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While Congress is fighting to defund
Planned Parenthood and protect life at
conception, the staff and volunteers at
the Piedmont Women’s Center are on
the front lines every day literally sav-
ing lives.

I would like to congratulate the
Piedmont Women’s Center and their
CEO, Lenna Neill, on reaching their
20th anniversary. I thank them for
their commitment to protecting the
most innocent among us and wish them
God’s blessing as they continue to
spread their ministry across the Pal-
metto State.

May God bless you, the unborn, and
may God continue to bless America.

———

STOPPING THE ASSAULT ON
PUBLIC BROADCASTING

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
the Republican assault on public broad-
casting continues. We are told that to-
morrow we will be considering H.R.
1076, which really goes further than
anything that we have considered to
date. It would prohibit the purchase of
any content for public broadcasting re-
sources using Federal money.

Now, I think we are going to see in
the course of the debate some unfortu-

nate, and I hope unintended, con-
sequences.
It is ironic that my Republican

friends who came to Congress this time
with a pledge of regular order, that ev-
erybody would have 72 hours to review
legislation online, that we are going to
have the committee process working in
a robust fashion, have again decided to
violate their own rules by rushing this
to the floor without extensive com-
mittee work and without being avail-
able for Americans to review this legis-
lation for 72 hours.

I don’t understand why, but I can
guess that if they really want to try to
pass this, they would be far better off
rushing it, not having it carefully ex-
amined.

First and foremost, the whole point
of public broadcasting is the develop-
ment and broadcast of content that
doesn’t have commercial value, that
doesn’t inspire the networks, the chan-
nels, radio and television, to be able to
sell advertising for this particular type
of program.

You will search in vain reviewing the
thousands of commercial radio and tel-
evision stations, cable channels and
networks, to find the type of edu-
cational programming that we rely on
PBS for, for example, to supply to our
children. There is no content for our
children on the vast commercial sea of
broadcasting that doesn’t come from
people who are trying to sell something
to our kids, not educate them.
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You're at a time when news is
shrinking in the commercial arena.
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Newspapers are getting thinner. Broad-
cast networks are withdrawing cor-
respondence from overseas at precisely
the time that the American public
needs to know what is happening in the
Middle East, in Japan. At precisely the
time commercial coverage is shrink-
ing, public broadcasting has actually
expanded coverage and, in fact, at
times devotes a lot of time and atten-
tion to boring news—boring news
which often we find is some of the most
important for us to understand.

This proposal would prohibit not just
purchase of NPR, which is the target.
Ironically, National Public Radio has a
miniscule level of support from the
Federal Government. Most of this
money flows to provide content and
programing to smaller stations in rural
and small-town America, where they
don’t have the financial base to be able
to provide robust public broadcasting.

We’re always going to have public
broadcast stations in New York and
San Francisco, Los Angeles. Even Port-
land, Oregon, a medium-size city, will
have that resource. It will be dimin-
ished if we don’t have the program sup-
port, but it will be there. In rural
Burns, Oregon, where it costs 11 times
as much to send a signal, that’s where
it’s going to be hit.

Now, denying the ability to purchase
content doesn’t mean just NPR. It’s
“Car Talk.” It’s “Prairie Home Com-
panion.” And most significantly, in my
mind, it is some of the special pro-
grams that have been developed for the
Pacific Northwest. Again, no commer-
cial station would do it because no ad-
vertiser will pay for it. But it serves a
market for important news that people
need to have about their communities.
It’s not just in the Pacific Northwest.
It’s in the Rocky Mountain States, in
the Upper Midwest. In fact, some of
these stations are the sole source of
programming. And so by prohibiting
the use of this resource, it’s going to
cut them off at the knees.

Well, that’s unfortunate because pub-
lic broadcasting is the most trusted
name in American media. It’s why Re-
publicans and Democrats alike don’t
want it cut. In fact, some would even
increase it. I hope my colleagues will
listen to what the American public
wants and reject this legislation.

GENERAL PETRAEUS AND “THE
CHARLIE SHEEN COUNTERINSUR-
GENCY STRATEGY”

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, the
American people are rapidly losing
confidence in the Nation’s Afghanistan
policy. Public opposition has reached
an all-time high. According to the new
ABC News/Washington Post poll, near-
ly two-thirds of Americans, or 64 per-
cent, say this war isn’t worth fighting.
I wonder if any of the programs that
my Republican colleagues want to cut
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have sunk to that level of nonsupport.
And yet this charade goes on.

The July drawdown, the date we
should be leaving Afghanistan, is rap-
idly approaching; and there are pre-
cious few signs of preparations for a
massive military redeployment. In
fact, top officials have been ‘‘walking
back’” the July 2011 commitment from
almost the moment the President made
it.

General Petraeus has returned to
Capitol Hill this week to pat us on the
head and tell us the same things he’s
told us before. During testimony he
gave last year, he offered up this—I
call it a doozy—describing the July
deadline as ‘‘the point at which a proc-
ess begins to transition security tasks
to Afghan forces at a rate to be deter-
mined by conditions at the time.”” With
all due respect to the general, Madam
Speaker, that’s an awful lot of weasel
words.

His testimony in the Senate yester-
day didn’t inspire much confidence ei-
ther. He continues to offer the same
bland and tone-deaf talking points—a
lot of vague reassurances about
progress we’'ve supposedly made, while
being sure to say that challenges re-
main so he can continue justifying a
substantial troop presence. He’s over
here on the House side today. I hope
my colleagues on the Armed Services
Committee will hold his feet to the
fire, demanding the clarity and candor
that the American people deserve.

With everyone hanging on General
Petraeus’ every word, even though he
is the symbol of a discredited and un-
popular policy, I thought some of us
should speak for the overwhelming ma-
jority opinion—for that 64 percent. So
yesterday, the Congressional Progres-
sive Caucus Peace and Security Task
Force held a briefing with a fascinating
group of panelists. We heard from Rob-
ert Pape, the suicide terrorism scholar,
who posed an interesting analogy—if
suicide bombings are the lung cancer of
terrorism, then foreign occupation is
the smoking habit, the lethal but pre-
ventable addiction that’s feeding the
illness.

Matthew Hoh, the former marine
captain and State Department official,
noted that we’re laying off police offi-
cers here at home while building up a
corrupt and ineffective police force in
Afghanistan. And Rolling Stone con-
tributing editor Michael Hastings, who
recently broke the story about the
Army using psyops propaganda on U.S.
Senators, was also there; and he made

this observation. He said General
Petraeus is giving us ‘‘the Charlie
Sheen counterinsurgency strategy,

which is to give exclusive interviews to
every major network and keep saying
you’re winning and hope the public ac-
tually agrees with you.”

Madam Speaker, it was a compelling
briefing. I hope all of us in the 112th
Congress will listen to people like Pro-
fessor Pape, Mr. Hoh, and Mr. Hastings.
But, most of all, I hope we’ll listen to
the American people, who are angry,
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disillusioned, and pleading with us to
bring our troops home. They want us to
do that so there will be no more deaths
like Staff Sergeant Mark Wells, the
young man from Congressman POE’s
district.

HONORING DALE EVERETT CRANE

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

Mr. QUAYLE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor a man who lived a life
that epitomized the American Dream—
a man who put his family and country
first, yet never asked for anything in
return. We here in Washington talk a
lot about the American Dream. Unfor-
tunately, we often talk about this
dream in abstract terms. Yet, every
day there are people all across this
great country who are living this
dream without any recognition.

And for many of them, that’s exactly
how they like it. They don’t want acco-
lades or praise. They simply want to
live a happy life and be surrounded by
the people they love. They believe that
building a strong family and serving
their country is nothing special. They
believe it’s ordinary. Madam Speaker,
that mindset and that belief is what
makes these people extraordinary, and
that is what made Dale Everett Crane
extraordinary.

Dale Crane came from humble begin-
nings in southern California. After he
graduated from high school, Dale brief-
ly attended college until he found an-
other calling. Instead of furthering his
education, Dale joined the marines and
went on to fight for our country in
Vietnam. After being honorably dis-
charged from his beloved corps, he met
the love of his life, Shawn, and married
her. Dale went on to be a successful
small businessman. He scraped and he
saved; but in the end, he built up one of
those small businesses that make our
country strong.

Although Dale built a tremendous
small business, this was not his great-
est accomplishment. In Dale’s mind,
his greatest accomplishment was his
family. His marriage to Shawn and his
four children were far and away the
most important thing in his life. I
don’t know this because I read a story
about Dale in a newspaper. I know this
because I felt it firsthand. Dale Crane
was my father-in-law. The love he
knew for his family knew no bounds—
and if we all embraced this love of fam-
ily and country, we would be in a bet-
ter place.

Madam Speaker, on February 19 of
this year, Dale Crane’s family and
friends mourned his death. But more
importantly, we celebrated his life. We
will never forget the sacrifices he made
for his family and his country.
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REPUBLICANS RESCHEDULE DE-
BATE ON HOME AFFORDABLE
MODIFICATION PROGRAM

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, 1
am here to report that the Republican
follies continue today.

Today, we were scheduled to debate
the Republicans’ proposal to terminate
the President’s foreclosure prevention
program called HAMP. But late last
night, the Republican leadership de-
cided to postpone debate until after re-
turning from the recess.

As the country faces a number of
problems, including a serious housing
crisis, the House Republican leadership
decided that today wasn’t the Dbest
time to terminate a program that has
helped more than half a million home-
owners stay in their homes.

See, tomorrow, the House will close
up shop until March 28, and Repub-
licans recognize that killing a fore-
closure prevention program today
would be bad politics. It would force
Republican Members to go home and
defend this feckless move for 10
straight days—to defend ending a fore-
closure prevention program face to
face with the people they represent,
many of whom are struggling right
now to keep their mortgage and keep
their home. But, after the 10-day re-
cess, when House Republicans come
back out of the sight of their constitu-
ents, they’ll move forward with their
plans to end the home loan modifica-
tion program.

This kind of leadership is disgraceful.
American homeowners are struggling.
Nearly 7 million homeowners are fac-
ing foreclosure in this country. One in
every four houses are owned by people
who owe more than the house is worth.
Nearly half a million homeowners have
been able to stay in their homes be-
cause of the Affordable Modification
Program, or HAMP. Ending that pro-
gram will undoubtedly Kkick families
out of their homes. That’s something
the Republicans realized they didn’t
want to do before a 10-day recess.

I’'ll be the first to admit the Afford-
able Modification Program is not per-
fect. So let’s fix it or replace it with
something better. However, I have yet
to see a legitimate alternative from
House Republicans. They just want to
cut, cut, cut, cut. Cutting deficits is
important, but the Republicans’ poli-
cies and scheduling gimmicks indicate
that they don’t really care about the
American people.

Every Republican Member should
watch the ‘60 Minutes’ special, enti-
tled, ‘“‘Hard Times Generation.” It
aired two Sundays ago, on March 6.
The special focused on families that
were homeowners and part of the mid-
dle class before the 2007 recession start-
ed. Now hundreds of thousands of those
American people are homeless and hun-
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gry for the first time in their lives. The
children of one former home-owning
family described what it was like to
live in their parents’ van. Before
school, they’d go to a Walmart bath-
room to brush their teeth, wash their
faces, and get cleaned up to go to
school. The kids and their parents are
now living in a motel room, the whole
family of six, which is, quote, ‘‘better
than the van,” although it’s small.

Is this the America that Republicans
want our children to grow up in? Are
Republicans really comfortable killing
a program that has prevented 500,000
people from moving out of their house
and living in their car? Clearly, my Re-
publican colleagues need a wake-up
call today, and I am here to help.
Watch that ‘60 Minutes’ special.

I've made it easier for you to watch
the ‘60 Minutes” segment. All you
have to do is go to my Web site,
mcdermott.house.gov, then click on
the very first slide in the slideshow
that says, ‘60 Minutes Special: Pov-
erty.” If you see that, click on it and
you can watch what’s going on.

And when my colleagues, Madam
Speaker, are back in their districts
over the 10-day recess after they’ve
watched this, then they should meet
with some of these people and see what
their thoughts are about ending the
program and doing nothing to help
American families. If they still believe
that they should simply do away with
the modification program, my belief is
they have forgotten why they were
elected and who they represent.

The housing program that we will de-
bate after the 10-day recess has saved
the homes of over half a million people,
or 500,000 families. It’s far from perfect,
but we need to focus on improving it or
replacing it with something better, not
just killing it.

How many more kids have to take
their morning bath in the Walmart
bathroom or the Exxon gasoline bath-
room before we begin to help the home-
owners who were caught in the debacle
from Wall Street from which not one
person has gone to prison or served one
single day?

———

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 36
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

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:
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