to any situation, including the
current population displacements in Abyei
(an area between south Sudan and Sudan).
WFP’s strategic engagement for post-ref-
erendum South Sudan is vital for ensuring a
smooth transition. WFP’s engagement will
support the restoration of sustainable assets
for the communities, infrastructure (feeder
roads), safety nets (school feeding, seed pro-
tection, nutrition), strategic food reserve,
Government capacity in food security anal-
ysis, and support to smallholder farmers
through purchase-for-progress.

Story from the field: Food assistance has
played a critical role in southern Sudan over
the last few years and has been key in sup-
porting families returning home. Grace
Lado, a 25 year old mother of 2, fled fighting
in Juba in southern Sudan when she was
only 7 years old. When her family decided to
move back a WFP food ration made it pos-
sible. In spite of the deteriorating security
situation, WFP is currently feeding some
530,000 people across southern Sudan. In ad-
dition to food assistance WFP is also helping
to repair roads and assist farmers across the
region so that those the country can get on
a path to sustainable growth. Until then,
however, these lifesaving food rations are
helping people to build a stable and secure
foundation in a country that is hopeful for a
brighter future.

AFGHANISTAN

In 2010, the U.S. government supplied 36
percent of the assistance to WFP in Afghani-
stan, enabling WFP to assist 7 million people
(or 25 percent of the population) and,
through its strategic engagement, helps de-
ploy an effective system of safety net inter-
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ventions and build sustainable assets for the
communities through food-for-education,
food-for-work, and food-for-training.

Story from the field: When Taliban forces
arrived in their village Jamila’s husband lost
both his legs during the fighting. Jamila’s
family was forced to sell their farmland to
pay for his treatment and they suddenly
found themselves unable to feed their four
children. “‘I will never forget the day I real-
ized we had nothing to eat,” Jamila said. Her
husband’s family refused to provide assist-
ance and told her to marry off her teenage
daughters in order to get dowry money.
Jamila’s husband, frustrated, depressed and
hungry, often took his anger out on her. All
of that changed, however, when Jamila
began a training program with WFP that
provided her with a new set of skills while
her family received food rations. Now Jamila
is able to support her family by selling chil-
dren’s clothes to a local shop. ‘“Now that I
have a skill and am providing for my family,
all the members of my family respect me,”’
she says. By providing food aid while Jamila
received training she was able to stave off
hunger while she built a new life for her fam-
ily.

Story from the field: For years the people
of Dega Payan had to travel five hours on
foot or by donkey to the nearest medical
clinic. Travel by car was impossible as there
were no roads leading to their remote village
in one of Afghanistan’s poorest provinces
(Badakhshan) which has high level of under-
nutrition and food insecurity. Now, as a re-
sult of a WFP program that employed local
villagers to build a road while providing
their families with much needed food assist-
ance, a road has been completed connecting
Dega Payan to the larger town of Ziraki,
where there is a clinic. This has made the
village accessible by road and allows local
farmers to get their crops to markets more
easily and allows traders to bring supplies
into the village that were not available be-
fore.

MCGOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL SCHOOL

MEALS PROGRAM
BACKGROUND

Approximately 2.7 million children receive
McGovern/Dole school meals through WFP,
which helps them fight short-term hunger,
increase their concentration/performance in
school, encourages parents to send them to
school, and helps girls to get an education. A
better educated girl will make more in-
formed choices and will grow up to raise a
more food secure family. Promoting girls
education is crucial in countries where there
are serious gender disparities. Every $50 cut
in the program would deny a child access to
food for a whole school year. Without a daily
meal, many poor children would not attend
class with long-term ramifications for the
child, the community and the country.

Story from the field: In Afghanistan WFP
hands out take-home rations of vegetable oil
to approximately 600,000 girls (in addition to
the on-site meals) as an incentive for the
parents to send their girls to school. In a
school in Laghman Province, one of the
teachers told WFP ‘‘There are more girls
coming to school now because of the food.
Before I had six classes, now I have twelve.”
In the same region, girls’ enrolment in-
creased by 40 percent by end of 2008 from the
baseline data 2 years earlier, and attendance
rate for girls improved by 30 percent from
baseline. Families realize that girls are
bringing income by going to school. A girl at
the same school queuing for her oil ration
said ‘“We are so happy to get this oil. We are
poor and our family is happy with us since
we can bring something of value to our
homes”.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR).

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

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Arizona will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF
GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 49, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $940,198,000)"".

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $940,198,000)’.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

Again, as I spoke on the previous
amendment, we just don’t have the
money. It’s very altruistic of my
friends on both sides to want to feed
people all over the world. I very much
would like to be able to do so, but we
can’t feed our people here at home.
We’ve got a high jobless rate. We just
have to simply stop spending money
that we don’t have. And this would just
zero out the balance of the funds if my
friend from Arizona’s amendment is in-
deed passed into this bill.

Mr. Chairman, as we look at where
we’re going as a Nation, we’ve got to be
focusing on jobs and the economy. We
have to leave dollars in the hands of
businesses, particularly small busi-
nesses. Leave the dollars in the hands
of individuals so that they can take
care of their own needs and their own
communities instead of building a big-
ger and bigger Federal program to try
to take care of everybody’s needs all
over the world.

We just simply do not have the
money. And it just has to stop. And it’s
time to stop right now. We’re headed
toward an economic cliff in this Na-
tion. And it may be very soon where
we’re going to be off that cliff, where
everybody in this country except for
the extremely wealthy are going to be
forced into just tremendous poverty.

We have a potential of having riots in
the streets and bloodletting in this
country because of the great debt and
spending that’s going on. We're de-
stroying jobs. We're destroying our
economy. And it just must stop. The
sooner, the better. My amendment
would simply zero out the rest of the
funds in this program. I think it’s crit-
ical for us just to stop spending money.

USDA State Department
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Malawi 35.3 83.2 50.0
Mali ... 30.8 82.4 30.0
Maurita 32.4 82.4 30.0
Mozambique . 27.9 81.1 333
Niger ........ 32.8 83.1 33.3
Rwanda 50.0 86.9 57.1
Senegal ... 318 82.7 333
Sierra Leon 38.6 83.6 55.6
Somalia ... 28.8 80.7 21.3
Sudan . 314 81.8 30.8
Tanzania .. n/a n/a n/a
Uganda 8.6 76.3 60.0
Zambia ... 33.3 82.9 444
Zimbabwe 30.4 81.3 30.8
Afghanistal 34.3 82.4 46.2
Bangladesh 329 82.2 71.8
Cambodia 30.9 819 25.0
India ... 25.4 82.6 143
Laos 21.4 81.6 22.2
Nepal 35.8 83.5 33.3
Pakistan 21.3 81.2 22.2
Philippines 313 82.7 33.3
Sri Lanka . 319 82.1 25.0
Tajikistan 30.0 82.1 30.0
Yemen 333 82.6 40.0
Colombia . 36.1 84.7 50.0
Dominican Republic 36.4 83.4 36.4
Ecuador 324 824 30.0
Guatemala 37.9 84.2 62.5
Haiti .. 31.8 82.6 30.0
Hondura 63.4 83.6 60.0
Nicaragua 30.4 81.7 15.2

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FARR. I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

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

Mr. FARR. Again, I don’t know how
many times we have to reiterate that
these cuts, squeezes, and trims hurt the
most vulnerable people in America and
abroad. My good friend talked about a
fiscal disaster that we are having in
America and then just goes amendment
after amendment attacking the people
that are most vulnerable. This one just
wipes out the entire program.

I wish the Member had been here to
watch what happened in the early part
of this decade when a partnership with
the rich was created in this Congress to
help in every tax way possible, in every
expenditure way possible, in building
up the war machine to respond to Iraq
and Afghanistan. The rich got richer.
The corporations that built all the
equipment for our men and women in
uniform got a lot of profits. We did
that by putting it all on the credit card
of the American taxpayer. We just
charged it up. Yes, we ran up an incred-
ible deficit.
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The gentleman fails to look at the
other side of the coin. He talked about
the fact he had been in the Marine
Corps. The Marine Corps was also put
on that tax credit card. The uniform,
the free medical service he got, the
food that he ate while he was a Marine,
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all those things, thank God, we paid
for. But then to say, okay, we’re going
to now reduce this fiscal disaster by
just attacking the most wvulnerable
people in the world and wiping out the
Food for Peace program.

Where are we? Where is the image of
America? Where is that heart and soul?
Where is that feeling of people that
love our country because of the hand-
outs we do give at a time of need?
We’re there to respond to disasters.
And we can’t just be that responder
that says, okay, we’re going to respond
with our war machine. We’ve got to re-
spond with our heart and our soul and
the character of American human
beings, which is very giving and very
compassionate. To wipe out the Food
for Peace program is not a wise thing
to do.

Mr.
yield?

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. DICKS. I would just say to the
Chair and to the author of the amend-
ment, who’s a doctor, a medical doctor,
remember the Hippocratic oath: Do no
harm.

This amendment, if it is enacted, will
deny millions of people getting food.
Millions of children’s lives have been
saved because of this program and I
hope the Broun amendment will be de-
feated.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. FARR. How much time do I have
left?

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. SCHOCK). The
gentleman has 1%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I appreciate
the gentleman yielding.

Mr. DIckKs, I resent the fact that you
accuse me of wanting to do harm, be-
cause I do not——

Mr. DICKS. You don’t think your
amendment will do harm, sir?

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. No, sir. Actu-
ally, it will do good.

The thing is, we come to the crux of
the problem here in that some people
in this body believe that the Federal
Government ought to take care of ev-
erybody in the world, and I would love
to be able to do that. There’s no end of
good things that can be done all over
this world. But for you to accuse me of
wanting to do harm to people, I resent
that.

Mr. DICKS. It’s your amendment, sir.
I didn’t get up here and offer an amend-
ment that would cut funding.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Sir, I have
the time.

I do resent the fact that you accuse
me of wanting to do harm. Mr. Chair-
man, I'm not sure if this comes to a
point of order of taking down the gen-
tleman’s words, but I bring forth a
point of order.

Mr. FARR. Reclaiming my time, Mr.
Chairman, in finishing, I would just
like to say, there is some inconsistency
and insincerity here in stating what

DICKS. Will the gentleman
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you did as a profession and then cut-
ting these programs, because these go
to the children that we think the med-
ical profession so much appreciates
trying to care for. I mean, if you can’t
feed children, if you can’t feed women,
and you can’t feed infants, no matter
where in the world they are, problems
are going to occur. Big, serious prob-
lems. That is not fiscal conservative.
That is just not very intelligent.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to bring a point of
order about the gentleman’s accusa-
tions that I want to do harm. I believe
this meets the criteria of taking down
his words, and I would like a ruling
from the Chair regarding that.

The Acting CHAIR. All Members will
suspend.

The Clerk will report the words.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I withdraw my point of order.

The Acting CHAIR. The demand is
withdrawn.

Mr. DICKS. I will revise my words
and make sure that it will not be an in-
sult to the gentleman.

I appreciate him withdrawing his
point of order.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Washington
may revise his remarks.

There was no objection.

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

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in very, very, very strong opposi-
tion to this amendment gutting the
Food for Peace program. Food for
peace.

I find it somewhat ironic that we
have people who oppose food for peace
but support weapons for war without
giving it a second thought. The fact of
the matter is that this amendment
would do great harm to some of the
most helpless people in the world. I be-
lieve very, very strongly on a bipar-
tisan basis that this amendment should
be defeated.

The Food for Peace program has
saved the lives of millions and millions
of people. It is a good program. It is
something we should be proud of in
this country, and on a bipartisan basis,
I believe, we are proud of the Food for
Peace program. I think we need a big
bipartisan vote to defeat this amend-
ment.

I appreciated the chairman’s remarks
earlier, and I thank him for his com-
ments on this issue.

Mr. DICKS. Will
yield?

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington.

Mr. DICKS. We've already cut this
program by 38 percent below the Presi-
dent’s budget request and 31 percent
below last year. That is a major cut in
this program. To go any further, I
think, would be a big mistake.

the gentleman
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I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. McCGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman. I would just say that, yes, we
need to get serious about the deficit
and we need to find ways to bring this
deficit down. But taking food out of
the mouths of children is not the way
to do this.

I can go through a litany of things
that deserve to be cut, from some of
the subsidies that we provide some of
the big agricultural businesses to the
subsidization of the o0il companies to
some of the tax breaks for the Donald
Trumps of the world. I would rather
start there. But to take, to denigrate
this program, I think, is wrong. This is
something we should be proud of, and,
in a bipartisan way, we should be proud
of this. Presidents, both Republican
and Democratic, have supported this
program, and this is vital to the sur-
vival of so many people around the
world.

Again, I would reiterate what Sec-
retary Gates said. These programs,
these developmental programs, are im-
portant to our national security. I'm
going to tell you, they do more to help
improve our image and protect our se-
curity around the world than a lot of
these other programs that we have
that export military hardware all
around the world. This is important.
This is real. This saves lives.

I would urge my colleagues on a bi-
partisan basis to soundly reject this
amendment and let us support food for
peace. Let us support food programs for
the poor. That’s who we are. That re-
flects well on this country. I urge my
colleagues to defeat this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mrs. EMERSON. I have been sitting
back listening to all of the discussion
here on a subject that is near and dear
to my heart, and it has been near and
dear to our family since the very first
time my late husband came back from
Ethiopia having sobbed, as he told me,
a story about a child from Ethiopia
who died in his arms.
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Now, I will say that there’s been an
awful lot of rhetoric on this, and I
think that the chairman, in spite of
the fact that I don’t like the number, I
don’t like the numbers that we’ve been
given, the chairman, who also has trav-
eled to Africa and has seen up close and
personal how these programs really do
make a difference for those of us who
live here in the United States, how im-
portant these programs are for our na-
tional security, as Mr. MCGOVERN said
and Mr. DICcKS, and also how important
it is that America, which is still the
richest country in the world in spite of
our financial difficulties, has respect
and wants to help others because we
ourselves have been so well blessed.

So I rise in opposition to this amend-
ment, and I want to thank my col-
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leagues from the other side and thank

Mr. KINGSTON as well and hope that as

we proceed through the process that we

might be able to find some common
ground, perhaps get a little bit more
assistance for these vital programs, but

let’s try to keep our emotions down a

little bit because everybody feels very

strongly, but yet our common goal is
to lift this country up, and by helping
others, we do that.

I yield back the balance of time.

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

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION EXPORT
(LOANS) CREDIT GUARANTEE PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For administrative expenses to carry out
the Commodity Credit Corporation’s export
guarantee program, GSM 102 and GSM 103,
$6,820,000; to cover common overhead ex-
penses as permitted by section 11 of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation Charter Act and
in conformity with the Federal Credit Re-
form Act of 1990, of which $6,465,000 shall be
paid to the appropriation for ‘“‘Foreign Agri-
cultural Service, Salaries and Expenses’’,
and of which $355,000 shall be paid to the ap-
propriation for ‘“‘Farm Service Agency, Sala-
ries and Expenses’’.

MCGOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL FOOD FOR
EDUCATION AND CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAM
GRANTS
For necessary expenses to carry out the

provisions of section 3107 of the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7
U.S.C. 17360-1), $180,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That the Com-
modity Credit Corporation is authorized to
provide the services, facilities, and authori-
ties for the purpose of implementing such
section, subject to reimbursement from
amounts provided herein.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF

GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 50, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $180,000,000)"’.

Page 80, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $180,000,000)"’.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to offer my amendment
which would zero out the McGovern-
Dole program and save taxpayers $180
million in the coming fiscal year. We
simply cannot continue to dole out
money that we simply don’t have, par-
ticularly when we’re experiencing such
a huge economic crisis and economic
emergency here at home.
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It’s important to make serious cuts
wherever and whenever we can, and
this funding is not tied to a specific na-
tional security interest. So we can af-
ford to do without it. I think we should
do without it, but I'm offering my
amendment, and I hope it passes.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, this
is simply a bad amendment. It elimi-
nates funding for one of the U.S. signa-
ture programs to reduce child hunger
in the world. I helped establish the
George McGovern-Robert Dole Inter-
national Food For Education Program,
first as a pilot project in 2000, and then
as a permanent program in the 2002
farm bill. It has always had strong bi-
partisan support, including from my
colleague and my friend JO ANN EMER-
SON and then-Congressmen, now-Sen-
ators JOHN THUNE and JERRY MORAN.

McGovern-Dole has one basic goal:
provide at least one nutritious meal to
some of the world’s most vulnerable
children in a school setting. It has re-
duced the incidence of hunger among
school-age children. It has increased
school enrollment and attendance. It
has increased the support of families
and communities for education, espe-
cially for girls.

McGovern-Dole is a proven success.
Instead of cutting its funding, let alone
eliminating it, we should be scaling it
up. The cuts to McGovern-Dole already
in the bill would end school meals for
more than 400,000 children. Eliminating
the funding would literally take the
food out of the mouths of over 5 mil-
lion of the world’s most vulnerable
children.

Mr. Chairman, it’s bad enough to ig-
nore hungry children. It’s even worse
to give a hungry child a meal, to give
their parents hope for a better future,
and then take it away. These are not
just numbers in a bill. These are real
living, breathing human beings, real
children who are in school, many for
the very first time because the U.S. is
working with local communities to ad-
vance education and nutrition.

Now, I've visited some of these pro-
grams around the world. I respectfully
suggest to those who want to eliminate
them to first go and see with their own
eyes what they are doing on the
ground, look these children, their par-
ents, their teachers, their community
leaders in the eye, and make sure you
want to tell them you don’t care if
they go hungry or get a chance to go to
school.

In Colombia, I visited a program in
Soacha, on the outskirts of 