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control. The average tuitions at 4-year 
public universities rose by over 8 per-
cent last year, so costs are going up 
even as student aid is going down. 

A recent poll found that 75 percent of 
Americans viewed college as 
unaffordable. That can’t be something 
that we allow to continue. People need 
to have confidence that that ticket to 
the middle class is there and that it’s 
affordable. That’s why we, together, 
have to find a way to avoid this dou-
bling of interest rates. For over 8 mil-
lion students in this country, Stafford 
loans are a very critical resource, help-
ing them afford the cost of that college 
education we all want them to get. 

With the Federal Government now 
borrowing money at close to 2 percent, 
why are we asking middle class fami-
lies to pay 6.8 percent? These are not 
grants. These are loans. They’ll be re-
paid. Let’s find a way to help our kids 
and to help our parents. 

f 

AFGHANISTAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, like my 
colleagues in the House, I was home for 
the last 2 weeks on our Easter break. It 
continues to amaze me why we in Con-
gress do not listen to the American 
people. 

I represent the Third Congressional 
District of North Carolina—the home 
of Camp Lejeune Marine Base, Cherry 
Point Marine Air Station, Seymour 
Johnson Air Force Base, and over 60,000 
retired veterans. Not one person has 
said to me that we need to stay in Af-
ghanistan. I’m not exaggerating, Mr. 
Speaker. Everyone I saw and had a con-
versation with, when the issue of Af-
ghanistan came up, said, Get out. Get 
out now. 

That’s why I wanted to be on the 
floor today, because the administration 
keeps saying, Well, in 2014, in 2014. 

Yesterday, when driving back to 
D.C., I was listening to C–SPAN, and I 
heard an interview with Secretary Pa-
netta and General Dempsey. I have a 
lot of respect for both men, but it was 
kind of vague when Secretary Panetta 
said to the reporter who asked him our 
plans for 2014, Well, you know, we’re 
hoping that we can train the Afghans 
to stabilize their own country. 

Mr. Speaker, I say this respectfully: 
That’s an iffy proposition at best. 

In a recent Washington Post-ABC 
News poll, only 30 percent of the Amer-
ican people say the war has been worth 
fighting. The citizens of this country 
are tired of sending their loved ones to 
die for a country we have not been able 
to change in a decade. I’ll even go fur-
ther and say this: It has never changed 
in the history of Afghanistan going 
back to Alexander the Great. So why 
are we still there? Again, people say, 
Well, we’ve got to stabilize the coun-
try. 

We can’t even stabilize America’s 
economy. 

Sometimes it gets a little bit ridicu-
lous when I look at all the money being 
spent overseas, particularly in a coun-
try like Afghanistan, and we say to the 
people of eastern North Carolina and to 
the people in the 50 States, We don’t 
have money to fix your infrastructure; 
but yet, Mr. Karzai, you corrupt leader, 
we are proud to keep sending you $10 
billion a month. 

Talking about Mr. Karzai brings me 
to an editorial written by Eugene Rob-
inson, a syndicated columnist, and it’s 
titled, ‘‘Afghanistan and Indefensible 
Costs.’’ I feel that Mr. Robinson, who 
wrote this in 2010, could be writing it 
right now in 2012, and it would have 
even more meaning. I quote from Mr. 
Karzai: 

The time has come to reduce military op-
erations. The time has come to reduce the 
presence of, you know, boots in Afghanistan 
. . . to reduce the intrusiveness into the 
daily Afghan life. 

This is what President Karzai said to 
the Washington Post. In his column in 
2010 that he could be writing today, in 
April 2012, this is what Mr. Robinson 
said in response to Karzai: 

All right then. Let’s save American lives 
and a ton of money. Let’s oblige him. 

Mr. Robinson, thank you. 
I hope and pray that this Congress, 

when we debate the DOD bill in May— 
and we have amendments from both 
sides saying that we must have a more 
defined end to this involvement in Af-
ghanistan—that we will pass some of 
these legislative amendments. 

Mr. Speaker, I’ve got so many of 
these posters. I’ve brought with me 
today one of a tragic scene of a soldier, 
marine, airman, Navy, whatever it 
might be, in a coffin, going to his or 
her grave. That brings me to my last 
point: the ‘‘Body of War,’’ which is a 
production by Phil Donahue and Ellen 
Spiro. I’m going to be talking more 
about this, because this young man is 
paralyzed from his breast down, and 
about what he has to go through to 
live. This Congress needs to meet its 
constitutional responsibility. Any 
other involvement by our country 
needs to be a declaration of war. 

Mr. Robinson, thank you again. 
And I close. God, please, God, please 

continue to bless our men and women 
in uniform, the families of our men and 
women in uniform, the wounded and 
their families. And God, please con-
tinue to bless America. 

f 

b 1030 

GOOD NEWS AND BAD NEWS 

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

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise this morning with good news 
and bad news. 

This news comes by way of my home-
town newspaper, the Houston Chron-
icle, and I’m proud that they have 
printed and published the news that 
I’m about to share with the public. The 

bad news is that Mr. Yondell Johnson 
was accosted and beaten on the streets 
of Houston, Texas, simply because of 
his race. This is bad news for anyone in 
our great country, a country that be-
lieves in liberty and justice for all. 

The good news, however, is they were 
prosecuted and they were convicted in 
a Federal court pursuant to the James 
Byrd hate crime law, and I’m honored 
to tell you that that law passed here in 
this Congress in 2009 and was signed 
into law. It is properly styled as the 
Matthew Shepard and James Byrd, Jr. 
Hate Crimes Prevention Act. It was 
supported by many people and organi-
zations expressing goodwill. The 
NAACP supported it, the ADL sup-
ported it, a good many Members of this 
Congress supported it, and many others 
supported this law. This law allowed 
the prosecution to take place in a Fed-
eral court, when these three men would 
have been charged in a State court, and 
if convicted, faced misdemeanor 
charges. 

In this, the greatest country in the 
world, no one should have to fear for 
life or liberty simply because of who 
you are, simply because of your race, 
your ethnicity, your gender, your sexu-
ality. It shouldn’t happen in this coun-
try. 

The truth is that in this case there 
was some testimony with reference to 
one of the defendants having dated a 
person of African ancestry. There was 
testimony that he did not appear to be 
the kind of person that would be con-
sidered a white supremacist. But here 
is another truth that we have to deal 
with. The truth is that there is confu-
sion about the hate crime law. There’s 
a misunderstanding. This law does not 
allow you to impose dastardly deeds 
upon persons simply because you are of 
the same race as the person that you 
are assaulting. 

The truth is that if you assault and 
target a person because of race, it 
doesn’t matter what your race is, and 
you are committing a hate crime. The 
truth is that you can be of the same 
race and commit a hate crime. The vic-
tim and the perpetrator can be of the 
same race and you will still have a 
hate crime. We need to rid ourselves of 
this foolish notion that this law was 
passed in some way to assault persons 
who are of an ethnicity or a race that 
we have traditionally, in this country, 
found to be engaged in some of these 
kinds of activities. It’s not targeted at 
any given race; it’s targeted at people 
who commit crimes against other peo-
ple simply because of who these people 
are. 

I remind you that an injustice 
against any one of us is a threat to jus-
tice for every one of us, and we all have 
a duty to make sure that we don’t send 
out some silly notion that this law was 
designed for one race of people. This 
law was designed for every person who 
would commit a hate crime against an-
other person. 

So I’m saddened to say this morning 
that the bad news is Mr. Johnson had 
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to fight off several persons, stood his 
ground for 10 minutes, but indicated 
that he thought he was going to die as 
they assaulted him. That’s the bad 
news. The good news is that the law 
has worked, that this law is bringing 
new meaning to the notion of justice 
for all. This law will not allow those 
who would commit dastardly deeds and 
be prosecuted in State courts for mis-
demeanors to go unchecked. They will 
now face felony charges in our Federal 
courts. This is the way it should be in 
the greatest country in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, God bless all listening, 
and God bless the United States of 
America. 

f 

YUCCA MOUNTAIN 

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I come 
to the floor again to continue to iden-
tify and educate you on the various lo-
cations where we store high-level nu-
clear waste around this country and 
the various positions that our col-
leagues in the other Chamber have 
voted either for or against, in hopes 
that eventually the public will become 
well informed and that they will take 
action through their elected officials 
to do even what the Blue Ribbon Com-
mission suggested, which is decide and 
locate a long-term geological storage 
facility. 

This is not new. We’ve been doing it 
for decades. The Nuclear Waste Policy 
Act was established in 1982. The 
amendments were passed through this 
Chamber and signed into law in 1987, 
which identified a long-term geological 
repository at a place called Yucca 
Mountain in the desert in Nevada. 

What I’ve been attempting to do 
throughout this past year and a half— 
I chair a subcommittee that has direct 
responsibility for this—is identify dif-
ferent locations. So today we go to a 
place very close to here. In fact, I 
think it’s only 43 miles from the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and that’s a place 
called Calvert Cliffs. I like to compare 
and contrast it with where our nuclear 
waste should be stored, not in a decade 
or two from now, but at this very mo-
ment where it should be. 

Calvert Cliffs is in Maryland, and at 
Calvert Cliffs there are 1,300 metric 
tons of uranium, of spent fuel, onsite 
versus Yucca Mountain, which is a 
mountain in a desert where we have no 
nuclear waste onsite. At Calvert Cliffs, 
this spent nuclear fuel is stored above 
the ground in pools and in casks above 
the ground. If it were stored at Yucca 
Mountain, it would be 1,000 feet under-
ground. At Calvert Cliffs, the nuclear 
waste is stored 85 feet above the 
groundwater, and at Yucca Mountain, 
it would be 1,000 feet above the water 
table. Finally, at Yucca Mountain, the 
nearest body of water is the Colorado 
River, about 100 miles. As you can see 
here in this photo, Calvert Cliffs is 
right next to Chesapeake Bay. 

Yucca Mountain is about 90 miles 
from Las Vegas, maybe 100 miles from 
Las Vegas. Calvert Cliffs is a straight 
line of 43 miles from Washington, D.C. 
The Senators from the surrounding 
areas, how did they vote? You would 
think they wouldn’t want high-level 
nuclear waste next to Chesapeake Bay, 
43 miles from the capital city. Well, 
Senator CARPER voted ‘‘no’’ in 2002. 
Senator COONS, a new Member, we 
don’t know his position. That’s part of 
coming down here. I’m pretty sure that 
if the majority leader of the Senate 
would call a vote and this issue was 
thoroughly debated, it would pass on 
the floor of the Senate because we have 
a lot of Senators who have yet to de-
clare their position. Here is Senator 
CARDIN, a former Member of the House, 
who voted ‘‘yea’’ in 2002 for Yucca 
Mountain. Senator MIKULSKI, the same; 
different Chamber, voted ‘‘no.’’ 

How does our national tally go? Cur-
rently we have 47 U.S. Senators who 
have a stated position in support of 
Yucca Mountain. We have over 16 that 
have never cast a vote or declared their 
position on what we do with high-level 
nuclear waste, either spent fuel or nu-
clear waste, in the processing of nu-
clear energy or nuclear weapons. 

b 1040 
We have 19 who have had a position 

of ‘‘no’’ at some time in their career. 
So it’s very, very important to con-
tinue this debate, Mr. Speaker, to con-
tinue to come down on the floor to talk 
about the Federal law as it is to date. 

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act was 
passed in 1982; the amendment was 
agreed to in 1987. The amendment iden-
tified Yucca Mountain as our long- 
term geological repository to store 
high-level nuclear waste. The time is 
well past since we should be doing this. 
In fact, we actually pay utilities to 
hold their nuclear waste since it’s our 
responsibility to take the waste. 

f 

YUCCA MOUNTAIN AND BUFFETT 
RULE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. BERKLEY. I’m here to talk 
about the Buffett bill, but I just cannot 
allow what Mr. SHIMKUS has just said 
to go unresponded to because it’s such 
an important issue for the people of the 
State of Nevada. 

The so-called nuclear act that he dis-
cussed that was passed in ’82 and 
amended in ’87 is known in Nevada as 
the ‘‘screw Nevada bill,’’ and let me 
tell you what it is. It’s a proposal that 
would ship 77,000 tons of toxic radio-
active nuclear waste across 43 States 
to be buried in a hole in the Nevada 
desert, which is 90 miles from the 
major population center of Las Vegas, 
where we have groundwater issues, 
seismic activity, and volcanic activity. 
The EPA cannot come up with any ra-
diation standards that would protect 
the people of the State of Nevada or 
anyone else in this country. 

Let me tell you, originally, when 
they came up with this nonsensical 
plan, which is purely political, that it 
has nothing to do with science. They 
said that we could store the rods, the 
nuclear waste, in Yucca Mountain with 
no problem, leave it there. Then we re-
alized that that wouldn’t work because 
of the groundwater. So then we decided 
that they would put their nuclear 
waste in canisters. But what do you 
know, there are no canisters that cur-
rently exist that can safely store this 
stuff. Then they came up with shields 
that would go around the canisters 
that don’t exist to be put into Yucca 
Mountain. 

Then the last Republican Secretary 
of Energy talked about an army of ro-
bots that would walk down Yucca 
Mountain and be able to check on the 
nuclear waste while it’s leaking and 
leaching into the groundwater. It’s a 
ridiculous proposal, and it’s time to go 
to Plan B because Plan A isn’t going to 
happen. Seventy-seven percent of the 
people of the State of Nevada do not 
want nuclear waste stored at Yucca 
Mountain. End of that. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to express 
my deep disappointment with yester-
day’s vote in the United States Senate. 
Once again, Senate Republicans sided 
with Wall Street millionaires against 
the interests of struggling middle class 
families throughout Nevada. The 
Buffett rule is simple, and it’s common 
sense. 

It means if you are a housekeeper, a 
nurse, a blackjack dealer, or a wait-
ress, or any other middle class profes-
sional, you shouldn’t pay higher tax 
rates than multi-millionaires who own 
yachts and travel in private jets. It 
means that if you are a Nevadan living 
paycheck to paycheck, you shouldn’t 
be carrying the burden for Wall Street 
hedge fund managers and Big Oil com-
pany executives. 

The Senators who voted against basic 
tax fairness yesterday need to spend a 
little more time prioritizing the needs 
of hardworking Nevadans. They’re 
struggling. These are the people that 
are struggling to put food on the table, 
to fill up their cars with gas, and to 
pay their mortgage or their rent. 

The fact that the wealthiest people 
in this country pay their taxes at a 
lower tax rate than their secretaries 
and their chauffeurs doesn’t pass the 
smell test. It stinks, and that’s why 
I’m proud to announce that I’m a co-
sponsor of the Buffett rule in the 
House, and I urge all of my colleagues 
to join me and let’s bring some funda-
mental tax fairness to the people of the 
United States of America. Seventy-two 
percent of the American people agree 
with me that the Buffett rule should be 
made into law. 

f 

STEM EDUCATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DOLD) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, just minutes 
ago I had an opportunity to be outside 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 00:31 Apr 18, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K17AP7.009 H17APPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

6S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-13T02:03:54-0400
	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




