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improvements in every State, putting 
hundreds of thousands in the depressed 
construction industry back to work. 
There was a time when cutting taxes 
and investing in infrastructure was a 
bipartisan endeavor and had broad Re-
publican support as well as Democratic 
support. 

But there’s still time for redemption. 
The President’s American Jobs Act 
now provides another opportunity for 
our Republican friends to actually 
partner with Democrats and support 
economic recovery. The American Jobs 
Act provides incentives for companies, 
large and small, to hire additional 
workers; it cuts taxes on every work-
ing American in order to further spur 
economic demand; and it provides sup-
port for sorely needed infrastructure 
investments to repair America’s 
bridges, roadways, and schools. In 
short, it builds on the success of the 
Recovery Act we passed 2 years ago. 

There are 2.4 million Americans with 
jobs today because we took action 2 
years ago. With 14 million more wait-
ing, we can’t afford now to do nothing. 
We must act. 

f 

THE BENEDICT ARNOLD ALLY 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this 
week Pakistani Prime Minister Gilani 
said that there will be no more ‘‘busi-
ness as usual’’ with the United States. 
I couldn’t agree more. The United 
States should not be doing business as 
usual with our unfaithful ally Paki-
stan. Since 2002, we have given Paki-
stan over $14 billion in so-called secu-
rity-related aid and over $6 billion in 
economic-related aid. The American 
people have not gotten their money’s 
worth. 

Pakistan seems to be the Benedict 
Arnold nation in the list of countries 
that we call allies. They have proven to 
be deceptive, deceitful, and a danger to 
the United States. Here’s some of the 
evidence. 

In May of this year, Navy SEALS dis-
covered Osama bin Laden living the 
high life in an Abbottabad mansion 
right in the backyard of the Pakistani 
military community, but Pakistan 
claimed they had no knowledge of the 
world’s most-wanted terrorist that was 
living right under their noses. This is 
questionable at best. Mr. Speaker, that 
dog just won’t hunt. 

Since then, the more we learn about 
Pakistan, the worse it gets. Shortly 
after that raid, Pakistan also arrested 
CIA informants in Pakistan that led 
the United States to capture or take 
out Osama bin Laden. 

Pakistan has tried also to cheat the 
United States by filing bogus reim-
bursement claims for allegedly going 
after militants; 40 percent of these 
claims have been rejected by our gov-
ernment. 

There is more. Pakistan tipped off 
terrorists making IEDs, not once, but 

twice, in June 2011, after we gave them 
intel on the bomb-making factory loca-
tion and asked Pakistan to go after 
them. 

CIA Director Leon Panetta asserted 
that Pakistan had not done enough to 
bring Osama bin Laden to justice, say-
ing there is ‘‘total mistrust’’ between 
the United States and Pakistan. Mean-
while, Pakistan is chumming up to the 
Chinese. It sounds to me like Pakistan 
is playing both sides in the war on ter-
ror. 

This so-called ally takes billions of 
dollars in U.S. aid while, at the same 
time, supporting the militants who at-
tack us. According to Admiral Mike 
Mullen, the Pakistani Government sup-
ported the groups who were behind the 
September 11 truck bombing attack in 
eastern Afghanistan that wounded 
more than 70 U.S. and NATO troops. 

Based on this evidence, I have intro-
duced legislation to freeze all U.S.A. 
aid to Pakistan with the exception of 
funds that are designated to help se-
cure their nuclear facilities. By send-
ing aid to Pakistan, we are funding the 
enemy, endangering Americans, and 
undermining our efforts in the whole 
region. 

In the past week, relations between 
American and Pakistani officials have 
even further deteriorated. Saturday, 
NATO and Afghan forces near the bor-
der of northwest Pakistan and Afghani-
stan reportedly came under attack 
from Pakistani fire and responded in 
self-defense. Twenty-four Pakistani 
soldiers were killed. But Pakistan says 
it was NATO who fired the first shot. 
Of course we cannot believe what Paki-
stan says. They will lie when the truth 
is obvious. But the facts will eventu-
ally come out as to what really hap-
pened in this episode. 

Hatred for America is still at an all- 
time high in Pakistan. This week on 
TV, Americans have seen Pakistanis 
burning American flags and cursing 
our Nation. And just today in Politico, 
we have this lovely photograph of Pak-
istani women proclaiming ‘‘Down with 
U.S.A.’’ 

Pakistan leaders are continuing to 
vilify the United States on the one 
hand and, on the other hand, take our 
money. Most importantly, crucial 
NATO supply routes have been cut off 
by Pakistan, stopping supplies from 
getting to our troops in Afghanistan. 
Monday, 300 trucks full of supplies 
were turned away at the Pakistan-Af-
ghanistan border. Pakistan has cut off 
the supply routes to our troops; now 
it’s time we cut off the money to Paki-
stan. 

Pakistan has made it painfully obvi-
ous that they will continue their policy 
of dangerous, dishonest deceit by pre-
tending to be our ally in the war on 
terror while simultaneously giving a 
wink and a nod to extremism. By con-
tinuing to provide aid to Pakistan, we 
are funding the enemy, endangering 
Americans, and undermining our ef-
forts. 

Seven in 10 Americans believe we 
need to stop or decrease foreign aid to 

Pakistan. After all, it is their money. 
We should stop foreign aid to Pakistan 
until we know whose side they’re on. 
We don’t need to pay them to hate us; 
they’ll do it for free, Mr. Speaker. 
Maybe we shouldn’t pay them at all. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

COST OF COLLEGE SMOTHERING 
OPPORTUNITY 

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, it has 
now been 2 months since the Occupy 
Wall Street movement spread all 
across this country; and despite at-
tempts to marginalize it, parody it, 
sometimes even suppress it, the fact is 
that one message has come through 
loud and clear, particularly from young 
Americans who have participated in 
this grassroots movement across the 
country, which is that the spiraling 
cost of college is smothering oppor-
tunity for millions of young Americans 
all across America. 

Yesterday the Secretary of Edu-
cation, Arnie Duncan, presented a 
speech in Nevada which I think starkly 
presents the challenge which we face as 
a Nation. Today, the average student 
loan debt for graduating students is 
$25,000. That’s the average. There are, 
again, millions of students who are 
graduating with six-figure debt. And in 
an economy like the one they’re facing 
today, this is really an obstacle which 
will probably burden them for the rest 
of their lives. And as we are seeing in 
polls, the cost of college is discour-
aging many younger Americans, high 
school-age Americans from even con-
sidering the possibility of pursuing a 
higher education degree. 

First of all, let’s be very clear here. 
The value of higher education is still, 
despite some critics, indisputable. If 
you look at the unemployment rate 
today, 9 percent across the board in 
terms of our country, the fact of the 
matter is that those who have pursued 
high school and above have much lower 
rates of unemployment today than 
those who have been unable to reach 
those training levels and education lev-
els. 

Nationally, today the graduation 
rate of the U.S. has now fallen to 12th 
internationally. Back in the 1980s, the 
College Board, which is the organiza-
tion which tracks graduation rates 
across the globe, determined we were 
number one in the world in terms of 
college graduation rates. Yet today, in 
2011, we are 12th. If anybody thinks 
that is a situation which bodes well for 
our ability to compete internationally 
going into the future, then, frankly, 
they’re not paying attention in terms 
of where the high-value jobs of the fu-
ture are. They are, in fact, in hard 
sciences; they are, in fact, in areas of 
critical workforce needs which, as baby 
boomers retire in growing numbers 
across this country, we must have if we 
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are going to continue to be a great Na-
tion. 

Now, let’s look at what is happening 
here in Washington. I think one of the 
reasons why young people are going 
into the streets of this country is the 
fact that we have a Congress which is 
not only out of touch in terms of lis-
tening and responding to this, in fact, 
they want to take us backwards. 

When I first came to Congress in 2007, 
a new Democratic majority moved 
swiftly to pass the College Cost Reduc-
tion Act, which was an effort to try to 
boost the Pell Grant program, which is 
the workhorse of higher education af-
fordability, a program which basically 
had been level-funded for 6 prior years 
despite the fact that higher education 
costs had gone up 40 percent. We passed 
the College Cost Reduction Act which 
infused new funding into the Pell 
Grant program. We cut the interest 
rates for the Stafford student loan pro-
gram from 6.4 percent to 3.2 percent, 
and we paid for every single penny of 
those expenditures by cutting the bank 
subsidies which were basically sucking 
Federal dollars away from families and 
students who need that critical help. 

Last year we passed the Student Aid 
and Fiscal Responsibility Act, again 
with a Democratic majority, which 
provides for a cap in terms of loan re-
payments of 15 percent of your discre-
tionary income and excuses loan repay-
ments after 25 years under the Stafford 
student loan program. 

b 1050 
I was pleased that President Obama, 

again, just a month or so ago, acted to 
increase the benefit of that program by 
limiting the discretionary income pay-
ments to 10 percent of income and low-
ering the forgiveness date to 20 years, 
from 25 years. This is an administra-
tion which gets it. This is an adminis-
tration that understands middle class 
families with children who want to im-
prove themselves and compete in their 
futures need that kind of assistance. 

What did this Republican Congress 
do? We had a Ryan budget last April 
which gutted and butchered the Pell 
Grant program and would take us back 
to 2008 levels. So, for example, in Con-
necticut, where I come from, the Uni-
versity of Connecticut would have seen 
its Pell Grant revenue from 2008, which 
was about $8 million going into the 
University of Connecticut, it would 
have been cut from where it is today, 
which is $12 million of annual Pell 
Grant revenue—a $4 million cut to the 
University of Connecticut. And the 
grant level for students, the maximum 
award, would have been cut from $4,500 
a year down to roughly about $3,000 a 
year. That is closing the doors of op-
portunity to millions of Americans. 
That’s what the Ryan budget values 
and that’s what its vision was at a time 
when, again, our country is in crisis in 
terms of needing skilled, qualified 
workers to deal with the future chal-
lenge. 

The choice is clear. For those who 
care about spiraling education costs, 

the Democratic agenda is the one that 
is on your side. 

f 

IT TAKES AN ACT OF CONGRESS 

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

Mr. WOODALL. I’m happy to be down 
here this morning. I often come down 
here with something on my mind, Mr. 
Speaker. Invariably, one of my col-
leagues says something that inspires 
me even more than what I had on my 
mind when I came down. That’s the 
case this morning. 

My colleague who was here right be-
fore me said the value of higher edu-
cation in terms of future earnings is 
undisputable. The value of higher edu-
cation, Mr. Speaker, in terms of future 
earnings, is undisputable. And he then 
went on to talk about all the Federal 
programs that provide money so that 
people can seek higher education. 

Now my question is, Mr. Speaker: If 
the value is undisputable, why do we 
have to pay people to do it? If the value 
is undisputable, why do we have to pay 
people to do it? That’s what happens in 
this Chamber too often, Mr. Speaker. 

I think back to 1787 and the passage 
of the Constitution. The Constitution, 
as conservative as it is in terms of pre-
serving individual liberties, would not 
have passed, would not have been rati-
fied, without the addition of the Bill of 
Rights. Our Founding Fathers were so 
concerned about a Federal Government 
trying to do too much that the colonies 
would not ratify the Constitution in 
the absence of the Bill of Rights—the 
Bill of Rights, which sole purpose is to 
protect individual liberties. 

Mr. Speaker, as I look around at 
what makes America great, it’s never 
something that comes out of this 
United States House of Representa-
tives. It’s something that comes out of 
a family next door back home. It’s 
something that comes out of a commu-
nity back home. It’s something that 
comes out of individual liberty and 
freedom back home. And my job as the 
representative of 900,000 folks in the 
great State of Georgia is to protect 
their liberties from the natural incli-
nation that exists in this body to think 
they have all the right answers. 

We talk about higher education Mr. 
Speaker. In the great State of Georgia, 
we have what’s called the HOPE Schol-
arship program. It’s funded by lottery 
money. I would have voted against the 
lottery, but the lottery won anyway, 
and now it funds higher education for 
all Georgians. It’s a huge job creation 
tool. Folks want to come and relocate 
their business to Georgia because they 
know kids with an accomplished high 
school record are going to be able to go 
to college for free. 

That’s a State initiative, Mr. Speak-
er. We’re not going to pass a national 
lottery up here and try to provide free 
college education for everybody in the 
country. That’s not the right answer. 
The right answer is to have States and 

local communities exercise those free-
doms and implement their ideas back 
home. 

When I was growing up—and it didn’t 
occur to me at the time, Mr. Speaker, 
how meaningful it would be—but there 
used be a cliche that when something 
was really hard, you’d say: It takes an 
act of Congress to solve it. Have you 
heard that cliche, Mr. Speaker? It 
takes an act of Congress to solve that 
because the problem is so hard and it’s 
hard to pass something in Congress. 
It’s hard to get an act of Congress. And 
yet every time we make a mistake, Mr. 
Speaker, in the name of trying to do 
good, in the name of trying to have the 
best idea, in the name of trying to tell 
everybody in America if only they’ll do 
what we tell them to do they will be 
happier, every time we make a mistake 
it literally takes an act of Congress to 
fix it. 

Mr. Speaker, we’re not in charge of 
providing happiness to America. We are 
in charge of preserving Americans’ 
freedoms so that they can find their 
own happiness. 

Mr. Speaker, there are lots of coun-
tries on this planet that do not share 
the freedoms that we have. There is 
only one country on this planet that 
protects individual liberty and freedom 
as we do. When we talk about the di-
rection of America, Mr. Speaker, we 
have to decide are we going to protect 
those things that have always made 
this country great—individual liberty 
and individual freedom—or are we 
going to go the way of the rest of the 
world, which is looking to a central 
government that thinks it has all the 
right answers. 

Mr. Speaker, they had it right in the 
summer of 1787. I hope we get it right 
here in this Congress. 

f 

IMPLEMENTING SMART SECURITY 
TO REPAIR A U.S.-PAKISTAN RE-
LATIONSHIP IN CRISIS 

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, over 
the weekend, NATO airstrikes killed at 
least 24 Pakistani soldiers in a tragic 
‘‘friendly fire’’ incident that has once 
again elevated tensions between the 
U.S. and Pakistan. Regardless of who 
was at fault—whether our forces were 
acting in self-defense or had legitimate 
reason to believe they were firing on 
insurgents—the Pakistan Government 
is furious and the bilateral relationship 
is facing a grave crisis. 

Pakistan has said they are cutting 
off supply routes into Afghanistan. 
They have said they will no longer par-
ticipate in a critically important inter-
national conference in Germany next 
week—a conference that will help chart 
Afghanistan’s future. This episode is 
fanning flames of anti-American senti-
ment in a country whose people are al-
ready hostile. In the last few days, 
we’ve seen public demonstrations of 
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