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H. CON. RES. 28, DIRECTING THE 
PRESIDENT, PURSUANT TO SEC-
TION 5(C) OF THE WAR POWERS 
RESOLUTION, TO REMOVE THE 
UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES 
FROM AFGHANISTAN 

HON. EARL BLUMENAUER 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 4, 2011 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to have profound reservations about our troop 
commitments in Afghanistan. History suggests 
that we will not be successful in stabilizing Af-
ghanistan with military force. No one has and 
I don’t think anyone will. 

I opposed the tripling of forces in the region 
and think that a rapid drawdown starting in 
July is absolutely essential. We should not, 
however, tie the hands of the administration 
and put the civilians in Afghanistan at risk by 
forcing a complete withdrawal of troops in 30 
days. The forthcoming reduction in U.S. troop 
levels in Afghanistan must be significant and 
sizeable, but must be executed in an orderly 
fashion. 

The reasons for a timely departure are 
many. Afghanistan today is one of the most 
corrupt countries in the world, ranked next to 
last out of 180 by Transparency International. 
If you have a culture of corruption, it’s hard to 
plant seeds of positive growth. Economic de-
velopment through roads and water make the 
difference between people being thug and 
doing whatever necessary to feed their fami-
lies. 

The United States and international donors 
simply cannot afford to bankroll 70% of Af-
ghanistan’s budget and to keep spending $8 
billion a month in taxpayer money. We spend 
in one day 20 times what the average Afghani 
will earn in an entire year. Yet for all that 
spending there is a dire need for the most 
basic of services. In the rural areas, 80% drink 
polluted water, only 10% have adequate sani-
tation. 

It grows clearer by the day that the more 
heavy-handed we are and the stronger our 
military presence in Afghanistan, the more we 
unify the threats against our troops, the United 
States, and our allies. 

Military efforts do little to address the Af-
ghan people’s grievances over their exclusion 
from the political process and do little for long- 
term stability throughout the region. We should 
focus on civilian efforts, working with Afghans 
to strengthen their ability to govern, support 
civil society, fight corruption, and help to re-
build their country. We cannot do this in 30 
days, not even 30 weeks. That’s why I oppose 
this resolution and instead support a signifi-
cant—but thoughtful—drawdown in July. 

ON THE PASSING OF STANLEY J. 
‘‘BUD’’ GRANT 

HON. DONNA M. CHRISTENSEN 
OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 4, 2011 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
remember and commemorate the life of Stan-
ley, J. ‘‘Bud’’ Grant who passed away sud-
denly last month but who in the course of his 
life worked to help those in need. I knew him 
as Bud Grant, the founder and President of 
the Friends of the Congressional Glaucoma 
Caucus Foundation as he worked to screen 
disadvantaged populations across the country 
for glaucoma and other eye diseases. My 
community, in the U.S. Virgin Islands, was one 
of the places where Bud took his army of 
mercy since 2001 to test and identify thou-
sands who could not afford to seek those 
services on their own. People lined up for 
hours, waiting for a chance to get care for that 
most precious of human senses, eyesight. 

Bud was born and raised in Brooklyn, New 
York. He graduated from St. Francis College 
and attended Fordham University and the New 
York University School of Public Administra-
tion. A member of the ‘‘Greatest Generation,’’ 
he served in the U.S. Marine Corps in the Pa-
cific theater during the Second World War. 

Prior to his work against glaucoma, Bud en-
joyed a long career in pharmaceutical sales 
for Upjohn/Pharmacia. He worked on behalf of 
the Medical Society of the State of New York, 
the Pharmaceutical Manufacturing Association, 
and Pharmacia Corporation and Covance Re-
search Labs. He also served on the boards of 
Wagner College and New York Hospital Divi-
sion of Queens. 

On behalf of my family, staff and constitu-
ents in the U.S. Virgin Islands who were 
touched by Bud’s work, I extend my condo-
lences to Bud’s family, especially his son 
Richard, who will continue the important work 
that his father began at the Glaucoma Caucus 
Foundation. 

May Bud Grant rest in peace. 
f 

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 

HON. MIKE COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 4, 2011 

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, 
today our national debt is 
$14,251,174,516,308.48. 

On January 6, 2009, the start of the 111th 
Congress, the national debt was 
$10,638,425,746,293.80. 

This means the national debt has increased 
by $3,612,748,770,014.60 since then. 

This debt and its interest payments we are 
passing to our children and all future Ameri-
cans. 

PROTECTING NATIONAL SECURITY 
BY CUTTING THE MILITARY 
BUDGET 

HON. BARNEY FRANK 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, April 4, 2011 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
two things are very clear. One, we should over 
the next years adopt a plan for substantially 
reducing our national debt. Two, we cannot do 
that in a reasonable way without making sub-
stantial reductions in America’s worldwide mili-
tary footprint. For too long we have allowed 
the rest of the world to become dependent on 
us. As our wealthy allies cut their own military 
budgets, we are expected to increase ours. 
The recent Libyan situation illustrates the 
problem we have created for ourselves by en-
couraging this sense of dependence on the 
part of so many wealthy nations. America is 
thousands of miles away from Libya while 
many of our strongest and closest—and pros-
perous—allies are within hundreds of miles. 
But it fell to America to take the lead in the co-
alition effort against Libya and the reason for 
that, we were told, is that only America had 
the capability to do it. To the extent that it is 
true, it is a shortcoming that we must remedy. 
We must insist that our wealthy allies no 
longer expect us to shoulder so much of the 
burden. It is important that we recalibrate our 
military spending to more closely approximate 
our own genuine needs, and if we do not do 
that, there is no way to bring the budget deficit 
down in a responsible way. 

Mr. Speaker, Winslow Wheeler is a thought-
ful student of military spending and under-
stands how America’s genuine defense would 
be enhanced and not in any way threatened 
by a substantial scaling back of military ex-
penditures. He wrote a very thoughtful article 
explaining this in the Wednesday, March 9 
issue of the Hill, and because no issue is 
more important than getting the budget deficit 
down in a responsible way, I ask that that arti-
cle be reprinted here. 

THE DEFENSE BUDGET: IGNORANCE IS NOT 
BLISS 

(By Winslow T. Wheeler) 
Polling from Pew and Gallup reveals major 

public misconceptions about the defense 
budget. Fifty-eight percent of Americans 
know that Pentagon spending is larger than 
any other nation, but almost none know it is 
up to seven times that of China. Most had no 
idea the defense budget is larger than federal 
spending for education, Medicare or interest 
on the debt. 

The scurrilous in Washington promote the 
misimpression of an under-funded Pentagon. 
They imply it is smaller than during the 
Cold War by saying it was at 8 percent of 
gross domestic product in the late 1960s, but 
only 4 percent of GDP now. Therefore, it’s 
gone down and is now low, right? 

Some use hyperventilated rhetoric to pres-
sure for more defense dollars. Sadly, this 
category now must include Secretary of De-
fense Robert Gates, who termed ‘‘cata-
strophic’’ the recommendations of the 
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Obama deficit commission to merely main-
tain defense spending at its post-WWII high, 
and who deemed a ‘‘crisis’’ the idea of a 1 
percent—$5 billion—reduction in the 2011 de-
fense budget compared to 2010. 

Some on Capitol Hill, such as the chairman 
of the House Armed Services Committee, 
Rep. Buck McKeon (R-Calif.), blanch at the 
idea of restraining defense spending, claim-
ing it would be ‘‘dangerous’’ to do anything 
but grow the defense budget while the nation 
is ‘‘at war.’’ 

They don’t just ignore the facts, they tor-
ture them—but that’s nothing new in poli-
tics. What is different, however, is that the 
aggressive ignorance about the defense budg-
et is beginning to shrivel, revealing a new 
paradigm: the defense budget is outrageously 
bloated. 

The new conventional wisdom is that we 
now spend more on the Pentagon than at any 
time since WWII, and that President Obama 
will exceed George W. Bush’s defense spend-
ing. Some even appreciate that he will also 
exceed Ronald Reagan’s. Others understand 
defense spending does not just exceed a few 
other functions in presidents’ budgets, it ex-
ceeds them all, except one—Social Security. 
In most cases, DOD doesn’t just exceed the 
others; it is multiples of them. 

During the Cold War, we averaged $450 bil-
lion annual Pentagon budgets. Today, with 
no massive conventional threat and a much- 
diminished nuclear one, we operate at spend-
ing levels more than $200 billion higher, if 
you include funding for the wars—almost 
$100 billion higher if you do not. 

The distortion of a lesser threat compel-
ling more spending is propelling the para-
digm shift. 

Moreover, the wars we have been fighting 
are against poorly trained and equipped 
irregulars. It is not to diminish the sacrifice 
the national leadership extracts from the 
men and women who serve in Afghanistan 
and, previously, Iraq, but today’s conflicts 
are—materially—minor events compared to 
the wars in Korea and Vietnam, when we de-
ployed hundreds of thousands more and faced 
more than 200 Soviet and Warsaw Pact divi-
sions in Europe. 

While we have spent more than $1.3 trillion 
for Iraq and Afghanistan since 2001 (in infla-
tion-adjusted 2011 dollars), we also added an-
other trillion dollars to the parts of the de-
fense budget that the Pentagon tells us is 
not for the wars—the so-called ‘‘base’’ budg-
et. 

Just before 9/11 we were operating at an an-
nual level of spending for the Pentagon at 
$400 billion. Today, in the same inflation-ad-
justed dollars, we are operating at a ‘‘base’’ 
budget level well above $500 billion. It is in 
that context that we are told by Gates and 
McKeon that a 1 percent reduction in a sin-
gle year constitutes a ‘‘crisis’’ or something 
‘‘dangerous.’’ 

The real crisis is what has been happening 
to our forces. With a $300 billion increase in 
funding, the Navy’s ‘‘battleforce’’ shrank 
from 318 ships in 2000 to 287 in 2010. With 
more than $300 billion added to its budget, 
the Air Force shrank from 146 combat squad-
rons to 72. The Army burned another $300 bil-
lion to increase brigade combat team equiva-
lents from 44 to just 46. According to data 
from the Congressional Budget Office, this 
includes not a smaller, newer equipment in-
ventory, but an older one. 

Worse, the Pentagon can’t track its own 
inventory, financial transactions, or even 
what it has paid out to contractors and re-
ceived in return. Despite the accountability 
clause of the Constitution, the General Ac-
counting Act of 1921, and the Chief Financial 
Officers Act of 1990, the Pentagon has main-
tained itself in a state where it cannot be au-
dited. 

But then, if I were presiding over this 
mess, I would want not you to know the 
facts either. 

f 

HONORING DON ROBERTSON 

HON. PHIL GINGREY 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 4, 2011 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Don Robertson of 
Marietta, Georgia. 

For 26 years, Don has been the headmaster 
of The Walker School. This school year will be 
his last as he embarks on a much deserved 
retirement. The Cobb County Community is 
sad to see such a great educator leave but we 
are grateful that he and his family have been 
such an integral part of our community. 

What makes him such a respected educator 
is that Don has always been willing to assist 
a student in need. Although he would never 
volunteer this information, Don has paid the 
reenroliment fees for countless students to 
continue their higher education at Walker. This 
a common occurrence with a co-worker from 
all of his 26 years commenting ‘‘if only I had 
a nickel for every dollar he contributed to tui-
tion of his students . . .’’ 

Mr. Speaker, Don often is introduced by his 
own faculty as ‘‘The World’s Best Head-
master.’’ He has been a formidable mentor to 
young faculty. So much so, many of his 
mentees have gone on to be principals and 
headmasters themselves at other educational 
institutions. 

Don is always willing to give his all to the 
betterment of the Walker community. During 
the annual silent auction, Don offers up his 
culinary skills with all proceeds going to the 
school. ‘‘Won-ton Don’’ prepares from scratch 
an Oriental meal for the winning bid, which is 
always one of the most popular items at the 
auction. 

Mr. Speaker, Don has been a strategic plan-
ner for The Walker School and it has never 
been more evident than today. When Don first 
came to Walker in 1985, the school had 450 
students and one building. Under Don’s lead-
ership, Walker recently completed an $11.5 
million building program which significantly en-
hanced the academic and athletic facilities. 
Today, he leaves the school with a student 
population of 1,038, 34 acres of land, more 
than 1 million square feet of teaching space, 
seven buildings that house three libraries, two 
gymnasiums, three dining halls, a technology 
center, Preschool, Lower School, and Middle 
and Upper Schools. Without question, Don 
built Walker to what it is today. 

Walker’s Mission is to provide an excellent 
college-preparatory education in a nurturing 
environment that values personal integrity, 
prizes creativity, and inspires the lifelong love 
of learning. It is clear, Mr. Speaker, that Don 
Robertson has done just that. 

Don compiled a faculty of substance to help 
prepare students for college and for life. The 
school has over 180 professional staff mem-
bers, with advanced degrees held by 71 per-
cent of Walker’s lead teachers. Don believes 
in his faculty. At every faculty meeting, he 
draws the name of a teacher out of a hat. 
Whichever teacher he draws, he substitutes 
for them for the entire day, giving them a 
much deserved day of rest. 

It is no small task but Don has cultivated a 
learning environment that students want to im-
merse themselves in. As a mathematics in-
structor, Don has made students appreciate 
the subject, which in and of itself is a huge ac-
complishment. Tellingly, 100 percent of The 
Walker School graduates are accepted to a 
college or university. 

When asked about what makes The Walker 
School special, Don stated: ‘‘An intangible 
spirit exists in the faces of our students, during 
conversations with our committed faculty and 
staff, visits from our alumni, and in the dedi-
cated work of our volunteers and parents.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, Don is a devoted father and 
grandfather of three. I know he is looking for-
ward to being able to spend more time with 
his grandchildren. 

Don, I thank you for your service to the chil-
dren of Cobb County and I wish you the best 
in the next chapter of your life. 

I ask my colleagues to please join me in 
thanking Don Robertson for his commitment to 
the education of our Nation’s future leaders 
and the betterment of his community. 

f 

IN HONOR OF JOSEPH J. HUNT, 
PRESIDENT OF INTERNATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF BRIDGE, 
STRUCTURAL, ORNAMENTAL, 
AND REINFORCING IRON-
WORKERS 

HON. STEPHEN F. LYNCH 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, April 4, 2011 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of a good friend and tremendous labor 
leader, Joseph J. Hunt. Joe has dedicated his 
life to improving the lives of working men and 
women. 

Joseph J. Hunt was elected General Presi-
dent of the International Association of Bridge, 
Structural, Ornamental and Reinforcing Iron 
Workers on February 23, 2001. A native of St. 
Louis, Missouri, he is a third generation iron-
worker. His father, Joseph Hunt, Sr., and his 
grandfather, Jim Hunt, both held offices in Iron 
Workers Local Union No. 396, St. Louis. As 
his father and grandfather before him, Joe has 
held numerous positions in Local No. 396 in-
cluding that of Business Manager. In 1983 he 
was appointed a General Organizer and as-
signed to International Headquarters in Wash-
ington, D.C. He first served as Assistant to the 
Director of Jurisdiction and then became As-
sistant to the General Treasurer. In 1990, he 
returned to St. Louis and was elected Presi-
dent of the Iron Workers District Council of St. 
Louis. In 1994, Joe was appointed General 
Vice President and in December of 1998 he 
was appointed General Treasurer. 

Between May and July of 2001, Joe was 
both elected as an Executive Board Member 
of the Maritime Trades Department and as a 
Vice President of the American Federation of 
Labor and Congress of Industrial Organiza-
tions (AFL–CIO). Subsequently, in August of 
the same year, he was elected as an Execu-
tive Board Member of the Metal Trades De-
partment. 

During his distinct career, Joe served as a 
member of the Governing Board of Presidents 
of the Building and Construction Trades De-
partment and the Secretary of the Board of Di-
rectors of the National Coordinating Com-
mittee for Multiemployer Plans. While he 
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