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The American people certainly know 

at this stage whom to blame because of 
the problems over there. It is a crisis. 
It is a chaotic place we find over there. 
They are looking to cost us 3 million 
jobs. One week remains until these 
projects around the country lock their 
gates and lay off their workers. It is 
time for House Republican leaders to 
do what is responsible: take up the 
Senate-passed Transportation bill and 
pass it. The American people are 
watching and time is wasting. 

f 

FORGING A PATH FORWARD 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, while 
House Republicans are squandering 
precious time and risking American 
jobs, the Senate will now move forward 
with a bill to repeal billions in sub-
sidies to big oil companies. 

Last year, Big Oil raked in $137 bil-
lion in profits—more than ever before— 
but still received billions in taxpayer- 
funded giveaways. It does not make 
sense. Even with domestic oil produc-
tion at its highest level in almost a 
decade, prices at the pump are rising. 
Oil companies are making money hand 
over fist. 

When the price of a gallon of gas goes 
up by a single penny, quarterly profits 
for the five major oil companies go up 
$200 million. I heard on the news this 
morning that the price of gas in the 
last couple weeks has gone up 12 cents. 
Well, that is more than $2 billion for 
the oil companies. 

This country continues to give tax-
payer dollars to some of the most prof-
itable corporations in the world—not 
some of the most profitable, the most 
profitable. They are doing better than 
Google and Microsoft and all of them. 
They are the No. 1 profitable corpora-
tions in the world. It is time to end 
this careless corporate welfare. 

The only real way to bring down 
prices at the pump is to reduce U.S. de-
pendence on foreign oil. That will take 
additional responsible domestic oil pro-
duction and smart investments in 
clean energy technology. 

The Senate will vote this evening to 
advance the Repeal Big Oil Tax Sub-
sidies Act. This legislation ends more 
than $2 billion a year in tax breaks for 
Big Oil, and it invests the savings in 
the clean energy industry, where it will 
grow our economy and create jobs. 

Repealing wasteful subsidies will not 
cause oil prices to go up. Repealing 
wasteful subsidies, I repeat, will not 
cause oil and gas prices to rise. But re-
ducing America’s dependence on for-
eign oil will cause prices to fall for 
sure. But if Republicans continue to 
follow in lockstep to the drums of oil 
companies making record profits, one 
thing will be obvious: Republicans care 
less about bringing down gas prices 
than about helping oil companies that 
do not need help. Congress should pass 
this legislation and do it quickly be-
fore another taxpayer dollar is spent 
on wasteful handouts to Big Oil. 

How do the American people feel 
about this? Of course, by an over-
whelming margin, they agree with us. 

The Senate must also quickly move 
to reform our postal system, and in the 
coming weeks, we also must reauthor-
ize the Violence Against Women Act, 
pass additional job-creation measures, 
and take up the crucial cybersecurity 
bill. 

The Pentagon says passing cyberse-
curity legislation is the single most 
important action Congress can take to 
improve national security. That is why 
I will bring a bill to the floor very 
soon. Bipartisan efforts to craft com-
prehensive cybersecurity legislation 
have been ongoing for years. It is now 
time to act. It is time for Republican 
colleagues who have been involved in 
this effort from the start to sit down 
and help us move this matter forward. 
We are going to move this bill onto the 
floor. We have had hard work done by 
Senator LIEBERMAN and Senator COL-
LINS. It is a bipartisan bill. I would 
hope both parties would agree this leg-
islation is a priority. I hope so. 

As always, Mr. President, I hope 
Democrats and Republicans will be 
able to work together to forge a path 
forward on these most important 
issues. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, would the 
Chair announce the business of the 
day. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business until 4:30 p.m., with Senators 
permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to enter into a col-
loquy with my Republican colleagues 
for up to 30 minutes. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to once again speak about a 

topic I have spoken to many times over 
the last 2 years; that is, the health care 
law. 

Today I would like to focus on a 
number of aspects of the health care 
law, but to start I would point out that 
this law actually enacted the largest 
expansion of Medicaid since its incep-
tion in 1965. The law dramatically in-
creases government spending, it ties 
the hands of States, it is going to 
bankrupt State budgets, and it traps 
nearly 26 million more Americans in a 
broken system. 

Last week’s Medicaid Actuary report 
indicates that 25.9 million more Ameri-
cans will be dumped on Medicaid under 
the new law. The week before, the non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office 
pointed out that Federal spending on 
Medicaid will increase by $168 billion. 
That is just compared to last year’s 
projection. That means this expansion 
alone is projected to cost the Federal 
taxpayers $795 billion through 2021. 

That is at a time when not only our 
Federal budget is struggling, but in ad-
dition to that our State budgets are in 
trouble. Added up, the Federal Govern-
ment will spend $4.6 trillion on Med-
icaid over the next 10 years, a stag-
gering number—$4.6 trillion. 

Medicaid spending is projected to in-
crease 35 percent once the law is fully 
implemented. So with our national 
debt now approaching $16 trillion and 
compounding exponentially, as we bor-
row 42 cents of every $1 we spend every 
day, instead of reining in costs, the 
health care law is doubling down with 
spending. 

But the Medicaid expansion did not 
stop with wrecking Federal budgets. It 
hammers State budgets as well. This 
program already consumes 24 percent 
of State budgets. The law’s Medicaid 
expansion will force $118 billion in ad-
ditional unfunded mandates on our 
States through 2023. The National Gov-
ernors Association has weighed in on 
this issue. They said: ‘‘Spending on 
Medicaid is expected to consume an in-
creasing share of State budgets and 
grow much more rapidly than State 
revenue growth, resulting in slow or no 
growth in education, transportation, or 
public safety.’’ 

The Nebraska impact tells the story. 
The Governor commissioned a study in 
Nebraska to see what the impact would 
be on the health care law on the State 
budget. Nebraska will spend an addi-
tional $526 million to $766 million over 
the next 10 years on its Medicaid Pro-
gram. The expansion could add up to 
145,000 Nebraskans to the Medicaid 
Program over the next decade. 

Currently, one in nine Nebraskans is 
enrolled in Medicaid. The new provi-
sions of the law will expand eligibility 
to one in five Nebraskans, 20 percent. 
Governor Heineman addressed this 
issue. He said: This unfunded and un-
paralleled expansion of Medicaid is an 
unfair and unsustainable mandate on 
Nebraska and other States. The Fed-
eral health care law is an extraor-
dinarily large and excessive unfunded 
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mandate for States. It is potentially 
devastating to our State budget. 

Today, with me on the floor, I am 
joined by two former Governors. All 
three of us have had to deal with bal-
ancing budgets, and we had no choice 
but to make sure that at the end of our 
legislative sessions, our budgets were, 
in fact, balanced. 

Senator ALEXANDER was vocal in 
speaking out against this policy during 
the health care debate. He has a rather 
unique perspective because not only is 
he a former Governor, he is a former 
U.S. Secretary of Education. I would 
like the Senator to take a few minutes 
and explain how this law is going to ef-
fect the health care system, our edu-
cational system, our States, and for 
that matter our country. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen-
ator. He has a unique perspective him-
self as a former Cabinet member, Gov-
ernor, and now Senator. But all three 
of us here today, including the former 
Governor of North Dakota, have wres-
tled with this business of the rising 
costs of Medicaid, paid for partly by 
the States, according to rules set in 
Washington, and how do we deal with 
public education, especially higher 
education. 

I remember during the debate two 
years ago, I suggested to our colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle who were 
supporting the health care law, which I 
thought was an historic mistake be-
cause it expanded a health care deliv-
ery system we already knew was too 
expensive, instead of taking steps to 
reduce it. I suggested to them that 
they go home and run for Governor. 
They ought to be sentenced to go home 
and run for Governor if they vote for it 
and see whether they can implement it 
over an 8-year-period of time. 

Here is what the Senator from Ne-
braska is suggesting. Let me try to be 
very specific on the effect of the health 
care law on higher education in the 
States. This is not all President 
Obama’s fault. Some 30 years ago, 
when I was a young Governor, I was 
still struggling with saying: We get 
down to the end of the budget process 
and we have money either to put in 
higher education or into Medicaid, and 
the rules from Washington say it has 
to go to Medicaid. 

I remember going to see President 
Reagan and saying: Why do we not just 
swap it, Mr. President? You take all of 
Medicaid. Let the States take elemen-
tary and secondary education. I wish 
we had done that. But we did not do it. 
Gradually, the increasing Washington- 
directed costs have distorted State 
budgets until, as the Senator from Ne-
braska said, 24 percent of the State 
budgets go to the Medicaid program. 

Now we are in a process where be-
cause of the health care law, we are 
going to add 25.9 million more Ameri-
cans onto Medicaid, according to the 
Medicaid Chief Actuary. Employers are 
going to decide: I would rather pay my 
$2,000 penalty and allow my employees 
to go into the exchange or, if they are 

lower income, into Medicaid. Then the 
costs to States are going to go up. 

The Senator from Nebraska talked 
about what the current Governor of 
Nebraska said. Our former Governor, 
Governor Bredesen, a Democratic Gov-
ernor, estimated that between 2014 and 
2019 it would be $1.1 billion in new costs 
for the State of Tennessee from the 
Medicaid expansion. 

What most people do not realize is 
the effect this has on higher education 
and student tuition. I hear a lot of talk 
about let’s see if we can lower student 
tuition. One way we can lower it is not 
take money from student loans and 
spend it to pay for the health care bill. 
Most people are not aware we spent $8.7 
billion of so-called profits the govern-
ment makes when it borrows money at 
2.8 percent and loans it to students at 
6.8 percent. The government took some 
of that money and spent it to pay for 
the health care bill. 

If it did not do that, it could lower 
the interest rates on student loans, ac-
cording to the Congressional Budget 
Office, to 5.3 percent and save $2,200 per 
student over 10 years on the basis. So 
the health care law is costing students 
who borrow money more on their 
loans. 

In addition, and I will close with this 
example, it is raising college tuition. 
You say: How could the health care law 
cause tuition to go up in California or 
Tennessee? If in Tennessee, as last 
year, the increase for Medicaid went up 
15.8 percent. That is how much more 
State tax dollars it had to go up. 
Spending for the University of Ten-
nessee and community colleges went 
down 15 percent. Then the result of 
that was tuition went up in our State 
by about 8 percent. That was true all 
across our country. 

So the effect—and I will come back 
to this later if we have more time—is 
that the health care law mandates that 
the States spend more money on Med-
icaid, and, as a result, the State cuts 
the money it is spending for the Uni-
versity of Tennessee or Nebraska or 
North Dakota. In order to keep the 
quality of education up, tuition goes 
up. So students are paying more for 
tuition and they are paying more for 
interest rates on their student loans di-
rectly because of the health care law. 

President Obama should not be 
blamed for the last 30 years of rising 
costs of Medicaid. But he should be 
held responsible and this health care 
law should be held responsible for mak-
ing it worse. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Senator ALEXANDER 
has raised some excellent points there 
because Governors only have so much 
revenue they can deal with; they can-
not invent it, if you know what I am 
saying. So Governors have to figure 
out what the needs of the State are. If 
the Federal Government is taking that 
decision away from Governors by forc-
ing them into expanding their Med-
icaid, there is going to be less money 
available for programs such as K–12 
education, higher education. 

Let me, if I might, turn to our col-
league Senator HOEVEN. He was a Gov-
ernor for 10 years in the State of North 
Dakota. Will the Senator please ex-
plain the impact Medicaid expansion 
would have on budget decisions as a 
Governor and the impact the health 
care bill is going to have on the Sen-
ator’s State. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I thank Senator 
JOHANNS. It is good to be with him. 
Also, to Senator LAMAR ALEXANDER 
from the great State of Tennessee, it is 
great to be with him as well. We share, 
I guess, the common experience of 
serving as Governors and certainly 
bring that perspective to our work in 
the Senate. 

As Senator ALEXANDER just said, 
there is no question ObamaCare is 
making the health care challenge in 
the United States worse, is making it 
worse. We have to find a way to em-
power our people. In our roles as Gov-
ernors, before serving in the Senate, 
that is what we tried to do. When it 
came to Medicaid, when it came to 
health care, it was how do we empower 
our people, whether it is health care or 
anything else, in a way that not only 
makes their lives better but that 
makes sure we are fulfilling our re-
sponsibility as good stewards of the 
State’s treasury on behalf of the citi-
zens of our respective States. 

Last week was the second anniver-
sary of the Obama health care legisla-
tion—the second anniversary. The fact 
is, since that law was passed—and just 
1 minute ago, Senator ALEXANDER ex-
pressed some of the things he talked 
about when that debate was had in the 
Congress. But since that law was 
passed, over the past 2 years, Ameri-
cans have become more unhappy with 
the legislation. The Obama health care 
legislation has actually become more 
unpopular over the last few years as 
time has gone by because, quite sim-
ply, Americans do not want govern-
ment-run health care. Americans do 
not want government-run health care. 
That is what ObamaCare is. 

Americans want to be free to choose 
their own health care provider, their 
own doctors, their own hospitals. They 
also want to be able to be free to 
choose their own health care insur-
ance. Frankly, they are going to do a 
lot better job than having the Federal 
Government do it for them. That is 
just a fact. Of course, that is very 
much at issue now with the Supreme 
Court deliberations, the judicial review 
they are undertaking now on the con-
stitutionality of the individual man-
dates in the Obama health care legisla-
tion. 

Of course, the question is, Is that in-
dividual mandate constitutional? If it 
is, if they find that individual mandate 
is constitutional, then is there any 
limit to the government’s ability to in-
trude into the lives of our citizens? 
This is a huge question. If so, what 
happened to the concept of limited gov-
ernment, which was so carefully devel-
oped by our Founding Fathers in our 
Constitution? 
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It seems to me that concept of lim-

ited government is gone. That is an in-
credible problem for all of us that ex-
tends far beyond health care. As former 
Governors, we understand the need to 
limit government, whether it is the 
local level—and the Senator was a 
mayor. Senator JOHANNS was a mayor 
in Lincoln, NE, before he was the Gov-
ernor of Nebraska, now a Senator from 
Nebraska, and he understands that one 
of the fundamental responsibilities of a 
mayor, of a Governor, of a Senator is 
to make sure we honor the Constitu-
tion and we limit the power of govern-
ment, at the local, the State, and the 
Federal level, to intrude into the lives 
of our citizens. That is exactly what 
our Founding Fathers were striving to 
do in the Constitution, the whole con-
cept of checks and balances. 

We have a legislative branch and a 
judicial branch and an executive 
branch because that creates checks and 
balances on the respective powers of 
each branch. Why? To protect our citi-
zens, to limit the reach of government. 
We have a bicameral Congress, the 
House and the Senate, to make it hard-
er to pass laws, not easier—to make it 
harder to pass laws. Again, it is to pro-
tect the people of this country. 

We have the 10th amendment that re-
serves powers to the State not ex-
pressly provided to the Federal Govern-
ment; again, to limit the power of gov-
ernment and protect the people of this 
great country. Of course, that is what 
we have in our Bill of Rights. That is 
what it is all about. 

So we have ObamaCare; it raises 
taxes by $1⁄2 trillion. It raises taxes $500 
billion. It cuts Medicare $1⁄2 trillion, 
$500 billion. Yet, at the same time, it 
places huge costs, a huge burden on the 
States. The CBO now estimates that 
over the next 10 years it will cost the 
States $118 billion. That is $118 billion 
in costs to the States who are trying to 
balance their budgets. They are al-
ready facing challenges in doing that, 
and we will put that kind of huge cost 
on them. 

At the same time, think of what it 
does to our small businesses. Again, as 
a Governor, I know how it was in my 
State. I think it was true when the 
Senator from Nebraska was Governor 
and when Senator ALEXANDER was Gov-
ernor of Tennessee. We understood that 
job creation was job one. We had to 
make sure businesses were able to 
work effectively, to compete, and to 
employ people. That is the engine that 
drives our economy, the small busi-
nesses. 

When we look at ObamaCare, we look 
at what it does to the States—the $118 
billion over 10 years—and look at the 
costs it creates for small businesses 
and look at the confusion it creates in 
trying to comply with all of this. What 
do small businesses do? The Senator 
from Nebraska talked a minute ago 
about, OK, what does the small busi-
ness do? 

Well, either, A, they try to comply, 
and that drives up their costs or, B, 

they cancel their insurance and default 
to the government-run insurance. But 
it not only creates a problem for them 
in determining whether they are going 
to continue health care for their em-
ployees—and our citizens have shown 
they want the employer to continue 
doing that, and it goes to whether they 
hire more people. 

Here we are with 8.3 percent unem-
ployment, 13 million people looking for 
work, and we are going to make it 
harder for small businesses to put them 
to work because they don’t know if 
they can comply with ObamaCare, let 
alone withstand the cost. That affects 
every single American. 

We need to change the approach. 
That is what we are talking about 
today. We are talking about an ap-
proach where we can empower people 
to choose their own health insurance 
and provider, an approach that encour-
ages competition, which will help bring 
costs down, giving our consumers more 
choice. We are here to talk about how 
we work with States and small busi-
nesses to reduce costs, reduce fraud, 
waste, and abuse. 

The President of AARP, Barry Rand, 
estimates that $100 billion is lost annu-
ally in waste, fraud, and abuse under 
Medicaid. Think what our States could 
do on behalf of their citizens in all 50 
States if we in the Congress, working 
with an administration that will work 
with us, would empower the States to 
go after that waste, fraud, and abuse by 
giving their citizens more say over 
their health care and by encouraging 
competition among insurance compa-
nies to provide more choice, access, 
and to go after that waste, fraud, and 
abuse. 

There are so many things we can do, 
but it is not through a big, monolithic, 
government-run insurance program 
that puts costs on the States and costs 
on its citizens. That is what we need to 
change. We need to change it now. 

Again, I thank Senator ALEXANDER 
for being here and for his work to em-
power our people when it comes to 
health care. Also, I particularly thank 
Senator JOHANNS for calling us to-
gether to discuss this very important 
issue on behalf of the people of Amer-
ica. 

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, I 
thank Senator HOEVEN for his com-
ments. He mentioned that job one for 
every Governor is job creation. Before I 
turn to Senator ALEXANDER, let me 
congratulate Senator HOEVEN. What-
ever he did in that capacity worked. He 
has the lowest unemployment rate of 
any State. I am proud to say Nebraska 
is No. 2 in that regard. 

I will guarantee one thing you learn: 
You don’t create jobs by putting a big 
wet blanket of more regulations on the 
job creators. I worry that all these 
rules and regulations are going to have 
a very damaging impact on job cre-
ation. 

I would like Senator ALEXANDER to 
talk about that, what he sees as the 
impact of this health care bill on job 
creation in our States. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Sen-
ator. I listened with interest to the 
former Governor of North Dakota and 
the former Governor of Nebraska. Let 
me give a specific example. In response 
to the question, after the passage of 
the health care law, I met with a num-
ber of representatives from chain res-
taurants. Chain restaurants are the 
kind at which we go out to dinner for 
a modest cost. They are among the 
largest employers in America. They 
employ largely low-income and young 
people—people who are the waiters and 
waitresses we see when we go into 
Ruby Tuesday or O’Charley’s or one of 
these other places, and usually it is 
someone with a part-time job or some-
body who is working his or her way up. 

Many of those companies offer some 
health insurance to their employees. 
At one of the companies, Ruby Tues-
day, headquartered in Tennessee, the 
chief executive officer told me the cost 
of the health care law to his company 
would equal the profit of the company 
that year. This is a company with sev-
eral billion dollars in revenue. 

One of the companies that is even 
more successful than Ruby Tuesday in 
terms of profit, and is larger, told me 
their goal was to have 90 employees per 
store. But after the health care law, 
they said they would have 70 employees 
per store in order to comply with the 
cost of the health care law. This not 
only raises the cost of business, but it 
reduces employment in the United 
States. 

Unfortunately, I am afraid what we 
may find is these restaurant compa-
nies, after 2014—we are about 1 year 
away from a ticking time bomb for 
State budgets and businesses and also 
for people with employer health insur-
ance. I am afraid these companies will 
look at the penalty and say they would 
rather pay $2,000 per employee and let 
them find their way into one of these 
State exchanges or into the Medicaid 
Program. 

Millions of Americans, because of the 
health care law, are going to lose their 
employer-sponsored insurance, and 
millions of Americans will not have as 
many jobs because of the costs imposed 
on businesses such as these res-
taurants. 

Mr. JOHANNS. The Senator raises a 
good point. I am mindful of our time 
limit. I am going to take a minute or 
two to wrap up. I do think Senator 
ALEXANDER and Senator HOEVEN both 
raised very good points. 

I look at the health care law and I 
often think, whoever wrote this law, 
who were they talking to? They cer-
tainly were not talking to our small- 
and medium-sized businesses across 
this country. Why? Because just as 
Senator ALEXANDER points out, there is 
going to be a point where that business 
owner, large or small, and in each and 
every spot in between, will look at the 
penalty of $2,000 per employee and say 
it is vastly cheaper for them to drop 
coverage and pay the penalty. In fact, 
we figured out what that savings would 
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be for a large retailer in the United 
States. It was over $1 billion a year. 

Does anybody believe for a moment 
that they are not going to do what is 
right by their shareholders and pay 
that penalty and save $1 billion a year 
by dropping health care coverage? Once 
that dam breaks, the dam breaks. 

Then do you remember that promise 
so often made—47 times? The President 
said, ‘‘If you like your plan, you are 
going to be able to keep it.’’ Well, peo-
ple are not going to be able to keep it. 
They will lose their plans. 

They certainly were not talking to 
Governors when they wrote this bill. 
Any Governor would tell us that Med-
icaid is a broken system. It is literally 
bankrupting State budgets under cur-
rent circumstances. Then when we add 
26 million more people to Medicaid, we 
begin to realize they are going to have 
a serious access problem. 

Forty percent of doctors do not take 
Medicaid patients. Where are they 
going to find their health care? As 
many of us pointed out, it is like say-
ing to someone: Here is your bus tick-
et, travel anywhere you want—oh, by 
the way, there are not enough buses to 
haul all the people we have given tick-
ets to. 

That is what we are going to be fac-
ing—a growing access problem. Then, 
with the cuts to Medicare, they sure 
could not have been talking to Medi-
care providers because when they start 
cutting reimbursement rates, which is 
exactly what they are doing with $1⁄2 
trillion cut out of Medicare, they are 
going to have access problems there 
too. 

All of a sudden senior citizens cannot 
find a doctor. Don’t believe my state-
ment on that. Read the reports from 
Richard Foster, the Chief Actuary at 
CMS, who studied this and said these 
are the consequences of this legisla-
tion. 

At the end of the day it is pretty 
clear to all of us that this is a failed 
policy that was quickly put together, 
rammed through to roll over the mi-
nority and get this done. We ended up 
with a very failed piece of legislation. 

The American people do not like this 
legislation any better than the day it 
was passed. In fact, they like it less. 
The more they learn about this legisla-
tion, the less they like it. 

I will wrap up with one thought. We 
all know the Supreme Court is hearing 
arguments on this case these days. It is 
my hope the Supreme Court will inter-
vene and decide that this law is in fact 
unconstitutional, and then we can 
build a health care law the way it 
should be done—a step at a time, con-
sulting with medical providers and 
Governors all across this country to 
build a policy that makes sense for the 
health care system and our citizens. 
That is what should have been done in 
the first place. That is what we need to 
do. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES 

STAFF SERGEANT JERRY REED II 
Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, we are 

reading in the news about the violence 
in countries all around the world and 
are reminded about the tremendous 
sacrifice of American troops as they 
protect and preserve the interests of 
our Nation. These men and women 
serve with courage and honor and it is 
our duty to honor and stand for those 
who have stood for us. 

Today, I am here to pay my respects 
to SSG Jerry Reed II, an Arkansas sol-
dier who sacrificed his life for the love 
of his country while in support of Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom. 

Staff Sergeant Reed graduated from 
Russellville High School in 2000 and en-
listed in the Army. He served 4 years 
and then reenlisted in 2008 and served 
in Iraq, Germany, Korea, and Afghani-
stan. Staff Sergeant Reed served as a 
tank driver and gunner with the 
Army’s 28th Infantry Brigade, 2nd Bat-
talion, A Company at Grafenwoehr, 
Germany. 

His sister Katherine, in an interview 
with the Russellville Courier, spoke of 
how he loved the military and planned 
to make it a career. Staff Sergeant 
Reed’s family and friends describe him 
as a man who would have had no trou-
ble fitting into the military, for he was 
one who faced danger head on. He was 
a protector and looked out for his 
friends. He loved being outdoors and 
fishing and spending time with his fam-
ily. 

On February 16, 2012, Staff Sergeant 
Reed passed away while serving in Af-
ghanistan. Staff Sergeant Reed made 
the ultimate sacrifice for his country. 
He is a true American hero. 

I ask my colleagues to keep his fam-
ily and his friends in their thoughts 
and prayers during this very difficult 
time, and I humbly offer thanks to 
SSG Jerry Reed for his selfless service 
to the security and well-being of all 
Americans. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ACT 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, the 
British statesman Edmund Burke said: 

All government—indeed every human ben-
efit and enjoyment, every virtue, and every 
prudent act—is founded on compromise and 
barter. 

Compromise and barter. That means 
give-and-take in order to work things 
out. 

I want to apply Burke’s famous apho-
rism to the two leaders of the Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee, 
the chairman, Senator BARBARA BOXER 
of California, and the ranking member, 
Senator JIM INHOFE of Oklahoma—one 
of the Senate’s leading liberals and one 
of the Senate’s most dyed-in-the-wool 
conservatives. 

While Senators BOXER and INHOFE 
openly acknowledge there is much they 
do not agree on, they both agree trans-
portation infrastructure is a smart in-
vestment in America’s road safety and 
jobs. So they worked hard to craft a 
consensus highway bill that three- 
quarters of the Senate could agree to 
support. I have always believed this 
kind of cooperation is the key to suc-
cess. We can do great things for this 
country when we work together. 

When I had the honor of leading the 
Environment and Public Works Com-
mittee, I also had the truly distinct 
pleasure of working with Senators 
from both parties who understood 
Burke’s principle of barter and com-
promise, such as John Warner of Vir-
ginia and John Chafee of Rhode Island. 
So it is very gratifying to know that 
tradition on the Environment and Pub-
lic Works Committee continues to be 
strongly upheld by the chairman and 
the ranking member today. 

In working to craft the highway bill, 
both of these leaders faced pressures 
not to compromise. Each had ample op-
portunity to give into those pressures 
and give up on the bill. But instead of 
drawing lines in the sand and pointing 
fingers, they chose to reach out their 
hands and meet in the middle. They 
talked to each other and, more impor-
tantly, they listened. They opted for 
pragmatism over ideology. They dis-
agreed without being disagreeable. 
They worked closely with Senator VIT-
TER and myself to incorporate the best 
ideas from all sides. Ultimately, those 
good-faith efforts prevailed when the 
committee reported our highway bill 
title with unanimous support. 

We continued working together to 
meld that product with contributions 
from the Banking Committee and the 
Commerce Committee, along with a 
fiscally responsible plan to pay for this 
investment from the Finance Com-
mittee. 

Earlier this month, 75 percent of the 
Senate came together to pass a high-
way bill that will create or sustain ap-
proximately 1.8 million American jobs 
each year. That is according to the De-
partment of Transportation. What a 
tremendous achievement reached by 
working together—creating or sus-
taining 1.8 million jobs a year. For my 
State of Montana, this bill will create 
or sustain 14,000 jobs each year, and it 
cuts through redtape to put people to 
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