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Dr. Johnson is also survived by four 

sisters, Barbara Jones, Trumilla Jones, 
Ernestine Wright, and Betty Coley; 
three brothers, Rudolph Sharpe, Eu-
gene Sharpe, and a very good friend of 
mine, David Sharpe of Phoenix, Ari-
zona. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in recognizing this great life. 
We extend condolences to her husband, 
Bishop Joseph Johnson, their sons, and 
all of their family and friends. 

f 

DEBT CEILING 

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, on 
Tuesday, the House overwhelmingly 
defeated by a vote of 318–97 a blank 
check on spending. We stopped the un-
conditional raising of the debt ceiling. 
The fact remains, we are in a debt cri-
sis because Washington spends too 
much, not because it taxes too little. 

America is drowning in debt, and we 
need to significantly reduce spending 
and make long-term reforms that en-
courage private sector job creation and 
move toward a balanced budget. Rais-
ing the debt limit without restoring fi-
nancial accountability was unaccept-
able, and that’s why I voted against 
this irresponsible debt limit increase. 

I can’t comprehend why this adminis-
tration continues to push the same 
dangerous failed strategy that got us 
into this economic mess. The failure to 
increase the debt limit on the floor 
Tuesday would be enough evidence for 
the White House and Washington 
Democrats to conclude that Americans 
want Washington to stop signing a 
blank check, spending money we don’t 
have and sending the bill to our chil-
dren and our grandchildren—grand-
children that I personally have an op-
portunity every time I open my Black-
Berry to see their faces and be re-
minded that it’s for them that I speak 
and this House spoke on Tuesday 
evening. 

Yet more than 100 House Democrats 
signed on to a letter publicly advo-
cating for a debt limit increase without 
spending cuts and reforms. And unfor-
tunately after meeting with the Presi-
dent yesterday, I’m not sure he’s heard 
the people on this issue either. 

According to the latest evidence, 
only 11 percent of Americans support a 
blank check raising of the debt limit 
and more spending. This vote dem-
onstrates that President Obama and 
the House Democrats are far out of 
step with the rest of America and 
should join House Republicans in work-
ing to cut spending. The American peo-
ple have said ‘‘no’’ to the Democrats 
and they’re not going to take it any-
more, not another blank check of more 
spending and more debt for the Obama 
administration. 

It’s the time now to think of the next 
generation and not the next election 
and take time to rip up a blank check 
of defeat for our country. 

PENNY-WISE AND POUND-FOOLISH 
ON AMERICAN SECURITY 

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, we’ve 
learned a lot over the last several days 
about the Republican commitment to 
both national security and fiscal re-
sponsibility. Last week, after the party 
of limited government spending passed 
the $690 billion defense authorization 
bill loaded with Pentagon pork, they 
jammed through a 4-year extension of 
key provisions of the USA PATRIOT 
Act. With a last-minute rushed vote 
with virtually no debate, the party of 
small government authorized more 
wiretapping and more poking through 
Americans’ personal records. 
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Now today, our ongoing debate over 

fiscal year 2012 Homeland Security ap-
propriations shows us that the major-
ity’s penny-wise, pound-foolish ap-
proach is in all of its glory. This bill 
breaks faith with first responders, 
underfunding key firefighter assistance 
grants and State Homeland Security 
grants that primarily train and equip 
first responders. Important programs 
will be rolled into a block grant so that 
localities will be competing for dwin-
dling Federal Homeland Security 
grants, this and more undermining our 
communities’ ability to deal with all 
kinds of hazards, including potential 
nuclear, chemical, and biological at-
tacks. 

The bill cuts Homeland Security re-
search and development programs by 40 
percent, Mr. Speaker. So while ter-
rorist organizations are busily mas-
tering technologies, we will be elimi-
nating very important research 
projects in biological and explosives 
detection and advanced cybersecurity. 
Shame on us. 

Homeland Security already took a 
hit in fiscal year 2011. The majority, 
which claims to care about nothing 
more than the safety and security of 
the American people, wants to cut 
more than a billion dollars from last 
year’s funding levels, and provides $2 
billion less than what the President 
has proposed. 

Meantime, while we are nickel and 
diming our first responders, we are 
throwing $10 billion every month, $10 
billion every month at a war in Af-
ghanistan that is killing Americans, 
while doing very little, if anything, to 
advance our national security. Where 
are the budget cutters when it comes 
to appropriating that money? Where 
are all the hard questions and the 
tough scrutiny when it comes to fund-
ing a decade-long military occupation 
of Afghanistan that has failed in every 
conceivable way? Ten billion dollars a 
month on Afghanistan. For the price of 
about 6 days of fighting the war in Af-
ghanistan, we could make up the dif-
ference between the President’s Home-
land Security request and the alloca-
tion in this bill. Six days. 

The majority clearly has one set of 
standards for important domestic pro-
grams and quite another for military 
adventures abroad. If you want to wage 
a war, no questions asked. But if you 
want to support first responders, or 
educate small children, or preserve 
Medicare, you better duck, because the 
budget axe is aimed at the people’s pri-
orities. 

I remind my friends in the majority 
that terrorists would strike us here on 
our shores, in our homeland, in our 
capital. An enormous military foot-
print that is stomping down in a sov-
ereign country thousands of miles 
away, a country where Osama bin 
Laden wasn’t hiding and al Qaeda is 
barely active, is not where we need to 
be putting our efforts. 

Let’s do the smart thing. Let’s fully 
fund Homeland Security and let’s save 
money and lives by bringing our troops 
home. 

f 

AMERICA’S CREDIT RATING 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, this week the United 
States House sent a clear message to 
the White House that it’s time to ad-
dress our Nation’s growing debt crisis 
and get serious with real budgetary re-
forms so that America can meet its 
budget and credit obligations at home 
and around the world. There’s good 
reason why the dollar is still the 
world’s gold standard when it comes to 
credit ratings and that the U.S. is seen 
as a wise investment around the world. 

A first-rate credit rating, which the 
United States currently has, means 
there is nothing for lenders to worry 
about. It lets investors know how like-
ly a borrower can pay back a loan, and 
that they will receive a good return on 
their investment. That’s why I can’t 
emphasize enough the importance of 
our Nation’s credit rating. A down-
graded credit rating would erode con-
fidence in our economy and reduce cer-
tainty for businesses, investors at 
home, and abroad. We must work to en-
sure that this never happens by reform-
ing spending and fixing our debt prob-
lem. Make it so that there is not one 
doubt when it comes to the credit-
worthiness of the United States. 

In April, Standard & Poor’s lowered 
the outlook on the United States’ cred-
it to negative. S&P’s rationale: the 
U.S. has a large debt and deficit com-
pared with other highly rated nations, 
and unlike with those other nations, 
‘‘the path to addressing the debt and 
the deficit is not clear to us.’’ 

To be clear, this warning from the 
S&P was not over the debt limit de-
bate, but because Washington has no 
plan to tackle its massive debt. Since 
1975, there have been at least nine ex-
amples when clean debt limit bills have 
failed to pass in either the House or the 
Senate. And remember, in 2006 then- 
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U.S. Senator Obama voted against a 
clean increase of $781 billion. In each 
case, days, weeks, or months later a 
debt limit was ultimately enacted. 

So again, it’s not about the debate. 
We’ve seen this discussion many times 
over the last several decades. But it is 
about world markets losing confidence 
in our ability to implement those need-
ed reforms and address our growing $14 
trillion debt. 

Over the past 2 years, we have seen 
the largest budget deficits in the his-
tory of the United States. This, along 
with our structural deficits due to in-
solvent entitlement programs and the 
rising cost of health care, is the reason 
we face serious issues regarding the 
confidence in our ability to make good 
on our commitments. In April, the 
United States kept its AAA rating. Un-
fortunately, as S&P warned, if we fail 
to act on these reforms, this could hap-
pen. 

Raising the debt ceiling without sig-
nificant structural spending reforms 
would send a signal to the world that 
America lacks the political will to re-
store fiscal sanity and meet our obliga-
tions. Unfortunately, many of our 
Democratic colleagues have continued 
to ask for a clean up-or-down vote on 
raising the debt limit, including most 
recently when more than 100 Demo-
crats sent a letter to House leadership 
requesting an up-or-down vote on the 
issue. Earlier this week, that request 
was granted, and the legislation’s fail-
ure demonstrates that any plan to 
raise the debt limit without dramatic 
steps to reduce spending and reform 
the budget process is unacceptable to 
the American people. 

With any hope, we sent a clear mes-
sage that it’s time to stop with the po-
litical pandering and get serious about 
bringing about real budgetary reforms. 
It’s unfortunate, however, Mr. Speaker. 
The problem has been identified. While 
tough decisions must be made, the so-
lution is in our reach. What we lack is 
the political will to lead and take ac-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, if we don’t act boldly 
now, the markets will act for us very 
soon. The world is watching, and we 
can no longer afford to kick this can 
down the road. Our Nation’s debt crisis 
offers us the political will to act, for 
the greatest threat to our economy and 
our children’s future is doing nothing. 

f 

MOMS FOR THE 21ST CENTURY 
ACT INTRODUCTION 

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

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, 
for 5 months this Congress has debated 
how best to address the looming crisis 
of our national deficit. While the de-
bate has often been partisan and polar-
ized, one thing we Democrats and Re-
publicans agree on is that addressing 
our national health care expenditures 
is a critical part of the solution. 

A major component of the escalating 
health care costs in this country is ma-
ternity care. The cost of maternity 
care for mother and child in the U.S. is 
more than double that of any country 
in the world. But despite the exorbi-
tant amount of money we spend on ma-
ternity care, the U.S. ranks far behind 
nearly all developed countries in ma-
ternal and infant outcomes. 

Sadly, childbirth continues to have 
significant risks for mothers and ba-
bies, especially in communities of 
color. Many factors contribute to these 
poor outcomes and high costs. The 
most disturbing by far is the fact that 
there is a vast body of knowledge re-
garding best evidence-based maternity 
care, yet current U.S. practice does not 
follow that research. This results in 
the widespread overuse of maternity 
procedures, including cesarean sections 
and scheduled inductions, which cred-
ible evidence tells us are beneficial 
only in limited situations. 

Unfortunately, the overuse of these 
practices results in longer maternity 
hospital stays and multiple costly pro-
cedures that contribute to making 
combined mother and infant childbirth 
charges our most costly hospital and 
Medicaid expenditures. 

To address these poor outcomes and 
high costs, today I am introducing the 
Maximizing Optimal Maternity Serv-
ices for the 21st Century Act. The 
MOMS for the 21st Century Act will 
create a national focus on optimal ma-
ternity care by establishing an inter-
agency coordinating committee to en-
sure Federal agencies are promoting 
the best evidence-based maternity 
practices in their programs. 
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The bill also authorizes an extensive 
media campaign to educate consumers 
on how to achieve the healthiest ma-
ternity outcomes, including the impor-
tance of maternity practices such as 
smoking cessation programs in preg-
nancy and group model prenatal care. 

These and other noninvasive prac-
tices have been shown to produce con-
siderable improvement in outcomes 
with no detrimental side effects but, 
regrettably, they are significantly 
underused in this country. 

Furthermore, the bill will expand re-
search on best maternity practices and 
will direct collection of data on mater-
nity shortage areas. It will also facili-
tate the development of more inter-
disciplinary maternity care workforce 
by bringing together maternity care 
providers to develop core curricula 
across maternity professional dis-
ciplines, and it establishes a loan re-
payment program for maternity care 
providers who commit to work in un-
derserved areas. 

Finally, the MOMS for the 21st Cen-
tury Act will support the education of 
a more culturally and linguistically di-
verse workforce by authorizing grant 
programs for maternity professional 
organizations to recruit and retain mi-
nority providers. 

Mr. Speaker, we can and we must do 
better for mothers and newborns. As a 
country, we must reach beyond our 
self-imposed boundaries to embrace 
and prioritize an evidence-based model 
of maternity care that will save lives 
and save money. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
this effort by cosponsoring and helping 
to pass the MOMS for the 21st Century 
Act. 

f 

HONORING PRIVATE JEREMY 
FAULKNER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WESTMORELAND) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I come to the floor this morning with 
sadness but with great pride to honor 
one of Georgia’s proud sons who gave 
his life, the ultimate sacrifice, on 
March 29 in Kunar province, Afghani-
stan, in support of operation Enduring 
Freedom. 

Private Jeremy Faulkner was a man 
known for having a huge heart and al-
ways sticking up for the underdog. Jer-
emy grew up in Stockbridge, Georgia, 
and joined the Army after attending 
Griffin High School. This is a time in 
life when many young men struggle 
with their future, but Private Faulkner 
answered the call and chose a life of 
service in the United States Army to 
make a difference in the world and to 
keep our Nation safe. 

He gave up his red Dodge Ram for a 
new kind of vehicle with the U.S. Army 
101st Airborne and learned a whole new 
meaning of the word ‘‘mudding’’ at 
basic training. Private Faulkner had 
already earned a combat ribbon, was an 
expert marksman, and had discussed 
with his mother, Judy, the possibility 
of making a career out of military 
service. 

Private Faulkner was in his 11th 
month of deployment and days away 
from promotion to Private First Class 
when his unit was ambushed. Just a 
few short weeks before his anticipated 
return home, he had expressed a desire 
to join the Wings in the Wind Christian 
ministry upon his return as a way to 
share his testament from the seat of a 
motorcycle. 

In perhaps a prophetic phone call to 
his stepfather, Private Faulkner men-
tioned to his stepfather, Tony Berry, 
his request that if anything should 
happen to him that the Wings in the 
Wind and Patriot Guard Riders would 
be present at his procession. No one ex-
pected just how soon that procession 
would be needed. 

Through three counties, crowds of 
strangers lined the streets escorting 
Private Faulkner home as a testament 
to the community’s support of Jeremy 
and his family. As Jeremy requested, 
the Wings in the Wind and Patriot 
Guard Riders roared to accompany doz-
ens of police and fire department vehi-
cles in an inspiring procession fit for 
such a young hero. 
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