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and Justice, Science, and Related Agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2013,
and for other purposes; waiving a requirement
of clause 6(a) of rule XIll with respect to con-
sideration of certain resolutions reported from
the Committee on Rules; and for other pur-
poses—I would have voted “aye.”

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 200, |
was away from the Capitol due to prior com-
mitments to my constituents. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no.”

———————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
on which the yeas and

the Journal,

nays were ordered.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-

proval of the Journal.
This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 296, nays
108, answered ‘‘present’” 3, not voting

24, as follows:

[Roll No. 201]

YEAS—296
Ackerman Cooper Himes
Aderholt Crenshaw Hirono
Akin Critz Hochul
Alexander Crowley Honda
Altmire Cuellar Huelskamp
Amodei Culberson Huizenga (MI)
Austria Cummings Hultgren
Baca Davis (CA) Hurt
Bachmann Davis (KY) Israel
Bachus DeGette Issa
Barletta DesJarlais Jackson Lee
Barrow Deutch (TX)
Bartlett Diaz-Balart Jenkins
Barton (TX) Dicks Johnson (GA)
Bass (NH) Dingell Johnson (IL)
Becerra Doggett Johnson, E. B.
Berg Doyle Johnson, Sam
Berkley Dreier Kaptur
Berman Duncan (SC) Keating
Biggert Duncan (TN) Kelly
Bilbray Edwards Kildee
Bilirakis Ellison King (IA)
Bishop (GA) Emerson King (NY)
Bishop (UT) Engel Kingston
Black Eshoo Kinzinger (IL)
Blackburn Farenthold Kissell
Blumenauer Farr Kline
Bonamici Flake Labrador
Bono Mack Fleischmann Lamborn
Boren Fleming Lance
Boustany Flores Landry
Brady (TX) Fortenberry Langevin
Braley (IA) Frank (MA) Larsen (WA)
Brooks Franks (AZ) Larson (CT)
Broun (GA) Frelinghuysen LaTourette
Buchanan Gallegly Latta
Bucshon Garamendi Levin
Buerkle Gibbs Lewis (CA)
Burton (IN) Gingrey (GA) Lipinski
Calvert Gonzalez Loebsack
Camp Goodlatte Lofgren, Zoe
Campbell Gosar Long
Canseco Gowdy Lowey
Capito Granger Lucas
Capps Graves (GA) Luetkemeyer
Carnahan Green, Al Lummis
Carney Grijalva Lungren, Daniel
Carter Grimm E.
Cassidy Guthrie Mack
Chabot Gutierrez Marchant
Chu Hahn Marino
Cicilline Hall Markey
Clarke (MI) Hanabusa Matsui
Clarke (NY) Harper McCarthy (CA)
Clay Hartzler McCarthy (NY)
Cleaver Hastings (WA) McCaul
Clyburn Hayworth McClintock
Coble Heinrich McCollum
Cohen Hensarling McIntyre
Cole Herger McKeon
Connolly (VA) Higgins McKinley

McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Mica
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neugebauer
Noem
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Pascrell
Paul
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg

Adams
Andrews
Baldwin
Bass (CA)
Benishek
Bishop (NY)
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Burgess
Capuano
Cardoza
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Coffman (CO)
Conaway
Conyers
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cravaack
Crawford
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
Denham
Dent

Dold

Duffy
Fattah
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Forbes
Foxx
Fudge
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach

Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Rigell

Rivera

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam

Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Scalise

Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shimkus

NAYS—108

Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Guinta
Hanna

Harris
Hastings (FL)
Heck

Herrera Beutler
Hinchey
Holden

Holt

Hoyer
Hunter
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Jordan

Kind

Latham

Lee (CA)
Lewis (GA)
LoBiondo
Lynch
Maloney
Manzullo
Matheson
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Mulvaney
Neal

Nugent

Olver
Pallone
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Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Stearns
Stutzman
Sullivan
Sutton
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner (NY)
Turner (OH)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Watt
Waxman
Webster
Welch
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woolsey
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

Pastor (AZ)

Paulsen

Peters

Peterson

Poe (TX)

Quayle

Rahall

Renacci

Ribble

Rooney

Rush

Ryan (OH)

Sanchez, Linda
T.

Sanchez, Loretta

Sarbanes

Schakowsky

Schilling

Shuler

Sires

Speier

Stivers

Terry

Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)

Tiberi

Tipton

Visclosky

Walberg

Walden

Walsh (IL)

Waters

Woodall

Yoder

Young (AK)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—3

Amash

Bonner
Butterfield
Cantor
Carson (IN)
Chaffetz
DeLauro
Donnelly (IN)
Ellmers

Gohmert

Filner
Gibson
Hinojosa
Jones
Kucinich
Lankford
Lujan
McHenry
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Owens

NOT VOTING—24

Moore
Palazzo
Pence
Reichert
Slaughter
Stark
Tonko
Yarmuth

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
Stated against:
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Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
201, | was away from the Capitol due to prior
commitments to my constituents. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on
May 8, 2012, | missed rollcall votes Nos. 199—
201 because of my primary election in Indi-
ana. Had | been present, | would have voted
“no” on rollcall No. 199, “no” on rollcall No.
200, and “yes” on rollcall No. 201.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, on rolicall Nos.
199, 200, and 201, | was absent. | had trav-
elled to the 21st Cong. Dist. in New York with
the President for his visit. Had | been present,
| would have voted “nay” on No. 199, “nay”
on No. 200, and “yes” on No. 201.

———

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE,
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2013

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5326,
and that I may include tabular mate-
rial on the same.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 643 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 5326.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) to preside over
the Committee of the Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5326)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Commerce and Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2013,
and for other purposes, with Mr.
BisHOP of Utah in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
WOLF) and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. FATTAH) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am pleased to begin the consider-
ation of H.R. 5326, making appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2013 for Commerce,
Justice, Science, and Related Agencies.
The bill provides funding for programs
whose impacts range from the safety of
people in their homes and communities
to the farthest reaches of space.

The bill before the House today re-
flects a delicate balancing of needs and
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requirements. We have drafted what I
consider to be a responsible bill for FY
2013 spending levels for the depart-
ments and agencies under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction. We’ve had to
carefully prioritize the funding in this
bill and have had to make hard choices
about how to spend scarce revenue.

I want to thank Chairman ROGERS
for supporting us with a fair allocation
and in helping us to move the bill for-
ward. I also want to thank the ranking
member, Mr. FATTAH, who has been an
effective and valued partner and col-
league, and I am grateful. I appreciate
his principled commitment and his un-
derstanding of the programs in the bill.

I also would like to thank the mem-
bers of the subcommittee for their help
and assistance, as well as to thank
Congressman NORMAN DICKS, the rank-
ing member of the full committee.

I want to vrecognize the sub-
committee staff, including our clerk,
Mike Ringler; Leslie Albright; Steph-
anie Myers; Diana Simpson; Colin
Samples and Scott Sammis; as well as
Darek Newby and Bob Bonner from the
minority staff, for their work in pre-
paring the bill before us today.

I also want to recognize a number of
the majority and minority associate
staff members—all of their names and
the offices that they are connected
with.

Dan Scandling and Thomas Culligan in my
office; Michelle Anderson-Lee in Mr.
Fattah’s office; Robert LaBranche and Ryan
Stalnaker in Mr. Culberson’s office; Mark
Dawson and Megan Medley in Mr. Aderholt’s
office; Mike Sharp in Mr. Bonner’s office;
Tyler Grassmeyer, Steven Gilleland and Jes-
sica Talbert in Mr. Austria’s office; Jason
Lawrence in Mr. Grave’s office; Patrick Car-
roll in Mr. Yoder’s office; Megan O’Donnell
in Chairman Rogers’ office; Jeff Lowenstein
and Tim Bergreen in Mr. Schiff’s office; Ken
Takeda, A.J. Bhadelia and Eric Werwa in Mr.
Honda’s office; Jheanelle Brown and Matt
Alpert in Mr. Serrano’s office; and Pete
Modaff and Colin Sheldon in Ranking Mem-
ber Dicks’ office.

The bill totals $51.1 billion in discre-
tionary spending, which is a reduction
of 3.1 percent below the current fiscal
year and 1.4 percent below the Presi-
dent’s request.
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Since the beginning of the 112th Con-
gress, the committee has cut $13.2 bil-
lion, reducing the total amount of the
CJS bill by over 20 percent over the 3
fiscal years. We have focused limited
resources on the most critical areas:
fighting crime and terrorism—includ-
ing a new focus of preventing and in-
vestigating cyberattacks—and boosting
U.S. competitiveness and job creation
by investing in science, exports, and
manufacturing.

For the Department of Commerce,
the bill includes $7.7 billion, an in-
crease of $96 million above FY12. The
bill makes critical investments in
manufacturing, export promotion, and
job creation, including a task force and
an EDA grant program to incentivize
U.S. companies to bring their manufac-
turing and services activities back to
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the United States, particularly back to
the U.S. from China.

For NIST, the bill includes $830 mil-
lion, including $128 million for the
Manufacturing Extension Partnership,
MEP, program and $21 million for an
advanced manufacturing competitive
research program to make the Amer-
ican manufacturing sector a source of
job growth.

The bill also makes critical invest-
ments in weather forecasting and dis-
aster preparedness to save lives and
protect property, including funding
above the President’s request for the
National Weather Service operations
and for tsunami preparedness. Also in-
cluded is an increase of $126 million for
the weather satellite acquisitions, in-
cluding the full amount requested for
the new JPSS satellite. This funding is
necessary to better protect Americans
from natural disasters such as tor-
nados, hurricanes, and tsunamis, just
like we’ve seen in the Midwest this
year, Kansas, Alabama, and places like
that this year. It is also with regard to
snowstorms and drought.

Science. A primary area of focus in
the bill this year is scientific research,
innovation, and competitiveness.

Investments in scientific research
are key to long-term economic growth
and job creation. The bill includes $7.3
billion for the National Science Foun-
dation, an increase of $299 million, or
4.3 percent above FY12, for basic re-
search and science education. This
funding will go toward the types of re-
search that will keep America’s econ-
omy strong by setting the groundwork
for the development of new tech-
nologies.

Developing a well-educated STEM
workforce is also critical to America’s
competitiveness. More than $1 billion
is provided throughout the bill for
science education, including $876 mil-
lion for NSF to improve the quality of
science education.

NASA. The bill includes $17.6 billion,
including funding above the aggregate
request, to keep the development
schedule for the Orion crew vehicle and
heavy-lift rocket. Commercial crew de-
velopment is funded at $500 million,
consistent with the current authoriza-
tion and the report accompanying the
House budget resolution.

To find the fastest, safest, and most
cost-effective means of achieving a
U.S. capability for access to the inter-
national space station, the bill directs
NASA to winnow the commercial part-
ners and advance the schedule for mov-
ing to traditional government procure-
ment methods. Continuing on the cur-
rent path runs a high risk of failure by
one or more companies receiving gov-
ernment subsidies, similar to what we
last saw last year with Solyndra, and
leaving the taxpayer with no tangible
benefits in exchange for a substantial
investment. We do not need a space
Solyndra. I say this to Members on
both sides of the aisle. We have heard
Solyndra thrown around. We do not
need a space Solyndra.
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We have received letters from Neil
Armstrong, Gene Cernan, and James
Lovell endorsing the committee’s ap-
proach to commercial crew as ‘‘reason-
able and appropriate.”

According to the GAO, we have in-
vested $100 billion in the station, so we
need to develop our own capability to
get our astronauts up there to use it
quickly rather than relying on the
Russians and paying the Russians.

The bill also includes $570 million—
which is $18.4 million above the re-
quest—for aeronautics research. Aero-
space is a pillar of the American manu-
facturing sector and one of the leading
exports. This is an industry that cre-
ates thousands of jobs in America. This
investment will boost our aviation
competitiveness so America continues
to be number one.

The bill includes $5.1 billion for
NASA science programs, including $1.4
billion for planetary science. This
amount restores cuts in the President’s
request that would have inhibited
progress on all planetary science goals,
including flagship missions to Mars
and Europa.

For the Department of Justice, the
bill includes $27.1 billion, $11 million
above the current level.

The top mission priority of the Jus-
tice Department is defending national
security from both internal and exter-
nal threats. The bill includes $8.3 bil-
lion, an increase of $148 million, for the
FBI, including an increase of $23 mil-
lion to prevent and combat
cyberintrusions. Director Mueller has
predicted that cyber will soon overtake
terrorism as the Bureau’s number one
threat. The increase will be the first
step in building a nationwide capa-
bility for cyberinvestigations that
complements the other
cyberinitiatives under consideration in
the House.

The bill restores funding for the Na-
tional Gang Intelligence Center, which
the President wanted to terminate.
Every district in this country has vio-
lent gangs running throughout your
districts, such as MS-13 and many
other groups. If you’ve been down
along the border, you will see many of
the gangs in Mexico have operations up
here. To shut that down and terminate
it, this is a major threat to the coun-
try. It also provides an additional fund-
ing for FBI’s Safe Streets Task Forces.
Now is not the time to retreat in an ef-
fort to combat the growing gang prob-
lem, not only on the border but
throughout the country.

Bureau of Prison operations are fund-
ed at the requested level of $6.8 billion,
an increase of $269 million above FY12,
to activate newly constructed prisons
and ensure safe and secure Federal
prison facilities in light of, unfortu-
nately, continued population growth.

This bill includes $1.85 billion for jus-
tice programs that provide grants for
States, localities, and nonprofits. De-
spite the reduction, the bill prioritizes
proven high-priority programs, includ-
ing justice assistance grants, SCAAP.
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The administration was at $70 million
on SCAAP. We're at $165 million.

It also includes funding for missing
and exploited children programs and
DNA grants.

The bill includes funding for pre-
scription drug monitoring grants. And
I want to give a lot of credit to Chair-
man ROGERS for his effort here.

It also includes a significant increase
in DEA’s Tactical Diversion Squads to
address our Nation’s fastest growing
drug problem: prescription drug abuse.

The funding for violence against
women and for victims of trafficking is
increased above the current level and
above the President’s request. There’s
more money in here for violence
against women than this administra-
tion put.

We recently marked the fifth anni-
versary of the shootings at Virginia
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Tech. Following this terrible tragedy,
Congress passed a bill to improve the
National Instant Background Check
System, NICS, a critical tool for keep-
ing firearms out of the hands of prohib-
ited persons. But the NICS is only as
effective as the State databases on
which it relies. This bill includes $12
million to improve NICS records, $7
million more than the 2012 request.

Finally, we’re asking the Office of In-
spector General to do a follow-up re-
view of the justice task force that
looked at cases affected by flawed FBI
lab practices in 1990. A new OIG review
is a necessary next step to ensure that
prosecutors follow through on task
force findings and that defendants’
rights are upheld. No one should get
sentenced to jail for life when we know
there is information that has not been
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shared. So we’ve had the OIG review
and take a look at this.

In closing, that is a summary of the
bill before us today. It provides in-
creases where needed to maintain and
strengthen operations of critical law
enforcement. It carries on the fight
against terrorism, crime, and drugs
and provides important increases to
boost scientific research, innovation,
and competitiveness. It provides strong
support for all the various NASA mis-
sions. It represents our best take on
matching needs with scarce resources.

We have tried hard to produce the
best bill we possibly could within the
resources we had, And I would hope
that all Members would support the
bill.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2013 (H.R.

{Amounts in thousands}

FY 2012
Enacted

FYy 2013
Request

H2349

TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Operations and administration.........................
Offsetting fee collections........ ... ... . ... . ... ...

Direct appropriation.. ... ... ... .o i
Bureau of Industry and Security

Operations and administration........... ... ... v
Defense function. . .. ... ... .. .. . . . . .,

Total, Bureau of Industry and Security........
Economic Development Administration

Economic Development Assistance Programs..............
Disaster relief category... ......... ... ... . ... ...,

Subtotal. ... ... .. e

Salaries and eXPenSEeS. ... .t i

Total, Economic Development Administration......
Minority Business Development Agency

Minority Business Development...... ... ... ............

Economic and Statistical Analysis
Salaries and eXpensSesS. ... ... ...t
Bureau of the Census

Salaries and expenses. .. ... ... .. ... i
Periodic censuses and programs. ...........c.cevneann..n

Total, Bureau of the Census.....................

National Telecommunications and Information
Administration

Salaries and exXpenses. . ... ... vt
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Salaries and expenses, current year fee funding.......
Offsetting fee collections. ... ... . . . i iiiinnannn

Total, United States Patent and Trademark Office
National Institute of Standards and Technology

Scientific and Technical Research and Services........
(transfer out) . ... .. e

Industrial Technology Services............. ... .o
Manufacturing extension partnerships..............
Advanced manufacturing technology consortia.......

Construction of research facilities...................
Working Capital Fund (by transfer)....................

Total, National Institute of Standards
and Technology. ... ... . . i,

465,000
-9,439

526,439
-9,439

467,737
-9,439

455,561

69,721
31,279

517,000

68,049
34,279

458,298

67,333
33,667

101,000

220,000
200,000

102,328

182,000

101,000

182,000

457,500

30,339

96,000

253,336
635,000

218,719

28,689

100,269

259,175
711,250

219,500

28,689

96,000

888,336

45,568

2,678,000
-2,678,000

970,425

46,925

2,933,241
-2,933.241

45,568

2,933,241
-2,933,241

567,000
(-9,000)

128,443
(128, 443)

55,381
(9,000)

648,000
{-9,000)

149,000
(128,000)
(21,000)

60,000
(2,000}

621,173
(-9.,000)

149,000
(128,000)
(21,000)

60,000
(9,000)

750,824

857,000

830,173

5326)

Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request
+2,737 -858,702
+2,737 -58,702
-2,388 -7186
+2,388 -612

--- -1,328
~38,000 .-
-200,000 ---
-238,000 ---
--- -219
-238,000 -219
-1.650 .-~
--- -4,269

--- -5,839
-9,643 -85.893
-9,643 -91,732
--- -1,357
+255,241 ---
-255,241 -
+54,173 -26,827
+20,557 ---
(-443) -

{+21,000) .-
+4.619 .-

+79,349 -26,827
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2013 (H.R. 5326}
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2012 FY 2013 Bill vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
JOperations, Research, and Facilities.................. 3,022,231 3,042,460 2,968,371 -53,860 -74,089
(by transfer) ... ... ... . . i (109,098) {119,064) {119,064) (+9,966) ---
Promote and Develop Fund (transfer out}........... (-109,098) {-119,064) (-119,064) (-9.966) .-
Subtotal. ... ... 3,022,231 3,042,460 2,968,371 -53,860 -74,089
Procurement, Acquisition and Construction............. 1,817,094 1,965,736 1,931,948 +114,854 -33,788
Pacific Coastal Salmon Recovery............... ... ..... 65,000 50,000 65,000 o +15,000
Fishermen's Contingency Fund. ......................... 350 350 350 --- ---
Fisheries Finance Program Account..................... -11,000 -4,000 -4,000 +7,000 EEE
Fisheries Enforcement Asset Forfeiture Fund........... 8,000 --- --- -8,000 ---
Offsetting receipts. . ... .. i iiiinenos -8,000 - B +8,000 e
Sanctuaries Enforcement Asset Forfeiture Fund......... 1,000 --- --- -1,000 ---
Offsetting receipts. ... .. i i ~1,000 o . +1,000 .
Total, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration.......... .. ... ... .. ... ... 4,893,675 5,054,546 4,961,669 +67,994 -92,877
Departmental Management
Salaries and eXPenSeS. .. ...ttt i i e 57,000 56,000 55,000 -2,000 ~1,000
Renovation and Modernization.......................... 5,000 2,040 --- -5,000 -2.,040
Office of Inspector General.......... ... ..., 26,946 28,753 28,753 +1,807 -
Total, Departmental Management.................. ] 88,946 86,793 83,753 -5,193 -3,040
Total, title I, Department of Commerce.......... 7,807,749 7,983,694 7,703,343 -104,406 -280,351
Appropriations. ... ... i e (7,8607,749) (7.983,694) (7.703,343) (+95,594) (-280,351)
Disaster relief category.........covvvvn, (200,000) - .- {-200,000} ---
(by transfer) . ....... . i 118,098 128,064 128,064 +9,966 ---
(transfer out) ... ... ... .. ... -118,098 -128,064 -128,064 -9,966

TITLE II - DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

General Administration

Salaries and exPensSesS. . ... .. .. ... i 110,822 127,867 110,322 -500 -17,345
National Drug Intelligence Center..................... 20,000 .- .- -20,000 B
Justice Information Sharing Technology................ 44,307 33,426 33,426 -10,881 ---
Tactical Law Enforcement Wireless Communications...... 87,000 - “ -87,000 ..
Total, General Adminmistration................... 262,129 161,093 143,748 -118,381 -17,345
Administrative review and appeals.................. ... 305,000 313,438 313,438 +8,438 .-
Transfer from immigration examinations fee account -4,000 -4,000 -4.,000 .- LR
Direct appropriation.......... ... ... ..o .u.. 301,000 309,438 300,438 +8,438 .-
Detention Trustee. .. ... ... . o i i 1,580,595 B - -1,580,595 .
Office of Inspector General........................... 84,199 85,985 84,199 --- -1,786

United States Parole Commission
Salaries and expenses. ... .. ... . ... .. 12,833 12,772 12,772 -81 ---

Legal Activities

Salaries and expenses, general Tlegal activities....... 863,367 903,603 863,367 --- -40,236
Vaccine Injury Compensation Trust Fund......... ....... 7,833 7,833 7.833 --- ---
Salaries and expenses, Antitrust Division............. 159,587 164,753 159,587 - -5,1686
Offsetting fee collections - current year......... -108,000 -115,000 -115,000 -7,000 ---
Direct appropriation........... . ... ... . ..... 51,587 49,753 44,587 -7,000 -5,166

Salaries and expenses, United States Attornsys........ 1,960,000 1,974,378 1,965,000 +5,000 -9,378
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2013 (H.R. 5326)

FY 2012
Enacted

{(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2013
Request

Bi11 vs.
Enacted

H2351

Bill vs.
Request

United States Trustee System Fund....................
Offsetting fee collections................ ... ...

Direct appropriation........ ... .. ... . ... ... ..

Balaries and expenses, Foreign Claims Settlement

COMMISSTON. ..t e e e e s
Fees and expenses of witnesses.......... ... ... ... .
Salaries and expenses, Community Relations Service....
Assets Forfeiture Fund...... ... .. i,

Total, Legal Activities............ ... ... ...,

United States Marshals Service

Salaries and exXpPenses. ... .......c. i
ConsStruCtion. .o . e
Federal Prisoner Detention............... ... ........

Total, United States Marshals Service........

National Security Division

Salaries and exXpPensSesS. . ... .. i s

Interagency Law Enforcement

Interagency Crime and Drug Enforcement...............

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Salaries and eXPenses. .. ..... ... v ii it e
Counterintelligence and national security........

Subtotal. ... .. i e
Construction. ... ... . e

Total, Federal Bureau of Investigation.........

Drug Enforcement Administration

Salaries and expenses. .. ....... ..
Diversion control fund. ... ... ... . i

Subtotal. ... .. e
Construction. ... ... . i i i e s
Total, Drug Enforcement Administration.........
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives

Salaries and eXPenSeS. . ...ttt e

Federal Prison System

Salaries and exXpPenses. .. ... ... ... i
Buildings and facilities... ... ... ... ... .. .. ... ...
Limitation on administrative expenses, Federal Prison

Industries, Incorporated................. ... . ... ...

Total, Federal Prison System...................

State and Local Law Enforcement Activities

0ffice on Violence Against Women:

Prevention and prosecution programs..............
(by transfer). ... .. . i i s

223,258
-223,258

-227 407

2,000
270,000
11,456
20,948

2,139
270,000
12,036
20,948

2,000
270,000
11,456
20,948

3,187,191

1,174,000
15,000

3,240,690

1,203,488
10,000
1,668,235

3,185,191

1,188,488
10,000
1,647,383

+14,488
-5,000
+1,647,383

1,188,000

87,000

527,512

3,376,000
4,660,991

2,881,723

90,039

524,793

3,403,030
4,747,991

2,845,871

90,039

521,793

3,320,657
4,864,350

+1,856,871

+3,039

-5,719

-55,343
+203,359

-3,000

-82,373
+116,359

8,036,991

80,982

8,151,021

80,982

8,117,973

2,347,000
-322,000

8,232,003

2,403,504
-352,600

8,265,989

2,396,504
-352,600

+148,016

+49,504
-30,600

2,035,000

1,152,000

6,551,281
90,000

2,050,904

1,153,345

6,820,217
99,189

2,043,904

1,153,345

6,820,217
90,000

+1,345

+268,936

6,643,981

412,500

6,922,106

268,000
{145,000}

6,912,917

415,000

+268,936

+2,500

+147,000
(-145,000)



H2352 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE May 8, 2012
COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2013 (H.R. 5326)
(Amounts in thousands)
FY 2012 FY 2013 Bi1l vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Office of Justice Programs:
Research, evaluation and statistics............. 113,000 136,000 112,000 -1,000 -24,000
State and local law enforcement assistance...... 1,162,500 781,500 962,500 -200,000 +181,000
(by transfer) .. ... .. . . . . e --- {221,000) --- --- (-221,000)
Juvenile justice programs........... ... ... ... 262,500 245,000 209,500 -53,000 -35,500
Public safety officer benefits:
Death benefits... ... ... ... .. i i 62,000 62,000 62,000 --- .-
Disability and education benefits........... 16,300 16,300 16,300 - -
Subtotal. .. ... .. ... s 78,300 78,300 78,300 . P
Total, Office of Justice Programs........... 1,616,300 1,240,800 1,362,300 -254,000 +121,500
Community Oriented Policing Services:
COPS ProgramS. .. ... e e ens 198,500 289,587 72,500 -126,000 -217,087
Total, State and Local Law Enforcement
Activities. . ... ... i e 2,227,300 1,798,387 1,849,800 -377,500 +51,413
Total, title II, Department of Justice........ 27,407,713 27,483,278 27,419,008 +11,293 -44,272
TITLE III - SCIENCE
Office of Science and Technology Policy............. 4,500 5,850 5,850 +1,350 ---
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
SCHBNCE . o .ttt e 5,090,000 4,911,200 5,085,000 +5,000 +183, 800
AEronaUL ICS . . e e s 569,800 551,500 569,900 --- +18,400
Space TeChnoTogy. ..ot i i i s 575,000 699,000 632,500 +57,500 -66,500
EXploration. ... .o i 3,770,800 3,932,800 3,711,900 -58,900 -220,900
Space 0perations. .. ... i e 4,233,600 4,013,200 3,985,000 -248,600 -28,200
Education. ... ... ... i 138,400 100,000 100,000 -38,400 ---
Cross-agency Support. ... ... . i e 2,895,000 2,847,500 2,843,500 -151,500 -4,000
Construction and environmental compliance and
restoration. . .. .. . ... e s 390,000 619,200 588,000 +208,000 -21,200
Office of Inspector General...................c.0.0n 37,300 37,000 38,000 +700 +1,000
Total, National Aeronautics and Space
Administration. .. ..... ...t 17,800,000 17,711,400 17,573,800 -226,200 -137,600
National Science Foundation
Research and related activities............. ........ 5,651,000 5,915,280 5,874,693 +223,693 -40,587
Defense function...... ... ... .. . .. il 68,000 68,000 68,000 --- .-
Subtotal.....c. 5,719,000 5,983,280 5,942,693 +223,693 -40,587
Major Research Equipment and Facilities Construction.. 167,055 196,170 196,170 +29,115 ---
Education and Human Resources....................... 829,000 875,610 875,610 +46,610 ---
Agency Operations and Award Management.............. 299,400 289,400 289,400 - -
0ffice of the National Science Board................ 4,440 4,440 4,440 --- ---
Office of Inspector General............. ... .ououooon 14,200 14,200 14,200 - .
Total, National Science Foundation............ 7.033,085 7,373,100 7,332,513 +299,418 -40,587

Total, title III, Science
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2013 (H.R. 5326)
{Amounts in thousands}
Fy 2012 FY 2013 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Reguest Bill Enacted Request
TITLE IV - RELATED AGENCIES
Commission on Civil Rights
Salaries and expenses. . ... ... .. 9,193 9.400 9,193 --- -207
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission
Salaries and eXPeNSES. .. .. vt e 360,000 373,711 366,568 +6,568 ~-7.,143
International Trade Commission
Salaries and eXPenSeS. ... .t 80,000 82,800 83,000 +3,000 +200
Payment to the Legal Services Corporation
Salaries and exXpensSesS. ... ... .t 348,000 402,000 328,000 -20,000 -74,000
Marine Mammal Commission
Salaries and eXpPensSeS. . ... ...yt 3.025 3,081 3,025 PR -56
0ffice of the U.S. Trade Representative
Salaries and eXPenSeS. . ... 51,251 53,041 51,251 - -1,790
State Justice Institute
Salaries and expensSes. . ... ...t s 5,121 5,121 5,121 --- ---
Total, title IV, Related Agencies............... 856,590 929,154 846,158 -10,432 -82,996
TITLE V - RESCISSIONS
Emergency steel, oil gas guarantees prgm (rescission}. -700 --- - +700 ---
NTIA, Information Infrastructure grants (rescission).. -2,000 .- - +2,000 .-
NTIA, Public Telecommunications Facilities, Planning
and Construction........ . . .. i -2,750 “-- .- +2,750 .-
Foreign Fishing Observer Fund (rescission)............ -350 .- .- +350 ---
Digital TV Transition Public Safety Fund (rescission}. -4,300 --- - +4,300 .-
DOJ, Working Capital Fund (rescission)................ -40,000 -26,000 -26,000 +14,000 .-
DGJ, Assets Forfeiture Fund {rescission).............. -675,000 -675,000 -675,000 --- ...
FBI, Salaries and expenses (rescission)............... . -162,226 - .- +162,226
US Marshals Service,salaries and expenses {rescission} -2,200 -14,400 - +2,200 +14,400
ATF (rescissSion) ... ...t i i - -12,400 s --- +12,400
ATF Violent Crime Reduction Program (rescission)...... --- -1,028 -1,028 -1,028 ---
DEA, Salaries and expenses (rescission)............... -10,000 -15,600 --- +10,000 +15,600
FPS, Buildings and facilities (rescission)............ -45,000 -75,000 -64,700 -19,700 +10,300
Violence against women prevention and prosecution
programs {rescission).......... ..ot -15,000 -6,000 -12,000 +3,000 -6,000
Office of Justice programs (rescission)............... -55,000 -43,000 -43,000 +12,000 ---
Community oriented policing services {rescission)..... -23,605 -12,200 -12,200 +11,405 .-
NASA (resCission) . .. . i s -30,000 . .- +30,000 .-
Total, title V, Rescissions..................... -905,905 -1,042,854 -833,928 +71,977 +208,926
Grand total. . . . e 60,003,742 60,423,622 60,046,742 +43,000 -376,880
Appropriations. .. ... .. e {60,709,647) (61,466,476) (60,880,670) (+171,023) (-585,806)
RESCISSTONS . .o i i i e (-905,905) (-1,042,854) (-833,928) {(+71,977) (+208,928)
Disaster relief category....... . ... ... ... ... . .. ... {200,000) .- --- (-200,000) -
(by transfer) ... ... ... . e 118,098 494,064 128,064 +9,966 -366,000
(transfer out) -128,064 -128,064 -9,966 P
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Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I want to start out first and foremost
by thanking my colleague and the
chairman of the subcommittee, FRANK
WoLF, for continuing to be a model
chairman for the Appropriations Sub-
committee. He is a professional; he’s
principled, and he has involved us, the
minority, in every level of the distribu-
tions as we’ve developed this bill.

I would also like to thank my staff
and the committee staff on both the
majority and minority side for their
work on this bill, along with all those
who have had input in it.

O 1420

Now I start out in this process with a
number of priorities. First and fore-
most in the science arena, neuro-
science. And I want to thank the chair-
man—I will speak about it in some de-
tail in a minute—but for his collabora-
tion and this effort around brain re-
search.

Manufacturing. We will talk about
the support in this bill, the hundreds of
millions of dollars to continue to posi-
tion our country in terms of manufac-
turing. We now lead the world in manu-
facturing, and we want to continue
that, but we have real competition
that we have to contend with.

And then also in the area of steering
our young people away from antisocial
activity, youth mentoring. And the
chairman, in the chairman’s mark, as
passed in the subcommittee and the
full committee, and as we bring this
bill to the floor, again makes signifi-
cant improvements in our investment
around youth mentoring.

So let me start with the Department
of Commerce. There are healthy fund-
ing levels for research at NIST, the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, and for the NOAA satellite pro-
grams, which are so important to our
weather forecasting challenges as a Na-
tion.

In the chairman’s mark, he very
wisely rejected the proposed cuts that
were going to be made in both the tech-
nical capabilities and the personnel at
the National Weather Service, includ-
ing air quality and the tsunami warn-
ing system and wind profile measure-
ments, in which we’ve already invested
tens of millions of dollars as a Nation.

The bill provides funding at or near
the requested level for the Department
of Justice law enforcement agencies,
including an increase above the request
for the FBI and to augment its capa-
bilities in terms of cyberinvestigation
and surveillance. I know that all of the
members of the committee and all of
the Members of the House understand
the very significant challenges that the
country faces in terms of cybersecu-
rity. And the chairman has appro-
priately focused resources in that re-
gard.

The bill provides an increase for the
Office on Violence Against Women
grant programs. Of course these are
programs that we are dealing with the
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authorization of in a different part of
our processes, but they are very impor-
tant in terms of support for women
who face abuse. And also, there’s a
small increase for Crime Victims Fund
programs.

The chairman’s mark in the bill, as
passed from the full committee, pro-
vides a healthy increase for the Na-
tional Science Foundation, the world’s
premiere national entity focused on
basic scientific research.

The bill makes a strong commit-
ment, as the chairman has noted, to
NASA science and also fully funds the
James Webb Space Telescope and
makes a significant investment in
commercial crew and in space tech-
nology. And even though I don’t go as
far as the chairman, I do support the
idea that we need to move as rapidly as
possible to this new focus on having
American enterprise compete for op-
portunities to participate fully and at
a much more cost-effective level in
terms of our space exploration. The bill
makes a significant increase in terms
of future robotic missions to Mars, and
we make a requirement in the language
that this be part of a sample return
mission, as the National Academy of
Sciences’ report indicates.

Due in some part to the limits on the
allocation, there are a number of areas
in the bill which we should try to im-
prove as we move through this process.
And we’ll hear some of that in the
amendment process, and we will do as
much as we can in the conference proc-
ess that will follow. But because this
bill is based on the Ryan budget, it is
less than the Senate counterpart,
which was moved out of committee $731
million higher in its allocation. This
will have to be reconciled in this proc-
ess.

I hope that as we go about that, we
can look at the EDA, the Economic De-
velopment Administration, and look at
the Census Bureau. And most impor-
tantly, to me, the Legal Services Cor-
poration and the COPS program are
areas where I hope that we are able to
raise to additional levels of funding.
The State and local grant programs
also take a significant decrease off of
what we would hope that they could be.

But I want to focus a little bit of my
comments on the fact that in full com-
mittee, there were a number of non-
financial items added to the bill. One
related to firearms, another related to
swimming pool regulations for the dis-
abled. There are always going to be dis-
agreements around regulatory issues,
but I'm not sure that this bill is the ap-
propriate place. In fact, I would sug-
gest that this bill is not the appro-
priate place to try to reconcile those
issues. And I'm sure that as we move
through, there will be additional input
as to how we might deal with this ques-
tion.

But let me talk in some detail for a
minute about some of the great initia-
tives that I think we were able to come
to agreement on. And again, I want to
thank the chairman and the staff. For
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our country and for my caucus, there’s
nothing more important than manufac-
turing. And we see that the Manufac-
turing Extension Partnership receives
$128 million, with a special carve-out
for the National Innovative Market-
place, a Web-like portal that will help
our manufacturers compete for manu-
facturing initiatives at the Federal
level. I think it’s very important. The
$21 million requested by the President
was met in this bill for a new Advanced
Manufacturing Technology Consortia
program at NIST. And also, we provide
$149 million to the National Science
Foundation for their advanced manu-
facturing initiative.

We continue a program authorized
under the America COMPETES Act
that we funded last year to help small
manufacturers bring technology onto
the plant floor. And I would note that
the chairman held, as his last hearing,
a hearing on manufacturing. And I
think it really brought light to the
subject of what the country can and
needs to do in terms of helping our
manufacturers compete with competi-
tors abroad and much larger countries
that are trying to overtake us in terms
of manufacturing.

I would like to personally thank the
chairman for fully funding the Office of
Science and Technology Policy in the
White House, which has taken the lead
in this neuroscience initiative that has
been a bipartisan agreement to really
try to build a collaboration of Federal
agencies focused on some of the chal-
lenges that we have in terms of brain
research, Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, au-
tism, and addiction, which is a big
issue for the chairman of our full com-
mittee, Chairman ROGERS, and for
many of the people that we represent.
There are issues related to traumatic
brain injury affecting our veterans. So
this collaboration is critically impor-
tant, and I want to thank the chairman
for fully funding that office, which is
leading this effort, and the other im-
portant work that it does.

There is a lot more that I could say.
Let me conclude, however, because
we’re going to spend a long time on the
floor, and I will have plenty of chances
to speak about the Youth Mentoring
Initiative, which funds a variety of na-
tional groups that do work. But I think
the shining light at the very top of the
pyramid is the Boys & Girls Clubs,
with some 4,000 clubs all across our
country, on all of our military bases,
and also in sovereign Native American
reservations and lands, working with
over 4 million young people, along with
Big Brothers and Big Sisters and a
number of other organizations which
work to help American youth move in
positive directions in their lives.

So I think that the bill that we bring
to the House, even though it is not the
bill in every respect that I would
bring—and obviously there is room for
improvement, and that’s the part of
the process that we’ll go through on
the floor and in conference—this is a
bill that had complete unanimous, bi-
partisan support out of subcommittee
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and was voice-voted out of the full
committee. And I am happy to join my
colleague, the chairman, as we present
it now for House action.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS), the chairman
of the full committee.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank
the chairman for yielding the time.

I rise in strong support of this bill.
This bill, the first for fiscal ’13, marks
one of the earliest starts to the appro-
priations process in recent memory,
which is a good sign for moving all 12
bills before the September 30 end of the
fiscal year.
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I look forward to an open and trans-
parent process as we consider each of
the bills, staying faithful to our com-
mitment to smart, reduced levels of
spending to help do our part in control-
ling the Federal deficit.

I want to especially commend Chair-
man WOLF, Ranking Member FATTAH,
members of the subcommittee, and my
colleague and ranking member, NORM
Dicks, and all of the staff who have
hard work invested in this bill.

The Appropriations Committee has
held more than 100 hearings and brief-
ings since January, which helps us de-
termine the best use of limited tax dol-
lars that we must spread out over a
great number of vital Federal pro-
grams, services, and Agencies. The
Commerce, Justice, and Science Appro-
priations bill is in line with the House-
passed budget resolution. It totals $51.1
billion, which is $1.6 billion below cur-
rent level and below the pre-stimulus,
pre-bailout level of 2008.

Within this total, the committee
prioritized programs and services that:

One, protect our people from threats
at home, abroad, and in cyberspace;

Two, that maintain the competitive-
ness of American industry and busi-
nesses; and,

Three, that encourage the scientific
research that has kept America at the
forefront of the world in innovation.

Some of these critical investments
include $8.3 billion for the FBI; $468
million for the International Trade Ad-
ministration; $830 million for the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology; and $2.4 billion for the Drug
Enforcement Agency. In addition, this
bill includes various provisions to pro-
mote freedom and liberty, while also
fulfilling our moral obligation to the
most vulnerable among us. The bill
helps to uphold our Second Amend-
ment rights; prevent violence against
women; help victims of trafficking, and
missing and exploited children; and
bring under control our country’s fast-
est-growing drug threat—the abuse of
prescription drugs—which the CDC has
now labeled a national epidemic.

We were able to fund these programs
at adequate, responsible levels while
cutting spending—including termi-
nating 37 duplicative, unnecessary, or
lower-priority programs.
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Not all of these decisions were easy
to make, and I know many of my col-
leagues will have amendments to offer
as we debate the bill. But I am proud of
the work that this committee and this
subcommittee has done to ensure re-
sponsibility and sustainability in these
Federal budgets. While making impor-
tant reductions that curtail unneces-
sary overhead and wasteful inefficien-
cies, this bill makes judicious and sen-
sible investments in programs that
make America the great Nation that it
is, an America that’s safe and secure,
an America that leads the way in sci-
entific development and innovation,
and an America that helps get its peo-
ple back to work.

I urge my colleagues to support the
bill, and I thank the chairman for
yielding.

Mr. FATTAH. I yield such time as he
may consume to the ranking member
of the full committee, the gentleman
from Washington State (Mr. DICKS).

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Ranking Member FATTAH for yielding
to me and for his hard work on this im-
portant bill.

As we begin the floor consideration
of the first of the 2013 appropriations
bills, I would like to state as a preface
that I regret the majority’s decision to
not abide by the bipartisan Budget
Control Act. Reducing the overall allo-
cation for fiscal year 2013 by an addi-
tional $19 billion I think is both unnec-
essary and economically unwise. I be-
lieve the reduced discretionary alloca-
tion in the Ryan budget threatens to
stall economic growth and job cre-
ation, and in the near term it intro-
duces uncertainty in our appropria-
tions process that might imperil our
ability to produce these bills in a time-
ly manner.

That said, I remain committed to
working collaboratively with the ma-
jority as we continue through the ap-
propriations process this year because I
remain cautiously optimistic that this
reduced allocation is merely tem-
porary. At the end of the process, I be-
lieve the House and Senate will come
to an agreement that reflects the
Budget Control Act level of $1.047 tril-
lion rather than the level of $1.028 tril-
lion that is based on the Ryan budget.

With regard to the bill before us, I
want to thank Chairman WOLF, Rank-
ing Member FATTAH, Chairman ROG-
ERS, and their staffs for their hard
work on this bill. The majority worked
closely with our side to put this bill to-
gether, and there were many issues on
which we were able to reach agree-
ment.

While the level of funding in this bill
may not be as low as a strict propor-
tional reduction based on the Ryan
budget, it is nevertheless not adequate
to meet the needs in some areas. In
comparison, the CJS bill in the other
body has passed through committee
with only one dissenting vote, and it is
$731 million higher than the House al-
location. Clearly, there is significant
bipartisan support for this higher allo-
cation.
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The House bill contains several fund-
ing levels that will be difficult for
Democrats to support. The COPS hir-
ing program is cut by 76 percent, even
as State and local budgets continue to
recover from historic losses in revenue.
The Legal Services Corporation is also
cut when it should be getting an in-
crease, as has been proposed by the
President and supported in the other
body.

I'm also concerned that some impor-
tant NOAA programs have been cut, in
part to pay for necessary new sat-
ellites. While I support the develop-
ment and deployment of new satellites,
it is important that we find a way to
pay for them without making such
drastic reductions in other important
NOAA programs.

Let me state that there were some
very positive aspects of this bill. In
particular, I want to thank the chair-
man and ranking member for funding
the Pacific Coast Salmon Recovery
Fund at this year’s enacted level and
for once again funding an increase to
the Mitchell Act program. These are
vitally important programs in the Pa-
cific Northwest.

I'm also pleased that the sub-
committee mark contains $6.4 million
for research in ocean acidification. The
measurable increase in acidity in the
world’s oceans is already having an
economic effect on the shellfish indus-
try in the Pacific Northwest, inter-
fering with the formation of the shells
of oysters, mussels, clams, and other
organisms, such as phytoplankton.

I also appreciate that this bill pro-
vides significant increases for our Fed-
eral law enforcement agencies, espe-
cially an additional $23 million for the
FBI to investigate cyberintrusions.
The bill also includes an important in-
crease in funding for youth mentoring
programs, which provide crucial sup-
port to at-risk youth in underserved
communities and also to military kids,
many of whom are struggling to adapt
to the multiple deployments of one or
both parents.

I want to echo the words of Ranking
Member FATTAH about the Boys and
Girls Club of America. I find that the
Boys and Girls Club have been one of
the outstanding organizations and have
done so much to help youth with their
after-school programs.

I thank the gentleman, again, for
yielding to me.

Mr. WOLF. I yield such time as he
may consume to the chairman of the
full Committee on Science, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL).

Mr. HALL. I, of course, rise in sup-
port of H.R. 5326, the Commerce, Jus-
tice, Science, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act 2013. This bill includes
over $30 billion for four key agencies
under the Science, Space, and Tech-
nology Committee’s jurisdiction: the
National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, the National Science
Foundation, the National Institute of
Standards and Technology, and the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration.
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It’s a very strong bill, and I want to
commend the gentleman from Virginia,
Chairman WOLF, for his continued pas-
sionate support for science and space
issues in a challenging fiscal environ-
ment. Mr. WOLF is a true champion of
science, and this bill is reflective of
that. I also appreciate Chairman
WoLF’s work to address my concerns
and priorities as chairman of the
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee, and want to highlight a few
specific areas of importance to us in
this bill.
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With regards to NASA, this legisla-
tion recognizes the budget realities
that we must confront by responsibly
imposing measured reductions across
the Agency’s portfolio. Importantly,
this bill maintains development of a
new heavy-lift launch system and crew
capsule. It maintains a healthy space
science enterprise, continues to sup-
port innovative aeronautics research,
and funds the administration’s com-
mercial crew program at the author-
ized level of $500 million. Our com-
mittee will continue to provide over-
sight on the commercial crew program
and work with the appropriators to
support a program that has the best
chance to succeed on schedule, with ap-
propriate safeguards for the crew, and
with the best use of taxpayer dollars.

With regards to the National Science
Foundation, the modest increase for
the Foundation is appropriate, as basic
research and development play a crit-
ical role in our economic success. I
strongly encourage NSF to broadly use
this funding for fundamental research
which keeps the United States at the
very leading edge of discovery and not
to blur this essential role with other
initiatives that are best left to the pri-
vate sector.

Chairman WOLF has also worked to
sustain the programs of the National
Institute of Standards and Technology,
NIST, that directly benefit our Na-
tion’s competitiveness. The critical
link between fundamental measure-
ment science and our economic success
allows NIST to innovate new ways to
help U.S. companies excel within a
global marketplace and create high-
paying jobs.

With respect to NOAA, I thank
Chairman WOLF for his continued
strong support and oversight of
NOAA’s satellite programs and for his
efforts to restore balance to NOAA'’s
research portfolio. The bill does this, in
part, by redirecting the administra-
tion’s proposed significant increases
for climate science to higher priority
weather research that will help to pro-
tect lives and property through im-
proved severe-weather forecasting.
This topic is important to all regions
of our Nation and, most recently, to
northeast Texas, where an outbreak of
tornadoes and severe weather in April
caused significant damage to homes
and property, including in my home
county in Royse City. Regarding these
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weather research priorities, I hope to
work with you as the bill moves to con-
ference to preserve and enhance this
particular NOAA priority.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY,

Washington, DC, April 17, 2012.

Hon. FRANK WOLF,

Chairman, Commerce, Justice, Science and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Sub-
committee, House Appropriations Com-
mittee, U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN WOLF: On April 2, Presi-
dent Obama delivered a speech highly crit-
ical of the recently passed House Republican
budget. The speech included the direct and
serious charge that approval of the Repub-
lican budget will result in degraded storm
warnings. Specifically, the President stated:

“Over time, our weather forecasts would
become less accurate because we wouldn’t be
able to afford to launch new satellites. And
that means governors and mayors would
have to wait longer to order evacuations in
the event of a hurricane.”

I object to the President’s characterization
of this issue, and believe it is important that
we set the record straight with respect to the
origin, outlook, and mitigating options asso-
ciated with the potential weather satellite
data gap referenced by the President. More
importantly, I would like to work with you
in our respective leadership roles on the rel-
evant authorizing and appropriating Com-
mittees to redirect questionable priorities in
the President’s budget and place a greater
emphasis on saving lives and property
through improved weather forecasting. Re-
cent tornado outbreaks across the country—
including in and around my Congressional
district and Northeast Texas—serve as a re-
minder of the importance of accurate and
timely severe storm forecasts.

As you know, the Science, Space, and
Technology Committee’s fiscal year 2013
(FY13) Views and Estimates (V&E) commu-
nicated general concerns with and rec-
ommendations regarding the President’s
budget request for the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). These
views were delivered to the Budget Com-
mittee on March 9, 2012. However, in light of
the President’s remarks, as well as NOAA’s
failure to send Congress its budget until
March 19—ten days after the Budget Com-
mittee V&E deadline—I believe it is impor-
tant to reiterate and expand upon key con-
cerns with the President’s budget.

Regarding the President’s suggestion that
the Republican budget will result in a sat-
ellite data gap, the Committee views explic-
itly addressed this issue, noting:

[TThe Committee remains extremely con-
cerned about the potential for a data gap be-
tween the time that NPP expires and the
first JPSS satellite is launched in 2018. Fur-
thermore, the Committee does not agree
with NOAA’s characterization of the gap as a
result of insufficient funding in prior fiscal
years. For years, this program and its prede-
cessor have been plagued with cost over-
runs, poor management, agency infighting,
technical problems and contractor mistakes.
The program restructuring in 2010 increased
costs and delayed the program schedule. Fur-
thermore, in the two years since the Admin-
istration announced the separation of the
original program, NOAA has not re-baselined
the JPSS budget as required under P.L. 110-
161 and P.L. 109-155. This inaction and delay
is troubling, and significantly hinders the
Committee’s ability to conduct proper over-
sight and undertake a complete assessment
of the program’s future. Additionally, the
Committee is extremely concerned that
NOAA has not developed a viable plan for ac-
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quiring necessary data if the gap material-
izes as expected. The Committee rec-

ommends an immediate focus on such an ef-
fort and believes that any such plan should
be developed in a scientific manner, utilizing
the resources and expertise of other NOAA
line offices.

These concerns remain and provide impor-
tant context to the President’s misleading
charges. Additionally, it is important to
note that while the Joint Polar Satellite
System the President refers to is a key com-
ponent of two- to five-day forecasts, signifi-
cant increases in warning times for torna-
does must come from better models, ad-
vanced radar technology, and more measure-
ments from ground-based and aerial sensors
that directly measure wind speed, direction,
temperature and moisture. These relatively
inexpensive Earth-bound observing and com-
puting systems provide the most vital infor-
mation for severe storm forecasting, and are
unfortunately the types of systems President
Obama is actually proposing to cut.

Finally, I believe the President’s request
misses critical opportunities to advance
much higher priority weather-related re-
search and technology development that will
increase the accuracy and timeliness of se-
vere storm forecasting, ultimately improv-
ing protection of American lives and prop-
erty. Instead, the Administration has chosen
to direct virtually all of its $29 million (7.6
percent) increase for Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Research to climate research. In fact,
proposed FY 2013 climate spending of $213
million is over $60 million more than the
level approved by your Subcommittee in last
year’s House-passed appropriations bill.

Simply diverting some of this increase for
climate research to research on Earth-based
observing systems and development of
weather forecasting innovations would
greatly improve allocation of taxpayer re-
sources and pay important dividends to the
country. In particular, I recommend a shift
of funding of $13 million to the President’s
anemic weather research request of less than
$70 million for the following four areas:

1. Unmanned Aircraft Systems ($6 million),
which will allow for testing and use of in-
struments to significantly enhance atmos-
pheric observations, particularly in severe
weather such as hurricanes and tornadoes.

2. Graphic Processing Unit (GPU) super-
computing R&D ($5 million) to enable weath-
er forecast models to run much faster and
more accurately with significantly greater
detail.

3. Weather radar advanced algorithm and
software development ($2 million) to maxi-
mize the utility and use of new dual-polar-
ization radar hardware capabilities.

4. Observing System Simulation Experi-
ments (OSSEs $3 million) to objectively and
quantitatively assess the potential benefit of
alternative weather data systems to improve
global weather prediction, hurricane track
intensity and forecasting, tornado warning
times, and the prediction of local severe
storm outbreaks. At a recent SST Com-
mittee hearing, a broad cross-section of
stakeholders recommended NOAA fund
OSSEs to better guide weather data system
decision-making and also inform options as-
sociated with minimizing the loss of forecast
accuracy in the event of continued satellite
launch delays and resulting gaps.

Although I support maintaining resources
for important climate research activities
such as the National Integrated Drought In-
formation System, I would also recommend
an additional shifting of funding of $10 mil-
lion from climate research to the National
Weather Service to fund observing systems
such as the NOAA Profiler Network and the
National Mesonet. These on-the-ground sys-
tems have already proven vital for providing



May 8, 2012

data increasing the accuracy of short-term
weather forecasts and severe storm warn-
ings.

Taken together, these initiatives, with a
small relative cost paid for by simply divert-
ing a portion of the President’s requested in-
crease for climate research, could provide
tremendous returns in terms of lives saved,
out-year budget savings and the avoidance of
billions of dollars in property loss and dam-
age.

gThank you for considering this important
request. I look forward to working closely
with you as you develop and advance the
FY13 Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies appropriations legislation.

Sincerely,
REP. RALPH M. HALL,
Chairman.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlelady from the
great State of Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) who
is a senior member of the House Appro-
priations Committee.

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank Ranking Mem-
ber FATTAH for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I reluctantly rise
today to oppose the fiscal year 2013
Commerce, Justice, Science and Re-
lated Agencies appropriations bill, but
I want to commend Chairman WOLF
and Ranking Member FATTAH for their
truly diligent work on this bill.

The bipartisanship shown during the
markup of the bill was remarkable in
today’s political climate and a tribute
to both Members’ willingness to com-
promise in order to move legislation
forward, doing the work we were sent
here to do.

I would also like to thank the Appro-
priations staff for their hard work on
the first fiscal year 2013 bill the House
will consider. From my perspective,
the Appropriations staff is the hardest
working committee staff in Congress
and deserves recognition for all their
efforts.

Mr. Chairman, the legislation we are
considering today fails to make the
necessary investments to promote eco-
nomic growth in jobs across this coun-
try. It also fails to provide significant
resources for law enforcement officials,
particularly local law enforcement, as
they face difficulties from austerity
cutbacks by State and local govern-
ments.

The total funding for this bill is the
result of the Republican Ileadership
breaking the agreement made in the
Budget Control Act. The agreed-upon
funding levels were an attempt to get
our fiscal house in order in a fair and
balanced way. It is unfortunate that
the Republicans are going back on
their word and slashing funding for
programs that create jobs and support
law enforcement.

Importantly, funding cutbacks for
the Economic Development Adminis-
tration fail to meet President Obama’s
request for that important initiative to
strengthen America’s manufacturing
base.

In addition, the underlying bill fails
to provide State and local law enforce-
ment with the Federal support they de-
serve. Cutting nearly $400 million from
State and local programs at the De-
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partment of Justice is not only unac-
ceptable but dangerous, in my view.

A particular concern for me is the
lack of resources provided to meet the
President’s request for additional fund-
ing to combat financial and mortgage
fraud. The President requested addi-
tional resources for the FBI, the Crimi-
nal Division, Civil Division, Civil
Rights Division, and U.S. Attorneys.
Less than half of the funding requested
for the FBI is provided in this bill. No
other funding is provided to investigate
and prosecute financial and mortgage
fraud.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. FATTAH. I yield the gentlelady
an additional 30 seconds.

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman.

Let me just state for the record that
the average return on investment for
one corporate fraud agent was approxi-
mately $54 million over the last 3 years
in fines and restitution that they get
back for our taxpayers because of their
work. What a tremendous return on in-
vestment that is for every taxpayer
dollar, recovering those funds from
combating financial and mortgage
fraud makes total common sense.

Finally, I oppose the provision in the
bill that repeals existing prohibitions
on reductions in force at NASA. There
was an agreement we reached as a Con-
gress on how to do that. This bill does
not conform to that restructuring pro-
posal.

For these reasons, I oppose the bill in
its current form and, again, commend
Chairman WOLF and Ranking Member
FATTAH for bringing us to this point.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the

gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
KINZINGER).
Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr.

Chairman, I rise today for the purpose
of a colloquy with the chairman to dis-
cuss the importance of assessing our
global competitiveness in manufac-
turing through an online tool that will
calculate the costs of manufacturing in
the United States versus overseas. I
would like to recognize and thank the
chairman for including the online man-
ufacturing tool in last year’s Com-
merce, Justice, and Science Appropria-
tions Act.

On the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, we’ve been working to find
ways to highlight the shift in U.S.
manufacturing competitiveness. Ac-
cording to a recent analysis by the
Boston Consulting Group, China’s over-
whelming manufacturing cost advan-
tage is shrinking, and by 2015, the cost
gap between the United States and
China will virtually close.

Companies need to reassess their
manufacturing strategy with a rig-
orous analysis of the costs for manu-
facturing overseas compared to the
cost in the United States. I'm excited
by the online tool that will be devel-
oped by the Department of Commerce
to assist U.S. companies in deter-
mining the costs of manufacturing
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overseas, and I commend the chairman
for his work in promoting U.S. com-
petitiveness.

Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. I yield to
the gentleman.

Mr. WOLF. I want to thank you, Mr.
KINZINGER, for your work and for bring-
ing up this important topic.

The Department of Commerce can
play a pivotal role in educating compa-
nies on the benefits of manufacturing
in the U.S. We need to ensure that the
Department is using innovative tools
such as online calculators to assist
companies. This online tool has the po-
tential to not only educate companies
but also provide clarity in advantages
and disadvantages of manufacturing in
the U.S.

Also, I think people ought to know
this is not only a tool; this is almost a
moral issue. We just went through and
had hearings with Congressman CHRIS
SMITH when Congress was away. The
country of China had Chen and beat up
his wife and did a lot of other things.
So not only is it this issue, it is a
moral issue. And Apple, if you have an
iPad, it is made in China; iPhone, made
in China; iPod, made in China, and
those jobs ought to be coming home.
So we also have language in there to
provide for grants to repatriate, to
bring these jobs back.

China is a trouble. They have a one-
child policy. Fifty million men cannot
find wives. They have corruption in the
military, and they are unraveling. And
this is a great opportunity, using this
tool, but just for the American manu-
facturers to come home, to come back
to the United States. So I thank the
gentleman for raising the issue.

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Reclaim-
ing my time, I thank you and I look
forward to it, and I appreciate your
leadership on this issue.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Chairman, I am
glad there is a recognition of the im-
portance of manufacturing, and the
chairman has done a yeoman’s job in
making sure we, in a number of ways,
attack this.

I would like to yield 3 minutes to my
colleague on the committee, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SERRANO).
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Mr. SERRANO. I thank the gen-
tleman for the time.

First of all, I'd like to congratulate
Chairman WOLF and Ranking Member
FATTAH for their work, but especially
for their continued desire to work to-
gether, to work in a bipartisan fashion
to bring about this bill that’s on the
floor today.

Now, for those of us on our side, we
know that there are folks on the other
side that speak only about budget cuts,
but when it comes to Chairman WOLF,
there is a desire to balance the desire
of having those budget cuts along with
making sure that these bills in fact ac-
complish servicing the American peo-
ple.

So I stand ready with the ranking
member to be supportive of this bill,
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with the understanding that there are
two things that have to happen that
are very serious to that final vote. One
of them is a continued commitment
that as this process goes along we will
work to make the bill better than it is
now, and that we will work to remedy
those situations that exist within the
bill now that need to be taken care of.

Secondly, that in the large and, per-
haps, vast amendment process that we
will have—which is a good sign of being
able to have this kind of an open rule—
the bill doesn’t get brought back to a
situation where some of us cannot be
supportive of it. I single out, for in-
stance, just two agencies that need bet-
terment, and not necessarily to be de-
stroyed. That’s the Census Bureau and
the Legal Services Corporation. Both
of those agencies serve a vital purpose
in our society. They come under heavy
attack on so many occasions. I think
it’s important to know that many of us
will be looking to make sure that we
don’t step back even further than the
bill speaks to now on these two agen-
cies, and as I said before, that we work
jointly to make the bill even better
than it is today, but understanding
fully the work that Chairman WOLF
and Ranking Member FATTAH have
done during this period of time is im-
portant to me and important to many
members of this committee, and of the
whole House.

Mr. WOLF. I yield to the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. YODER) for such time
as he may consume.

Mr. YODER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the Commerce-Jus-
tice-Science 2013 appropriations bill,
our first appropriations bill of the up-
coming fiscal year. I'd like to com-
mend the chairman and Members of
both parties in their efforts to put to-
gether some bipartisan reforms in this
legislation, and also to find ways to re-
duce spending to get our national debt
back in line.

Like many Americans, I am con-
cerned about the national debt crisis
facing this country—almost $16 trillion
now in national debt that we’ve racked
up; that is a factor now—and the eco-
nomic decisions we have to make every
day in this country. It will be a burden
that we’ll pass on to our kids and
grandkids for generations to come. So
any opportunities that we have to re-
duce spending and find ways to get our
budget back in line should be supported
by this Congress as we attempt to be-
come fiscally responsible.

We’ve had a spending epidemic in
this city for far too long, many times
not finding any cure on this House
floor and no support for reducing
spending. So I want to commend the
committee for actually reducing spend-
ing in this legislation below the 2008
levels, below the pre-stimulus levels, to
try to put us back on a track towards
fiscal responsibility.

It used to be in Washington the idea
that a spending cut was not getting the
amount of increase that you requested.
You requested a 3 percent increase, you
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only got a 2 percent increase, and an
agency felt they were cut. So we’re
turning that on its head. We’re chang-
ing the course of business in this town
and actually reducing spending from
one year to the next, and it’s a good
first start. Certainly, there are many
miles to go and additional reductions
to make in all areas, but this legisla-
tion heads us in the right direction,
and it does so in a responsible way. Not
only does the legislation reduce spend-
ing, but it re-prioritizes spending to
those things that have the greatest
value to the American people and make
the greatest impact on the economic
challenges our country is facing.

Not only does it increase support for
the FBI and different law enforcement
agencies, but it also supports the Na-
tional Science Foundation with an in-
crease in spending, the Commerce De-
partment, and our Trade and Patent
Offices, those types of bottleneck agen-
cies that make a difference on whether
small business owners, entrepreneurs
can create jobs and grow and expand
the economy.

So we need to get Washington out of
the way and create these efficiencies,
and this legislation goes in the right
direction towards cleaning up some of
those problems and supporting the pro-
grams that have the greatest impact
by re-prioritizing spending.

So if you’re focused like I am on re-
ducing spending, like many Americans
are on this national debt crisis, but
you also want to see Washington spend
less resources on endless bureaucracy
in Washington, D.C., and more on the
types of programs that help Americans
back home, this is the right type of
legislation; it strikes the right balance.

My hope is that the two political par-
ties can work together to support this
legislation. Let’s get it moving. And
let’s start producing the types of prior-
ities and the types of bills that the
American people want to see us con-
tinue to work on, continue to see us be
productive on, working together to re-
duce the national debt, reduce spend-
ing, but finding ways to re-prioritize
spending on those things that matter
most.

I'd like to commend the chairman
and the committee for working to-
gether.

Mr. FATTAH. I would note that the
chairman and I are both in a signifi-
cant minority on this floor in voting
for the Bowles-Simpson proposal, so
we’re for a balanced fiscal approach,
but we also know that we have to make
important investments.

I yield such time as he may consume
to the gentleman from the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts (Mr. KEATING)
to enter into a colloquy on an impor-
tant matter related to marine science.

Mr. KEATING. I thank the gen-
tleman from Virginia for his leadership
and his willingness to preserve re-
sources for marine mammal stranding
response in the fiscal year 2013 Com-
merce-Justice-Science appropriations
bill.
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I understand that the House Report
112-463 includes language encouraging
NOAA to maintain funding for essen-
tial marine mammal stranding grants.
The competitive Prescott Marine Mam-
mal Rescue Assistance grant program
is a cost-effective, community-oriented
program that works with stranded
mammals, enables the collection of
data to prevent future strandings, and
deals with the practical dilemma com-
munities face with beached dolphins
weighing 200 to 500 pounds, as well as
with right whales.

Based on conversations with the
chairman and ranking member, I will
not be offering my amendment speci-
fying this grant at this time. I look
forward, rather, to working with the
gentleman from Virginia towards in-
serting this language in conference.

Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEATING. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. WOLF. I thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts for raising the
issue, and I promise we will work with
him and our colleagues in the Senate
during the conference to ensure an ade-
quate level of funding for this program.

Mr. WOLF. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I yield 2 minutes to
my fraternity brother, the gentleman
representing the great State of Michi-
gan (Mr. CLARKE) to talk about the im-
portance of science and STEM-related
education.

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Thank
you, Chairman WoLF and Ranking
Member FATTAH, members of the great-
est fraternity there is.

As a member of the Science, Space,
and Technology Committee that au-
thorizes the National Science Founda-
tion, I wanted to thank the leaders of
this budget for fully funding the Na-
tional Science Foundation’s education
budget according to the President’s
recommendation. This is going to help
us provide more education to our
young people, especially youth from
the inner city, who very rarely get a
chance to be educated in the areas of
science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics, because this is the only
way—one of the most powerful ways—
that our young people can get the edu-
cation and training that they need to
get good-paying jobs.

This funding in this budget will help
centers such as the Detroit Science
Center better reach out to these young
people. And we’re looking forward to
the soon reopening of the Detroit
Science Center. Again, we thank this
budget for the support of the National
Science Foundation, which will be able
to help provide resources on a competi-
tive basis to centers around the coun-
try such as the Detroit Science Center.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. On behalf of the Demo-
crats, I yield back the balance of our
time. We have no further speakers.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.
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Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Chair, | am in
strong support for funding the National Sea
Grant College Program in H.R. 5326, making
appropriations for the Departments of Com-
merce and Justice, Science, and Related
Agencies for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2013, and for other purposes.

First, | want to commend the Administration
and my colleagues in the Congress for not
making any significant budgetary changes for
our National Sea Grant College Program, or
Sea Grant, given our budget limitations and
push for fiscal responsibility.

The National Sea Grant College Program,
through the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, continues to play a significant
role in the stewardship of our lakes and
oceans. Our coastal communities have contin-
ued to work closely with Sea Grant's national
network of more than 30 universities in all
parts of the U.S, including our Territories. Like
our land-grant universities, Sea Grant con-
ducts research, training, and extended
science-based projects that are beneficial for
the conservation and use of our aquatic and
coastal resources. | strongly believe that we
as a nation are not investing enough in Sea
Grant as we have done so with land-grant uni-
versities.

In the last decade, the U.S. has imported an
astonishing almost 20 million tons of seafood
from around the world. | feel that this is an op-
portunity, through the many training and re-
search programs by Sea Grant, we can con-
tinue to diversify and support a more sustain-
able seafood supply. Sea Grant also prepares
and supports our local communities by pro-
viding the necessary data and scientific infor-
mation so that they may be able to make
sound decisions that would provide for better
water quality, more sustainable and healthy
ecosystems, or adaptation to climate change.

| want to recognize the positive strides Sea
Grant has made not only in our Territories but
also our coastal and Great Lake states. | urge
my colleagues to support funding for our Na-
tional College Sea Grant Program.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Chair, funding for research, innovation,
and STEM education is an investment in our
future, perhaps one of the most important in-
vestments we make as a nation. China, the
European Union, and many other countries
understand this and are poised to surpass the
United States in innovation capacity and in the
creation of a highly skilled 21st century work-
force, if they have not already. According to
an analysis carried out by the Information
Technology and Innovation Foundation, the
United States ranks second to last of the 44
countries and regions analyzed in terms of
progress in innovation-based competitiveness
over the last decade. It used to be that the
world’s best and brightest flocked to our
shores. Now many of our own best and bright-
est are finding better opportunities in other
countries, and we are losing our edge in the
competition for top talent from around the
world.

In 2007, and again in 2010, the U.S. Con-
gress enacted legislation—the America COM-
PETES Act—that recognized the importance
of increased investment in research, innova-
tion, and STEM education. The funding trajec-
tories we put forth in those bills were devel-
oped while our budget situation was healthier
than it is today. While falling short of the au-
thorized levels, we nevertheless have still
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managed to come together on a bipartisan
basis with the Administration to ensure that
funding for scientific research remains rel-
atively unscathed as many other important
programs and initiatives suffer deep cuts. This
is particularly the case with the CJS bill before
us today. | want to thank Chairman WOLF,
Ranking Member FATTAH, Chairman ROGERS,
and Ranking Member DicKs and for their to
funding science and STEM education even as
they made very difficult cuts in other worthy
programs.

In particular, | want to commend the Appro-
priators for their enduring support for the Na-
tional Science Foundation. The NSF is the
only agency to fund basic research across all
of science and engineering, and its support for
education research has transformed the way
we think about teaching and learning. The re-
turns on our 65-year investment in the Na-
tional Science Foundation include such critical
discoveries as the hole in the ozone layer and
the warming of the Arctic and such inspiring
discoveries as new planets in the cosmos
above and breathtaking creatures in the deep
seas below. Our relatively modest investments
have also led to such economically important
technologies as fiber optics, the bar code,
computer-aided design, cloud computing, and
to a large extent the internet. But perhaps
NSF’s most important investment is the invest-
ment it makes in human capital—both in the
great scientists and innovators of tomorrow
and in the workforce at all level that will fill the
jobs that would not be possible without those
scientists and innovators.

While | am very pleased with the overall
funding levels proposed for NSF, | do want to
make a couple of specific comments. First, in
their report on NSF, the Appropriators raise a
few important oversight issues, especially with
respect to management of research facilities.
The Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee is undertaking a series of oversight
hearings in preparation for a reauthorization of
NSF next year. We've already held two hear-
ings this year focused solely on facilities. |
look forward to working with the Appropriators
as we refine our own guidance to the agency
through a careful and deliberative process.
Second, | remain concerned that the agency
continues to flat-fund its broadening participa-
tion programs and is now proposing a signifi-
cant cut to its informal STEM education pro-
gram even though the National Academies
found that out-of-school learning provides a
special opportunity to provide science learning
experiences for millions of students who don't
have access to such experiences in their
under-resourced schools. We can’t afford to
continue leaving behind such a large and
growing percentage of our brainpower. Given
the overall growth in the Education Directorate
proposed in this bill, | hope we can work to-
gether to ensure that NSF does not let up in
its commitment to broadening participation in
STEM.

Turning to NASA, it is clear that NASA is a
critical part of the nation’s research and devel-
opment enterprise, as well as being a source
of inspiration for our young people and a
worldwide symbol of American technological
prowess and good will. We need NASA to
succeed. While fiscal challenges require dif-
ficult decisions, those decisions should not
come at the expense of losing critical capabili-
ties.

I'm pleased to see that the House bill re-
stores a portion of the 21% cut to our plan-
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etary exploration program—a program that
has been a highly successful scientific under-
taking that has captured the imaginations of
people around the world. Planetary science
has also been an increasingly international ef-
fort, especially in plans for future Mars explo-
ration. The rationale to back out of our plans
for Mars collaborations with Europe was never
clear, and this restoration of planetary funding
provides the opportunity to resume our en-
gagement in that effort and sustain critical
U.S. capabilities.

Regarding the Commercial Crew develop-
ment program, | have witnessed the enthu-
siasm from aspiring commercial crew compa-
nies testifying before the House Science,
Space and Technology Committee and | wish
them well. But as a steward of the taxpayers’
dollars, | cannot let enthusiasm override the
need for hardheaded oversight. NASA has yet
to provide Congress with a convincing expla-
nation of why it reversed course and scrapped
its plan to use FAR-based contracts—con-
tracts that allow NASA to ensure that its safety
and performance requirements are met for
whatever systems it funds—in favor of a
agreements that cannot mandate that safety
requirements be met. We don’t have the lux-
ury of paying for a “hope for the best” strategy
that risks having us pay more down the road
the problems that inevitably arise when that
hope-based approach collides with reality.
That is why | support a commercial crew de-
velopment approach that returns to FAR-
based contracts as soon as actionable.

| am pleased that the House bill provides in-
creases for the Space Launch System and
Multi-Purpose Crew Vehicle—also known as
Orion—over the amounts in the budget re-
quest, although even these levels are signifi-
cantly below authorized amounts. It is essen-
tial that both the SLS and Orion remain on
track for planned flight tests in 2014 and 2017.
With respect to Orion, | hope that by the time
the House and Senate have completed their
negotiations on this appropriations bill, funding
for that important capability will be at least at
the level in the Senate’s Committee-passed.
We need to ensure that the development of
Orion includes sufficient funding to enable
preparations for its use as a back-up or alter-
native to commercially provided crew and
cargo transportation in a timely manner in the
event those commercial vehicle programs are
delayed.

With respect to NOAA, | am pleased to see
the CJS appropriations includes the full re-
quested level of funding for the Joint Polar
Satellite System, JPSS. It is vitally important
that during a time where every region of this
country is experiencing various extreme
weather phenomena, we ensure that we make
the needed investments in our premier weath-
er and climate observational and forecasting
tools. This year alone, this country has wit-
nessed in every region and on every coastline
some of the most extreme, record-breaking
weather events. We must ensure that Ameri-
cans are provided accurate short—and long—
term weather forecasts—forecasts that are
critical to saving lives and properties and to
making informed plans.

Finally, | am very pleased that the bill before
us today recognizes the important role that the
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology plays in fostering innovation and indus-
trial competitiveness. In this bill, NIST’s re-
search budget receives a level of funding that
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will allow it to continue its important work with
industry to advance the nation’s technology in-
frastructure. | am also pleased that the re-
search budget, along with a decision to con-
tinue robust funding for the Manufacturing Ex-
tension Partnership program and to initiate
funding for the promising Advanced Manufac-
turing Technology Consortia program, will help
U.S. manufacturers compete and flourish in
the global marketplace.

One of the keys to our ability to grow the
economy for the future lies in our ability to
spur innovation-based economic development
in regions throughout this country. The Amer-
ica COMPETES Reauthorization Act of 2010
recognized how critical regional innovation is
to our competitiveness and authorized a re-
gional innovation program at the Economic
Development Administration. This program
built on initiatives already underway at EDA,
but provided the agency with the tools and
flexibility that it needed to ensure the biggest
bang for its buck by funding the projects with
the greatest innovative potential. | am dis-
appointed that this bill does not follow the
Senate’s lead by providing a separate line
item of funding for this regional innovation pro-
gram. If our shared goal is to promote innova-
tion and economic growth, we should fund
these activities under the program that was
developed specifically with this goal in mind
and not continue to require these activities to
be funded through programs that were devel-
oped for other economic development pur-
poses.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment who has caused it to
be printed in the designated place in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those
amendments will be considered read.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5326
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2013, and for
other purposes, namely:
TITLE I
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ADMINISTRATION
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION

For necessary expenses for international
trade activities of the Department of Com-
merce provided for by law, and for engaging
in trade promotional activities abroad, in-
cluding expenses of grants and cooperative
agreements for the purpose of promoting ex-
ports of United States firms, without regard
to sections 3702 and 3703 of title 44, United
States Code; full medical coverage for de-
pendent members of immediate families of
employees stationed overseas and employees
temporarily posted overseas; travel and
transportation of employees of the Inter-
national Trade Administration between two
points abroad, without regard to section
40118 of title 49, United States Code; employ-
ment of citizens of the United States and
aliens by contract for services; rental of
space abroad for periods not exceeding 10
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yvears, and expenses of alteration, repair, or
improvement; purchase or construction of
temporary demountable exhibition struc-
tures for use abroad; payment of tort claims,
in the manner authorized in the first para-
graph of section 2672 of title 28, United
States Code, when such claims arise in for-
eign countries; not to exceed $294,300 for offi-
cial representation expenses abroad; pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for official
use abroad, not to exceed $45,000 per vehicle;
obtaining insurance on official motor vehi-
cles; and rental of tie lines, $467,737,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2014, of
which $9,439,000 is to be derived from fees to
be retained and used by the International
Trade Administration, notwithstanding sec-
tion 3302 of title 31, United States Code: Pro-
vided, That, of amounts provided under this
heading, not less than $11,400,000 shall be for
China antidumping and countervailing duty
enforcement and compliance activities: Pro-
vided further, That the provisions of the first
sentence of section 105(f) and all of section
108(c) of the Mutual Educational and Cul-
tural Exchange Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f)
and 2458(c)) shall apply in carrying out these
activities; and that for the purpose of this
Act, contributions under the provisions of
the Mutual Educational and Cultural Ex-
change Act of 1961 shall include payment for
assessments for services provided as part of
these activities.
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PETERS

Mr. PETERS. I rise to offer an
amendment on this paragraph.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $9,000,000)"".

Page 65, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $17,000,000)"".

Page 76, line 16, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1,790,000)".

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Michigan is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, there’s
a lot of talk here in Washington about
the need to cut our budget deficits; and
while that is certainly true, we also
need to be talking about another def-
icit, and that’s our country’s trade def-
icit.

Last year, the United States ran a
trade deficit of $5658 billion. If you look
just at the trade in goods, this number
jumps to an astounding $737 billion.

According to a recent report by the
Economic Policy Institute, the growth
in the U.S. trade deficit with China
alone has led to the loss of almost 3
million American jobs in the last 10
years.

Too often, the U.S. opens its markets
to foreign competition without recip-
rocal access. And while we play by the
rules here in the United States, other
countries impose unfair tariffs, duties,
and technical barriers, and even use
techniques like currency manipulation
to game international trade rules.

China aggressively uses trade poli-
cies, including currency manipulation,
to protect and subsidize their domestic
industries, while undermining Amer-
ican companies. In response to the
World Trade Organization case that the
United States brought against China,
the Chinese Government recently im-
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posed new retaliatory duties on Amer-
ican-made vehicles which are clearly in
violation of WTO requirements.

Additionally, China consistently ad-
vances policies to force technology
transfers from non-Chinese companies
and obtain the intellectual property
that drives these advanced tech-
nologies. China has also used these
policies to help gain an advantage in a
number of different industries, includ-
ing wind turbines and water purifi-
cation.

Given the aggressive actions taken
by China and other countries, we sim-
ply cannot afford not to use every tool
at our disposal to combat unfair trade
practices. This is why Representative
MIicHAUD and I have joined with our
colleagues from across the aisle, Rep-
resentatives MCCOTTER and LATOU-
RETTE, to put forward a bipartisan
amendment to fully fund the new
Interagency Trade Enforcement Cen-
ter, or ITEC.

President Obama created ITEC to en-
hance the administration’s capabilities
to proactively challenge unfair trade
practices around the world, including
in China. ITEC represents a new, ag-
gressive ‘‘whole-of-government’ ap-
proach to addressing unfair trade prac-
tices and will serve as the primary
forum within the Federal Government
for executive Departments and Agen-
cies to coordinate enforcement of
international and domestic trade rules.

It is now up to us here in Congress to
fund ITEC and give it the teeth it
needs to aggressively attack unfair and
illegal foreign practices. It is certainly
a step in the right direction that the
Appropriations Committee provided $15
million of the requested $26 million in
funding for ITEC to get it off the
ground. But with our Nation running a
half-a-trillion-dollar trade deficit, now
is not the time for half measures.

We must do everything possible to
level the playing field for American
workers and American companies. Our
budget-neutral, bipartisan amendment
will fully fund ITEC by making a small
reduction in the Cross Agency Support
in NASA, an item funded at $2.84 bil-
lion. This amounts to a reduction of
less than sixth-tenths of 1 percent for
this item. And while I certainly sup-
port NASA, this reduction does not
come from their core budget items of
education, exploration, or aeronautics.

American workers are the best in the
world, and they can out-compete any-
body, but Congress must pass legisla-
tion to ensure that they compete on a
level playing field.

Whether you believe in aggressively
moving forward with additional trade
agreements, or you believe that we
need to rethink American trade policy,
we should all agree that we cannot and
must not let foreign governments
cheat because when they do, American
workers and American firms lose.

A vote against this commonsense
amendment is a vote to allow China
and other nations to continue gaming
international trade laws. Stand up for
American workers. Fully fund ITEC,
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and vote ‘‘yes” on the Peters-McCot-
ter-Michaud-LaTourette amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCCOTTER. I move to strike the
last word.

The Acting CHAIR (Mrs. MILLER of
Michigan). The gentleman from Michi-
gan is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. McCOTTER. I rise in support of
the bipartisan Peters-McCotter-
Michaud-LaTourette amendment to
fully fund the Interagency Trade En-
forcement Center.

Common sense is afoot. I know the
novelty is frightening to many in this
Chamber. However, let us start by ex-
amining some of the premises behind
this necessary amendment.

First, despite what many claim, we
do not live in a period of time where we
have free trade. We live in a period of
time of negotiated trade; and, as such,
trade must be reciprocal, not suicidal.

The United States, throughout our
lifetimes, has been the economic en-
gine of the world. It has remained so
because we are a free people, free to en-
gage in contracts, free to engage in re-
search and development, free to inno-
vate, free to manufacture, free to show
the world what we can achieve eco-
nomically as well as politically.

What this amendment will do is
something that is a long time coming.
It is to treat other nations’ unfair
trade practices as a comprehensive
problem. No more Whack a Mole, no
more pretending the problem doesn’t
exist. What we need to do is, quite sim-
ply, take a ‘‘root and branch’ approach
to those mercantilist countries whose
own oppression leads to the lack of
necessary freedom for their people to
be able to achieve and compete with
the United States.

A refusal to support this amendment
simply shows that we will continue to
go on the same old tired path of watch-
ing the best workers and the best en-
trepreneurs in the world be cheated out
of their pursuit of prosperity, and us
all be cheated out of a healthier, more
vibrant economy.

I urge my colleagues to embrace this
bipartisanship, this common sense, so
that, together, we can strike a blow for
free and fair trade and protect Amer-
ican jobs by allowing for free and fair
competition amongst nations.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. The bill already includes
important increases for trade enforce-
ment, including $15 million for the
Interagency Trade Enforcement Cen-
ter, an increase of nearly $11 million.

We pushed Kirk to add Chinese
speakers. He wouldn’t even do it. He
wouldn’t even do it. We have pushed
him to do it.

This is a bad amendment. The offset
is a problem. Sometimes you can come
here and be for one thing but also want
to protect the other.
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The Cross Agency Support Account is
not free money that can be cut without
consequences. The committee has al-
ready extracted more than $150 million
of savings from this account relative to
fiscal year 2012, and NASA will not be
able to absorb the additional reduc-
tions through efficiencies.

NASA has already been cut. Now we
want to cut it more. These cuts will in-
clude critical programmatic functions.
These are the functions that they want
to kind of cut in there. Cybersecurity,
cybersecurity to fend off relentless at-
tacks by China. Their computers have
been hit. While NASA is a civil Agency,
much of its technology also has mili-
tary applications, and protecting this
information is a national and eco-
nomic—that area they will be taking
money from that.

Human space flight safety oversight.
We learned the hard way on the Chal-
lenger and Columbia tragedies that re-
lentless attention to safety is nec-
essary. Cuts to this account could ham-
string NASA’s efforts to minimize the
risk of loss of life or property.

Verification and validation of mis-
sion-critical software that operates the
satellites and the space station. We
spend billions of dollars on these space
projects, and those investments could
easily be wasted by fundamental soft-
ware errors if such software isn’t rigor-
ously tested.
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This account also deals with medical
support services to keep the astronauts
and ground workers healthy. Many
NASA employees work regularly in
hazardous environments, and I don’t
want to be responsible for endangering
them. The procurement account, which
is the operation of agency-wide testing,
is a big source for jobs. It funds nearly
10,000 contractor workers, and nearly
8,000 are government employees, FTEs,
who carry out these activities.

This cuts vital, important things for
NASA. If you want to cut NASA, then
you ought to cut this. If you support
sticking it to NASA and cutting
NASA—if you’re against the Orion, if
you’re against the commercial crew, if
you’re against all the things they do
for space safety—support this amend-
ment. If you want to protect NASA,
then I urge you to oppose this amend-
ment.

Lastly, I take a backseat to no one in
this body in criticizing the Chinese
Government. Frankly, this administra-
tion has been weak in aggressively
pushing with regard to trade and
things like that. We forced and urged
and told Kirk to put Chinese speakers
on. We put the money in for Chinese
speakers when they didn’t ask for it.

If you want to protect NASA, I urge
a ‘‘no” vote on the amendment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I move to strike the
last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.
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Mr. FATTAH. In part, I rise out of a
desire to have my cake and eat it, too.

I agree with the gentleman, Mr.
PETERS, that trade enforcement is
critically important. This administra-
tion has put a premium on it in that
regard, bringing case after case—the
tire case—against the Chinese. We
could go through the laundry list.
There is an $11 million increase embed-
ded in the bill, as it has come to the
floor, over last year’s appropriation. I
am not sure you can find a part of this
budget in which there has been a more
significant increase. However, it is not
at the level of what the administration
had requested.

I could support moving additional
dollars in this direction, but this tar-
get of the Cross-Agency account at
NASA, which we’re going to see re-
peated dozens of times on the floor, I
think is not the appropriate way to go.
We don’t want to rob our space agency
of the important resources it needs to
protect our astronauts, to protect its
cybersystems. We have to be careful
here.

So I would say to the gentleman
that, no matter what the result on the
amendment, I will be glad to work with
him as we go forward in the conference
to try to find additional resources for
trade enforcement. I think this admin-
istration has done a great job in fight-
ing the good fight, but they do need the
resources. The chairman has provided
$11 million in additional resources, but
if we can find a few more dollars in
that direction, I think it’s a worthy in-
vestment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. PETERS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Michigan will be

postponed.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF
GEORGIA
Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam

Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $13,748,940)"’.

Page 4, line 21, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,019,990)"".

Page 6, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,125,000)".

Page 6, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $860,670)"’.

Page 6, line 23, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,880,000)"".

Page 7, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,600,080)"".

Page 7, line 20, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,367,040)".

Page 11, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $18,635,190)"".

Page 13, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $89,051,130)"’.
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Page 13, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $89,051,130)"’.

Page 13, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $89,051,130)"’.

Page 17, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,650,000)"".

Page 21, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $3,309,660)"".

Page 22, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $383,160)"".

Page 23, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $25,901,010)"".

Page 26, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $60,000)"".

Page 27, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $343,680)"".

Page 28, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $35,654,640)"".

Page 29, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $2,701,170)’.

Page 30, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $245,550,210)"".

Page 31, line 15, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $71,895,120)".

Page 32, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $34,600,350)"".

Page 34, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $204,606,510)"’.

Page 59, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $175,500)"’.

Page 65, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $85,305,000)".

Page 70, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $8,982,000)"".

Page 70, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $133,200)"".

Page 71, line 20, after the
insert “‘(reduced by $275,790)"’.

Page 173, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $10,997,040)"’.

Page 74, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert “‘(reduced by $2,490,000)"".

Page 74, line 13, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $510,000)"".

Page 74, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $510,000)".

Page 76, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $90,750)".

Page 76, line 16, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,537,530)".

Page 176, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $153,630)"’.

Page 101, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $874,593,990)"".

Mr. BROUN of Georgia (during the
reading). Madam Chair, I ask unani-
mous consent that the amendment be
considered as read.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. This amend-
ment would reduce the administrative
spending salaries and expense accounts
in the underlying bill by just 3 percent.

During this time of fiscal crisis, it is
imperative that Congress works to get
both entitlement as well as discre-
tionary spending under control. As we
all know, over the last 2 years, House
Members have voted to reduce their
own administrative accounts, their
Member Representational Allowances,
by just over 11 percent. Yet, over that
same period, many agencies have seen
much lower cuts in their spending and
have even seen increases in their
spending.

For example, under this bill, the Na-
tional Telecommunications and Infor-

dollar amount,
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mation Administration would see a 12
percent increase in its salaries and ex-
penses accounts between FY11 and
FY13. The Federal Prison System
would receive an additional 9 percent
increase in salaries and expenses. The
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative
would receive a 7 percent increase. The
U.S. Marshals, FBI, and Drug Enforce-
ment Administration would all receive
a 6 percent increase.

Now, some may argue that these
agencies perform important tasks. Cer-
tainly, we can all agree that those em-
ployed by law enforcement agencies,
which are funded by this bill, are de-
serving of the pay that they receive;
but, Madam Chairman, the fiscal writ-
ing is on the wall: The U.S. Govern-
ment is broke. We here in Congress
must face the facts and stop the denial
of our economic position and -crisis
that we’re in. If we are serious about
reducing spending, if we are serious
about reducing our deficit, we have to
ask every agency to follow Congress’
lead to take small reductions in their
administrative funding.

To be clear, a 3 percent reduction in
these accounts would, in many cases,
still result in less than a 10 percent re-
duction in funding from the FY11 fund-
ing levels. While this amount is small,
it would pay dividends, rich dividends,
resulting in nearly $875 million in sav-
ings in this bill alone.

It is long past time to get serious
about spending. Madam Chairman, this
amendment represents a balanced way
to achieve significant savings. I urge
my colleagues to support my amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I rise in opposition to
this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. Let me give just one
example, and then I will just stand in
opposition to the amendment.

On page 30, line 15, this amendment
would cut the FBI by $245 million.
Now, we know of the important work
being done on behalf of the safety of
Americans throughout the world by
the FBI and, most particularly, here in
our own country. Our job under the
Constitution is to figure out what ap-
propriations are needed. Under our
Constitution, the Ways and Means
Committee is responsible for figuring
out how to pay for it. We can’t say that
somehow the safety of our citizens is
too expensive for the wealthiest, great-
est country on the face of the Earth. I
stand in opposition to this amendment.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. FATTAH. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I want to re-
mind my good friends on the other
side, those who oppose this, that if my
amendment is passed, the FBI still gets
a 6 percent increase in what their fund-
ing is over today. So they still not only
continue their funding but have an in-
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crease over current funding levels. This
would just reduce the administrative
costs, not the funding for the FBI
agents out in the field. It’s not going to
interfere with the security of American
citizens.

Mr. FATTAH. In reclaiming my time,
you are, indeed, a person who provides
a lot of leadership here in the House,
and you lead our Thursday prayer ef-
forts. I want to thank you for all the
work that you do, but in this instance,
I disagree with you.

I have met with Director Mueller
right in my office. The FBI needs addi-
tional resources. The chairman has
provided $128 million in this committee
bill. This cuts $245 million when we’re
trying to deal with the principal re-
sponsibility for the world these days in
providing protection against terrorist
attacks. We just saw in the news today
a new device that was attempted to be
used to bring down an American com-
mercial airliner. If such a device were
to go off, it would cost our economy
more, not just in lives, but in real eco-
nomic costs if we had to reshape our
airline industry. It would be, I think,
foolish of us as a Nation to retreat
from investments at this time in the
FBI.

On that point, on page 30, line 15, I
oppose this amendment, and I ask my
colleagues to do likewise.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, I rise
in opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN). His
heart is in the right place, and I think
the whole concept of getting control of
the budget is very important. But I rise
in opposition.

It would cut the FBI, DEA, NIST,
U.S. Trade Rep and the National
Science Foundation. Some of the in-
creases are in here because the House
Intelligence Committee approached us.
As Mr. ROGERS said:

There are two kinds of companies in Amer-
ica: those who have been hit by cyberattacks
and know it, and those who have been hit by
cyber by the Chinese and do not know it.

Many of those important functions
the Intel Committee has asked us to
carry in order to help and many others
would be severely hurt. So I thank the
gentleman for the amendment. I think
what he’s trying to do is important,
but I think this would be the wrong
way to do it.

I urge a ‘“‘no’’ vote and yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia.
Chair, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by

Madam
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the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $277,824,000)"".

Page 101, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $277,824,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Madam Chair-
man, this amendment cuts more than a
quarter-billion dollars in unauthorized
appropriations from the International
Trade Administration.

What does the International Trade
Administration do? Well, it’s got some
legitimate functions in forcing trade
agreements and treaties, and this
amendment leaves those functions un-
touched. But ITA also—and this is
from their own material—‘ provides
counseling to American companies in
order to develop the most profitable
and sustainable plans for pricing, ex-
port, and the full range of public and
private trade promotion assistance, as
well as market intelligence, and indus-
try and market-specific research.”

That’s all well and good, Madam
Chairman, but isn’t that what busi-
nesses and trade associations and the
chambers of commerce are supposed to
do with their own money? Why should
taxpayers be subsidizing the profits of
individual businesses? If a specific
business or industry is the beneficiary
of these services, shouldn’t they be the
sole financiers of those services, either
individually or collectively through
trade associations?

It’s true this program has been
around for generations, but Franklin
Roosevelt—who was hardly a champion
of smaller government—had the right
idea when he slashed its budget back in
1932 and closed 31 of its offices. The
problem is that reform didn’t take.
Today the ITA has some 240 offices.

The ITA’s authorization lapsed way
back in 1996. That’s 16 years ago. It’s
not been reviewed or authorized by
Congress since then, but we still keep
shoveling money out the door at them.
Although it hasn’t been reviewed by
Congress in all of these years, it has
been thoroughly weighed by the Con-
gressional Budget Office, the Office of
Management and Budget, and most re-
cently the President’s fiscal commis-
sion, and they have all found it sadly
wanting.

The Simpson-Bowles report summed
it up quite nicely when they said:

Services provided by ITA’s U.S. commer-
cial services and other divisions directly pro-
viding assistance to U.S. companies should
be financed by the beneficiaries of this as-
sistance. While the agency charges fees for
those services, its fees do not cover the costs
of all of its activities. Additionally, it is ar-
gued that the benefits of trade-promotion ac-
tivities are passed on to foreigners in the
form of decreased export costs.
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Simpson-Bowles goes on to say:

According to a study by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, businesses can receive
similar services from State, local, and pri-
vate sector entities. The CBO option to
eliminate ITA’s promotion activities or
charge the program’s beneficiaries saves $267
million in 2010 and $1.6 billion through 2014.

Madam Chairman, if the CBO, the
OMB, and the President’s fiscal com-
mission agree this is wasteful, and Con-
gress hasn’t bothered to reauthorize it
since it expired 16 years ago, why do we
continue spending money that we don’t
have duplicating services that the
beneficiaries of those services either
don’t need or are quite capable of fund-
ing on their own? If the companies that
we are told directly benefit from all of
these essential services are not willing
to fund them, maybe that’s just na-
ture’s way of telling us that we
shouldn’t be fleecing our constituents’
earnings to pay for them either. Why
would we tap American taxpayers to
subsidize the export activities of for-
eigners, as Simpson-Bowles notes?

Madam Chairman, the rules of the
House were specifically written to pre-
vent this type of unauthorized expendi-
ture. And they provide for a point of
order to be raised if it is included in an
appropriations bill, which is what we’re
talking about right now. But alas, that
rule is routinely waived when these
measures are brought to the floor,
making this amendment the only pos-
sible way of ferreting out this kind of
duplicative program and outright
waste.

This is a prime example of corporate
welfare. We ought to be done with it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. Less than 1 percent of
American businesses export to any
other country. We’ve been engaged in a
process to increase the level of exports,
in part with the reauthorization of the
Export-Import Bank. A number of
these other activities are connected.
But this is an activity that has borne
fruit. I’ve met with businesses and the
people who run these efforts around the
country, and they’re doing real work,
helping real businesses all across our
country, and it creates real jobs.

I'm against the amendment. And I
guess if you don’t think that we should
be focused on jobs and exports, you
could oppose it. As for myself—and I
would ask those who want to support
American jobs—partly we have to do
that through selling to the 90 percent
of consumers who are somewhere else
other than in our own country. So I
support continued funding for this ef-
fort.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. WOLF. This would be a draco-
nian cut. I heard that 5,000 of the 6,000
products in Wal-Mart are made in
China. We want to export our jobs. We
want to export our products. We want
to make cars in Michigan and send
them around the world. We want to
make things and export them. We want
to develop applesauce and export it. We
want to export. So I have a long list
I'm not going to say, and there are so
many things in this bill that are not
authorized. There are four pages of
things that are not authorized, and if
we didn’t do things that weren’t au-
thorized, then we would have to shut
this place down and move off to some
other place.

I just think it’s a bad amendment. I
understand what the gentleman is
doing to save money. But I think we
need to export and create jobs, and I
want to see American products sold in
China, American products sold in Eng-
land, American products sold in Berlin,
American products sold in Indonesia.
So I urge a ‘“‘no” vote for the amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCcCLIN-
TOCK).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair, I
demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. TURNER OF
OHIO

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Chair,
I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Chair,
my amendment increases by $6 million
the minimal level of funding for the
International Trade Administration in
the amount that they must devote to
cracking down on unfair Chinese trade
practices.

We must ensure that U.S. manufac-
turers and workers can compete on a
level playing field in the global mar-
ketplace. Unfortunately, unfair trade
practices from countries like China
make this increasingly difficult.
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Since the year 2000, there has been a
300 percent increase in the amount of
goods imported from China to the
United States. Moreover, the Import
Administration, tasked with cracking
down on unfair trade practices, has for
years experienced a growing workload
of cases involving trade with China. In
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my own Dayton community, paper pro-
ducers and their employers have been
hurt by unfairly subsidized imports of
thermal-coated paper from China and
Indonesia.

For the last several years, Congress
has directed the International Trade
Administration to devote the same
level of funding, $11.4 million, for China
anti-dumping and countervailing duty
enforcement and compliance activities.

Given the rise in Chinese imports and
the increased complexity of cases the
ITA must evaluate, we must ensure
that efforts to protect U.S. manufac-
turers and employees from unfair trade
practices receive sufficient dedicated
funding. My amendment simply in-
creases the minimal amount that the
International Trade Administration
must use for these activities by $56 mil-
lion, from $11.4 million to $16.4 million
using existing resources provided for
under this bill.

I want to thank Chairman WOLF for
working with me on this amendment,
and I urge all of my colleagues to sup-
port the amendment.

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. FATTAH. We would agree to the
amendment.

Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. I yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. WOLF. I accept the amendment.
I think it’s a good amendment. The
committee continues to support the
International Trade Administration,
particularly with regard to China. And
I won’t go on. But I thank the gen-
tleman for the amendment, and I com-
pletely agree with it. I urge all Mem-
bers to support it.

Mr. TURNER of Ohio. Madam Chair,
I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. TURNER).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF INDUSTRY AND SECURITY
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION

For necessary expenses for export adminis-
tration and national security activities of
the Department of Commerce, including
costs associated with the performance of ex-
port administration field activities both do-
mestically and abroad; full medical coverage
for dependent members of immediate fami-
lies of employees stationed overseas; em-
ployment of citizens of the United States
and aliens by contract for services abroad;
payment of tort claims, in the manner au-
thorized in the first paragraph of section 2672
of title 28, United States Code, when such
claims arise in foreign countries; not to ex-
ceed $13,5600 for official representation ex-
penses abroad; awards of compensation to in-
formers under the Export Administration
Act of 1979, and as authorized by section 1(b)
of the Act of June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 223; 22
U.S.C. 401(b)); and purchase of passenger
motor vehicles for official use and motor ve-
hicles for law enforcement use with special
requirement vehicles eligible for purchase
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without regard to any price limitation other-
wise established by law, $101,000,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided,
That the provisions of the first sentence of
section 105(f) and all of section 108(c) of the
Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f) and 2458(c)) shall
apply in carrying out these activities: Pro-
vided further, That payments and contribu-
tions collected and accepted for materials or
services provided as part of such activities
may be retained for use in covering the cost
of such activities, and for providing informa-
tion to the public with respect to the export
administration and national security activi-
ties of the Department of Commerce and
other export control programs of the United
States and other governments.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE
PROGRAMS

For grants for economic development as-
sistance as provided by the Public Works and
Economic Development Act of 1965, for trade
adjustment assistance, for the cost of loan
guarantees authorized by section 26 of the
Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innovation
Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3721), and for grants,
$182,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended; of which $5,000,000 shall be for
projects to facilitate the relocation, to the
United States, of a source of employment lo-
cated outside the United States; and of
which up to $5,000,000 shall be for loan guar-
antees under section 26: Provided, That the
costs for loan guarantees, including the cost
of modifying such loans, shall be as defined
in section 502 of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974: Provided further, That these funds
for loan guarantees under such section 26 are
available to subsidize total loan principal,
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to
exceed $70,000,000.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MICHAUD

Mr. MICHAUD. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 5, line 17, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $38,000,000)"".

Page 7, line 11, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $38,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Maine is recognized for 56 minutes.

Mr. MICHAUD. I rise today to offer
an amendment to restore funding to
the Economic Development Adminis-
tration. EDA is the only Federal Agen-
cy with the single mission of creating
high-quality jobs here at home. The in-
vestments made by EDA in all of our
districts lead to economic development
and job creation.

By law, EDA projects require a 50
percent local share and must leverage
significant private sector investment.
As a result, EDA funding goes to
projects that have been developed and
vetted by local leaders and businesses.
Their investments are competitive,
merit-based, and are based on regional
comprehensive economic development
strategies. As a result, EDA projects
reflect local priorities and contribute
to broader economic development in
the area. But most importantly, all
EDA investments must result in the
creation and retention of high-quality
jobs.

The program has a strong track
record of success in my home State of
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Maine and throughout the country. In
fact, between 2005 and 2010, EDA invest-
ments have helped to create over
314,000 jobs nationwide. At a time when
our economic recovery continues to be
slow and millions of Americans are out
of a job, it does not make sense to cut
the one Federal program singly dedi-
cated to funding projects to put them
back to work.

My amendment will maintain level
funding for EDA, and it is offset by
cuts to the periodic census and pro-
grams account, which is currently
funded at 3% times that of EDA. Even
though the next census is 8 years away,
the overall census program was cut by
just under $10 million. EDA was cut by
$38 million. Reducing the census ac-
count by $38 million is only a 6 percent
decrease. By cutting EDA by the same
amount is a 17 percent decrease in
their funding. Some might come to the
floor today to criticize EDA or its in-
vestment.

I agree that we should do everything
we can to make sure this and other
Federal programs work well. But cut-
ting EDA’s funding or eliminating it
altogether would be shortsighted at a
time when we need every job-creating
tool at our disposal.

My amendment continues level fund-
ing for a program that is uniquely de-
signed to address almost any economic
development activity. It continues
funding for a program that has specific
tools and expertise to address chron-
ically poor and distressed areas, post-
disastrous economic recovery, and the
consequences of plant closures or
downsizing.

I am offering this amendment be-
cause I believe it is the wrong time to
turn our backs on investments in our
communities that will make a real dif-
ference and because I believe that it is
the right time to get our priorities
right and insist on Federal investments
that are focused on job creation. I of-
fered this amendment last year, and
more than 300 Members of the House
joined me in voting to restore EDA
funding. I urge my colleagues to join
me once again this year and help pass
this amendment to restore the funding
to EDA and to support a proven job
creator.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. POMPEO. Madam Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Kansas is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. POMPEO. I rise in opposition to
this amendment. Just because you call
something ‘‘economic development”
does not make it so. We could name an
Agency many things. This administra-
tion is one that most folks have never
heard of. I had never heard of it before
I came to Congress 16 months ago. This
is a classic case of the Federal Govern-
ment taking from one and giving to an-
other, often for the benefit of private
companies.
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You’ll see in a minute that I have got
an amendment that takes a very dif-
ferent approach to economic develop-
ment and how we ought to attack this
problem. But I heard the distinguished
gentleman from Maine talk about job
creation. It’s one thing for elected offi-
cials to go to a ribbon-cutting and
stand in front of a facility and talk
about jobs and say those are all the
jobs that we created when, in fact,
those jobs were created by taking
money from taxpayers. Where elected
officials often don’t want to go is to
stand in front of the unemployment
line or talk about folks who had to pay
too much in taxes or stand there and
tell someone why that company got
money and the company over on the
other side didn’t get this particular
grant from the Economic Development
Administration.

I have seen this Agency up close and
personal. It is a very, very political use
of capital. This is not the free market
that we all know. This is an agency
that distributes money all over the
country, very, very intentionally into
400-plus districts all across America
with the aim of making sure that this
Agency continues to exist in per-
petuity. This is precisely the kind of
stimulus that we have demonstrated
time and time again in America. It
doesn’t work. And for that reason, I op-
pose increasing the funding for the
Economic Development Administra-
tion.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. I rise in strong support
of the Michaud amendment to keep
level funding for the Economic Devel-
opment Administration, and I want to
thank Congressman MICHAUD for offer-
ing this important amendment. He is a
true leader in protecting American
manufacturing jobs and businesses
from unfair free trade agreements and
works tirelessly to promote jobs and
economic development here at home.

I want to say to our dear colleague
from Kansas, when you look across
America—and I realize this may be just
your first term—but, you know, the
whole State of Kansas is held up by the
Federal Government, all those agricul-
tural subsidies, CRP, rural develop-
ment, wetlands reserve, etc. When one
takes a look at the whole Farm Credit
Administration, for heaven’s sake, not
every community in America has those
sorts of props under them. And agri-
culture is a success story. Agriculture
is doing very well. We, in Ohio, under-
stand that. But there are parts of Ohio
that aren’t covered by programs like
your State benefits from. And that’s
where you need Agencies like the Eco-
nomic Development Administration, in
those corners of America that actually
manufacture but may not grow things.
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Mr. POMPEO. Will the gentlewoman
yield?
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Ms. KAPTUR. T'll be more than
pleased to yield to the gentleman when
I finish.

Madam Chairman, the Republican
majority claims their priority is to cre-
ate jobs and promote economic devel-
opment. However, here we are today
with an appropriations bill that dras-
tically cuts resources for the only gov-
ernment agency whose sole mission is
economic development.

EDA’s diverse portfolio of construc-
tion, technical assistance, finance and
investment planning programs are de-
signed to help communities build upon
their regional assets to foster job cre-
ation and business expansion. Particu-
larly at a time when banks are hoard-
ing capital and not lending, EDA’s ca-
pacity becomes even more important
and vital.

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers gave America’s infrastructure a
D grade and estimated that over the
next 5 years, $2.2 trillion is needed to
upgrade our Nation’s infrastructure—
ports, for example, to ship some of that
Kansas grain. That’s why I'm a strong
supporter of EDA, and particularly of
its Public Works program, which funds
a variety of infrastructure projects
that can help America address our
aging infrastructure.

I don’t understand why Republicans
don’t want to help fund investments in
America’s infrastructure, the greatest
job creator we can possibly have in this
yvear of 2012.

EDA’s work is generating real re-
turns. So the argument of being con-
cerned with the deficit falls short when
you consider EDA. Every dollar in EDA
funding is expected to leverage nearly
$7 worth of private investment. We’ve
seen it in State after State after State.
In fiscal year 2010, EDA created or re-
tained about 48,500 jobs and generated
nearly $6 billion in private investment.
What a good story that is.

Mr. Chairman, I support Mr.
MICHAUD’s amendment to restore EDA
funding to FY12 levels, and I'd be very
pleased to yield to the gentleman from
Kansas for any comments he might
have.

Mr. POMPEO. Thank you very much
for yielding.

You said that, because I'm in my
first term, maybe I didn’t understand.
Perhaps it’s because you’ve been here a
couple of years that you don’t appre-
ciate how jobs are really created in the
real world, not here in Washington,
D.C.

You talked about Kansas. You may
have forgotten that the air capital of
the world, where 60, 70 percent of all
aircraft are manufactured—indeed, the
business I was in for a decade—was
good manufacturing jobs. What we
didn’t need was more taxes and more
government spending. What we needed
was the government out of the way.

Ms. KAPTUR. I'm really glad the
gentleman stated that because, as a
member of the Defense Subcommittee,
I know exactly where the R&D comes
from for fighter aircraft, for all of our

H2365

support craft, for all of our Air Guard,
and I know how the commercial sector
benefits and why we lead the world in
terms of airline exports and so forth.
But that doesn’t abrogate the argu-
ment, that doesn’t nullify the argu-
ment I offered that the whole State of
Kansas is doing very well and has a
very close relationship to the Federal
Government.

Agriculture achieves a special place
in this economy, but that’s not true in
many other sectors, and particularly
where we’re talking about aging infra-
structure, which belongs to all of us.
EDA is really vitally important. It’s an
important ingredient in helping us to
modernize coast-to-coast.

So I just want to say to the gen-
tleman from Maine, thank you so very
much for keeping the program level.
We’'re not talking about egregious
spending here. We’re talking about try-
ing to help to rebuild this country. And
we know the most important invest-
ment we can make in order to create
jobs in this country—after assuring un-
employment benefits for those out of
work, which gets spent immediately in
the economy—is investment in infra-
structure.

It’s too bad that the Republicans
can’t seem to move a highway bill, a
transportation bill out of this Con-
gress. That would be the best thing we
could do to create more jobs in this
country in the year of 2012. But in any
case, passing the gentleman’s amend-
ment to fully fund EDA makes com-
mon sense and it certainly makes job
sense.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. I move to strike the
last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SERRANO. I don’t think the
issue here should be looked at as
whether or not the EDA needs more
help. It’s why, again, we are bashing
the Census Bureau. I really think that
it’s surprising that we would do it on
this side, since we will note for the
next many hours that there’s plenty of
folks on that side that will want to do
that.

When 1 first got on this sub-
committee years ago and I had the
privilege of being ranking member to
Chairman ROGERS and then ranking
member to Chairman WoLF, I could
never figure out what the attack was
on the Census Bureau. Then it dawned
on me—and I may be totally wrong—
that some folks would just like the
Census Bureau to do just enough,
meaning if you count yourself, that’s
fine; but if you have to go out and do
extra dollars to count folks who ordi-
narily may not count themselves, then
that’s not good for some folks and the
results may be something they don’t
want to see. That’s the only expla-
nation I could come up with for the
fact that—as we will see in the next
hours—there will be many desires to
cut the Census Bureau and, in some
cases, get rid of the whole department.
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What we need to know and remind
ourselves is that there’s probably very
few vital functions of agencies like the
Census Bureau that are more impor-
tant than this one. Plans, policies, re-
districting, other decisions in this
country are based on that count that
takes place every 10 years. Unlike
other things we do in this Congress and
in this country, this is a constitutional
mandate, to count the people amongst
the States, and every 10 years the Cen-
sus Bureau gears up for it.

We have found in the past that when
we make cuts to the Census Bureau, it
ended costing us more money later
when we tried to get back some of that
money. And then States that may be
supportive now of cuts later run to us
and say, No, we need a better count; we
need a fairer count; we need a count
that will make my State show the true
growth in population.

So I suspect at the end of today when
this vote is taken, there will be a mass
vote, as has been in the past, for this
amendment. But I really think it is to-
tally foolish to continuously bash the
Census Bureau and continuously desire
not to have a proper count in this
country. It is a vital issue and it’s one
that we should continue to protect.
That’s why I would be one of the few
voting against this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I rise in support of the
spirit of this amendment, and I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. I also have reserva-
tions about the offset. But let me talk
first about EDA.

It’s critically important—and I'm
sorry, I want to apologize to the gen-
tlelady from Ohio—we don’t want, in
this debate, to substitute insult for in-
sight. I think that what we want to do
is focus on the issue at hand. We do
need to create jobs.

The EDA is a program that I think
almost everyone should be able to sup-
port because it’s local decisionmaking,
investing in communities of interest.
It’s worked in every State of the coun-
try to help communities work through
difficult economic circumstances when
plants close and the like. It’s a return
of taxpayers’ money to their commu-
nities for economic development ac-
tivities.

What we need to do as we go forward
is think about how we pay for this.
This is a $38 million increase that the
offset of the census will have political
attractiveness. But the truth is that we
can’t substitute that for our constitu-
tional responsibilities to conduct a
census and to do it properly. And we
have to prepare for it.

So I want to work with the gen-
tleman as the bill goes through the
process to try to find additional dollars
for EDA, but I hope that at the end of
the day we’re able to provide more rev-
enues for the census, to do our job as a
Congress to fully fund our constitu-
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tional responsibilities to have a census
and to do it correctly.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MICHAUD. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Maine will be post-
poned.
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AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. POMPEO

Mr. POMPEO. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 5, lines 17 through 21, after each dol-
lar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced to $0)’.

Page 6, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced to $0).

Page 101, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $219,500,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Kansas is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. POMPEO. Madam Chair, I rise
today to talk about something that
Congress doesn’t often get a chance to
do. I talk to my constituents, and they
often tell me, you know, we never get
rid of anything. Programs just con-
tinue on and on. They grow. They go
away for a little bit, and then they
come back.

We have a real opportunity here. My
amendment is to eliminate the entire
Economic Development Administra-
tion. We are $16 trillion in debt. This
gives Members on both sides an oppor-
tunity to start addressing a serious
spending problem in a real way. This is
an amendment that has bipartisan sup-
port that I will talk about in just a lit-
tle bit. Having spent over $1.5 billion
on grants, the EDA does nothing but
simply pick winners and losers by re-
gion, by industry, by community, and
by particular businesses. It is very
similar to earmarks.

This administration uses the EDA to
advance local projects and narrowly
benefit a particular company or group.
At its core, it is nothing more than a
wealth-redistribution program, a stim-
ulus bill built up in the nature of an
Agency that has been around since
1965.

Let me describe how it works. It be-
gins by taking dollars from all across
the country. That money flows to
Washington, DC and before it ever goes
back out, over 20 percent of it is con-
sumed here in Washington, DC, no
value returned. Then it asks companies
and communities to apply for free
money from the Federal Government
to renovate a movie theater or build a
road, for a new industrial park. Some
of these projects are ridiculous; some
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of them perhaps not so bad. However,
each one is a local project that the
Federal Government has no business
being involved in, and almost every one
of these projects would advance with-
out taxpayer resources.

A frequent flier, the EDA Adminis-
trator travels all around the country
for groundbreakings and ribbon-
cuttings, taking credit for creating
jobs when it was really private compa-
nies that would have created them any-
way. He proudly took credit for a $1.6
billion steel plant in Minnesota with a
$1.4 million EDA grant. This is one-
tenth of 1 percent of the project. I
promise you that the CEO of that steel
plant had no idea that that money was
in his capital structure.

Now, you might not be familiar with
EDA projects, so let me talk about just
a couple. In 2008, the EDA provided $2
million to begin construction of the
Harry Reid Technology Park. As best I
can tell, that facility continues to be
empty.

Sometime later, the EDA granted
money for a culinary amphitheater,
some $2 million of your taxpayer
money.

Then, $1.5 million for what I am sure
is a beautiful theater, but what busi-
ness does the Federal Government have
in providing money for a theater such
as this? We have many in Kansas, too.
We didn’t happen to get this particular
grant. We didn’t strike the EDA lot-
tery.

And, finally, half a million dollars as
far back as the 1980s to build replicas of
Egyptian pyramids. To this day, you
can’t drive to this facility that is
uncompleted. Half a million dollars of
taxpayer money spoiled and wasted.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this amendment. Groups
like the Business Coalition for Com-
petition, Club for Growth, Heritage Ac-
tion—folks who believe in the private
sector’s capacity to create jobs support
this.

I will close with this thought. I
talked about this bill being bipartisan.
The Simpson-Bowles Commission in-
cluded the elimination of EDA in its
projections. It said this Agency ought
to go away, on a bipartisan basis. But
more, perhaps surprisingly, in 2008, I
want to quote from then-Senator now-
President Barack Obama who criticized
the EDA as ‘‘little more than a fund for
corporate welfare.”

Madam Chair, I agree with the Presi-
dent, and I hope my colleagues will
join me in supporting the Pompeo
amendment to this bill.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. It would zero out EDA.
Last year the House voted 305-127 to,
strangely enough, increase funding for
EDA by $80 million. This year, we are
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funding the EDA at $219.5 million,
which is $38 million less than the base
appropriation provided to EDA last
year. Last year and this year, we in the
subcommittee directed the EDA to des-
ignate a portion of its grant funding to
work with companies to bring back
their outsourced manufacturing activi-
ties to economically distressed commu-
nities in the United States.

So we have asked them to change
their whole thrust of the grants, to not
do what the gentleman says—and I
think he makes some valid points
here—but to now have it whereby a
community can work to incentivize to
bring a company back from China or
back from Mexico. Last year, the
House voted 305-127 to increase the
funding to EDA by $80 million. This
year, we were at $219.5 million, $38 mil-
lion less, so I urge a ‘“‘no’’ vote.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MICHAUD. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Maine is recognize for 5 minutes.

Mr. MICHAUD. Madam Chair, I rise
today in strong opposition to this
amendment to eliminate funding for
EDA. As was mentioned earlier, EDA is
the only Federal program whose focus
is to create jobs. The program funds
merit-based competitive grants for
projects that also require local fund-
ing. EDA’s grant decision process is
void of political influence and awards
grants based on merit. The economy is
improving, but we’re not back on our
feet yet; 12 million Americans are out
there still looking for work. Now is not
the time to eliminate this program.

My friend from Kansas calls EDA a
wealth-distribution program and ar-
gues that it picks winners and losers.
The financial crisis picked winners and
losers. In contrast, the EDA is bound
by law to provide investments only to
communities experiencing economic
distress; 305 Members of the House
from both parties, including the gen-
tleman from Kansas, voted to fully
fund this program last year. So I urge
my colleagues to once again support
the EDA in a vote against this amend-
ment to eliminate the program.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. And I think the gen-
tleman might be in opposition. Last
year he voted to increase by $80 million
to EDA as we went through this proc-
ess; and today he comes and says he
wants to zero it out.

Let me just put this in some context.
We have seen gas prices go down for
the last 5 weeks in a row; 200,000 home-
owners today have their principals
being reduced. We have 4.25 million
jobs created over 26 months by the pri-
vate sector. Our economy, unlike those
in Europe—Britain has slumped into a
double-dip recession; we have 25 per-
cent unemployment in Spain—America
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is coming back. So this notion that
somehow we need to Kind of just stop
trying to help communities move in
the right direction I don’t think makes
a lot of sense to me. So I join the chair-
man on the majority side asking that
we oppose this amendment.

If there are some people somewhere
who don’t want economic development
assistance from the Federal Govern-
ment, they don’t need to apply. These
are merit-based competitive grants, lo-
cally decided; and it is helping commu-
nities all across our country. We had
testimony in the Appropriations Com-
mittee from Members on both sides of
the aisle about work being done by
EDA in Alabama and all across our
country. So the notion that we should
support this amendment to zero this
Agency out, to me, doesn’t move us in
the right direction. We want to go for-
ward as a country. I move to oppose
this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair-
man, I rise in strong support of the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Kansas.

The new House Republican majority
was elected last year with the specific
charge to bring wasteful spending
under control. We can’t blame the Sen-
ate or the President if there is waste in
the budget anymore. Money doesn’t get
spent by this government unless the
House says it gets spent. In a very real
constitutional sense, the buck starts
here.

Now, here we have an appropriations
bill originating in this House that still
has outrageously wasteful and indefen-
sible programs in it, and the flagship of
that waste is the $182 million in unau-
thorized—there’s that word again—in
unauthorized spending for the Eco-
nomic Development Administration.
This is solely and simply a slush fund
that gives away money for the most
dubious of 1local projects. Local
projects that benefit local commu-
nities should be funded locally. We
shouldn’t be robbing St. Petersburg to
pay St. Paul. We have to ask ourselves,
if these projects are so important to
local communities, why are those local
communities unwilling to pay for
them?
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If the communities that directly ben-
efit from these projects are unwilling
to pay for them, why are we spending
Federal money that we don’t have?

To add insult to insanity, this par-
ticular Agency is sitting right now on
$845 million. Why on Earth would we
provide it with another $180 million?
We ought to abolish this Agency and
recover the unspent funds, not throw
good money after bad.

Tim Carney hit it on the head in The
Washington Examiner 1last October
when he wrote this:
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Nearly every Republican voted against
President Obama’s stimulus in 2009, arguing
that the deficit was too high, that govern-
ment shouldn’t be in the game of picking
winners and losers, and that Washington
doesn’t create jobs. But the EDA adds to the
deficit, picks winners and losers, and pur-
ports to create jobs. If Republicans vote to
continue the EDA, they flaunt their hypoc-
risy to critics.

I have to agree.

I appreciate that the appropriations
bills are making incremental improve-
ments in the status quo, but these are
times that demand much, much more
than that. When Members vote for
these appropriations bills, they become
responsible for the spending in them
and for the waste in them. And I, for
one, do not intend to explain to my
constituents that a ‘‘culinary amphi-
theater” was worthy of $2 million of
their hard-earned taxes. This spending
is simply indefensible. Doling out
grants with little, if any, account-
ability, this ought to be the poster
child for waste in government.

I appreciate the fact that the leader-
ship has agreed to an open amendment
process, giving us the opportunity to
correct this particular oversight on the
floor. But the fact of the matter is that
the House is ill-equipped to comprehen-
sively address this kind of waste from
the floor, and we must do better in
both the authorizing and the Appro-
priations Committees in combing these
bills earlier in the process for these
kind of unconscionable and indefen-
sible expenditures.

I commend the gentleman from Kan-
sas for offering the amendment. I
wholeheartedly support it.

Madam Chairman, I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Chairwoman, my district has histori-
cally lagged behind others in the Com-
monwealth and in the Nation, which is
why I have made the economic develop-
ment of rural Kentucky my top pri-
ority since coming to Congress.

Creating jobs in a mountainous re-
gion without sufficient roadways or
suitable water infrastructure might
seem an insurmountable challenge, but
I’'ve always encouraged my constitu-
ents and community leaders to ‘‘plan
their work and work their plan.” With
the help of EDA, this is what we’ve
done in southern and eastern Ken-
tucky.

The Economic Development Adminis-
tration is one of the few entities in our
Federal Government uniquely qualified
to address the needs of communities
with chronically high unemployment
or facing enormous setbacks due to
natural disasters. EDA’s grants, award-
ed in a competitive fashion, leverage
over $10 from the private sector for
every Federal dollar invested and are
targeted at facilities that are essential
for private industry to remain or lo-
cate in these underachieving areas. As
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a result of these targeted investments
in water systems, workforce training
centers, intermodal facilities or
broadband networks, struggling com-
munities around the country have seen
the creation of some 314,000 jobs in the
last 7 years.

I wholeheartedly concur with the
sponsor of the amendment that the
role of the Federal Government isn’t to
create jobs, but instead, to create the
conditions favorable for private sector
job creation. By partnering with local
area development districts, leveraging
public and private dollars, and engag-
ing the local workforce, EDA does just
that.

This bill provides $220 million for the
agency—which is already $38 million
below the current level—rejects the ad-
ministration’s request to shift funds
away from vital public works pro-
grams, and supports a loan guarantee
program to development innovative
manufacturing technologies that will
keep rural areas competitive nation-
ally and globally. With unemployment
in rural areas around the country still
hovering at well above the national av-
erage, this is an investment we cannot
afford to lose. I urge a ‘‘no’” vote, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Chair, | rise in opposi-
tion to the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Kansas, Mr. POMPEO, to eliminate
funding for the Economic Development Admin-
istration (EDA).

The importance of EDA cannot be over-
stated. Established in 1965, EDA empowers
economically distressed communities, among
them communities that | represent, to develop
and revitalize their economies based on their
needs and resources. These funds allow rural
communities to be active participants in to-
day’s economy by helping to create and retain
jobs.

The EDA underwrites basic infrastructure
needs, such as water and sewer systems and
the expansion of broadband services that help
to attract jobs and stimulate economic devel-
opment. While much of the Nation takes for
granted the ability to turn on the faucet and
have clean drinking water flow out, countless
families in rural America do not. For them, an-
swering such a basic human need is a daily
struggle. For them, the EDA is a Godsend.

EDA funding has helped to provide the
needed infrastructure for development of in-
dustrial parks in my State. These up-to-date
facilities create modern spaces that enable ex-
isting local businesses to grow and entice
other businesses to locate to these livable,
rural towns that boast ready workforces.

Those who would undo EDA surely cannot
understand what a huge difference the seed
money it provides is making in our tough eco-
nomic times. They must not have seen how it
expands the reach and effectiveness of edu-
cational institutions or leads to better employ-
ment for working men and women. They must
not get how the relatively small investments
the EDA makes are helping struggling commu-
nities to transform themselves into economic
engines.

There is nothing frivolous about the EDA.
This is an agency that is meat-and-potatoes
government at its best. The funds it provides
are not handouts. To the contrary, these are
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investments that are enabling our citizens to
pull themselves up by their own bootstraps.

In addition to anecdotal stories though,
EDA’s success has been proven by an inde-
pendent study that found that EDA investment
in rural areas generates between 2.2 and 5
jobs per $10,000 in incremental EDA invest-
ment, translating to a cost of between $2,001
and $4,611 to produce a single job. As the
Nation’s economy emerges from the reces-
sion, EDA is one of the most efficient ways
that the Federal government can assist in eco-
nomic recovery and prevent another downturn.

| have seen firsthand the benefit of a coordi-
nated effort of EDA investments. Between
2006 and 2011, EDA made 25 investments in
my district totaling approximately $10 million.
These projects are expected to help create
approximately 1,125 jobs and help attract ap-
proximately $98.5 million in private investment.

| urge the House to recognize the value of
EDA as a necessary component to revitalizing
our economy, ensuring that the United States
remains an economic force, and creating new
jobs for American workers.

| urge my colleagues to join me in opposing
Mr. POMPEO’s amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. POMPEO).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. POMPEO. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from XKansas will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page b5, line 17, strike ‘‘grants’ and insert
“‘grants, including grants authorized under
section 27 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech-
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C.
3722)”.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Rhode Island is recognized for b5
minutes.

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Chairman, in
an effort to drive innovation and re-
gional collaboration, the America
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of
2010 mandated the creation of a Re-
gional Innovation Program within the
Economic Development Administra-
tion. This program is intended to en-
courage and support the development
of regional innovation strategies, in-
cluding regional innovation clusters
and science and research parks.

The President’s fiscal year 2013 budg-
et requested $25 million to fund the Re-
gional Innovation Strategies Program.
Funding for the Regional Innovation
Program would support the Economic
Development Agency’s interagency ef-
fort to build regional innovation clus-
ters, including the Jobs and Innovation
Accelerator Challenge.

The Jobs Accelerator is a competi-
tive interagency grant that supports
the advancement of high-growth re-
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gional industry clusters, very impor-
tant all across America and particu-
larly important in my home State of
Rhode Island.

EDA is currently working in partner-
ship with other Federal agencies, in-
cluding the Department of Labor’s Em-
ployment and Training Administration
and the Small Business Administra-
tion, to promote regional collaboration
to spur job growth and economic devel-
opment.

The Jobs Accelerator aggregates ex-
isting investments and technical as-
sistance from multiple Federal agen-
cies to strengthen regional industry
clusters—networks of interconnected
firms and institutions working to ac-
celerate job growth, business formation
and expansion, innovation, workforce
training, and small business develop-
ment. A targeted investment in this
program will help Federal, State, and
local entities leverage existing re-
sources, spur regional collaboration,
and advance economic recovery and
job-creation efforts in high-growth in-
dustries.

Through the Regional Innovation
Program, local leaders are empowered
to maximize existing assets and are
provided resources to ensure that his-
torically underrepresented commu-
nities, including those hardest hit by
unemployment and economic decline,
are able to participate in and benefit
from the regional cluster.

My amendment is simple and
straightforward. It does not create any
new program or authorization. It does
not increase or decrease a single ac-
count in the appropriations bill for the
Departments of Commerce, Justice,
Science, and related agencies. Rather,
this amendment serves to specifically
cite the Regional Innovation Program
to focus attention on this vitally im-
portant job-creating initiative as the
appropriation process moves forward.

The Regional Innovation Program
has been specifically supported and
cited in both the fiscal year 2012 and
fiscal year 2013 Senate CJS Appropria-
tions Committee report.

We have to recognize that innovation
is critically important to America’s
ability to compete in the global econ-
omy. Supporting the development of
regional innovation clusters will
strengthen our capacity to create and
retain new jobs and sustain our eco-
nomic recovery.

The Regional Innovation Program
will help Federal, State, and local enti-
ties leverage existing resources, spur
regional collaboration, and support
economic recovery and job creation in
these high-growth industries. I urge
my colleagues to support this very
straightforward and simple amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CICILLINE. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, this costs
no money. We have no objection to the
amendment and accept the amend-
ment.
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Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CICILLINE. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. FATTAH. We are prepared to ac-
cept the amendment.

Mr. CICILLINE. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-

tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
CICILLINE).
The amendment was agreed to.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.
The Clerk read as follows:

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of administering
the economic development assistance pro-
grams as provided for by law, $37,500,000: Pro-
vided, That these funds may be used to mon-
itor projects approved pursuant to title I of
the Public Works Employment Act of 1976,
title II of the Trade Act of 1974, and the Com-
munity Emergency Drought Relief Act of
1977.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SCALISE

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 6, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,500,000)".

Page 17, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $10,706,000)"’.

Page 101, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $18,206,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Louisiana is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, the
amendment that I bring to the desk
brings the two Agencies, EDA and
Commerce, back to the pre-2008 spend-
ing levels. And as we’re focusing on
bringing overall spending in this bill,
the CJS bill, to pre-2008 levels, I want-
ed to also bring those two Agencies in
line on their overhead, and that’s spe-
cifically what my amendment deals
with.

I want to first applaud the chairman,
the gentleman from Virginia, for the
work that he and his committee have
done to start the process of reducing
spending. We recognize that Wash-
ington has a spending problem, and
some of us here are willing to do some-
thing about it and start forcing Wash-
ington to live within its means, and
that means we have to start the proc-
ess of setting priorities.

One of the things that was done in
the original CJS bill that’s been filed is
to implement a 52 percent cut to the
programs that are implemented, for ex-
ample, in EDA. And, again, I applaud
the gentleman for making those im-
provements and those reforms in the
base of the bill to actually bring the
spending in those programs in line with
pre-2008 levels.

But one thing that was not done was
the spending for the salaries and ex-
penses, the overhead of those Agencies.
So as the agencies are being trimmed

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

back, their salaries and overheads are
not being subsequently trimmed back,
and so that’s what we do in this amend-
ment. We actually reduce spending to
the point where we will save $18.2 mil-
lion that will reduce the Federal def-
icit.

Again, this is one small step in a
large number of steps that we need to
take as a body, but I want to talk a lit-
tle bit about what these cuts will mean
and what the subsequent corresponding
cuts will mean to the cuts that have al-
ready been made in the programs
themselves.

I think there have been some good
examples that have been shown of
these programs, what EDA does and
some of the money that’s wasted. And
when you go and you look through
what these Agencies have spent money
on—again, this is money we don’t
have—they’ve spent money on things
like building a replica of the Great
Pyramids, building a replica of the
Great Wall of China.

Two million dollars was spent giving
money that we don’t have to a city to
build an amphitheater with a wine
tasting room. I'm sure there are a lot
of people in that amphitheater would
like going to a wine tasting room, but
there are a lot of places you can go in
the private sector that already do that
without borrowing money from China
to go and build these things with
money we don’t have.

And so, again, as the committee did
the work of cutting 52 percent of the
EDA program, they did make some
cuts in the overhead, but not to bring
it to the 2008 levels. So, as the bill cur-
rently stands, in its base form, these
two Agencies will see a 25 percent in-
crease in their overhead from the 2008
budget. So, in that 4-year period, even
with the cuts that have already been
made, these two Agencies still have a
25 percent increase in their spending.

Now, keep in mind this is coming at
a time when States, when local govern-
ments, when families in our districts
back home have been cutting back,
have actually been making due with
less to live within their means, as ev-
eryone should when times get tough.
And yet, in Washington, even though 42
cents of every dollar that’s spent here
is borrowed money, Washington still
hasn’t cut back subsequently to live
within its means; and we’ve got to
start that process, and that means set-
ting priorities.

These Agencies would still have,
combined, $74 million to spend on their
overhead. But at least it brings them
back to their 2008 levels, just as the
programs that they’re administering
have been brought back to 2008 levels.

So think about it. You know, we’re
asking people to do more with less. If
my amendment doesn’t pass, they
would be asked to do less with more.
The programs that they administer are
being cut, and yet the salaries and
overhead are not being cut subse-
quently.

We just had a district work period
this last week. I go back home and I
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talk to small businesses throughout
my district in southeast Louisiana, and
what they tell me, the things that are
holding them back from creating jobs
are the regulations, the red tape, and
the excessive spending coming out of
Washington. Yet, if you look at this,
you know, nobody in my district said
that they need to see the Great Wall of
China being built with taxpayer
money. But what they do say is what’s
holding them back from creating jobs
is borrowing money from China to
spend on programs that we just can’t
afford to fund.

So while I applaud the cutting of
those programs, because the programs
in the base of this bill have been cut,
what hasn’t been cut subsequently is
the overhead to go along with it to
bring it to those pre-2008 levels. This is
a step we need to take to not only save
$18.2 million that will reduce the def-
icit, but to start sending the signal
that we’re living within our means.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I rise to oppose the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. My colleague men-
tioned small businesses. It brings to
mind that, in today’s financial times,
it shows that we have the highest en-
thusiasm for hiring and economic opti-
mism in the small business community
that we’ve had in this country in a
very long time.

Over $70 billion was made available
through the Obama administration for
small business loans, through 2009 and
2010, and we now see the results of it.
We see millions of private sector jobs
being created. Our economy has seen a
decrease over 11 months from an unem-
ployment rate of 9.1 percent to now 8.1
percent, and most economists agree it’s
going to drop into the 7 percent num-
ber over the next few months.

This notion that we can cut pro-
grams and, therefore, we should cut ad-
ministration sounds like a lot of com-
mon sense. But when you think about
it, whether one Member comes over to
the floor today or 100 Members, we still
have to have staff on the floor. There’s
still security; there are still lights.
There are still expenses in an agency
when you have to run any part of the
program. So if you have to run a loan
program, if you have to run other pro-
grams, you need the expertise and the
staff to do it. Whether you cut the pro-
gram back a little bit—it’s like a class-
room in a school. Unless you’re going
to eliminate an entire classroom, you
need to hire the teacher; you need to
have the lights on.

So I would just suggest that, even
though the gentleman may be focused
on trying to do something, he says,
about the deficit, that, in reality, un-
less he’s actually trying to cripple the
Commerce Department as it competes
with much larger countries like China
and India, economic competitors like
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the European Union, trying to work on
behalf of the American businesses, our
Commerce Department, we cannot af-
ford to be cutting back and cutting in
a way that actually does harm to our
economy. So I rise in opposition to this
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT

For necessary expenses of the Department
of Commerce in fostering, promoting, and
developing minority business enterprise, in-
cluding expenses of grants, contracts, and
other agreements with public or private or-
ganizations, $28,689,000.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. CLARKE OF NEW

YORK

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 6, line 18, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,311,000)"".

Page 11, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $5,311,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Madam
Chair, I rise today in support of addi-
tional funding for the Minority Busi-
ness Development Agency. An offset
for this amendment is by $5.3 million
from the $79 million increase to the Na-
tional Institute for Standards and
Technology.

Madam Chair, minority firms cur-
rently provide 5.8 million people with
employment, and we know that they
have the untapped potential to create
even more. That’s why, Madam Chair,
Ms. CHU of California, Mr. COHEN of
Tennessee, who are cosponsors of this
amendment, and myself, along with 33
of our colleagues, sent a letter to the
CJS Subcommittee in March seeking
MBDA funding levels at $34 million, in
direct response to the then-planned
closure of the MBDA regional offices
and to expand MBDA’s network of busi-
ness centers.
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In 2010, MBDA secured $1.6 billion in
contracts and $2.2 billion in financing
for minority firms. That same year,
they realized a 125 percent return on
their investment.

Our Nation’s economy will not and
cannot fully recover until all small
businesses are active participants in a
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robust recovery. The MBDA’s mission
of supporting minority businesses is
absolutely fundamental to the overall
recovery of the economy.

Madam Chair, I yield at this time to
my colleague, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN).

Mr. COHEN. I want to thank my col-
league from New York for yielding to
me.

This is a particularly important
amendment because minority business
development agencies give people a
hand up, not a hand out.

The fact is the folks on the other side
are always talking about opportunities
in businesses and in small business,
and this is the ideal type of Federal
Government program in which small
business—minorities—are given oppor-
tunities to get knowledge about con-
tracting opportunities with the Federal
Government and to get a share and get
financing capabilities. Minorities have
long been denied the opportunity to get
adequate financing from our banking
system, and they have been less than
properly represented in the number of
contracts they get from the Federal
Government.

The Minority Business Development
Agency just put an office in my district
in Memphis, Tennessee, which has the
largest metropolitan population, Afri-
can American population, in this coun-
try. Yet it wasn’t until this year that
a minority business office was placed
there—the first one in the history of
the State of Tennessee.

There is a lot more that needs to be
done to give people an opportunity. In
this recession, small business has been
hurt and minorities have been hurt,
and minorities have been hurt in a dis-
proportionate manner. With this
amendment, the Minority Business De-
velopment Agency can thrive and give
people opportunity—give people jobs,
give people contracts—and make eco-
nomic development go throughout all
of America.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment, the Clarke-Cohen-Chu
amendment, and to have a hand up, not
a hand out.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. I thank
the gentleman for his remarks, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. I rise in opposition to
this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF'. I rise in opposition to the
gentlelady’s increase. The bill already
funds the Minority Business Develop-
ment Agency at the level requested by
the administration of nearly $29 mil-
lion. The administration has not asked
for more money.

Also, the offset would not be good. It
would cut the scientific research ac-
tivities at NIST that are vital to in-
creasing our competitiveness, giving
the edge to American manufacturing
and also doing a lot of work in the area
of cyber. Funding the sciences and re-
search programs has been a top pri-
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ority of both political parties, so I urge
my colleagues to reject this increase
and to vote down the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I rise in support of the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. This amendment, in
all likelihood, is not going to pass in
the House today.

The chairman is correct that the ap-
propriations request from the adminis-
tration was fully met in the bill, but I
do want to associate myself with the
remarks of the gentlelady from New
York.

I share a birthday with DICK DURBIN,
who is the majority leader in the Sen-
ate, and with the gentlelady from New
York. We all happened to be born on
the same day, but at least between me
and DURBIN, she is at least the best
among us.

This effort to increase our focus on
underserved communities is an impor-
tant one, and that is why I am happy
that she, along with the gentleman
from Tennessee, have brought this
amendment forward. I think that, in
order to increase economic opportunity
in our country, we need to be focused
on this agency. It’s not so much wheth-
er we save an office here or there.
Rather, it’s that we need to put in-
creased focus on loans and technical
assistance and contracting opportuni-
ties for businesses that have been left
out. I know the chairman agrees with
me in this regard. We need to continue
to look for ways to increase the oppor-
tunities for this agency in order to
serve these communities.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms.
CLARKE).

The amendment was rejected.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

ECONOMIC AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For necessary expenses, as authorized by
law, of economic and statistical analysis pro-
grams of the Department of Commerce,
$96,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014.
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For necessary expenses for collecting, com-
piling, analyzing, preparing and publishing
statistics, provided for by law, $253,336,000:
Provided, That, from amounts provided here-
in, funds may be used for promotion, out-
reach, and marketing activities.
PERIODIC CENSUSES AND PROGRAMS
For necessary expenses for collecting, com-
piling, analyzing, preparing and publishing
statistics for periodic censuses and pro-
grams, provided for by law, $625,357,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2014: Pro-
vided, That from amounts provided herein,
funds may be used for promotion, outreach,
and marketing activities.
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. LYNCH
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I believe I
have an amendment at the desk.



May 8, 2012

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 7, line 11, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)"".

Page 43, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $4,000,000)"’.

Page 44, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Massachusetts is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I rise to
offer an amendment to H.R. 5326, mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments
of Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies bill.

My amendment would increase by $4
million the amount appropriated for
fiscal year 2013 for the Office of Justice
Drug Courts Program. The $4 million
added to the Drug Courts Program will
be offset by decreasing the amount by
$4 million in the funding for periodic
censuses and related programs.

To say that there is a drug addiction
problem in the United States is an un-
derstatement. We’re dealing with an
epidemic that is in every city and town
in this country and that reaches across
every demographic. Addiction does not
discriminate as it shatters lives,
breaks up families, and costs hundreds
of billions of dollars annually. In fact,
according to the National Institute on
Drug Abuse, estimates of the total
overall costs related to substance
abuse in the United States, including
productivity and health- and crime-re-
lated costs, exceed $600 billion annu-
ally.

Drug courts are specialized court
dockets designed to handle cases in-
volving drug and/or alcohol dependent
offenders who are commonly charged
with offenses such as the possession of
a controlled substance or other non-
violent offenses determined to have
been caused or influenced by their ad-
dictions. These cases are handled
through a comprehensive program of
supervision, drug testing, treatment
services, and immediate sanctions and
incentives that are designed to reduce
the recidivism rates of these particular
offenders. People who don’t comply
with the requirements of drug courts
go to jail. They go to jail quickly and
for various periods of time. It’s a ‘‘get
tough” policy. Particular offenders
have their recidivism rates reduced by
helping them overcome their substance
abuse problems, which are the primary
and predicate causes of their criminal
activities.

Drug courts coordinate the efforts of
judiciary, prosecution, defense bar,
probation, law enforcement, treatment,
mental health, social services, and
child protection services to break the
cycle of substance abuse, addiction,
and crime. If we can break that cycle,
we will all benefit.

Drug courts work. Drug courts save
money. They reduce crime and they re-
store families. According to the Na-
tional Association of Drug Court Pro-
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fessionals, the drug court approach re-
duces crime by as much as 45 percent
more than other sentencing options. In
fact, nationally, 75 percent of drug
courts graduates remain arrest-free for
at least 2 years after leaving the pro-
gram, and reductions in crime by those
offenders is long term.

In addition to reducing crime, drug
courts save money, and that is a theme
that has become very popular around
here lately. As reported by the Na-
tional Association of Drug Court Pro-
fessionals, for every dollar nationwide
invested in drug courts, taxpayers save
as much as $27. This substantial sav-
ings comes from avoiding criminal
costs, prison costs, reduced victimiza-
tion, and health care utilization—all
areas in which vast sums of money are
spent.

Most importantly, drug courts help
restore and preserve families. Accord-
ing to statistics, family reunification
rates for drug offenders are 50 percent
higher for drug court participants. As
people struggle through addiction, they
lose a sense of themselves and become
isolated from everyone they’ve known.
Reuniting with their families can be
the first step in returning to normalcy
and to becoming again productive
members of their communities.

The underlying bill provides $41 mil-
lion in drug court funding, which is $6
million over the FY 2012 level. For
that, I would like to thank Chairman
FRANK WOLF and Ranking Member
CHAKA FATTAH.

However, drug courts have been his-
torically underfunded since 2001. So
this $4 million increase would bring
funding for the National Drug Court
Program in line with its historical av-
erage of $45 million since 2001. I appre-
ciate the good work of the census, and
I believe that this modest offset can be
accounted for in the coming years, but
the work of the drug courts meets an
immediate and critical need.
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Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LYNCH. I yield to the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. WOLF'. I have no objection to the
amendment. I think it’s a good amend-
ment. The committee has also been
very supportive. Also based on the rec-
ommendation of Mr. MEEHAN, they
have broadened it now with regard to
veterans, too.

But I thank the gentleman, and we
accept the amendment.

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LYNCH. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FATTAH. I also can support this
amendment.

I led the effort in the Pennsylvania
legislature to create drug courts in our
State. I'm a big supporter, and I think
that the chairman—in the bill before
us, we’ve already increased this ac-
count, but I think that the amendment
as offered by my colleague is some-
thing that we would support.
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Mr. LYNCH. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
LYNCH).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

NATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND
INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, as provided for by
law, of the National Telecommunications
and Information Administration (NTIA),
$45,568,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014: Provided, That, notwith-
standing 31 U.S.C. 1535(d), the Secretary of
Commerce shall charge Federal agencies for
costs incurred in spectrum management,
analysis, operations, and related services,
and such fees shall be retained and used as
offsetting collections for costs of such spec-
trum services, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That the Secretary
of Commerce is authorized to retain and use
as offsetting collections all funds trans-
ferred, or previously transferred, from other
Government agencies for all costs incurred
in telecommunications research, engineer-
ing, and related activities by the Institute
for Telecommunication Sciences of NTIA, in
furtherance of its assigned functions under
this paragraph, and such funds received from
other Government agencies shall remain
available until expended.

PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES,
PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION

For the administration of prior-year
grants, recoveries and unobligated balances
of funds previously appropriated are avail-
able for the administration of all open grants
until their expiration.

U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For mnecessary expenses of the United
States Patent and Trademark Office
(USPTO) provided for by law, including de-
fense of suits instituted against the Under
Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual
Property and Director of the TUSPTO,
$2,933,241,000 to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the sum herein appro-
priated from the general fund shall be re-
duced as offsetting collections of fees and
surcharges assessed and collected by the
USPTO under any law are received during
fiscal year 2013, so as to result in a fiscal
year 2013 appropriation from the general
fund estimated at $0: Provided further, That
during fiscal year 2013, should the total
amount of such offsetting collections be less
than $2,933,241,000 this amount shall be re-
duced accordingly: Provided further, That any
amount received in excess of $2,933,241,000 in
fiscal year 2013 and deposited in the Patent
and Trademark Fee Reserve Fund shall re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-
ther, That the Director of USPTO shall sub-
mit a spending plan to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate for any amounts made
available by the preceding proviso and such
spending plan shall be treated as a re-
programming under section 505 of this Act
and shall not be available for obligation or
expenditure except in compliance with the
procedures set forth in that section: Provided
further, That from amounts provided herein,
not to exceed $900 shall be made available in
fiscal year 2013 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses: Provided further, That
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in fiscal year 2013 from the amounts made
available for ‘‘Salaries and Expenses’ for the
USPTO, the amounts necessary to pay (1)
the difference between the percentage of
basic pay contributed by the USPTO and em-
ployees under section 8334(a) of title 5,
United States Code, and the normal cost per-
centage (as defined by section 8331(17) of that
title) as provided by the Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) for USPTO’s specific
use, of basic pay, of employees subject to
subchapter IIT of chapter 83 of that title, and
(2) the present value of the otherwise un-
funded accruing costs, as determined by
OPM for USPTO’s specific use of post-retire-
ment life insurance and post-retirement
health benefits coverage for all USPTO em-
ployees who are enrolled in Federal Employ-
ees Health Benefits (FEHB) and Federal Em-
ployees Group Life Insurance (FEGLI), shall
be transferred to the Civil Service Retire-
ment and Disability Fund, the FEGLI Fund,
and the FEHB Fund, as appropriate, and
shall be available for the authorized purposes
of those accounts: Provided further, That any
differences between the present value factors
published in OPM’s yearly 300 series benefit
letters and the factors that OPM provides for
USPTO’s specific use shall be recognized as
an imputed cost on USPTO’s financial state-
ments, where applicable: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding any other provision
of law, all fees and surcharges assessed and
collected by USPTO are available for USPTO
only pursuant to section 42(c) of title 35,
United States Code, as amended by section 22
of the Leahy-Smith America Invents Act
(Public Law 112-29): Provided further, That
within the amounts appropriated, $2,000,000
shall be transferred to the ‘““Office of Inspec-
tor General” account for activities associ-
ated with carrying out investigations and
audits related to the USPTO.

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND

TECHNOLOGY
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH AND
SERVICES

For necessary expenses of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology,
$621,173,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $9,000,000 may
be transferred to the ‘“Working Capital
Fund” Provided, That not to exceed $5,000
shall be for official reception and representa-
tion expenses.

INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES

For necessary expenses for industrial tech-
nology services, $149,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, of which $128,000,000
shall be for the Manufacturing Extension
Partnership, and of which $21,000,000 shall be
for the Advanced Manufacturing Technology
Consortia.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. QUAYLE

Mr. QUAYLE. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 11, line 18, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $21,000,000)’.

Page 11, line 20, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $21,000,000)"’.

Page 101, line 10, after the dollar amount
insert “(increased by $21,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. QUAYLE. Madam Chair, this
amendment would strike the new Ad-
vanced Manufacturing Technology
Consortia, also called AmTech, and
apply the $21 million that was provided
in the bill to the spending-reduction
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account. This new program is intended
to establish a public-private partner-
ship initiative that would provide Fed-
eral grants to identify and support re-
search projects focused on long-term
industrial needs.

We all recognize the importance of
advanced manufacturing and the value
of collaboration and innovation policy.
My hometown of Phoenix has a strong
high-tech base and great research uni-
versities. I also serve as the chairman
of the Subcommittee on Technology
Innovation, which has jurisdiction over
NIST. Our committee has a long bipar-
tisan record of support for NIST and its
contributions.

That being said, in the current budg-
et environment, I simply do not believe
it is appropriate to be establishing and
funding a new program. Even without
the new $21 million Advanced Manufac-
turing Technology Consortia, this
budget is still nearly 8 percent higher
than was provided last year.

Madam Chair, when you look at the
amount of debt that we’ve accumulated
over the course of many years and you
look at the budget process that we’re
going through right now, this AmTech
was actually requested for the funding
last time around when we were going
through the appropriations process,
and we rightfully did not fund this new
program. There are already programs
in place for manufacturing, and there
are other places that we can go in the
private sector to be able to deal with
that in the research and developing
new ways to be innovative in advanced
manufacturing. It is not the time to be
wasting another $21 million in spending
that we don’t have in order to put forth
a new program.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. The amendment would
cut $21 million we provided for NIST to
establish an Advanced Manufacturing
Technology Consortia, or AmTech.

Revitalizing the manufacturing sec-
tor is important to a strong economy.
Is America going to be making any-
thing? Aren’t we all tired of going into
Wal-Mart and seeing ‘‘made in China’’?
We have to begin to make things in
this country. AmTech would be a com-
petitive-grants program designed to le-
verage existing or establish new indus-
try-led consortia to develop roadmaps
for key long-term industrial research
needs and support research at univer-
sities and government labs. AmTech
will address multiple components of
the innovation cycle from discovery to
commercialization to accelerate the
pace of innovation through the various
industrial sectors.

These are precisely the types of pro-
grams that we need now to support
American manufacturing and innova-
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tion, and NIST has a strong track
record of proven success in supporting
American manufacturing. Manufac-
turing should be the cornerstone of the
economy, and this amendment would
help stop it.

I'm going to digress for just a second.
When this Congress on two different
occasions was asked by the administra-
tion to do away with the so-called
“payroll tax,” that cost this Congress
$125 billion. By doing that, both sides
of this Congress and the administra-
tion gave Jimmy Buffett a break and
Warren Buffett a break, and they cre-
ated no new jobs. We took $250 billion
and literally threw it away and jeop-
ardized the Social Security program.
They said they were going to pay for it
by borrowing from the general fund.
The general fund is broke. This is man-
ufacturing, and we need a manufac-
turer. We need to create jobs in this
country.

I know the gentleman has got a great
record on the cutting, but this is not
the place we want to do it. And I urge
a ‘“‘no’’ vote and yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, there is
nothing more important in our country
than the revival of manufacturing.
Over the first decade of this century,
we lost so many manufacturing jobs.

At the front edge of this recovery is
manufacturing. So that’s 370,000 new
jobs. To take our Federal laboratories,
which we invest billions of dollars that
we have—I've visited Sandia and Los
Alamos and the Fermi Lab and the Ar-
gonne Lab. We have tens of thousands
of scientists and researchers there.
This consortia program will allow
them to work with local manufacturers
and communities to help build our
manufacturing base so that as we com-
pete across the globe to build it here
and sell it everywhere, that we have
the manufacturing capabilities to do it.

I think this is an amendment that is
unwise. We have a budget that is built
not only on the agreement last year,
but on the Ryan budget. We’re oper-
ating within the 302(b) allocation. So
for people to rise and say we don’t have
the money, no, this is money that’s
been allocated by the majority Repub-
lican Congress to spend on behalf of
moving our country forward. So we
should have a debate on what’s impor-
tant. I think manufacturing is impor-
tant. I hope that we will reject this
amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. QUAYLE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. QUAYLE. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Arizona will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

CONSTRUCTION OF RESEARCH FACILITIES

For construction of new research facilities,
including architectural and engineering de-
sign, and for renovation and maintenance of
existing facilities, not otherwise provided for
the National Institute of Standards and
Technology, as authorized by sections 13
through 15 of the National Institute of
Standards and Technology Act (156 U.S.C.
278¢c-278e), $60,000,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That the Secretary
of Commerce shall include in the budget jus-
tification materials that the Secretary sub-
mits to Congress in support of the Depart-
ment of Commerce budget (as submitted
with the budget of the President under sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code)
an estimate for each National Institute of
Standards and Technology construction
project having a total multi-year program
cost of more than $5,000,000 and simulta-
neously the budget justification materials
shall include an estimate of the budgetary
requirements for each such project for each
of the five subsequent fiscal years.

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION
OPERATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of activities au-
thorized by law for the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, including
maintenance, operation, and hire of aircraft
and vessels; grants, contracts, or other pay-
ments to nonprofit organizations for the pur-
poses of conducting activities pursuant to
cooperative agreements; and relocation of fa-
cilities, $2,968,371,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2014, except that funds
provided for cooperative enforcement shall
remain available until September 30, 2015:
Provided, That fees and donations received by
the National Ocean Service for the manage-
ment of national marine sanctuaries may be
retained and used for the salaries and ex-
penses associated with those activities, not-
withstanding section 3302 of title 31, United
States Code: Provided further, That in addi-
tion, $119,064,000 shall be derived by transfer
from the fund entitled ‘“‘Promote and De-
velop Fishery Products and Research Per-
taining to American Fisheries’’: Provided fur-
ther, That of the $3,102,435,000 provided for in
direct obligations under this heading,
$2,968,371,000 is appropriated from the general
fund, $119,064,000 is provided by transfer, and
$15,000,000 is derived from recoveries of prior
year obligations: Provided further, That the
total amount available for National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration corporate
services administrative support costs shall
not exceed $207,013,000: Provided further, That
any deviation from the amounts designated
for specific activities in the statement ac-
companying this Act, or any use of
deobligated balances of funds provided under
this heading in previous years, shall be sub-
ject to the procedures set forth in section 505
of this Act.

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. HARRIS

Mr. HARRIS. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 13, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $542,000)".
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Page 13, line 14, after the
insert ‘‘(reduced by $542,000)"".

Page 13, line 15, after the
insert ‘‘(reduced by $542,000)’.

Page 101, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $542,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Maryland is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HARRIS. Madam Chairman, first
I want to congratulate the committee
for doing its work to help curb the rise
in government spending.

I rise to offer an amendment to pro-
vide level funding for NOAA’s Climate
Portal program, rather than the in-
crease in the funding requested by the
President and included in the bill as it
currently stands.

The Climate Portal program is actu-
ally a Web site run by NOAA; and in
committee testimony, Dr. Lubchenko
suggested that this was a science Web
site. This is where you can share cli-
mate science information and make de-
cisions.

dollar amount,

dollar amount,
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Madam Chairman, the request is a 56
percent increase in funding. Now, the
only thing that’s gotten a 56 percent
increase over the last 4 years is the size
of the Federal deficit and the debt. So
my amendment merely reduces the
level of funding to the current level.

But I want to read, as you click on
some of these topics, what the science
is at this port. I am going to read from
an article just published on the Web
site on May 2. It talks about farming.

“The rain was as loud as pennies fall-
ing on the roof of the truck’s cab.”
Later on in the paragraph, ‘“We had
been watching Johnson work in his
field until the fat drops of rain sent us
racing for cover.” Next paragraph,
“The machine behind the tractor
makes it easier than ever for him to
roll the grass into submission, thou-
sands of stalks pointing accusingly at
the device that just pancaked them.”

Madam Chairman, that’s not a sci-
entific article. That’s something I read
to my children at bedtime. But this is
what NOAA is advancing as a scientific
Web site to share scientific informa-
tion and is asking for a 56 percent in-
crease in their funding.

My amendment is simple. Let’s just
level-fund the Web site. Let’s revert it
to a truly scientific nature and come
back next year, if and when our fi-
nances are better.

Mr. WOLF. If the gentleman will
yield, I think it’s a good amendment,
and I accept the amendment.

Mr. HARRIS. With that, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. DICKS. I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Washington is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. DICKS. It is our understanding
that this affects climate change re-
search, and we think that we should
not support the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HARRIS).
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The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. HARRIS. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Maryland will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. HANABUSA

Ms. HANABUSA. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 13, line 2, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,600,000)"".

Page 32, line 4, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,900,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. HANABUSA. Madam Chairman,
first I would like to say that this is a
bipartisan amendment. Congressman
YouNG from Alaska has joined in the
amendment, as well as Congresswoman
BORDALLO, Congressman SABLAN, and
the gentleman from Washington, Con-
gressman DICKS.

So, Madam Chairman, this is a very
important issue, and it’s not asking for
much in terms of funding. It’s asking
for funding to be restored to the fiscal
year 12 level.

And let’s look at what we’re talking
about here. We’re talking about the
Marine Debris 1line, which funds
NOAA’s Marine Debris Program, which
was really established and mandated
by the Marine Debris Research, Pre-
vention, and Reduction Act of 2006. As
you know, the program works to map,
identify, assess, remove, and prohibit
marine debris.

Marine debris is, of course, the worst
pollution that we’re dealing with in
our oceans, but it has become even
more relevant to us after the tsunami,
the earthquake, and, of course,
Fukushima Daiichi in Japan on March
11, 2011. And we have, I'm sure, all sat
there in amazement as reports have
been made of a soccer ball being found,
I believe, in Alaska and a motorcycle
in Canada. Definitely, the debris is hit-
ting North America.

I represent Hawaii, and we are on
watch as well. All indications are that
the debris is making its way. It will hit
the northern Hawaiian Islands maybe
in the later part of this year. But defi-
nitely we expect that the coast will be
hit by 2013 as well as Hawaii and other
islands.

And think about what this means.
You are not talking about a ship. You
are not talking about things being
dropped in the ocean. You are talking
about whole cities. I'm sure we can all
recall seeing, in Japan, that tsunami
coming in and wiping out cities. And
think about where that went.

I think the problem that we, many of
us, have is that we stand there in awe
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of what happens, but we don’t think
about what the consequences are. And
the consequences here are major. That
is floating in the ocean, and it is mak-
ing its way to us.

That is why this amendment has
been proposed, and that is why I be-
lieve this amendment has the sponsors
that it does have, because we are sim-
ply asking to be restored to the level of
fiscal year 2012. What that will give
us—remember, at that point, we were
merely monitoring. We didn’t have any
clear evidence as to what was hap-
pening. Now we know.

All this does is say restore it to at
least that level so that the Marine De-
bris Program can do its work and map,
identify, assess, remove, and prohibit
more marine debris from hitting our
shores. Think about the consequences
for us.

Madam Chairman, that is why I ask
that we all support this amendment
and, on page 13, line 2, increase the
amount by $1.6 million, just to the fis-
cal year 2012 level.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Hawaii (Ms.
HANABUSA).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRIMM

Mr. GRIMM. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 42, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $18,000,000)"’.

Page 42, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $18,000,000)"’.

Page 13, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $18,000,000)’.

Page 13, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $18,000,000)"’.

Page 13, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $18,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. GRIMM. Madam Chair, I rise
today to offer an amendment I intro-
duced along with my colleagues, Mr.
KING of New York, Mr. BARLETTA, and
Mr. RUNYAN, that would ensure funding
is maintained for regional information
sharing activities, such as the Regional
Information Sharing System, RISS, a
program established by Congress over
30 years ago as a nationwide resource
for law enforcement to share criminal
and intelligence information.

The House FY2013 CJS appropria-
tions bill requests $27 million in fund-
ing for this important program, a 40
percent reduction over past years. Our
amendment would restore regional in-
formation sharing activities to the fis-
cal year 2011 funding level of $45 mil-
lion. In the fiscal year 2013 Commerce,
Justice, and Science Appropriations
Act, it is fully offset by reducing fund-
ing for NOAA climate research.

RISS is a valuable tool that helps
nearly 9,000 Federal, State, and local
law enforcement agencies in all 50
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States, the District of Columbia, and
U.S. territories. They share informa-
tion more effectively in order to com-
bat terrorism, dangerous criminals,
gangs, and sex offenders.

Since 2000, RISS support has yielded
$942.5 million in narcotics, property,
and case seizures alone, a 223 percent
return on Federal investment, and con-
tributed to more than 57,360 arrests.
These numbers don’t lie. It’s clear that
regional information sharing more
than pays for itself. These positive re-
sults have spurred a greater demand
for RISS services. However, with RISS
experiencing funding cuts in fiscal year
2012, Agency needs could not always be
met.
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With these additional cuts in fiscal
year 2013, RISS will need to implement
widespread layoffs and potentially dis-
mantle critical intelligence centers. So
in order to maximize the ability of law
enforcement to combat crime and keep
our community safe, regional informa-
tion-sharing activities must remain
adequately funded.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port this amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. I wish we could have
worked something out. I visited the
RISS center up in Bucks County. My
dad was a Philadelphia policeman. I
take a back seat to no one on the issue
of crime.

But it doesn’t cut the climate. We
don’t go down to that. What we’re cut-
ting, basically, is weather. What we’re
cutting is a National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration research and
facilities issue. The account the gen-
tleman is proposing would cut funds for
the National Weather Service and the
satellite office that process all the data
with regard to weather—hurricanes,
tornados.

As we go on, no matter what the out-
come of this amendment, it doesn’t cut
climate service. Also, this is the same
level fiscal year as it was in the 2012
level and the request. Some Members
come down and want more cuts; others
want an increase. This bill is below the
President’s numbers. It is below last
year. It is a good program, but it’s bal-
ancing out.

So I would urge people to vote ‘“‘no,”
and as we go to conference, I'll tell the
gentleman, we’ll work on it. As of now,
I urge a ‘“‘no” vote. If you vote ‘‘yes,”
then the money is coming out of the
weather. If there’s a hurricane, a tor-
nado, a snowstorm, a problem, then
you make your own judgment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. GRIMM).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.
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Mr. GRIMM. Madam Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New York will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In addition, for necessary retired pay ex-
penses under the Retired Serviceman’s Fam-
ily Protection and Survivor Benefits Plan,
and for payments for the medical care of re-
tired personnel and their dependents under
the Dependents Medical Care Act (10 U.S.C.
55), such sums as may be necessary.
PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION

For procurement, acquisition and con-
struction of capital assets, including alter-
ation and modification costs, of the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
$1,931,948,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2015, except that funds provided
for construction of facilities shall remain
available until expended: Provided, That of
the $1,946,948,000 provided for in direct obli-
gations under this heading, $1,931,948,000 is
appropriated from the general fund and
$15,000,000 is provided from recoveries of
prior year obligations: Provided further, That
any deviation from the amounts designated
for specific activities in the statement ac-
companying this Act, or any use of
deobligated balances of funds provided under
this heading in previous years, shall be sub-
ject to the procedures set forth in section 505
of this Act: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall include in budget
justification materials that the Secretary
submits to Congress in support of the De-
partment of Commerce budget (as submitted
with the budget of the President under sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code)
an estimate for each National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration procurement,
acquisition or construction project having a
total of more than $5,000,000 and simulta-
neously the budget justification shall in-
clude an estimate of the budgetary require-
ments for each such project for each of the 5
subsequent fiscal years.

PACIFIC COASTAL SALMON RECOVERY

For necessary expenses associated with the
restoration of Pacific salmon populations,
$65,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014: Provided, That, of the funds
provided herein, the Secretary of Commerce
may issue grants to the States of Wash-
ington, Oregon, Idaho, Nevada, California,
and Alaska, and to the Federally recognized
tribes of the Columbia River and Pacific
Coast (including Alaska), for projects nec-
essary for conservation of salmon and
steelhead populations that are listed as
threatened or endangered, or that are identi-
fied by a State as at-risk to be so listed, for
maintaining populations necessary for exer-
cise of tribal treaty fishing rights or native
subsistence fishing, or for conservation of
Pacific coastal salmon and steelhead habi-
tat, based on guidelines to be developed by
the Secretary of Commerce: Provided further,
That all funds shall be allocated based on
scientific and other merit principles and
shall not be available for marketing activi-
ties: Provided further, That funds disbursed to
States shall be subject to a matching re-
quirement of funds or documented in-kind
contributions of at least 33 percent of the
Federal funds.

AMENDME