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Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chair, | rise today
in strong support of the Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus Alternative Budget for Fiscal
Year 2013. The budget plan outlined by the
CPC takes a calculated and balanced ap-
proach to restoring America’s promise, and in-
vesting in our future.

Unlike the House GOP Budget Resolution,
the CPC Alternative Budget protects Social
Security, Medicare, Medicaid, SNAP, TANF,
Unemployment Insurance and other programs
that are vital to the most vulnerable popu-
lations in our society.

In my district, we suffer from rates of unem-
ployment and home foreclosure that are sig-
nificantly higher than the rest of the country.
Although our nation’s economy is showing
positive signs of growth, we must continue to
make critical investments in our communities
to accelerate our recovery.

To that end, the CPC Alternative Budget
makes smart investments in education, job
creation measures, and transportation and in-
frastructure projects. These investments are
necessary to ensure that America has a
skilled and educated workforce that is pre-
pared to tackle the challenges of the 21st
Century. Without these investments, the
United States will lose its competitive edge.

A $556 billion surface transportation bill
would help meet the overwhelming need for
repair and construction of our roadways and
aging infrastructure. Lastly, the Budget for All
outlines a plan for nearly $1.7 trillion in wide-
spread domestic investment, getting badly
needed funds to valuable programs that are
scheduled for starvation under current law.

This budget outlines a plan to put over 2
million individuals back to work over the next
2 years by hiring them for work in areas crit-
ical to our quality of life. This would create the
School Improvement Corps for public school
rehabilitation projects, the Park Improvement
Corps made of youth ages 16 to 25 for res-
toration on public lands, the Student Jobs
Corps of college students for part-time work
study positions, among others. Priority hiring is
given to the unemployed and veterans.

Domestic investments create jobs and lay
the foundation for exceptional American indus-
tries competing in the global economy. The
creation of an infrastructure bank would attract
private investment toward critical infrastructure
projects and facilitate private-public partner-
ships with our states and localities. Some pro-
jections estimate that the iBank could mobilize
up to $625 billion in funding for infrastructure.

The revenue raised from tax reform meas-
ures in the CPC budget will allow us to pay for
an extension of tax cuts for hard working, mid-
dle class Americans—providing them with
more money to feed their families, pay their
bills, and fill up their gas tanks.

Mr. Chair, the CPC Budget will do all of this
while managing to be able to reduce the def-
icit by $6.8 trillion.

Instead of working to strengthen Medicare,
the Ryan budget would end Medicare as we
know it, turning the guarantee of retirement
security into a voucher that will shift higher
and higher costs over time to over 45 million
seniors.

In California alone, 5,252,371 seniors would
be forced onto vouchers when they retire.

The GOP budget will force seniors to pay
higher premiums in order to access the same
benefits they would receive under the current
system. For a typical 67 year-old senior, the
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Ryan budget could increase out-of-pocket
health care costs by $5,900.

The GOP budget would decimate our pri-
mary assistance to the poor by cutting $3.3
trilion from essential programs like Medicaid
and SNAP.

In fact, a report conducted by the Center on
Budget and Policy Priorities found that 62 per-
cent of proposed cuts in the Ryan budget plan
come from programs that assist low-income
individuals. This is the Republican vision: to
balance the budget on the backs of the sen-
iors and the poor.

The Ryan budget plan would weaken job
growth. The Economic Policy Institute found
that if we were to follow Chairman Ryan’s pro-
posal, 1.3 million jobs would be lost in 2013
and 2.8 million jobs would be lost in 2014.

Mr. Chair, the CPC has a better way. We
understand that our current economic situation
calls for a balanced approach that protects our
fragile recovery and invests in our future.

For these reasons, Mr. Chair, | urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting for the CPC Alter-
native Budget.

IN HONOR OF CESAR CHAVEZ
HON. JERRY McNERNEY

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 29, 2012

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, today | rise
to ask my colleagues to join me in honoring
the memory of César Chavez on the occasion
of what would have been his 85th birthday.

César Chavez was born on March 31, 1927,
near Yuma, Arizona. After losing their family
farm, the members of the Chavez family be-
came migrant workers, moving to California
and following seasonal harvests around the
state. Upon experiencing the exploitation of
migrant workers and injustices committed
against them, Mr. Chavez became a champion
of workers’ rights.

In 1962, Mr. Chavez and Dolores Huerta co-
founded National Farm Workers Association,
later known as the United Farm Workers,
UFW. Mr. Chavez was inspired by leaders
such as Mahatma Gandhi and Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., and understood the power of
non-violence as a tool for change. As a leader
of UFW, he used non-violent tactics and
strong organizing methods to protest poor
working conditions. Mr. Chavez fought for
basic improvements for farm workers such as
access to drinking water, shade, and rest-
rooms. He was also a tireless advocate for fair
wages and decent living conditions.

César Chavez led the fight for the passage
of the landmark California Agricultural Labor
Relations Act in 1975. This law was the first
in the nation to guarantee farm workers the
right to organize and bargain collectively. Ad-
ditionally, his understanding of human suf-
fering led him to fight against the use of the
short-handled hoe, which caused personal in-
jury and pain to farm laborers. A California Su-
preme Court ruling in 1975 banned the use of
this tool.

Mr. Chavez was known for his spirit as
much as his accomplishments. Mr. Chavez
and the UFW embraced an empowering and
enduring rallying cry that exemplifies his opti-
mism of the human spirit: “Si se puede,” or
“Yes we can.”

March 29, 2012

César Chavez is an inspirational figure in
California and throughout our nation. | have no
doubt that his efforts have made a positive im-
pact on the lives of countless workers. It is for
these reasons that | ask my colleagues to join
me in honoring César Chavez on the occasion
of the 85th anniversary of his birth.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. RANDY NEUGEBAUER

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 29, 2012

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, | .was un-
able to vote on rolicall vote nhumbers 107 110.
Had | been present, | would have voted the
following way: rollcall No. 107, Amendment to
H.R. 3606 by Rep. Peters, “no”; rollcall
No.108, Amendment to H.R. 3606 by Rep.
Capps, “no”; rollcall No. 109, H.R. 3606, Mo-
tion to Recommit with Instructions, “no”; roll-
call No. 110, H.R. 3606, the JOBS Act, “yes.”

———

RECOGNIZING THE MILLBROOK
HIGH SCHOOL GIRLS BASKET-
BALL TEAM

HON. FRANK R. WOLF

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 29, 2012

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec-
ognize the Millbrook High School Girls Basket-
ball team, on becoming the only Virginia high
school team that has ever won three consecu-
tive State championships in girls basketball.

Earlier this month, the Millorook Pioneers
broke the 61-year-old Virginia High School
League record by winning an unprecedented
third state title with a victory over the
Courtland Cougars. | commend the team for
their hard work and their passion for basket-
ball. I would like to extend a special thank you
to Coach Debby Sanders who has led the
team on the path to success.

| submit the following piece from the Win-
chester Star on the Millbrook Pioneers’ record-
breaking victory.

[Mar. 12, 2012]

OUR VIEW: PERFECT PIONEERS—THIRD TITLE
“ICING ON THE CAKE”’

RICHMOND.—Thirty minutes before her
girls basketball team took the floor in
search of an unprecedented third straight
state title Saturday night, Millbrook High
Principal Carrie Butler was talking about
cake.

No, Mrs. Butler was not hungry, at least
not discernibly. The cake she was rather
nervously describing to Frederick County
School Board member Peggy Clark was pure-
ly figurative.

“I told Debby (Millbrook coach Sanders),
‘The cake is sweet . . . with or without the
icing,” ”” Mrs. Butler said to Mrs. Clark.

In other words, even if the Pioneers some-
how came up short of their 80th consecutive
victory on the Siegel Center floor, this
‘‘cake,” baked with care and love over the
last three winters, would not lose its
‘“‘sweet’’ taste. Win or lose, what the Pio-
neers had accomplished up to then—a record
79 straight wins, two state championships—
was simply amazing. Or, like the famous
song or hit new TV drama, ‘‘unforgettable.”’
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Nurturing principal that she is, Mrs. But-
ler was simply erecting, through metaphor, a
firebreak (or ‘‘cakebreak’?) against letdown.
Courtland, the Pioneers’ opponent, was also
entering the contest undefeated. And any-
thing can happen in sports, and often does—
especially when two teams that have not
played each other previously collide.

Then again, this is Millbrook we’re talking
about. Which is another way of saying, ‘“No
need to worry. This is old hat. The situa-
tion’s well under control.”

And, indeed, it was.

The Pioneers spotted the Cougars the first
four points of the game, and traded buckets
on a brace of ensuing alternate possessions.
But then it came, as predictable as the
morning sun. With Courtland leading 8-4, the
Pioneers ripped off one of their patented
runs, this time to the tune of 204, to double
the score at 24-12.

The Cougars crept back to within eight at
the half, 29-21, and, after Millbrook stretched
its lead to 37-23, they managed to cut the
margin back to single digits, at 37-28, late in
the third quarter. But then, as is their wont,
the locals ran away and hid, dosing out the
game on a 10-0 spurt to win 63-38.

The contest, though intensely played, had
none of the drama of the Pioneers’ first two
state titles, against Greensville County
(2010) when star Courtni Green hurt an
ankle, or Robert E. Lee last year. So
schooled, so measured and yet so relentless,
these girls drain drama out of on-court pro-
ceedings by sheer talent and will.

In fitting style, the team’s trio of college-
bound standouts—Miss Green, Alisha
Mobley, and Sara Mead—dominated the stats
sheet, all hitting double figures in points. As
dominant as Miss Green has been over four
years, amassing more than 2,600 points, on
this night, it was the ‘“‘paint’ presence of
Miss Mobley for whom the opposition had ab-
solutely no answer. She was unstoppable.

But then, consider this: So, too, have been
the Pioneers, with their seven seniors and an
enviable bench used adroitly by Miss Sand-
ers.

As such, they’ve earned the right to revel.
That previously unblemished foe has been
vanquished; the icing, too, has been whipped.
Let them eat cake. And so let us all—as
we’ve just witnessed something truly special,
something worth celebrating.

—————

REMARKS BY FORMER ATTORNEY
GENERAL MICHAEL MUKASEY

HON. DANIEL E. LUNGREN

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, March 29, 2012

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, on Saturday, March 24, 2012, former
Attorney General of the United States Michael
Mukasey spoke at an event in Paris about Iran
and the Iranian opposition.

Judge Mukasey’s comments warrant our
consideration in light of the events which are
currently taking place in Iran and their poten-
tial impact on the global community. | would
therefore like to take this opportunity to submit
them to this Body:

Thank you very much. Thank you to the
sponsors of this wonderful conference. Thank
you David Amess for your clear, penetrating
comments on what is going on.

You know it seems as though we’ve come
together many times before to talk about
the plight of the residents of Ashraf, and now
the plight of the residents of both Ashraf and
the ironically named Camp Liberty. And we

were told on each of those occasions that
these broadcasts, that these meetings were
broadcast to Ashraf. And we haven’t been
told it, but I wonder whether perhaps they’re
being broadcast at Camp Liberty as well.

I would suggest to you, I would suggest to
you that there’s someplace else that they
should be broadcast. They should be broad-
cast to the United States State Department.
Of course, based on what’s happened in the
last couple of weeks, I can’t guarantee that
the signal would get through. I mean it may
very well be that at the State Department,
just as in Cuba and North Korea and Iran,
they jam broadcasts with which they dis-
agree. I don’t know whether that’s true at
the State Department or not. I sincerely
hope so. But I would hope that a broadcast
like this would get through, because then
they would see. They would see Mrs.
[Maryam] Rajavi open this session by ex-
tending her sympathy to the Jewish commu-
nity of Toulouse. They would see and hear
her discuss what her religion really means
and what it has to do with terrorism, which
is nothing. They would get a hint as to what
kind of, quote, terrorist organization, un-
quote, this really is.

Of course this wasn’t the way it was sup-
posed to be. In 2003 when coalition forces in-
vaded Iraq and encountered the residents of
Ashraf, the Ashraf residents peacefully sur-
rendered their weapons, the weapons they
had, the only thing they had to defend them-
selves, and received in return on a piece of
paper a guarantee that they would be treated
as protected persons under the fourth Gene-
va Conventions, a guarantee signed on behalf
of all coalition forces by a United States
general. And they received identity cards
that carry the telephone number of the mili-
tary police, commanded by another United
States general who has appeared at these
meetings before, General Phillips. As I'm
sure you know, because we’ve told the story
several times, the Clinton administration
put the MEK on a list of foreign terrorist or-
ganizations really to appease the Iranians in
the hope that that would invite a dialogue.
Some dialogue. Some dialogue, with the re-
gime that only a couple of months ago plot-
ted to assassinate a Saudi diplomat in the
United States. Those are the people they
wanted to talk to.

The FBI went in 2003 and vetted each of the
residents of Ashraf to make sure that none
of them were a terrorist, and in each case it
was certified that none were. The Iraqis, as
we know, have been acting increasingly at
the behest of the Iranian government, now
that the United States has withdrawn. And
Nouri al-Maliki himself is behind the pres-
sure that is being brought and the persecu-
tion that is being brought against the resi-
dents of both Ashraf and Camp Liberty. This
is how we get thanks for the sacrifices that
were made by American troops and by the
United States as a whole in freeing the peo-
ple of Iraq.

The United Nations says transfer to Camp
Liberty. We’ve had 1,200 people transfer to
Camp Liberty. And we’re told each time,
notwithstanding the completely inadequate
conditions at Camp Liberty, that this is
progress. We’re making progress. People are
moving out of Ashraf into Camp Liberty and
this is progress. You know, I had an uncle
once who died of progress. He was—it’s true,
he was in the hospital. And every day the
doctor came and checked on him and said he
was showing progress, until one day he was
dead. And the family concluded he must have
died of progress. Ambassador [Martin] Kobler
reminds me of that doctor.

Of course, it’s even worse than that here
because the potentially fatal disease that the
residents of Ashraf have really comes from
their designation as a foreign terrorist orga-
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nization. The U.S. designation. And when I
say the U.S. designation advisedly because
we’re the only ones left in the civilized world
who apply that designation. And it’s time to
get rid of it.

So, how is this all going to end? Well, I
suggest to you ladies and gentlemen that I'm
very hopeful about how it’s going to end. I'm
a lawyer, I deal in evidence. We have evi-
dence. We have statements from anonymous
sources that those of us who are here voicing
our views are behaving illegally under U.S.
law.

It’s a funny thing about anonymous
sources, what are they afraid of? They must
be afraid of something. They’re afraid to
have their names used. Look at the timing.
The MEK tells the State Department and the
Justice Department, “You know, you’ve
been dragging your feet long enough with
this designation. We’re going to go into
court.” They gave them not only advanced
notice that they’'re going to do it, they gave
them an advanced copy of the papers they
were going to file. And they disclosed the
names of the people. Mayor Giuliani, Tom
Ridge, others, many others, who would have
also filed paper in court as friends of the
court, telling them on the basis of our expe-
rience and our knowledge—many people on
that brief directly involved in national secu-
rity affairs—that there is no basis, no reason
for that designation. They were told that in
advance. And lo and behold a couple days
later subpoenas get served on the speaker
agencies that send those people out to ex-
press their views. I stopped believing in coin-
cidences like that when I stopped believing
in the Tooth Fairy, and that was a long time
ago.

But how is it going to come out? Well, look
at the behavior. The people who release in-
formation to the press are afraid to give
their names. The State Department hears
that papers are going to be filed on behalf of
MEK, that papers are going to be filed by
people who have spoken out in behalf of
delisting, scurry to the Treasury Depart-
ment, get them to serve subpoenas.

What are they afraid of? The people here
aren’t afraid. Rudy Giuliani, John Bolton,
Patrick Kennedy, Tom Ridge, they’re all sit-
ting up there behind placards that have their
names on them. We all use our names. The
people who are not here, and who have been
here before and who will be here again if nec-
essary, Howard Dean, Ed Rendell, they used
their names. They don’t get up as anony-
mous informants to speak at these meetings.
They get up, they give their names and they
express their views. So who’s going to pre-
vail?

But can these people prevail in the face of
the United States government? Let me re-
peat the words of a famous American indus-
trialist, a man named Henry Kaiser who was
once confronted by the U.S. government.
And people asked him, ‘“Do you think that
you can prevail against the U.S. government
in the view that you’ve expressed and the
course of action that you want to follow?”’
And his response was, ‘“You know what?
There’s no such thing as the U.S. govern-
ment. They’re just a bunch of people.” Some
of them are smart and dedicated and some of
them are stupid and lazy. And we know
who’s on which side in the current dispute.

Ladies and gentlemen, I haven’t got any
doubt about how this is going to come out.
And the way this is going to come out is that
eventually right will prevail in my country.
And when right prevails in my country it is
my sincere hope that it won’t be long before
right prevails in your country and you re-
store Iran to the glorious civilization that it
was and will be. Thank you very much.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-13T02:15:36-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




