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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBSTER).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 19, 2012.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL
WEBSTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 17, 2012, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———————

AMERICANS HOLD THE KEY TO
THE AMERICAN DREAM—NOT
GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I couldn’t
believe my ears last Friday when Presi-
dent Obama made the revealing state-
ment: if you have a business, you
didn’t build that. Someone else made
that happen.

The President’s decision to speak as
an authority on the private sector,
where he has never staked his own live-

lihood, is baffling. The takeaway from
his speech may be boiled down to this:
it’s not your smarts; it’s not your work
ethic. If not for the government, where
would you be?

Ask the entrepreneur who has taken
real risk if that rings true. Ask the
small business owner who took out a
second mortgage to get his company
off the ground. Ask those who wakened
before dawn to fire up the ovens at
their bakery or to tend to the needs on
their farm. Was Washington a co-la-
borer in their work? Should Wash-
ington claim any credit for their suc-
cess? Job creators stake their own
money and security on their ventures
and most do so without the safety net
of a government grant or bailout.

In America, not everyone chooses to
take those risks and join the ranks of
job creators; and among those who do,
not everyone succeeds. But that is the
symptom of a choice-driven free mar-
ket and part of the beauty of our coun-
try. That is why our Declaration
itemizes as one of our inalienable
rights the pursuit of happiness. This is
the understanding that the American
Dream looks different for everyone and
that through hard work, talent, choice,
and opportunity, so too will its results.

Inherent in the American psyche is
the belief that hard work can change
the course of a person’s life. I know
that to be true in my own life; and 63
percent of Americans share that belief,
as opposed to 37 percent of French, 45
percent of Dutch, and 46 percent of
Norwegians. That hope in hard work is
among our country’s greatest assets,
and it is a tragedy that the principle
was so diminished by our White House.

You see, Mr. Speaker, I have a back-
ground as a small businesswoman. To-
gether with my husband, Tom, we built
an independent nursery and land-
scaping business in North Carolina
more than 30 years ago, and it’s still in
our family today. I've seen what it
takes to keep a small business afloat.

The hours are long, the strain on the
family can be significant, and you live
with the knowledge that one sustained
economic downturn could spell the end
of your life’s work.

No one from the government was
there when my husband and I worked
in the rain and snow to finish jobs so
we could get paid, or cut Christmas
trees and load them when the tempera-
ture was so brutally cold we could
hardly tie knots to keep them on a
truck. No one from government was
there in the wee hours of the morning
when we were doing our regular jobs
while at the same time working to
start our business.

Small businesses operate in a world
of bottom lines Washington knows very
little about. Unlike Washington, they
don’t have the luxury to deficit spend,
print more money, or profess as
“‘spending cuts’” lower-than-antici-
pated growth.

When the President claimed the
American system ‘‘allowed’ the suc-
cessful to thrive, he made a dangerous
error. Government doesn’t allow its
citizens to thrive, nor does it ‘‘enable”
them to thrive or ‘‘permit’ them to
thrive. That language suggests govern-
ment is a benefactor possessing the au-
thority to give or take the blessings of
open commerce as it sees fit. No, gov-
ernment does not ‘‘allow” you to
thrive. Government, when it operates
in its constitutional capacity, does not
obstruct your thriving.

Ask small business owners today and
they will likely tell you they exist in
spite of government’s burdens and in-
terference. Government already obli-
gates small businesses to pay more
than $10,000 per employee each year to
comply with Federal regulations. That
is money they are not directing toward
hiring new employees. But even with
that knowledge, Washington’s regu-
latory tsunami continues. So do the
taxes.

In a faltering economy, job creation
is of paramount importance; and when
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you raise taxes in a faltering economy,
job creation is thwarted. The President
acknowledged as much in 2009, but his
policies run to the contrary.

Perhaps the President’s lack of fa-
miliarity with running a business in a
recession is responsible for his insist-
ence on increasing taxes on 940,000
small business tax filers in 2013. Per-
haps it’s because he doesn’t know the
ins and outs of private sector creation
that he’s willing to risk 710,000 Amer-
ican jobs on his tax crusade. We who
know the private sector want to spare
him that lesson. Taxes will devastate
our economy. To grow it, every Amer-
ican should benefit from an extension
of tax relief.

Mr. Speaker, Washington didn’t buy
the American Dream for the millions of
small businesses that comprise the
backbone of our economy. Nor did
Washington show up sick when a shift
needed to be covered, miss soccer
games because a shipment had to be re-
ceived, or work graveyard because
someone had to do it. Americans did
that.

Too quickly we forget that every-
thing the government has it takes from
taxpayers; and if taxpayers do poorly,
so does the government. So Wash-
ington must remain mindful. If the
policies it imposes make it harder for
small businesses to grow and create
jobs, and eliminate their ability to in-
vest, it is Washington that will find
itself in crisis as it is now.

————
PUBLIC BROADCASTING

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. There is a battle
under way about the very existence of
public broadcasting. We thought we
were past this when, 15 months ago, the
House Republican leadership targeted
NPR and tried to defund the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting.

Luckily, last year, 170 million peo-
ple—who don’t just listen to or watch
public broadcasting, but depend on it—
unleashed an unprecedented show of
support. As a result, the Republican
leadership walked back.

One good thing about last year’s
budget was a requirement to have a
study about alternatives to funding
public broadcasting so that people
would have hard facts for this year’s
budget discussion. Well, that study is
in, and it clearly shows that there is no
viable alternative to Federal funding
for public broadcasting.

Many of the proposals that have been
suggested would actually result in less
money overall for public broadcasting
in the long term. Yet the House appro-
priations bill, marked up yesterday,
would slash funding now, defund NPR
Federal support, and end public broad-
casting as we know it within 2 years.

I had dinner with Ken Burns last
night, and we discussed this. He point-
ed out that his five or six projects in
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the pipeline would never be seen if this
budget goes forward. So enjoy his pro-
gram about the Dust Bowl this Novem-
ber because you will never be able to
see the Roosevelts, Jackie Robinson,
Vietnam, Hemingway. All will never be
finished or seen if the Republican budg-
et proposal is approved.

The problem is that Governor Rom-
ney—who has singled out public broad-
casting as one of five projects that he
would defund—and the Republicans lis-
tened to a tiny fraction of the Amer-
ican public that is even a minority in
their own party. Polls show that two-
thirds of Republicans surveyed would
either keep Federal funding for broad-
casting as it is or increase it.

What resonates with Republican pri-
mary voters is not what America
wants, needs, or believes. The unprece-
dented threat comes at exactly the
time Americans need public broad-
casting the most. NPR news, the object
of greatest Republican scorn, is the
most trusted brand in American news
media.

PBS shows like ‘‘Sesame Street”
have helped three generations of par-
ents raise their children with effective,
commercial-free educational program-
ming.
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Locally owned news is becoming only
a memory for most America as large
corporations buy up local stations and
newspapers. There’s no money to be
made by commercial stations that
cater to the special needs of rural and
small town America. Luckily, public
broadcasting is there because their
mission is to serve, not make money.

We must stop this attack on the crit-
ical service, especially for rural and
small-town America. It’s time for the
170 million Americans who depend on
public broadcasting every month to
again fight back and for Congress to fi-
nally listen.

The radical proposal to slash public
broadcasting, defund NPR, and termi-
nate public broadcasting as we know it,
is a powerful symbol of how far out of
step the Republican leadership is from
the country they’re supposed to rep-
resent.

There’s no reason to make public
broadcasting a partisan issue. Public
broadcasting has broad support from
Republicans, Independents, and Demo-
crats alike. That’s why PBS and its
member stations were named number
one in public trust and a ‘‘excellent”
use of taxpayer dollars for the 9th con-
secutive year.

It’s time for people who believe in
public broadcasting to stand up to this
extremism and settle the question once
and for all about the future of public
broadcasting. Unless we fight now,
there may be nothing left to protect.

———

MINNESOTA’S 86,000-ACRE
PROBLEM

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

Mr. CRAVAACK. Mr. Speaker, for far
too long—over 30 years, in fact—Min-
nesota and its students have been faced
with an 86,000-acre problem.

When Minnesota became a State in
1858, sections 16 and 36 of every town-
ship were set aside in trust for the ben-
efit of schools. The State could use,
lease, or sell the land to raise money
for education. Then, in the 1970s, the
Federal Government created the
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness. These State school trust lands
within the Boundary Waters cannot be
timber harvested, leased, or utilized for
their minerals. Thus, they are not gen-
erating money for the school trust. As
a result, approximately 86,000 acres of
State trust lands are currently locked
within the borders of the Boundary
Waters and unable to produce critical
funding for Minnesota public edu-
cation.

Ultimately, Congress got us into this
situation in the first place, and Con-
gress will have to get us out.

On June 8, the Natural Resources

Committee’s Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests and Public
Lands, conducted a comprehensive

hearing on this legislation. Our goal:
preserve and protect the Boundary
Waters and allow State-owned school
trust lands to raise revenue for Min-
nesota education through utilizing our
timber and mineral resources.

It is imperative we resolve this long-
standing problem. Minnesota law speci-
fies these lands must earn money for
the school trust. In fact, the State has
a constitutional responsibility to earn
a financial return from these lands to
fund the education system.

That is why I introduced H.R. 5544,
the Minnesota Education Investment
and Employment Act, which will give
State-owned school trust lands trapped
in the Boundary Waters to the Federal
Government in exchange for Federal
Government-owned land outside the
Boundary Waters. This legislation is
needed for the Federal Government to
execute the bipartisan plan recently
agreed upon by the Minnesota Legisla-
ture and signed by the Governor.

Our economy cannot wait, and our
kids in the classroom shouldn’t either.
This legislation will produce new op-
portunities to create well-paying jobs
and additional revenue for our schools.

Minnesota’s school trust lands are a
154-year investment in our future.
Times are tight, and our schools and
teachers could use the help. Currently,
some school districts in Minnesota, in-
cluding mine in North Branch, have
classes with up to 40 students and have
scaled back to 4-day school weeks.

Just recently, the largest paper in
Minnesota, the Minneapolis Star Trib-
une, penned an opinion piece which
stated that enactment of this legisla-
tion would be a boon for our economy
in the Eighth. Unfortunately, special
interests are attempting to derail this
broad, bipartisan land swap plan, which
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