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outpatient services, cut payments for unpaid
health care debts, shrink the prevention and
public health fund, and impose an increase in
Medicare Part B premiums for certain bene-
ficiaries. These cuts threaten to restrict access
of low-income Minnesotans and seniors to
needed health care services.

The House Republican majority had other
options for offsetting the costs of H.R. 3630.
Among those options was a small and tem-
porary increase on the amount of taxes paid
by those Americans least affected by the
Great Recession. House Democrats will at-
tempt to improve H.R. 3630 today during floor
debate by replacing cuts to health care and
unemployment insurance with a 3.6 percent
surcharge on incomes over $1 million a year.
At a time when income inequality in America
is at an all-time high, this is a necessary step
to restore economic fairness and opportunity.
| will support this motion when it comes to a
vote this afternoon.

This Democratic motion is also important
because it includes language requiring Mem-
bers of Congress to publicly disclose their per-
sonal trading activity in the stock market. In-
creasing transparency to prevent Members of
Congress from inappropriately profiting from
insider knowledge is a common-sense reform
that should be immediately enacted. If these
improvements to H. R. 3630 are not included,
| urge my colleagues to join me in opposing
the legislation.

This bill is likely to be a missed opportunity
for true compromise. It does important things,
such as extending the payroll tax cut for 160
million Americans and preventing a 27.4 per-
cent cut to Minnesota physician reimburse-
ments with a two-year fix. In addition, it ex-
tends the physician work geographic adjust-
ment, which ensures Minnesota providers are
not additionally penalized by the Medicare
payment system. Yet, the decision to pay for
these measures with cuts to seniors, low-in-
come families and unemployed Americans
was entirely avoidable and thus, completely
unacceptable.

——————

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 1540,
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

SPEECH OF

HON. MICHAEL R. TURNER

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, December 14, 2011

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in the
FY12 NDAA a drafting error was uncovered in
section 1045.

Subsection (c) of section 1045 reads “If,
during any year beginning after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the President makes a
proposal described in subsection b” the Com-
mander of STRATCOM shall take a prescribed
action.

This provision should have read, “If, during
any year beginning after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the President makes a pro-
posal described in paragraph 2” the Com-
mander of STRATCOM shall take a precribed
action.

As the Joint Statement of Managers to the
Conference Report makes clear:

Finally, the conference agreement would,
in any year in which the President makes a
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proposal to reduce the number of nuclear
weapons in the active or inactive stockpiles
of the United States to a level that is lower
than the level on the date of enactment of
this Act, require the Commander of U.S.
Strategic Command to conduct a net assess-
ment of the current and proposed nuclear
forces of the United States and of other
countries to determine whether the proposed
U.S. nuclear forces would be capable of meet-
ing U.S. objectives of nuclear deterrence, ex-
tended deterrence, assurance of allies, and
defense. The Secretary of Defense would be
required to submit the Commander’s
unaltered net assessment, together with any
explanatory views of the Secretary, to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives. In any
such year, the Administrator of the National
Nuclear Security Administration would also
be required to submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives, a report describing the
current capacities of the U.S. nuclear weap-
ons infrastructure to respond to strategic de-
velopments or technical problems in the nu-
clear weapons stockpile.

While Congress addresses this, and any
other technical corrections needed in the bill,
| urge STRATCOM and the Administrator of
the NNSA to construe this legislation per the
clear intent.

————————

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 1540,
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

SPEECH OF

HON. LAURA RICHARDSON

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, December 14, 2011

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of H.R. 1540, the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012. This
legislation, which provides $662 billion in fund-
ing for fiscal year 2012, is not perfect but | will
vote in favor of it for three principal reasons.
First, it provides for troop and equipment read-
iness. Second, it provides much needed help
and support for military families. Third, it au-
thorizes critical investments in technology to
ensure that the United States is prepared to
defend against emerging threats now and in
the future.

Mr. Speaker, it is of utmost importance that
our troops deployed in Afghanistan, Irag, and
around the world have the equipment, re-
sources, authorities, training, and time needed
to successfully complete their missions and re-
turn home. This bill does that.

H.R. 1540 also provides their families with
the resources and support they need and de-
serve. Specifically, the bill provides for enlist-
ment and reenlistment bonuses, retention and
accession pay for critical skills, and hazardous
duty pay. As my colleagues across both aisles
would agree, it is our responsibility to ensure
that our troops that have sacrificed for us re-
ceive the resources they need for success and
the benefits they deserve.

Further, the bill recognizes the importance
of investing in future capability and technology
to meet emerging challenges on the battlefield
of today and in the future. We live in an age
in which the security challenges facing our na-
tion are ever-evolving and increasing in tech-
nological sophistication and complexity. We
must take the necessary steps to ensure that
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the United States stays in the forefront of
technological advances and is equipped with
vigorous capabilities in order to be able to
successfully detect, deter, and defeat terrorist
plots, cyber attacks, and other emerging
threats. The bill before us will help us meet
these challenges.

Let me briefly highlight some of the key pro-
visions included in this legislation which | sup-
port:

I. TROOP AND EQUIPMENT READINESS

1. Provides $22.8 billion for the training of
all active-duty and reserve forces to increase
readiness;

2. Authorizes $396.8 million for C—17 mod-
ernization;

3. Provides $6.3 billion to fund Navy ship
and aircraft depot maintenance;

4. Provides $4.5 billion for Army and Marine
Corps equipment reset and depot mainte-
nance;

5. Provides $7.7 billion for Air Force weapon
system sustainment;

6. Allocates just under $1 billion to support
the Army’s planned return to full-spectrum
training; and

7. Provides $13 billion for Military Construc-
tion, base realignment and closures, and mili-
tary family housing.

IIl. HELP FOR MILITARY FAMILIES
1. Provides a 1.6 percent military pay raise
2. Ensures fair TRICARE premiums
IIl. INVESTING IN FUTURE TECHNOLOGY

1. Extends important budget authorities to
allow defense laboratories to recruit and retain
the brightest scientists;

2. Expands developmental test and evalua-
tion management for major defense acquisi-
tion programs;

3. Directs an assessment of mechanisms to
employ non-U.S. citizens with critical scientific
and technical skills; and

4. Expands pilot program for the integration
of technology protection features during re-
search and development to include contractor
cost-sharing.

Mr. Speaker, | do not support the provisions
in the bill regarding the treatment of detainees
suspected of terrorism. | believe they are de-
cidedly unhelpful and thus agree with the ad-
ministration and those distinguished legal
scholars who assert that mandatory military
custody is “undue and dangerous,” and that
these provisions would “severely and reck-
lessly undermine” our Nation’s counterter-
rorism efforts.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, | support the
NDAA for FY 2012 because it authorizes the
needed investments to keep our nation safe
and enhances our defense infrastructure,
along with taking care of our military per-
sonnel, and authorizing continued funding for
the C—17 air transport.

————

REMEMBERING THE 30TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF MARTIAL LAW IN
POLAND

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, December 19, 2011

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today as Chairman of the Helsinki Com-
mission and Co-Chairman of the Congres-
sional Poland caucus, to remember the dec-
laration of martial law in Poland 30 years ago
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this month, and to pay tribute to the men and
women of Poland who triumphed against re-
pression, ultimately helping to bring democ-
racy to a whole continent.

It is well known that in Poland the resist-
ance to communism was particularly broad
and deep—Stalin is reputed to have said that
trying to impose communism on Poland was
like trying to put a saddle on a cow. And so
for several decades, Poles pushed back
against the dictatorship that had been im-
posed on their exhausted country at the end
of World War Il. They pushed back in 1956
when workers from Poznan marched to War-
saw demanding “bread and freedom.” They
pushed back through actions by students and
intellectuals in 1964 and in 1968. And workers
took to the streets again in Gdansk in 1970,
including one young man named Lech
Walesa. Each time the communist government
managed to keep itself in power through a
combination of force, threats of force, conces-
sions, and by divisively playing one group of
Poles off against another group. But never
was the Poles’ desire for freedom extin-
guished or even diminished. Indeed it seemed
to grow year by year.

In June 1979, when Pope John Paul I
made his historic visit to Poland, he urged his
countrymen and women: “Be not afraid.” A
year later, in August 1980, the world stood in
awe as shipyard workers struck at the Lenin
factory in Gdansk, catapulting an unknown
electrician, Lech Walesa, to the world stage.
On August 31, Solidarity, the Warsaw Pact’s
first truly independent trade union was born.

Solidarity, of course, was much more than a
trade union. Strikers in Gdansk included in
their original 21 demands not only improved
working conditions, but respect for freedom of
speech and the press, religious liberties, and
freedom for political prisoners. Over the next
year and a half. Solidarity’s card-carrying
membership would grow to encompass nearly
one-third of Poland’s working-age population,
but its influence was beyond measure. More-
over, Solidarity ultimately brought together di-
verse segments of the population—workers
and peasants, students and intellectuals—that
had not previously worked together for a com-
mon cause. And in Solidarity, one could see a
nation acting for a high moral purpose, in-
formed by church and conscience, and by a
tradition of Polish patriotism.

Inevitably, Solidarity was seen as a threat
not only to the communist authorities in War-
saw, but to their taskmasters in Moscow, who
escalated pressure on Warsaw to impose a
crackdown that would silence the growing
movement. At midnight, on December 13,
1981, martial law was declared, and a military
government was established. Poland’s borders
were sealed and its airspace closed. Phone
service throughout the country was sus-
pended. The routine sale of gasoline ceased.
A curfew was established. Strikes, demonstra-
tions, meetings, and public gatherings were
banned. Solidarity was outlawed. Open cen-
sorship of mail was introduced and normal
radio and television broadcasting was re-
placed with a loop of General Jaruzelski inton-
ing that Poland was on the edge of an abyss.
Tanks rumbled down Warsaw’s broad boule-
vards, and the whiff of tear gas tinged the air.

Approximately 10,000 people were arrested
during the Martial Law period, and dozens of
people were killed, most notoriously during the
“pacification” of the Wujek Coal Mine. The
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harshest controls were eased within weeks or
months and martial law was formally lifted on
July 22, 1983, but various forms of oppression
continued for years. Many political prisoners
were not released until the general amnesty in
1986, 5 years later.

Nevertheless, throughout the 1980s, and
notwithstanding martial law, dissent in Poland
burgeoned. By 1988, the ability of Solidarity to
mount continuing strikes had forced the com-
munist regime to blink—roundtable negotia-
tions between the authorities and the opposi-
tion began in early 1988, and the Solidarity
movement was formally re-legalized on April
7. When Solidarity’s official spokesman,
Janusz Onyszkiewicz, testified before me at a
Helsinki Commission hearing in September
1988, it was the first time that the Helsinki
Commission received testimony from a War-
saw Pact dissident who was actually planning
to return to his home country.

The roundtable talks eventually led to an
agreement that 35% of the seats in parliament
would be freely and fairly contested in the
June 1989 elections, and all of the seats
would be contested 4 years after that. The die,
of course, was cast: when it came time to
form a government, Solidarity put forward their
own slate of candidates for prime minister. On
August 19, 1989, Tadeusz Mazowiecki was
elected Poland’s first non-Communist prime
minister in 40 years. Poland rightly deserves
credit for playing a critical role in advancing
human rights and democratic forms throughout
the entire Warsaw Pact region. In fact, Poland
rightly deserves credit for helping to dissolve
the Warsaw Pact.

We all remember the fall of the Berlin
Wall—one of the greatest moments of the
20th century. Let's not forget that, to a very
great extent, the movement that brought down
the Wall was “made in Poland,” or at least
owes an immense debt to the Poles. For 45
years the Poles took the lead, within eastern
Europe, in pushing back on communist rule,
testing the limits of what the Soviets would tol-
erate. In other words, taking the risks. The
rhythm of Polish uprisings and mass move-
ments against communism is instructive: in
1944, the Nazis, with nearby Soviet forces
blocking allied assistance, crushed the War-
saw Uprising; 12 years later, in 1956, the
Poles were rioting again, and they wrung con-
cessions out of the communist government; 12
years later, in 1968-1970, the same thing
happened; then six later, in 1976; then 3 years
later, in 1979 the visit of the new pope saw
what amounted to massive demonstration of
support for the Polish Catholic tradition which
were at the same time demonstrations against
communist tyranny; then 1 year later, in 1980,
Solidarity was formed. But as the declaration
of martial law demonstrated, the communists
would only be able to exercise meaningful
control through the use of an ultimately
unsustainable degree of force. By the summer
of 1989, it was clear that the Poles had stood
down the Soviet Union. The communist parties
of the eastern bloc were on their own, facing
their peoples without Soviet military backing,
setting the stage for them all to be swept from
power.

So let's remember that from the 1950s
through the 1980s the Polish people, acting
for high moral purposes—religious freedom,
human rights, liberty, solidarity, patriotism—
ran great risks—even the risk of another Rus-
sian invasion and they succeeded to the en-
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during benefit not only of their own citizens,
but all those around the globe who share
those purposes.

At the end of this month, Poland will wrap
up its tenure as the president of the European
Union. It has come a very long way from the
dark days of martial law and | am grateful that,
as the United States seeks to promote democ-
racy and human rights around the globe, Po-
land stands beside us as a leader in this ef-
fort.

THE KINGDOM OF MOROCCO

HON. ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 19, 2011

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, the
Kingdom of Morocco is an important strategic
partner, and | support its continuing reform ef-
forts to make it a more democratic and pros-
perous nation. Last month’s elections in Mo-
rocco were another important step toward
building a more democratic and inclusive
country. The level of participation in the elec-
tion of a new parliament demonstrates popular
support for this reform agenda.

| support the democratic aspirations of the
Moroccan people and encourage its new par-
liament and government to follow through on
constitutional and other reforms to protect fun-
damental freedoms and human rights.

Additionally, the U.S. must continue to seek
a fair, just, and enduring solution to the West-
ern Sahara in order to promote regional inte-
gration and protect U.S. security interests in
the region.

HONORING THE LIFE OF RON
LYLE

HON. DIANA DeGETTE

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, December 19, 2011

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Ron Lyle, a Colorado resident and pro-
fessional boxer who passed away late last
month.

In Colorado’s surprisingly rich boxing his-
tory, Lyle stands alongside names like Jack
Dempsey and Sonny Liston not only for his
success in the ring but for his commitment to
giving back to his community after retirement.

His story is one of redemption. Born into a
family of 19 children in a downtrodden area of
Northeast Denver, Lyle dropped out of school
at age 19 and was subsequently convicted of
second-degree murder in the death of a local
gang-rival. Lyle, who had always been an im-
pressive athlete growing up, learned to box in
prison, and was pardoned 72 years later by
Colorado Gov. John Love.

Upon his release, Lyle pursued a career in
boxing, winning the National Amateur Union
heavyweight championship at age 28 before
turning pro at the relatively old age of 29. He
won his first 19 bouts, including an impressive
17 of them by KO.

As Lyle’s professional boxing career came
of age, it did so during the golden-era for
heavyweight fighting. The mid-1970’s was the
time of Muhammad Ali, George Foreman, and
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