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House of Representatives 
The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Tuesday, May 15, 2012, at 12 noon. 

Senate 
MONDAY, MAY 14, 2012 

The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Honorable RICH-
ARD BLUMENTHAL, a Senator from the 
State of Connecticut. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
O God, our Father, strengthen our 

Senators for today’s challenges. Em-
power them with the courage of obedi-
ence so that in doing Your will they 
will find peace. Give them such trust in 
You that they may experience setbacks 
without ever doubting Your provi-
dential leading. In all of their 
strivings, energize them with persever-
ance to bring each task to its ap-
pointed end. Lord, as they try to make 
good decisions, give them the light to 
see what they ought to do and the re-
solve to do it. May they ride out the 
storms of difficulties and discourage-
ment with the knowledge that You will 
sustain them. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable RICHARD BLUMENTHAL 
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 

to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. INOUYE). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, May 14, 2012. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable RICHARD 
BLUMENTHAL, a Senator from the State of 
Connecticut, to perform the duties of the 
Chair. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL thereupon as-
sumed the chair as Acting President 
pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK REAUTHOR-
IZATION ACT OF 2012—Motion to 
Proceed 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move that 
the Senate proceed to Calendar No. 396, 
H.R. 2072. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to calendar No. 396, H.R. 

2072, a bill to reauthorize the Export-Import 
Bank of the United States, and for other pur-
poses. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we are now 
on the motion to proceed to the Ex-Im 

Bank bill. We are working on an agree-
ment to begin consideration of the bill. 
I don’t know if we can reach that, but 
we are trying. 

At 4:30 today the Senate will proceed 
to executive session to consider two 
U.S. district judges from Maryland and 
Illinois. At 5:30 there will be up to 
three rollcall votes. The first two will 
be on confirmation of George Levi Rus-
sell and John J. Tharp, and the third 
will be on cloture on the motion to pro-
ceed to the Ex-Im Bank bill. 

There was a time when legislation 
that would reduce the deficit and sup-
port hundreds of thousands of jobs 
would fly through the Senate with bi-
partisan support but not so anymore. 
Instead, a worthy measure that would 
support 300,000 American jobs—the Ex-
port-Import Bank—may stall in the 
Senate this evening. The holdup is 
more Republican obstructionism. 

Tonight the Senate will vote on 
whether to end the filibuster of reau-
thorization of this most important leg-
islation. The bank helps American 
companies grow and sell their products 
overseas. Last year this bank financed 
3,600 private companies and added al-
most 300,000 jobs in more than 2,000 
American communities. 

The last time the Senate considered 
this in legislation, it was offered by a 
Republican Senator and it passed by 
unanimous consent. What that means 
is it comes to the floor, sponsored by a 
Republican, and everybody agrees and 
we don’t even have a vote here. It is 
done by unanimous consent. So it is 
unfortunate that I had to file cloture 
again. I have filed cloture, cloture, clo-
ture on so many different things. We 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3108 May 14, 2012 
shouldn’t have to argue over bipartisan 
proposals such as this one. It should 
just pass as it has in the past. But I re-
main hopeful that we can find a way to 
work together on it. 

The Export-Import Bank has the sup-
port of two groups that rarely see eye 
to eye—the chamber of commerce and 
labor unions. Today I got a letter from 
the National Association of Manufac-
turers, as did every other Senator. It 
says: The National Association of Man-
ufacturers—we refer to it as NAM—the 
largest manufacturing association in 
the United States, representing manu-
facturers in every industrial sector in 
all 50 States, urges us to support the 
Export-Import Bank Reauthorization 
Act. 

The Export-Import Bank of the 
United States—referred to as the Ex- 
Im Bank—is one of the only tools man-
ufacturers in the United States have to 
counter hundreds of billions of dollars 
of export financing foreign govern-
ments offer to their exporters. In 2010 
Canada, France, and India provided 7 
times and China and Brazil 10 times 
more export assistance as a share of 
GDP than did the United States. The 
Ex-Im Bank levels the playing field for 
U.S. exporters by matching credit sup-
port other nations provide, ensuring 
that our Nation’s manufacturers can 
compete based upon the price and per-
formance of their products. It also en-
ables small and medium-sized manufac-
turers to capture new markets in 
emerging economies abroad. In 2010 the 
bank supported more than $41 billion in 
export sales from more than 3,600 com-
panies, supporting approximately 
290,000 jobs here—rather than the 
300,000 I said—export-related American 
jobs. 

Denying Ex-Im reauthorization will 
hurt manufacturers of every size and 
threaten thousands of U.S. manufac-
turing jobs. Small and medium-sized 
companies are particularly vulnerable 
and those that receive direct Ex-Im 
Bank support as well as those who sup-
ply larger companies. So manufactur-
ers urge your support of H.R. 2072, 
which authorizes the bank through 
September 2014 and provides a modest 
increase in its lending authority and 
enhances congressional oversight over 
the bank. 

That letter was signed by one of the 
officers of the bank. 

This legislation has Republican co-
sponsors. Why do we have to go 
through this endless procedural proc-
ess? Why can’t we just pass it, as we 
have done in so many years past? They 
are saying: We want amendments. 
Amendments to kill the bill after say-
ing they support the bill? 

The House passed this bill without 
amendment—I repeat, without amend-
ment—on a 330-to-93 vote last week. 
But that 93 kind of says it all. Ninety- 
three is the mainstay of the tea party 
caucus in the House. They are opposed 
to everything, just as almost 50 percent 
of the Senate Republicans are against 
everything. That is what we have here. 

Even though there is outward support 
for this legislation, they want to kill 
this bill. They don’t want the govern-
ment to have anything to do with our 
lives—period, nothing—which is unre-
alistic in this modern world and, in 
fact, in any world. 

This legislation is exactly the kind of 
smart investment Congress must make 
to keep the economy on the road to re-
covery, and it is the kind of consensus 
proposal that shouldn’t require Demo-
crats to have to try to break a fili-
buster. 

When Senate Democrats brought this 
reauthorization to the floor pre-
viously—in fact, in March—we assumed 
it would pass by a strong bipartisan 
vote. Surprise was here—the Repub-
licans voted against it. Nearly unani-
mously they voted against it in March 
despite their public confessions of sup-
port for it. Then a day or two after 
they voted no, they sent me a letter 
saying: We have to get this done. So 
they voted against it in March, and 
now they are threatening to do it, for 
different reasons this time: They don’t 
have enough amendments. They want 
amendments. So they are once again 
forcing us to run out the clock on this 
measure, which expires at the end of 
this month. 

Frankly, the behavior of my Repub-
lican colleagues over the last week has 
been a little baffling. They say they 
support our efforts to keep interest 
rates on Federal loans from doubling 
for 7 million college students. They 
voted the proposal down. Now, a few 
days later, they say they support the 
Ex-Im Bank, but they voted it down 
once and they are threatening to do it 
again. 

With Republicans willing to use 
every obstructionist tactic in the 
book—even some that are not in the 
book, even on bills they support—it is 
a wonder the Senate gets anything 
done at all. 

Further delay would allow the bank’s 
lending authority to lapse, putting jobs 
at risk. But there is still time for my 
colleagues on the other side to reverse 
course. There is still time to work to-
gether to pass this measure. 

I understand my Republican col-
leagues want to offer amendments to 
the bill. I have already said so. Their 
amendments generally would just 
eliminate the bank—not make it 
stronger, not lessen it a little bit, just 
gut the Export-Import Bank, and some 
just eliminate it altogether. Even if 
those amendments weren’t egregious, 
changing this legislation now would 
only waste more time. And we have 
been told the House isn’t going to ac-
cept any amendments. But why would 
we accept any amendment that gets rid 
of the bank? 

The process of reauthorizing this 
bank has taken months already. There 
is really no reason to waste more time. 
American exporters are counting on us 
to get something done this week. So I 
hope my Republican colleagues will 
consider the consequences of yet an-

other filibuster and join Democrats to 
reauthorize this Export-Import Bank 
without delay. 

Would the Chair announce the busi-
ness of the day. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. At 4:30 p.m., under the previous 
order, the Senate will proceed to exec-
utive session. 

Mr. REID. 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. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 
ask I be permitted to speak as in morn-
ing business. 

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

ARREST AND DETENTION OF NAMBARYN 
ENKHBAYAR 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, for 
about the past week I have been very 
concerned and involved in a situation 
involving Mongolia. It is a small coun-
try. It has been a democratic country 
for the past 20 years. At one time it 
was part of the Soviet bloc but no 
longer. 

I have talked to many people at the 
State Department, the Vice President’s 
office, the chairman of Brookings, the 
former Ambassador to Mongolia. I 
come to the floor to address the situa-
tion of Mr. Nambaryn Enkhbayar, the 
former President of Mongolia from 2005 
to 2009. 

I was in Mongolia when he was Presi-
dent and had the opportunity to get to 
know him as a distinguished inter-
national statesman who, sadly, is fac-
ing so-called allegations of corruption 
in the country he led so well and so 
long. Mr. Enkhbayar, in addition to 
being President of the country, was 
previously Prime Minister and has held 
many other leadership positions in gov-
ernment over the years. As President, 
he designed and effectively executed 
Mongolia’s ‘‘third neighbor’’ policy of 
diversifying its diplomatic and eco-
nomic relations beyond the strong ties 
with its immediate neighbors, China 
and Russia. 

Specifically, Mr. Enkhbayar person-
ally emphasized relations with the 
United States; with our Asian allies 
such as Japan, Korea and Australia; 
and with Europe. 

At the request of the Bush Adminis-
tration, he dispatched Mongolian 
troops to fight alongside Americans in 
Iraq and Afghanistan, held two sum-
mits with President Bush and con-
cluded Mongolia’s Millennium Chal-
lenge pact in 2007. 
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Under his leadership, the Mongolian 

Government strengthened its inter-
national peace-keeping role with the 
United Nations, joined and then took a 
leading role in the Community of De-
mocracies, provided humanitarian 
transit for North Korean refugees 
through Mongolia, and developed im-
portant intelligence exchanges with 
American counterparts. 

Domestically, Mr. Enkhbayar con-
tributed to Mongolia’s political matu-
ration with his graceful concession and 
cooperation after he lost his re-elec-
tion bid in the 2009 presidential elec-
tion to Mr. Elbegdorj, the current 
President of Mongolia. This smooth 
transition of the presidency from one 
party to another at that time did much 
to solidify the foundations of demo-
cratic politics in the country. 

Sadly, the atmosphere in Mongolia 
has become less conducive to such fair 
play this year, as Mongolia approaches 
an important parliamentary election in 
June. 

After retiring from politics with the 
end of his presidential term in 2009, Mr. 
Enkhbayar re-entered the public arena 
again this year with the formation of a 
third major party and the fielding of a 
slate of candidates, including for him-
self, for the parliament. 

Just as the campaigning for this elec-
tion was starting in earnest a month 
ago, Mr. Enkhbayar was arrested under 
charges brought by the Anti-Corrup-
tion Agency of Mongolia, an organiza-
tion established while he was presi-
dent. 

It is important to say that building 
practices of good governance and chal-
lenging corrupt practices form an im-
portant benchmark of achievement for 
any developing democracy. We should 
applaud vigorous efforts to combat cor-
rupt practices in the country. That is 
needed. 

But it is equally important that 
those fighting corruption avoid a sense 
of involvement in such practices them-
selves. Certainly, to say the least, the 
bringing of charges against a political 
leader in the midst of an important 
election campaign is unusual. 

As extraordinary as the timing of the 
charges, the process of Mr. 
Enkhbayar’s subsequent arrest and in-
carceration was of even more concern. 

Mr. Enkhbayar was ostensibly want-
ed for questioning, but on the evening 
and early morning of April 12–13, he 
was forcefully removed from his home 
by several hundred law enforcement of-
ficials and without any resistance on 
his part and then spirited away for con-
finement in a remote prison where all 
access was severely limited. 

In incarceration, Mr. Enkhbayar suf-
fered further indignities and irregular-
ities of due process. 

He had inadequate access to family 
and counsel. He reportedly received 
abusive verbal treatment. After initi-
ating a ‘‘dry hunger strike’’ without 
liquids to protest these cir-
cumstances—which is his right under 
international law as a prisoner—he was 

denied adequate medical treatment and 
endured attempts to force feed him. 

Only after his health was at risk, Mr. 
Enkhbayar was released on bail this 
morning so he could receive the med-
ical treatment he so desperately needs. 

It is my hope he will be well enough 
to continue with his campaign for par-
liament. 

Yet I am deeply concerned that he 
still may be charged with corruption, 
allegations that have been deemed by 
one of his attorneys to be ‘‘insubstan-
tial, stale and petty.’’ 

Our concern now should be, in the 
first instance, Mr. Enkhbayar’s health 
and even his physical survival of this 
ordeal. 

Secondly, we need to press for due 
process in the adjudication of his case 
and ensure he is afforded his full rights 
to a speedy, transparent and fair hear-
ing of the charges, with full legal as-
sistance with his defense. 

We cannot be sure at this time that 
either of these considerations, the min-
imum that is owed any citizen or any 
human being under the rule of law in a 
democracy, can be secured. So I call 
upon the authorities of Mongolia to an-
nounce that the procedures and sched-
ule for adjudication of his case will 
proceed and that President Enkhbayar 
will be accorded full due process rights 
to which he is entitled. To do less 
would be to reinforce fears the process 
employed here is politically driven and 
meant exclusively to remove Mr. 
Enkhbayar from participation in the 
parliamentary election now underway. 

Finally, this brings me to a larger 
issue concerning fears for the fate of 
Mongolian democracy and for the now 
strong relationship between Mongolia 
and the United States. Mongolia has 
been rightly acclaimed for the extraor-
dinary progress it has made in building 
democratic practices and institutions 
since the collapse of the Soviet Union 
20 years ago. Indeed, Mongolia is the 
only successful, functioning democracy 
from the Pacific Ocean to Eastern Eu-
rope through the entire expanse of 
inner Asia. A small country, due to its 
achievement, has become a country of 
large significance on the world stage— 
the best argument that a free and 
brave people can move their country 
from authoritarianism to democracy in 
a relatively short period of time. Hav-
ing done so, Mongolians have enjoyed 
an extraordinary degree of support and 
attention from the outside world, led 
by our country, the United States. 

The Mongolian-American relation-
ship now encompasses Mongolia’s im-
pressive economic potential as it devel-
ops its rich mineral resources with the 
help of foreign partners, many of them 
American companies with a strong in-
terest in investment there. However, 
all this promise could be negatively 
impacted by the emergence of the prac-
tices we have seen in the case of Mr. 
Enkhbayar. 

The chill of intimidation is felt by 
every Mongolian citizen, for if such 
treatment can be applied to a former 

President and still popular leader, no 
one is safe. And then such harsh treat-
ment tends to bring reciprocity, and 
the country is in danger of falling into 
a vicious cycle of political score set-
tling. For the sake of Mongolia and the 
future of its people, the country’s lead-
ers must step away from this risk im-
mediately. 

It is equally true that once having 
lost one’s good reputation, it is almost 
impossible to restore it. There is still 
time for Mongolia’s authorities to cor-
rect a dangerous turn of events prob-
ably no one expected or wanted. There 
are many friends abroad, including this 
Senator, who pray they will do so. 
Should the troubling circumstance of 
Mr. Enkhbayar’s case continue, it 
would thereafter be impossible for 
Mongolia’s friends in America and 
around the world in other democracies 
to continue speaking with the hope, 
promise, and optimism for the coun-
try’s future with which we have for the 
last two decades. Much is at stake in 
Mongolia now. Its political leaders and 
people have been wise and skillful in 
choosing the right course in many 
times of challenges and crises in the 
past. 

I call upon our friends there to help 
their country, their supporters, and 
themselves by taking the humane and 
lawful actions that are needed now to 
reclaim their reputation at the fore-
front of the communities of democ-
racies. I hope it has been obvious that 
I speak as a friend—a concerned 
friend—but one who wishes Mongolia 
well. 

Thank you very much, Mr. President. 
I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. KYL. Before I give my remarks, 

let me compliment the Senator from 
California not only on what she just 
said but on the remarks she made on 
television yesterday concerning the 
danger to our country when people 
leak information relating to our effort 
to defeat terrorists, which makes it all 
the more difficult for us to accomplish 
our job, and it undercuts the mission of 
the many men and women in the mili-
tary, our intelligence services, and the 
civilian forces of government and, 
frankly, in the governments of allies 
that are working very hard to identify 
and prevent terrorism from occurring. 
When leaks such as this occur, it un-
dercuts that effort tremendously. I 
thought the Senator from California 
did a very good job of pointing out how 
that is so and why we have to go after 
the people who are responsible. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I can’t thank the 
Senator enough. I am very worried 
about this leak. I was reading the Lon-
don news clips, and as the Senator 
knows, I chair the Senate Intelligence 
Committee. I believe I can speak for 
the leadership of both committees in 
saying we have not been briefed. This 
has been very closely held because of 
the seriousness of the operation. And 
to see what is now in the papers, which 
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essentially endangers the asset, puts 
him in fear of his life, tells our allies 
we cannot be trusted to carry out a 
mission without leaking that mission 
and also thereby alerting al-Qaida in 
the Arabian Peninsula that they need 
to increase their security to prevent 
penetration—it is, I think, the most se-
rious leak certainly in the time I have 
been chairman of the committee. 

I thank the Senator for raising it and 
for the Senator’s solidarity in that be-
lief. 

Mr. KYL. I compliment the chair of 
the committee for her very wise re-
marks. I know the ranking member, 
Senator CHAMBLISS, is in full accord. 
This is a very bipartisan effort. I hope 
we can succeed in getting to the bot-
tom of it. 

UNEMPLOYMENT 
Mr. President, I wanted to talk today 

a little bit about unemployment and 
the economy. There have been a lot of 
news stories—some very serious, as the 
one we just discussed, and some a little 
bit more frivolous—that I think are 
distracting from what I believe is the 
top domestic problem in the United 
States today, the lagging unemploy-
ment. I wish to focus on that today and 
what we could do about it versus what 
we are or are not doing about it. There 
are troubling economic trends, and I 
think maybe we can make some rec-
ommendations to the President about 
how we can help to get out of the ditch 
we are in. 

Unfortunately, the administration 
has been claiming that the economy is 
continuing to heal and touting the lat-
est jobs report, and I think that mis-
leads the American people, and here is 
why: It is true that by their measure 
the unemployment rate has declined 
from 8.2 percent to 8.1 percent, but that 
doesn’t represent progress if you look 
behind the numbers. If you look behind 
the numbers and the actual employ-
ment data, employers added only 
115,000 jobs last month. That is less 
than the 180,000 Wall Street was ex-
pecting and, more importantly, it is 
less than the 150,000 jobs that have to 
be created each month to keep up with 
the new entrants into the workforce, 
for example, the kids graduating from 
college and high school who are enter-
ing the workforce. In order to keep up 
with that number, about 150,000 per 
month, the private sector has to create 
that many jobs to stay at zero, and if 
it doesn’t, then we are actually getting 
behind. 

The fact that we have had several 
straight months where there has been 
an actual increase in the number of 
jobs created doesn’t measure the suc-
cess properly. We have to measure 
those months where job creation was 
above 150,000, and in that case less than 
half of the months since the President 
has been in office have met that cri-
teria. So we are actually sliding back-
ward, not moving forward. 

Here is another way to look at the 
unemployment picture: There are so 
many people who have given up look-

ing for work under the Obama economy 
now that they don’t show up in the un-
employment statistics. That is why 
this number, 8.2 percent, actually goes 
down to 8.1 percent, not because there 
are a lot more people finding work but, 
rather, a whole lot more people have 
stopped looking for work so they are 
not counted in the unemployed looking 
for work. 

In March, for example, there were 
about three people dropping out of the 
system for every one job created. 
Think of that. In April the rate was 4.5 
dropouts per new job. So each month 
we are finding more and more people 
are simply not looking for work. They 
are dropping out of that group of peo-
ple who wish to be employed and who 
are looking for work. They have 
stopped so they don’t show in the un-
employment numbers. 

In fact, in the month of April, 522,000 
people dropped out of the labor force. 
Remember, last month 115,000 jobs 
were created and some people thought 
that was great. Well, it is nice that it 
was 115,000 and not none, but the re-
ality is if 522,000 people dropped out of 
the labor force that same month, it 
shows there is not much to cheer 
about. What that meant in terms of 
overall statistics was that a number 
that the Labor Department calls the 
labor force participation rate, which is 
how many of the people who could be 
working here are actually working, 
dropped to 63.6 percent, which is the 
lowest level since 1981 when we were 
headed into a big recession at that 
time. In other words, we have fewer 
people actually working in this coun-
try as a percentage of those who could 
than at any time since 1981. 

James Pethokoukis of the American 
Enterprise Institute said: 

If the size of the labor force as a share of 
the total population was the same as it was 
when Barack Obama took office—65.7 then 
versus 63.6 today—the unemployment rate 
would be 11.1 percent. 

That is why you hear people say the 
real unemployment rate is not 8.1 per-
cent, it is 11.1 percent. What that 
means is the more people who give up 
looking for work, the better the offi-
cial unemployment number gets, but it 
doesn’t tell the real story. Pethokoukis 
also noted—and I am quoting: 

If the participation rate just stayed where 
it was last month, the unemployment rate 
would have risen to 8.4 percent! 

So the unemployment rate is pri-
marily a factor of how many people are 
still looking for work. And if they have 
given up, then they don’t show in these 
statistics anymore. This is very trou-
bling because it also shows that Ameri-
cans do not see their situation 
bettering; they don’t have a sense of 
optimism that things are getting bet-
ter. There is a resignation beginning to 
be created here that things are not 
going to get better and there is no 
point in trying to look for work, and of 
course that has ramifications up and 
down the economy, a couple of which I 
will mention here. 

Because there is this view that the 
economy is not continuing to heal, as 
the President said, we have got very 
sluggish economic growth. Back at the 
very same point in the Reagan recov-
ery, the very same point that President 
Obama is at right now, at that time 
economic growth was 6.1 percent. 
Today it is 2.4 percent under the 
Obama economy. 

Social Security disability claims are 
rising, and they are rising dramati-
cally. What it shows is that instead of 
people continuing to look for work, 
they are filing for disability, and a lot 
of them are getting on disability. We 
have had a tremendous increase in dis-
ability claims and determinations of 
disability in this country. More Ameri-
cans are using food stamps than at any 
other point in our history. One out of 
two recent college graduates cannot 
find a job or is underemployed for their 
skill. 

I gave a commencement address on 
Saturday and talked to some of the 
students about what they were going to 
be doing. Most of them had something 
to do, but a lot of kids do not have a 
job even though they have spent 4, 5, or 
6 years and untold thousands of dollars 
getting a college education. 

Senator THUNE recently noted that 
the poverty rate among women has 
reached a 17-year high, and that there 
are nearly 700,000 fewer women working 
today than when President Obama 
took office. I don’t mean to divide this 
into gender or any other kind of group, 
but the reality is that groups in this 
country suffer when we have poor eco-
nomic growth and are not creating 
enough jobs. If you want to get it right 
down to what kind of people are having 
a problem, here is a situation: 700,000 
fewer women working today than when 
President Obama took office. There are 
22.8 million Americans who remain un-
employed or underemployed or who are 
only marginally attached to the work-
force. These are 22.8 million Americans 
who could be working productively, 
and if they were, our economy would be 
doing much better. Guess what would 
also be happening. People would be 
earning income and paying income 
taxes, the government would have 
more revenue, and we would be better 
able to afford all of the things the 
American people expect of the govern-
ment. 

The number of long-term unemployed 
has increased by 89 percent under the 
Obama administration. These are the 
people who have been out of work for a 
long period of time—at least 6 months 
and many of them more than a year. 
And all of this as the cost of living for 
middle-income Americans soars. For 
example, worker health insurance has 
gone up 23 percent, even after 
ObamaCare. Gas prices are now about 
$4 a gallon. They have doubled since 
President Obama took office. Home 
values nationwide have plunged by 14 
percent in my State of Arizona, and in 
many places it is by 50 percent. 

So instead of creating a to-do list for 
the Senate, as the President has done 
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just 6 months before the election—ask-
ing us to vote on what a lot of people 
call show votes and dividing the coun-
try by pitting one group against an-
other—I urge the President to make 
some real steps to steady the economy 
and reassure the job creators. 

Let me give four specific examples of 
what the President could do to lead 
and what I think Congress would be 
willing to do to follow. 

First of all—and a couple of these 
things are to stop doing something 
that is bad. A lot of people say govern-
ment can usually do best by just get-
ting out of the way because we have a 
very robust private sector if it is not 
too tied down with government regula-
tion and taxation. So the first sugges-
tion I have is let’s stop the largest tax 
increase that will automatically 
occur—it is the largest tax increase in 
the history of our country—on January 
1. 

Someone may say: What? I didn’t 
hear about that. 

I am speaking about the so-called 
Bush tax cuts. Ten years ago Congress 
passed these tax cuts, but they had a 
limit of 10 years. Actually, it was a 
shorter period than that. They were ex-
tended 2 years ago because the Presi-
dent said it would be bad for the econ-
omy if these tax rates were allowed to 
go up, and he was right. He was right 
then, and he is right today. It would be 
bad for the economy. It would be bad 
for businesses, especially small busi-
nesses. It would be bad for the Amer-
ican family. Yet, automatically, if 
Congress does not act and the Presi-
dent does not act, every one of the 
marginal income tax rates will go up. 
Things such as the marriage tax pen-
alty, the child tax credit, the capital 
gains rate, dividends tax rate, the 
death tax rate—all of these combined 
will go up, resulting in the largest in-
crease in the country. 

When we consider economic growth, 
when we talk about a wet blanket or 
when we talk about something that 
will kill economic recovery, that kind 
of a tax increase, which means taking 
money out of the private sector and 
giving it to government, is about the 
worst medicine one could think of. So 
my hope is that the President will lead 
and Congress will provide the support 
necessary to extend our current Tax 
Code and to ensure we don’t have the 
biggest tax increase in the history of 
the country. 

I mentioned taxation and regulation. 
Well, regulation is No. 2. Over 28,000 
pages of new Federal regulations have 
been added to the books in just this 
calendar year. Think about that—28,000 
pages. We think of going to the store 
and buying a book of 200 pages, or 300 
pages if it is a really big one. How 
about 28,000 pages of new Federal regu-
lations just this year. 

Bureaucracies such as the National 
Labor Relations Board and the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency continue 
to churn out rules and regulations that 
confuse job creators and hamper their 

ability to expand and hire. One exam-
ple: Because of a public outcry, it was 
finally decided that the Department of 
Labor won’t issue regulations basically 
saying that kids couldn’t work on the 
family farm. Many of us worked on 
family farms. Maybe we didn’t like it 
at the time, but we all agree it did us 
a lot of good. The reality is that it is 
not something the Federal Government 
ought to be poking its nose into. So 
there was finally enough political 
push-back from the FFA and the 4–H 
Clubs and the Farm Bureau and really 
everybody who was sensible about 
looking at it that they pulled it back. 
But unless the American people apply 
pressure and push back against this 
stuff, bureaucrats and the Federal Gov-
ernment are going to continue to fig-
ure that they can run our lives better 
than we can do it ourselves. 

One of the biggest burdens in terms 
of regulations is ObamaCare. It has 
made the regulatory state much bigger 
and much more expansive. It has re-
sulted in an estimated 58.5 million an-
nual paperwork hours, according to the 
American Action Forum—58.5 million 
annual paperwork hours. I have talked 
to businessmen and I have talked to 
medical offices and so on, and they are 
going nuts trying to figure out how to 
deal with all of these new regulations. 

The House of Representatives has 
passed numerous bills that would re-
duce the regulatory burden Washington 
imposes on the economy, but the Presi-
dent and the Senate Democratic lead-
ership have refused to bring those to 
the Senate floor. So that is the second 
thing we could do. 

It all boils down to this: We should 
rely more on the power of freedom than 
on the power of government. If we do, 
the American people will do the rest. 
So let’s stop this biggest tax increase 
in the history of the country. Let’s 
stop issuing these burdensome regula-
tions. 

How about the third thing: American 
energy. We could be one the most en-
ergy-wealthy countries in the world—if 
not the most—just taking advantage of 
our own resources. We would no longer 
have to be dependent on the Middle 
East for our sources of energy. But un-
fortunately, here, too, the President 
and Senate Democrats have repeatedly 
pursued tax increases on the oil and 
gas industries, raised the cost of gaso-
line, and increased our dependence on 
foreign oil, according to the Congres-
sional Research Service—the non-
partisan entity that looks into these 
things when we ask them. 

Instead of basing an energy strategy 
on punitive tax hikes, we think it 
would be better if the President would 
just work with us and work with the 
House of Representatives to expand the 
development of domestic resources off-
shore, on our Federal lands, in Alaska. 
We have plenty of oil and gas and we 
have plenty of other kinds of reserves 
of energy that could make this country 
not just no longer dependent on the 
Middle East but much wealthier than 

we are today. Part of that is just sim-
ply approving the Keystone Pipeline. 
This isn’t even American resources; it 
is in Canada. They meet all of their en-
vironmental requirements. It doesn’t 
damage the environment here in the 
United States. They have already done 
the environmental reviews for the pipe-
line. There are thousands of pipelines 
crisscrossing our country. This pipeline 
is not going to create an environ-
mental problem. The President has 
said that the part that goes from Okla-
homa down to Texas is fine with him 
but not the part that requires EPA’s 
go-ahead. 

So that is the third thing. Let’s have 
an energy policy that takes advantage 
of what we have, including approving 
the Keystone Pipeline. 

Finally, what the President and our 
Democratic friends here in the Senate 
could do is to join the House of Rep-
resentatives and clear the deck of all of 
the legislation that has been piling up 
here on the Senate floor that isn’t get-
ting done that we all know has to get 
done before the end of the year. These 
are not optional. This is our home-
work. This is stuff we have to do, and 
it is all being put aside for the lame-
duck session. 

The lameduck session is the time in 
between the election when new Mem-
bers of Congress have been elected and 
the time they are sworn in—essentially 
at the end of the first week in Novem-
ber to the first week in January. I will 
be a lame duck; I am not running for 
reelection. I would rather the new Sen-
ator from my State make the decisions 
about the future of the country, but be-
cause all of these things are piling up, 
I will be one of the people here making 
these decisions for the future of our 
country. I don’t mind being here, but it 
will be very bad for the country to pile 
up all of these things and expect to get 
them done smartly in the 5 or 6 weeks 
that surround Thanksgiving and 
Christmas. 

What are some of these things? First 
of all, just funding the government— 
the appropriations bills. Nobody ex-
pects we are going to complete work on 
all of the appropriations bills to run 
the government, as a result of which 
we will have to, at the end of the year, 
pile a whole bunch of bills into what 
have been called Omnibus appropria-
tions bills—‘‘omnibus’’ meaning we 
throw everything into the same pot. 
The problem with that, coupled with 
the fact that the Senate hasn’t ap-
proved a budget in 3 years and won’t 
approve a budget this year, presum-
ably, is that nothing is prioritized; it is 
just basically a continuation of the 
spending from years past. So we are 
not making the critical decisions about 
dropping this and adding this that 
would provide more sensible funding of 
our Federal Government. So that is the 
first thing we ought to be doing, and 
that leads me to the second thing. 

We have been borrowing so much 
money that it is very clear we are 
going to once again run up against the 
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debt ceiling. We have borrowed so 
much that we have to increase the debt 
ceiling in order to pay the money we 
have borrowed. Nobody likes to do it. 
Nobody likes to say they voted to in-
crease the debt ceiling. Well, then, why 
vote to incur the debt in the first 
place? Oh, we have no trouble doing 
that—at least some Members in this 
body and in the House don’t—but the 
reality is that when those people have 
incurred that much spending, we have 
to pay the debt, and that means the 
debt ceiling has to be raised. When will 
this come to pass? Right after the elec-
tion. We wouldn’t want to take it up 
before the election. It might remind 
the American people about how much— 
too much—we are spending. Forty 
cents on every dollar we spend in this 
country we had to borrow. So the debt 
ceiling is something we are going to 
have to deal with. 

Here is one of the biggest of all: se-
questration. We agreed in the Budget 
Control Act last year that we would 
save about $1 trillion over 10 years on 
discretionary spending and we would 
try to save another $1.5 trillion in man-
datory spending—the so-called entitle-
ment programs that are really costing 
us big bucks, including Medicare, Med-
icaid, and Social Security, and there is 
a whole variety of other programs that 
are included in entitlement spending. 
Nobody is talking about ending these 
programs as we know them. What poli-
tician is going to call for an end to So-
cial Security or Medicare? That is not 
what we are talking about. We are 
talking about effectuating savings. 
There is a huge amount of waste and 
fraud and abuse that everybody ac-
knowledges. We could save billions of 
dollars in all of these programs, and we 
need to do that. 

We need to save $1.2 trillion, which is 
the actual amount required by law, 
over 10 years. When we subtract inter-
est, that comes out to about $908 bil-
lion or $918 billion—I have forgotten 
which—each year. So some of us have 
introduced legislation to pay for this 
$900-plus billion for next year, to offset 
with spending reductions the cost of 
this sequestration. ‘‘Sequestration’’ is 
a fancy word for across-the-board 
spending cuts. Half of them go directly 
to the Department of Defense, and the 
other half are spread all across the 
other programs in our budget, from 
education, housing, you name it. Well, 
does it make sense to just take a meat 
ax and lop off the top 10 percent or top 
12 percent or whatever it might be of 
the spending in all of these different 
programs? Would we want to buy four- 
fifths of an airplane in the military? 
Does that make sense or does it make 
more sense to save $10 here so we can 
spend $10 over here? Obviously, it 
makes more sense to do that. 

Everybody assumes that somehow we 
are going to avoid sequestration in the 
lameduck session of Congress. Who is 
doing anything about it? Well, some of 
us have introduced legislation. Also, 
we hope that this week in the House of 

Representatives they will be able to 
amend the Defense authorization bill 
by adding a provision that says the 
numbers in that bill assume we have 
resolved this sequestration problem as 
a way to begin negotiations so we can 
find a solution that both Houses will 
agree to and both political parties will 
agree to. This shouldn’t be partisan. 
Everybody loses if sequestration oc-
curs. So let’s solve that problem, and 
let’s solve it before we get to the lame-
duck session. That is the third thing 
we can do. 

Everybody familiar with our Tax 
Code knows there is a fourth thing. We 
have something that happens each 
year. There are 60 provisions in the Tax 
Code that expire every year. We have 
to renew them, and we do, so let’s get 
about it. They have already expired. 
These are the so-called tax extenders— 
extending certain provisions of the Tax 
Code that everybody wants to see ex-
tended. They have already expired. We 
need to do it retroactively the first of 
the year. Everybody knows we are 
going to extend most of them; maybe 
we won’t do all of them. We need to do 
that, so why not? Let’s get that done. 

We know there are other things that 
are occurring. There is something 
called the doc fix. Each year we have to 
figure out how to pay the doctors who 
take care of Medicare patients. It costs 
a lot of money. If we don’t pay them, 
we are not going to have any doctors 
who will take care of Medicare pa-
tients. So it is always a dance: Well, we 
have to figure out how to pay the doc-
tors. The reality is that if we don’t pay 
them, then we only have ourselves to 
blame when our senior citizens can’t 
find a doctor to take care of them when 
they need that care. 

There are others as well. The payroll 
tax holiday expires, and there are 
many others we need to do as part of 
our business as Representatives and 
Senators. This isn’t optional. These 
have to be done to keep the govern-
ment running, the things we promised 
our constituents in legislation that we 
would do. 

So another suggestion is let’s start 
working on these big problems. Many 
of us who will be in a lameduck posi-
tion are putting a letter together to 
our leadership asking them to please 
tackle these big problems. We should 
not be voting on a lot of these things. 
We should be done as of the end of the 
year. But if we have to, we will. It is 
not that we are not ready for the work. 
It is that these things should be done 
before the election. 

This is my last point. You ask, why, 
if these are things we are supposed to 
do—the appropriations; dealing with 
the Tax Code, because it will automati-
cally have a big tax increase if we do 
not; the sequestration; the debt ceiling; 
paying the doctors—if we have to do all 
of these things, why are we putting 
them off? 

Well, here is the dirty little secret. 
Because if we actually tackled them, 
we would have to make some tough de-

cisions. If we made tough decisions, we 
would have to take votes. If we take 
votes, those votes are going to be on 
the record. And if those votes are on 
the record before the election, our con-
stituents will know what we think and 
how we act, and some of them may not 
like it. 

So we do not want to be on the 
record, some of my colleagues say. 
Again, it does not bother me; I am not 
running for reelection. We do not want 
to be on the record before the election. 
It is a little bit like when the President 
leaned over to then-President of Russia 
Dmitry Medvedev and he said: Look, 
after my last election, I will have a lot 
more flexibility to deal with these 
issues. You tell Vladimir. 

Well, after the election it is too late. 
The people have cast their ballots. 
Shouldn’t the politicians be willing to 
say before the election what they stand 
for? And instead of making campaign 
promises, how about taking votes on 
real issues so the American people 
know where they stand? Then they can 
make an informed judgment: I like this 
person over that person because I like 
the way this person voted or I do not 
like the way that person voted. 

That is what democracy is supposed 
to be all about. You make the tough 
decisions. You stand for election. The 
people either say yes or no. Then, by 
the way, they hold you in account. 
After you are elected, they continue to 
watch how you vote to decide whether 
they want to vote for you again. But in 
this day and age, we are playing hide 
the ball from the American people: 
Let’s do not bring anything up until 
after the election. That way the Amer-
ican people will not see how we feel 
about these things. 

Some of these are tough votes, I ac-
knowledge. It is hard to figure out how 
to effectuate savings. If you have to 
come up with $100 billion in savings 
over 10 years, something has to go. So 
you cannot promise everything to ev-
erybody. You actually have to find $100 
billion in savings somewhere. 

Senator MCCAIN and I and Senators 
CORNYN and AYOTTE and RUBIO and 
GRAHAM and some others have intro-
duced legislation to say: Here is how 
we would do it. If somebody has a dif-
ferent way of looking at it, tell us. 

I will tell you the way we would do 
it. You can save $100 billion by doing 
two things. When people leave govern-
ment employment, instead of hiring 
somebody to replace them, we would 
hire two people for every three who 
leave. The Bowles-Simpson Commis-
sion says only hire one for every three 
who leave. So we are being a lot more 
liberal than Bowles-Simpson. We say, 
every time three people leave the gov-
ernment, let’s only hire two back. I bet 
we could get by as a country doing 
that. The other thing is, the President 
froze increases in Federal salaries, and 
we would simply extend that freeze 
through the middle of 2014. 

There are other ways to do it. There 
are hundreds of billions of dollars to be 
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saved. If you have a better idea, we are 
all for it, but at least come up with 
something and do not be afraid to vote. 
The American people are pretty smart. 
They get this stuff, and they know 
there is no free lunch. They know that 
government costs money, and they 
know you cannot save money by con-
tinuing to promise everything to ev-
erybody. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle, the leadership in both the 
House and the Senate, let’s get serious 
about this. First of all, let’s not raise 
taxes. Let’s reduce regulations. Let’s 
have a real energy policy. Let’s get our 
work done—the work we know has to 
be done. And let’s get it done as soon 
as we can. That would give families 
and businesses the knowledge of how to 
plan for the future. That would help 
them understand what they have to 
deal with and not have to incur this 
huge uncertainty, which is so much of 
a drag on our economy today. 

These are four constructive sugges-
tions. There is a lot more we could do. 
But when our economy is in as bad a 
shape as it is right now—and it is not 
getting much better; we have this 
many people not even looking for work 
anymore—we need to do something 
more than be out on the campaign hus-
tings talking small ball and trying to 
blame it on the other side. 

Let’s get to work, follow these four 
ideas, and I think we could make tre-
mendous progress to get our country 
moving again. Frankly, if we did, I 
think the American people would re-
ward us. They would say: Thank you. 
Thanks for finally doing something. 
That is what we sent you there for, and 
we will reward you for it. So ironically, 
good policy turns out to be good poli-
tics. I think we need a little bit more 
good policy. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. 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. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent to 
enter into a colloquy with my col-
leagues for up to 30 minutes. 

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

THE BUDGET 
Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. Mr. 

President, by now, it should come as no 
surprise that the Senate has not passed 
a budget in over 3 years. I believe it 
has been 1,111 days. When I go to back 
to Wisconsin—and I think it is prob-
ably true of my colleagues—the people 
of Wisconsin, and I think the people all 
over America, want us to work to-
gether and solve our debt and deficit 
issue. Since I have been here, the Re-

publicans have fulfilled the responsi-
bility to show what the plan is for sta-
bilizing our debt and deficit. The House 
passed a budget in the last 2 years, but 
the Democrats in the Senate have not. 
It is because they simply refuse to be 
held accountable. That is a real shame. 

I realize the American public wants 
us to work with each other, but my 
suggestion is that the first individuals 
who need to work with each other, the 
first compromise that needs to be done 
is with our Democratic colleagues in 
this Chamber. They have 53 percent, 
and they only need 51 to pass a budget. 
They need to get together and work to-
gether, and they need to hammer out a 
compromise and pass a budget. The 
way that we get together and com-
promise in the entire process is the 
House budget would be presented with 
the Senate budget, we would do a con-
ference, and we would have a process 
for being able to compromise. That is 
the basic minimum of what I think 
needs to be done in the Senate. 

One point I want to make is that 
President Obama has made a number of 
promises during his administration, 
and one I will talk about now is on 
February 23, 2009. In his opening re-
marks to the fiscal responsibility sum-
mit, the President stated: 

Today I am pledging to cut the deficit we 
inherited in half by the end of my first term 
in office. This will not be easy. It will re-
quire us to make difficult decisions and face 
challenges we have long neglected. But I 
refuse to leave our children with a debt that 
they cannot repay, and that means taking 
responsibility right now in this administra-
tion for getting our spending under control. 

I point out that when he made those 
remarks, the most recent estimate for 
what the deficit would be in fiscal year 
2009 was put forward by CBO on Janu-
ary 7, 2009. They were estimating that 
the deficit for that year would be $1.186 
trillion or 1.2 rounded up. Half of that 
amount would be $593 billion. That is 
the promise President Obama made to 
this Nation in terms of the work he 
would put in and what he would deliver 
to our Nation in terms of deficit con-
trol. 

The facts are far different. In 2009, 
largely because of the very partisan 
stimulus package the President passed, 
the deficit wasn’t $1.2 trillion, it was 
$1.4 trillion. That was followed in 2010 
by $1.29 trillion. Then in fiscal 2011, it 
was $1.3 trillion. The latest CBO esti-
mate for deficit for this year will be 
$1.253 trillion, almost $1.3 trillion. That 
is double what the President promised 
he would be delivering to the American 
people in terms of deficit control. 

Moving forward, this President in his 
budget is projecting increasing our 
debt from $15 trillion to over $25 tril-
lion. I am not sure that is believable. 
The other quote of his was on Sep-
tember 26, 2011, in remarks at a DNC 
fundraiser in San Diego when he was 
trying to sell his Americans Job Act. 
He said the following: 

What I have said is that this is a very sim-
ple principle that everybody should under-
stand. Warren Buffett’s secretary should not 

pay a lower tax rate than Warren Buffett. A 
teacher making $50,000 a year, or a fire-
fighter making $50,000 a year, or $60,000, 
should not be paying a higher tax rate than 
somebody making $50 million a year. And 
that basic principle of fairness, if applied to 
our Tax Code, could raise enough money that 
not only do we pay for our jobs bill— 

And here is the key quote: 
—we would also stabilize our debt and defi-
cits for the next decade. 

Mr. President, I don’t know what you 
call that last statement, but I think it 
could be called a doozy. I think the 
President has a very serious responsi-
bility not to mislead the American 
public. I think that statement was a 
gross violation of that duty. 

I have one chart here, a simple one. 
It shows the 4-year deficit figures for 
the last 3 administrations. Here’s 
Bush’s first 4-year administration, 
which is a $.8 trillion total deficit in 4 
years. In the second 4 years, it is $1.2 
trillion in deficit spending. This Presi-
dent will accumulate $5.3 trillion in 
deficit spending in his 4 years. Four 
years of the Buffett rule—that tax 
President Obama said would stabilize 
the debt and deficit—would be $20 bil-
lion. I realize the people in the gallery 
probably cannot see that line on the 
chart, but it is obviously not enough to 
stabilize the debt and deficit. 

I think the President has the obliga-
tion and duty not to mislead the Amer-
ican public. That is what he did in this 
case. 

Senator CORKER has been a real lead-
er on this issue in terms of being a real 
hawk in trying to get our Nation’s fis-
cal house in order. I wonder if he has 
any comments. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the Senator’s comments, and I 
see the Senator from Texas and the 
Senator from Wyoming here also. 

Look, I think the No. 1 responsibility 
we have in the U.S. Senate is to pass a 
budget and to lay out for the American 
people how we are going to spend the 
resources that come in. The last time 
we passed a budget was 1,111 days ago, 
and we spent over $10 trillion of the 
U.S. taxpayer money during that time. 

To be honest, I have quit voting for 
any spending bills—any spending 
bills—until we come to a point in time 
where we at least lay out for the Amer-
ican people how much of their money 
we are going to spend and what we are 
going to spend it on. 

Again, each year we have $3.5 trillion 
to $3.6 trillion being spent by the Fed-
eral Government with no plan. I am 
embarrassed for this body, candidly, 
that we have not even tried to take up 
a budget. I know that the committee 
itself began to take one up a few weeks 
ago, and the chairman was asked not 
to do it because it made no sense to do 
a budget at this time. Thankfully, the 
Parliamentarian ruled in this body 
that it was appropriate for us to take 
up a budget. Again, I cannot imagine a 
greater shirking of our responsibility 
than to not lay out to the American 
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people exactly where their dollars are 
going. 

What worries me most is that this is 
the greatest transference of wealth 
from these pages—from their genera-
tion to my generation—that has ex-
isted in modern history in this coun-
try. There is a tremendous trans-
ference of wealth as we do not deal 
with the issues of Medicare, Medicaid, 
and Social Security. What we are doing 
is actually piling up tremendous 
amounts of indebtedness so that the 
people of America will like us more as 
politicians, as we don’t make difficult 
decisions and don’t have to wrestle 
with the fiscal issues that we have as a 
Nation. 

This is the thing that is ailing West-
ern democracies around the world. We 
are seeing this play out, obviously, in 
Europe right now, as citizens are rising 
up in protest over having to deal with 
the tough issues of the day. There has 
been this grand bargain in Western de-
mocracies—ours being one—where poli-
ticians have given citizens what they 
wish without asking them to pay for it. 

I think we all understand that this is 
up now. We have a dilemma in this Na-
tion. We have a dilemma around the 
world right now because of our inabil-
ity to deal with this issue. So in the 
process, what we are doing is basically 
transferring wealth from that genera-
tion to my generation. It is absolute 
generational theft. I think it speaks to 
the greatest vulnerability we have as a 
Nation. 

If you speak to all of our national se-
curity analysts or you speak to any-
body in this body, we know our great-
est threat is not what is happening in 
China, it is not what is happening in 
Iran, it is not what is happening in 
Syria, but the greatest threat to this 
Nation is us, ourselves. For some rea-
son, this body has chosen to totally 
shirk our responsibilities as they relate 
to dealing with this issue. 

I know over the next couple of weeks 
we are going to have the opportunity 
to vote on some budget resolutions. I 
agree with the Senator from Wisconsin. 
I hope there will be at least some way 
this body can come together and 
present a budget for debate. If not, I 
know there will be alternatives put for-
ward. Again, this is the greatest threat 
to our Nation; that is, our inability to 
show the kind of discipline we need to 
show as a Nation. Our country’s great-
ness is dissipating as we continue to 
shovel this under the rug and not deal 
with it. I do hope the Senate at some 
point soon will rise and deal with the 
major responsibilities we have in this 
Nation, and that is putting our country 
on sound footing. 

I will close with this. I don’t think 
there is anything we can do that would 
cause our economy to lift off more 
quickly than for people in this Nation 
and around the world to know that we 
actually have dealt with progrowth tax 
reform and entitlement reform, and 
passing longer term budgets and discre-
tionary caps that would put this Na-

tion on sound footing. I believe the 
economy would take off. I hope that is 
what we rise to do before the end of 
this year. 

I yield the floor for my colleague and 
great friend from Texas. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Texas. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Tennessee. It 
is interesting, because there are four of 
us on the floor right now—the Senator 
from Wisconsin, the Senator from Ten-
nessee, the Senator from Wyoming, and 
myself. We have one thing in common. 
Every one of us has run a business. 
Every one of us was in business before 
we came to the Senate. So we know 
when we are talking about new taxes— 
which is all we hear from the adminis-
tration—that is not going to help this 
economy grow, because our small busi-
nesses are scared to death out there. 

I know because I have heard the Sen-
ator from Tennessee and the Senator 
from Wisconsin, who came straight out 
of a business and who ran for the Sen-
ate because he was so frustrated in 
business—we know that small business 
people out there today are looking at 
the increased taxes that are already in 
place with the Obamacare added taxes 
and surtaxes that have already been 
passed by the Democrats in Congress, 
without one single Republican vote. 
Those taxes are already on board to in-
crease, plus you have the fines they are 
facing if they don’t have the govern-
ment-prescribed plan for the Obama 
health care plan. They are going to 
have to pay fines on top of the surtaxes 
to pay for the bill they are not going to 
be able to use. Then they are looking 
at the regulations that are coming out 
of this administration and saying: And 
Congress wants to spend another tril-
lion dollars this year? 

Every one of us knows we are looking 
at hitting the debt ceiling again—over 
$16 trillion—this fall, because this ad-
ministration will not even consider 
lower taxes and lower spending levels. 
So I look at all of us on the Senate 
floor right now who have been in busi-
ness, who have run a business, who 
have met that payroll, who have met 
the regulatory environment, and I 
think: Why on Earth don’t we listen to 
the small businesspeople of this coun-
try and in this body and do what they 
do every year—pass a budget? 

The Senator from Wyoming is here, 
and I would just ask if he has an idea 
of when was the last time the Senate 
passed a budget resolution. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Well, I would tell 
my colleague from Texas, who has been 
a leader in this fight asking for a budg-
et, demanding a budget, as of today it 
has been 1,111 days since the Senate 
passed a budget, in spite of the law 
that says they must do so by April 15 of 
each year. So April 15 came and went 
this year, as it did last year and the 
year before, and yet there is no budget. 

So I look to the leadership of the 
Senator from Texas, who knows how 
the hard-working families in her State 

and the hard-working families of my 
State resent the fact that Washington 
refuses to be accountable. The Demo-
crats in this body refuse to be account-
able to the American people. 

All the American people are asking 
for, in my view, is value for their 
money. They want to make sure the 
money they send to Washington is 
being spent effectively and efficiently, 
and they are actually getting value for 
their money. 

I assume that is what my colleague is 
hearing from Texas as well. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Well, of course. 
And the spending issue is very inter-
esting. I look to my colleague from 
Tennessee, who is really one of the def-
icit hawks in the Senate, and when I 
look at the statistics that are being 
put out about the entitlement spend-
ing, the entitlement spending today is 
over 50 percent of our spending every 
year—mandatory spending. In 10 years 
it is going to be 75 percent of the 
spending in this country. 

So I would ask my friend from Ten-
nessee—because he has been pure on 
this issue, being the deficit hawk he 
is—how would we be able to solve the 
spending problem of this country with-
out addressing Social Security, Medi-
care and Medicaid—mandatory spend-
ing—which will be at 75 percent of the 
budget in 10 years if we continue at 
this rate? 

Mr. CORKER. I know the Senator 
from Texas spends a tremendous 
amount of time on appropriations 
issues and knows a great deal about 
this, and she knows more than me if we 
wiped out all discretionary spending— 
which this year will be capped at $1.47 
trillion—we still wouldn’t wipe out the 
budget deficit. 

So the Senator is absolutely correct. 
We could do away with all defense 
spending, all educational spending, all 
research and development, and we 
could still not cause our budget not to 
have a deficit. Let me give a stat—and 
I talk about this a lot back home, and 
I am so glad the Senator has given me 
this opportunity. 

The average American worker earns 
$43,500 today. So in a two-wage-earner 
family, that is $87,000. Over their life-
time, in today’s dollars, that family 
will pay into the Medicare Program 
$119,000, and that includes the part the 
employer pays on their behalf. So be-
tween what they pay in and the em-
ployer—and the Senator from Texas 
has been an employer before and knows 
about paying the Medicare taxes into 
the system—that combined amount of 
money for the average American fam-
ily is $119,000 in today’s dollars. That 
same family, if they retired, would 
take out of the system, over their life-
time, $357,000. Now think about that. 
That is in today’s dollars. Again, 
$119,000 going into Medicare on their 
behalf and $357,000 coming out of Medi-
care. 

I think most people in this body— 
even people who haven’t been in busi-
ness—realize we cannot make that up 
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with volume. Yet volume is on the 
way. There are 20 million more Ameri-
cans over this next decade who are 
going to be part of that same formula— 
$119,000 in and $357,000 out. 

I have been quoting these stats every 
year, and the numbers get further and 
further apart every quarter. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. I want to ask the 
Senator from Tennessee, because he 
brought this up, not only is it so clear 
there is more going out than coming 
back in, what would he say to the fact 
we also—not we, because he, along with 
myself and the Senator from Wyo-
ming—voted against the Obama health 
care bill, but interestingly, with those 
numbers the Senator just quoted, that 
bill cuts $500 billion more out of Medi-
care to pay for that overdraft the Sen-
ator is talking about. He was talking 
about a generational change as well. 
Oh, my goodness. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, $529 bil-
lion, to be exact. The Senator from Wy-
oming has brought out over and over 
the unsustainable growth problem we 
have, meaning every year we come to 
this cliff with physicians—and he is a 
physician and used to practice on a 
daily basis—and instead of dealing with 
that issue over a decade, which would 
have cost about $300 billion, instead, 
we swept that issue under the rug and 
took the full $529 billion to help create 
this entitlement. 

I think most people in this body 
know there is no way this bill is going 
to work the way it is laid out; that the 
costs are going to be substantially 
more because in a free enterprise sys-
tem, people act on their own behalf, in 
their own self-interest. The subsidies 
are so high for families up to $88,000 a 
year, the penalty is so low, what is 
going to happen is we are going to have 
millions and millions of people out on 
this program far beyond the projec-
tions that have been laid out. 

So anyway, because we are talking 
about Social Security and Medicare, 
all of us want it to be solvent. That is 
what we want to see. We want to make 
sure Medicare and Social Security are 
here for generations down the road. 
But we all know—the Medicare trustee 
has said so—it is going to be insolvent 
by the year 2024. 

One way to do deal with it is to put 
our heads in the sand and just let it 
happen in the years after we are gone, 
let it happen to the good citizens of 
this country. Another solution is to 
recognize: Hey, this is a big ship, and 
we need to turn it a little in another 
direction so these young people sitting 
in front of us don’t have to carry the 
tab. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. I am so pleased 
the Senator from Tennessee brought 
that up because there is a way for us to 
at least fix one of the entitlements in 
a relatively painless way, and that is 
Social Security. It is going to have a 
few changes that some people will not 
like, but it could be so gradual if we do 
it now. We could simply raise the age 3 
months a year. 

In the bill I have proposed—and there 
are others that are equally as good, al-
though none of them have been taken 
up—it would say: If you are 59 years 
old, you wouldn’t have any change at 
all. If you are 58, you would retire 3 
months later. So it would be very grad-
ual. If we do that, and adjust the cost- 
of-living increase, we would not have 
to raise any social security taxes, we 
would not cut the core benefits at all, 
and we could gradually ease into a sys-
tem that would be solvent for 75 years. 
Then our elderly, who need Social Se-
curity, will have it there. 

That is a proposal on the table now. 
But what is happening in Congress? 
And where is the leadership from the 
White House? Nothing. Nothing. 

I am going to turn to the Senator 
from Wyoming because he is one of the 
two actual physicians in the Senate, 
and he knows more about the Obama 
health care system. When we look at 
what the Obama health care system is 
doing to Medicare—cutting it $1⁄2 tril-
lion—and then this Social Security 
issue we have discussed, the overall 
Medicare issue the Senator from Ten-
nessee addressed, and what the Senator 
from Wisconsin has brought out in his 
charts—and he has been the real hands- 
on, most recently experienced small 
businessperson—I would ask the real 
doctor in this body: What is going to 
happen if the Supreme Court doesn’t 
save America by throwing out the indi-
vidual mandate on constitutional 
grounds and we actually have the im-
plementation of ObamaCare, with the 
taxes and fines that are going to come 
in on January 1 of next year if we don’t 
act? Where are we going to be in health 
care in this country? 

Mr. BARRASSO. I would tell my col-
league and friend from Texas, who is a 
wonderful student of this as well, this 
health care law is bad for patients, it is 
bad for providers—the doctors and 
nurses who take care of those pa-
tients—and it is terrible for taxpayers, 
who are going do get stuck footing the 
bill. So it is not a surprise this admin-
istration doesn’t want to come to the 
Senate, is embarrassed to come to the 
Senate with a budget, because they 
know the American people would be so 
offended by the irresponsibility and the 
nature of such a budget. 

That is the situation we find our-
selves in now. As both my colleagues 
have said, they took $500 billion from 
Medicare—and not to save Medicare, 
not to strengthen Medicare—to start a 
whole new government program for 
someone else. That is why when I trav-
el the State of Wyoming and I talk to 
seniors, they say they don’t like this 
health care law. It is why the health 
care law is even more unpopular today 
than it was the day it was passed. 

But I do notice our colleague from 
Wisconsin has a new chart I am trying 
to read from here, and so I will ask if 
he could share with us what is on that 
chart so that everyone gets a chance to 
see it and hear the explanation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. I thank 
the Senator from Wyoming. I came pre-

pared with charts, and a number of 
things that have already been men-
tioned by my colleagues I am ready for. 

We are talking about the true cost of 
the health care law. When this was 
passed—and I actually grossed up these 
figures because they actually netted 
out—the savings of Medicare with new 
spending in Medicare, the way 
ObamaCare was originally going to be 
paid for was about $1.3 trillion to cover 
about $1.1 trillion in outlays. That was 
split up in basically two ways: about 
$590 billion in taxes, fees, and pen-
alties, and then $665 billion in reduc-
tions in Medicare, Medicaid, and Medi-
care Advantage. 

Now, we have not imposed the $208 
billion of the doc fix, the sustainable 
growth rate formulas, because even 
Washington realized if we reduce pay-
ments to providers, there will be less 
access for seniors. So I guess I don’t 
have any reason to believe those cuts 
in Medicare will actually occur. 

If we move the budgetary window for-
ward to the timeframe when 
ObamaCare truly kicks in—because, 
initially, by the way, we had 10 years 
of revenue and only 6 years of outlays. 
But really we only had 4 years of full 
outlays. If we move the budget window 
forward, the true cost of ObamaCare 
over a 10-year window is $2.4 trillion, 
and that is a very minimal estimate. 
That is very conservative. If we don’t 
impose Medicare cuts, and we only 
grow the taxes, fees, and penalties— 
about $816 billion—that leaves a $1.6 
trillion deficit risk over 10 years. 

We are talking about these deficits 
now that for 4 years have been $1.4 tril-
lion, $1.3 trillion, and $1.3 trillion, $1.3 
trillion. We are trying to close a $1.3 
trillion deficit with about $1 trillion 
worth of discretionary spending. The 
other graph I had—and this plays into 
what the earlier part of the conversa-
tion was—reflects the 1960s, when 68 
percent of our expenditures were appro-
priated. They were under some control 
in Congress. And 32 percent were the 
mandatory programs and interest. Cur-
rently, about 36 percent of government 
expenditures are appropriated and 64 
percent are basically off-budget, on 
automatic pilot. 

As the Senator from Texas pointed 
out, 10 years forward, only about 25 
percent of our Federal budget will be 
appropriated—will be discretionary 
spending. Everything else is on auto-
matic pilot. That is simply not sustain-
able. 

The last graph I want to put up—and 
we haven’t talked about this yet—re-
flects what I really fear. If we take a 
look at the average borrowing costs for 
the United States from 1970 through 
1999, when we were a far more credit-
worthy nation, our debt’s GDP ratio 
ranged from about 40 percent to 67 per-
cent. Our average borrowing cost as a 
nation was 5.3 percent. Over the last 3 
years, from 2010 to 2012, our average 
borrowing cost has been 1.5 percent be-
cause we have held rates artificially 
low. 
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If we just revert to that mean, that 

would actually be a 3.8-percent dif-
ferential. Applied to our debt, that 
would be $600 billion to $700 billion per 
year in additional interest expense. 
Compare that to $1 trillion worth of 
discretionary spending, and that would 
totally wipe out the defense budget, for 
example, or if we maintain the defense 
budget, it would wipe out all discre-
tionary spending. 

That is what we need to be concerned 
about. That is the day of reckoning I 
am concerned about: when creditors 
from around the world take a look at 
the United States and say: You know 
what. I am not going to loan you any 
more money. What is more likely to 
occur is they will say: I will loan you 
more money but at a far higher inter-
est rate. 

I know the Senator from Tennessee is 
fully aware of these types of figures. 

Mr. CORKER. I would say to the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin and everyone, that 
is an outstanding chart, and I like the 
one before it even better. But the fact 
is that it is so easily known, the illu-
mination is so bright that we have a 
major fiscal issue in this country, and 
we are watching how that can play out 
and be so destructive to people’s lives 
right now in Europe as they try to deal 
with these issues. 

Our Nation is so large and the econ-
omy is so big that there will not be 
anyone to come to our rescue such as 
we are seeing play out in some of these 
other countries. And for us to see what 
is happening and to know we are par-
ticipating in this—we are participating 
in this because spending here in Amer-
ica is on auto pilot. We are going to 
spend $45 to $47 trillion of the Amer-
ican people’s money over the next dec-
ade. We have not a single document in 
place to lay out how that is going to 
take place. I think it is incredibly irre-
sponsible. 

It would be an embarrassment to me 
if I had some ability to run this place 
and to know that we had no budget and 
yet we know the calamity that is going 
to occur if we do not deal with this 
issue. We understand it full well, and 
we are doing nothing about it. Instead, 
we are dealing with all kinds of issues 
that are all about elections and wheth-
er one side can make the other side 
look bad and is this going to make a 
tough vote for somebody else, instead 
of dealing with our No. 1 responsibility. 

I am hoping that somehow at least 60 
folks in this body will be willing to 
pass a budget to then create a con-
ference between the House and Senate 
so we can take a major step toward liv-
ing up to our financial obligations as a 
country. 

I thank the Senator so much for or-
ganizing this today. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. The Sen-

ator from Wyoming looks as though he 
might have another concluding com-
ment. 

Mr. BARRASSO. I just want to thank 
my colleagues who are here today shar-

ing their time and their insight. They 
have a lot of insight because they have 
run businesses, they have worked to 
actually meet a budget and live within 
a budget, have dealt with government 
regulations. And the Senator from 
Texas was talking about these regula-
tions. They are burdensome, they are 
expensive, and they are time-con-
suming. It is hard to budget when you 
don’t know what to expect. That is 
what the American people who create 
jobs and who work jobs need—some 
predictability and some certainty so 
they can make wise decisions. And 
when you have a Congress led by the 
Democrats in the Senate who do not 
pass a budget, the predictability isn’t 
there, the certainty isn’t there. There 
is so much confusion and uncertainty 
that people have a hard time making 
the longer term decisions. 

To my colleague from Wisconsin, I 
know that is what I saw in my medical 
office, and as I talk to my colleague, I 
know they have the same situation in 
Wisconsin. 

I thank my colleague from Wisconsin 
as well as my colleagues from Texas 
and Tennessee for their leadership and 
their continued efforts to try to get the 
Democrats in this body and this admin-
istration to pass a budget, which by 
law they are mandated to do. Yet, even 
today, now we are at 1,111 days without 
a budget. To me, that is inexcusable. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin. I appre-
ciate those comments. 

I will conclude. 
There really are two plans on the 

table right now. One is from the House 
Republicans. It actually passed the 
Chamber. Republicans were willing to 
put their votes to a budget. Repub-
licans are willing to be held account-
able. Of course, the other plan would be 
the President’s budget, which last year 
lost in this body 0 to 97, and his current 
budget lost in the House 0 to 414. So I 
guess you can say that is a plan that 
doesn’t sound like a particularly seri-
ous plan. 

So I join my colleagues, and I thank 
the Senators from Texas and Wyoming 
and Tennessee for joining me. I would 
join them in asking this body to please 
exercise your responsibility, own up to 
your duty, and let’s pass a budget. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
COONS). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
CONGRATULATING JOHN PAUL HAMMERSCHMIDT 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, my col-
league and I would like to extend a spe-
cial birthday greetings to former Con-
gressman John Paul Hammerschmidt. 
So with the President’s approval, I will 
turn it over to Senator BOOZMAN and 
let him lead off. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, it is a 
pleasure to be with the senior Senator 
from Arkansas discussing somebody for 
whom we both have a great deal of af-
fection; that is, the former Congress-
man of the Third District of Arkansas, 
the district I used to represent. Con-
gressman Hammerschmidt represented 
the district for 26 years, and he just re-
cently celebrated his 90th birthday on 
May 4. 

John Paul has led a life dedicated to 
public service. In fact, that is truly an 
understatement. Along with that, he 
served as a combat pilot during World 
War II and is part of the ‘‘greatest gen-
eration.’’ 

Once he returned home to Harrison, 
AR, he ran the family lumber business 
while spearheading efforts to create a 
two-party political system in the State 
of Arkansas. John Paul helped mold 
the political landscape of the State of 
Arkansas, and he never lost sight of 
the reason why he was doing that and 
why he worked so hard to provide a 
two-party system, that being the peo-
ple of Arkansas. 

By the time he was elected to Con-
gress in 1966 as the first member of his 
party to represent Arkansas in Con-
gress since Reconstruction, John Paul 
had a reputation of working to help 
others. He did that for 26 years as a 
Member of Congress. By the time he re-
tired, he was the ranking member of 
the House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee. He served in 
Congress with the same enthusiasm 
that propelled him into office and was 
well respected by his colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle for his strong 
work ethic, approach to getting work 
done, and his responsiveness to con-
stituent service. 

Eleven years ago, when I was a 
newly-elected Member of Congress who 
also represented the district John Paul 
used to represent, he gave me advice 
that I continue to follow; that is, the 
key to good governing and the key to 
good public service is that, once elect-
ed, there aren’t any more Republicans, 
there aren’t any more Democrats— 
there are just the people of Arkansas 
and the people of America, and we need 
to take care of them. 

His words ring as true today as they 
did 11 years ago. His efforts to work 
with his colleagues in both political 
parties benefitted Arkansas and Amer-
ica and show what it truly means to be 
bipartisan. Despite being in the House 
minority, he was able to achieve much 
success in Congress because he recog-
nized that the key to good governing 
and good public service is that you 
treat everyone fairly and set aside po-
litical differences. This ideology al-
lowed him to be influential in a variety 
of different areas. He is credited with 
securing improvements for roads and 
infrastructure projects, including 
Interstate 540 and the Northwest Ar-
kansas Regional Airport, protecting 
the Buffalo River under the designa-
tion as a national river, and setting the 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:38 May 15, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 4637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G14MY6.018 S14MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

6S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3117 May 14, 2012 
example of exemplary constituent serv-
ice that we strive to continue today. 

He is showing no signs of letting his 
age slow him down by any means. He 
continues his service on numerous 
boards and for organizations with the 
same vigor he demonstrated through-
out his career. John Paul played an im-
portant role in our State’s history, and 
he is still continuing to play an impor-
tant role in our State’s history. He also 
was an important influence on me, as 
he was to so many others in Arkansas. 
I consider him a friend and a mentor. 

I recall the first time that I was in 
Washington being sworn in, in 2001. He 
took my brother and me to the Mem-
bers’ dining room. It was a very special 
time, and just his hospitality to all of 
us throughout the years was so gra-
cious. I appreciate very much his ad-
vice and friendship. 

John Paul is able to leave his finger-
prints on projects important to Arkan-
sas through his hard work, dedication, 
and commitment. He never forgot 
about the people he was sent to Wash-
ington to represent, and we are truly 
grateful for his tireless efforts to rep-
resent the people of Arkansas. 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, John 
Paul Hammerschmidt is 90. There are 
many colleagues here in this Chamber, 
who serve in this body today, who 
worked alongside him either during 
their service in the House or when they 
were in the Senate. He is one of the Ar-
kansas greats. He served northwest Ar-
kansas, which is the Third Congres-
sional District, 26 years in the Con-
gress. Looking back at his career, John 
Paul once said, ‘‘The only reason peo-
ple should be in public office is to pure-
ly serve other people.’’ Indeed, he set 
the bar for constituent service—from 
delivering a Social Security check to a 
senior bogged down in bureaucracy or 
fighting for disability benefits for a 
veteran. Today, each of us in Arkansas 
congressional delegation tries to emu-
late his legendary casework manage-
ment. 

One of John Paul’s most significant 
contributions was preserving the Buf-
falo River as a free-flowing stream. Ac-
cording to the Pryor Center for Arkan-
sas Oral and Visual History, John Paul 
first floated the Buffalo at age 12 after 
taking wood from his father’s lumber-
yard to build himself a boat. Nearly 40 
years later, he established the Buffalo 
as the first National River. This was 
not an easy achievement, but one that 
was built with persistence and through 
relationships within the community. 
Today, tens of thousands of Arkansas 
families, including mine, enjoy floating 
the Buffalo National River. 

John Paul also used his time in Con-
gress to help northwest Arkansas ex-
pand its infrastructure to keep up with 
the region’s fast growth. It is one of 
the fastest growing sections of the 
country. As a member of the Public 
Works Committee, John Paul was cred-
ited with securing bipartisan support 
on key infrastructure legislation. We 
could use a little of his magic today. 

You can’t go far in northwest Arkansas 
without seeing his impact. We have the 
John Paul Hammerschmidt Highway, 
an access road to Carter Field near 
Rogers, an industrial park at Diamond 
City, JPH Plaza, the John Paul Ham-
merschmidt Business and Conference 
Center at North Arkansas College in 
Harrison, John Paul Hammerschmidt 
Lake at Fort Smith and the JPH Fed-
eral Building in Fayetteville. 

Upon John Paul’s retirement, former 
Congressman, Commerce and Transpor-
tation Secretary Norman Mineta spoke 
on the floor of the House of Represent-
atives, saying: 

There is no individual in the House who is 
more loved and respected than John Paul 
Hammerschmidt. His honesty, gentleness, 
decency, and integrity are second to none. 
Don’t be swayed by his quiet manner, be-
cause underneath is a man with strong con-
victions, a sense of purpose, and a keen de-
sire to get things done. 

It is fair to say that John Paul never 
actually retired. He remains involved 
in many civic organizations, including 
the Northwest Arkansas Council and 
March of Dimes. Higher education con-
tinues to be a priority. John Paul 
serves on not one but two boards of 
trustees—the Board of Trustees at the 
University of the Ozarks and he is a 
Trustee of Arkansas State University. 

John Paul Hammerschmidt has spent 
decades serving others and giving back 
to his community. I am pleased to have 
this opportunity to pay tribute to all 
he has achieved so far and to wish him 
a happy 90th birthday and many more 
years of health and happiness. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

NOMINATION OF GEORGE LEVI 
RUSSELL III, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 

NOMINATION OF JOHN J. THARP, 
JR., TO BE UNITED STATES DIS-
TRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTH-
ERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nominations, which the 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nations of George Levi Russell, III, of 
Maryland, to be United States District 
Judge for the District of Maryland, and 
John J. Tharp, Jr., of Illinois, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of Illinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 60 
minutes of debate equally divided in 
the usual form. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time run 
until 5:30 p.m. on the nominees, which 
would be approximately 50 minutes, 
but that time be divided in the usual 
form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. President, last week, 5 months 
into the year, the Senate finally was 
allowed to finish clearing the backlog 
of 19 judicial nominees who were need-
lessly stalled since last year by Senate 
Republicans. Today the Senate is being 
allowed to consider two of the 19 judi-
cial nominees now awaiting final Sen-
ate action. George Levi Russell is nom-
inated to fill a judicial emergency va-
cancy in the U.S. District Court for the 
District of Maryland and John Tharp 
to fill a judicial emergency vacancy in 
the Northern District of Illinois. These 
nominees have the support of their 
home State Senators and were reported 
3 months ago with the bipartisan ma-
jority of the Judiciary Committee. 

I hope the fact that the majority 
leader was able to obtain consent to 
move these nominations signals that 
the Senate is being allowed to return 
to regular order, and that the majority 
leader will be able to schedule a vote 
without further delay on the nomina-
tion of Paul Watford of California to 
fill a judicial emergency vacancy on 
the Ninth Circuit. His nomination was 
reported before those being considered 
today and has been skipped in the 
order. He is a fine nominee with out-
standing qualifications and bipartisan 
support. 

Last week, we were finally able to 
confirm Judge Jacqueline Nguyen of 
California to fill a judicial emergency 
vacancy on the Ninth Circuit after a 
needless 5-month delay. Her nomina-
tion had been reported unanimously by 
the Judiciary Committee and was con-
firmed by a vote of 91–3. It took the fil-
ing of 17 cloture petitions in March to 
get Senate Republicans to agree to 
consider her nomination. 

The Ninth Circuit is still in dire need 
of judges. With nearly three times the 
number of cases pending as the next 
busiest circuit, we cannot afford to fur-
ther delay Senate votes on the other 
two nominations to the Ninth Circuit. 
Paul Watford of California passed the 
Committee more than 3 months ago. 
Andrew Hurwitz of Arizona passed the 
Committee more than 2 months ago. 
There is no good reason for Senate Re-
publicans to further delay votes on 
these Ninth Circuit nominees. The 61 
million people served by the Ninth Cir-
cuit are not served by this delay. The 
circuit is being forced to handle more 
than double the caseload of any other 
without its full complement of judges. 
The Senate should be expediting con-
sideration of Paul Watford and Justice 
Andrew Hurwitz, not delaying them. 
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