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The Senate met at 9:30 a.m., and was
called to order by the Honorable ToMm
UDALL, a Senator from the State of
New Mexico.

PRAYER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s
opening prayer will be offered by Rev-
erend Elizabeth Evans Hagan, Senior
Pastor of Washington Plaza Baptist
Church in Reston, VA.

The guest chaplain offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Let us pray.

Gracious God, we thank You for
being the source of all life, wisdom, and
grace in this world. And truly, as Your
people, we are so very blessed. We are
blessed with breath as we rose to this
new day. We are blessed with commu-
nities of friends and family that sup-
port us. We are blessed with hope that
gives our gifts and talents opportuni-
ties to be channeled into meaningful
work.

Help all of us, O God, as we begin this
new day, to remember the richness of
our blessings so that we may work to-
gether courageously for all of those
You have given us to serve. To whom
much is given, much is also expected.
May we give more today into Your
holy work than we gave yesterday.

It is in thanksgiving that we pray in
Your most holy Name. Amen.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

WELCOMING THE GUEST
CHAPLAIN

Mr. WEBB. Mr. President, I rise
today to speak about today’s guest
chaplain, the Reverend Elizabeth
Evans Hagan, Senior Pastor at Wash-
ington Plaza Baptist Church in Reston,
VA. I am pleased to welcome Reverend
Hagan and her husband, Kevin, to the
United States Senate today.

Reverend Hagan holds a degree in
education from Samford University,
and received her Master of Divinity in
2006 from Duke University. Prior to
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serving at Washington Plaza, Reverend
Hagan served as Associate Pastor for
Education and Youth at First Baptist
Church of Gaithersburg, MD, and sev-
eral pastoral internships in Alabama,
North Carolina, and Washington, DC.
She is passionate about building a
strong community of faith, and has
traveled extensively to places such as
Uganda, Rwanda, Kenya, Burma, Thai-
land and Argentina.

Since March of 2009, Reverend Hagan
has led the large and growing con-
gregation at Washington Plaza, which
includes a large African-American,
Chinese, and growing Hispanic rep-
resentation. It is welcoming and af-
firming of all people, and a church
where seekers feel at home.

Through the many ministries and
programs at Washington Plaza Baptist
Church, Reverend Hagan has made a
profound impact on the lives of many
members of my constituency. I am cer-
tain that she will continue to guide her
congregation for many years to come,
and I look forward to seeing the direc-
tion of Washington Plaza under her
leadership.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable ToM UDALL 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.

——

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 assistant legislative clerk read
the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, July 19, 2012.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

appoint the Honorable ToM UDALL, a Senator
from the State of New Mexico, to perform
the duties of the Chair.
DANIEL K. INOUYE,
President pro tempore.
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico thereupon
assumed the chair as Acting President
pro tempore.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

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

———

BRING JOBS HOME ACT—MOTION
TO PROCEED

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to Calendar No. 442.

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

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

Motion to proceed to S. 3364, a bill to pro-
vide an incentive for businesses to bring jobs
back to America.

SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, the first
hour today will be equally divided and
controlled between the two leaders or
their designees. The Republicans will
control the first half and the majority
the final half. At 2:15 p.m. there will be
a cloture vote on the motion to proceed
to the Bring Jobs Home Act I just
moved to.

MEASURE PLACED ON THE CALENDAR—S. 3401

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am fairly
confident that S. 3401 is at the desk and
due for a second reading.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the bill by
title for the second time.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A Dbill (S. 3401) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to temporarily extend tax
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relief provisions enacted in 2001 and 2003, to
provide for temporary alternative minimum
tax relief, to extend increased expensing lim-
itations, and to provide instructions for tax
reform.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I object to
any further proceedings with regard to
this bill.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. The bill will
be placed on the calendar under the
provisions of rule XIV.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, over the
last decade, American companies
outsourced about 2% million jobs, often
to countries where they can hire work-
ers for half the price. And 21 million
Americans, including nearly 7 million
manufacturing workers, live with the
fear their jobs could be shipped over-
seas tomorrow. More than 130,000 of
those at-risk workers live in Nevada.
In the Presiding Officer’s home State
of New Mexico, more than 100,000 jobs
in manufacturing, sales, management,
the financial sector, and other indus-
tries are in jeopardy. And more than
300,000 jobs in the State of Kentucky,
the State of my Republican counter-
part, are also at risk. So I was sur-
prised yesterday when the minority
leader dismissed efforts to end tax-
payer incentives for companies that
outsource jobs overseas. To quote the
minority leader, he said:

Why aren’t we doing anything? It’s time to
bring up serious legislation that affects the
future of the country.

At a time when millions of Ameri-
cans are looking for work, I am not
sure what could be more serious than
protecting good-paying, middle-class
jobs. The Bring Jobs Home Act, the
measure before this body, would end
tax incentives for corporations that
ship jobs overseas. Every time an
American company closes a factory or
a call center in America and moves op-
erations to another country, taxpayers
pick up part of that moving bill. Hard
to comprehend, but it is true. The leg-
islation before this body would end
that senseless series of tax breaks for
outsourcers. It would offer a 20-percent
tax credit to help with the cost of mov-
ing production back to the United
States.

In the last few years, major manufac-
turers such as Caterpillar have brought
jobs back to the United States from
Japan, Mexico, and China. Smaller
manufacturers such as Master Lock
have moved facilities home as well.
Congress must do everything in its
power to encourage this trend.

But let me remind the entire Senate
that we must break a Republican fili-
buster—a record-breaking filibuster—
before we can even begin debating the
Bring Jobs Home Act. This obstruction
is unfortunate, but it is not surprising.
After all, the Republicans’ nominee for
President made a fortune working for a
company that shipped jobs overseas.

Yesterday, my friend Senator
MCCONNELL said he wants to debate se-
rious legislation. If that is the case, he
should urge his Republican colleagues
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to drop their filibuster. The Bring Jobs
Home Act is a commonsense strategy
to protect American workers. To 21
million Americans whose jobs could be
the next sent to China or India, it is a
very serious proposal. To the 2% mil-
lion Americans whose jobs have al-
ready been shipped offshore, it doesn’t
get any more serious than that. The
only ones who aren’t taking this meas-
ure seriously are the Republicans in
Congress.
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

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

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
could I ask the majority leader one
question related to the vote we are
going to have later today?

A number of my Members are asking,
in connection with voting to proceed to
the bill, whether the bill will be open
for amendments.

Mr. REID. The only amendments I
have seen are three in number that the
Republicans have suggested—to do
away with the Affordable Care Act, to
reestablish the Bush tax cuts, and then
the Hatch tax measure. As has been the
tradition with Republicans, those have
absolutely nothing to do with out-
sourcing. So unless the Republicans get
serious about legislating on the legisla-
tion we have, the answer would be:
Very doubtful.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Well, I would say
to my Republican colleagues, appar-
ently the bill will not be open for
amendment, and we will take that into
consideration in deciding whether to
support cloture on the motion to pro-
ceed.

FISCAL CLIFF

Mr. President, earlier this week, Sen-
ate Democratic leaders made clear to
the American people where their prior-
ities lie. In case you are wondering, the
middle class came in pretty low on the
list.

At a moment when more Americans
are signing up for disability than find-
ing jobs—listen to that, Mr. President,
because this is where the American
economy stands today. More Ameri-
cans are signing up for disability than
are finding jobs—Democrats said they
think it is a good idea to drive the
country off what economists are call-
ing America’s fiscal cliff this coming
January. You might call it Thelma and
Louise economics—right off the cliff.

But whatever one calls it, Democrats
are evidently so determined to raise
taxes on America’s job creators that if
we don’t let them do it—if we don’t let
them do it—they would actually wel-
come an economic calamity that would
rock not only the American economy
but the global economy as well. They
want to drive us right off the cliff.
They would threaten our own economy
and the global economy as well.

Needless to say, this isn’t a program
for jobs or economic growth. It is an
ideological crusade—an ideological cru-
sade. Following the President’s lead,
Democrats are declaring ideological
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warfare, and the banner they are
marching under is emblazoned with a
single word: Fairness. Fairness.

Here is the problem: Fairness turns
out to be a lot like hope and change.
Fairness turns out to be a lot like hope
and change. We don’t know what it
means until it is put into practice. But
one thing history, common sense, and
basic economics tell us is that it
doesn’t mean what the Democrats say
it does. Because when they say tax the
rich, we can be sure the middle class
isn’t far behind.

Just ask yourself: When was the last
time a government program stuck to
its original mission? When was the last
time?

Federal income taxes initially were
only supposed to apply to those with
taxable incomes above $500,000 a year,
equal to about $11.3 million in today’s
dollars. And even then the top rate was
only 7 percent. Today the Federal in-
come tax starts to pinch as soon as you
earn a dollar more than $9,750.

The Social Security tax started out
at 2 percent. What is more, Americans
were told it would never rise above 6
percent. Yet today the Social Security
tax stands at 12.4 percent. And all
other things being equal, it will likely
have to rise above 20 percent to keep
the program solvent. That is the condi-
tion of Social Security today.

The alternative minimum tax was de-
signed to hit 155 households back in
1969—155 households. Today it threat-
ens to hit nearly 30 million households
at the end of this year.

ObamaCare was supposed to tax the
rich. Yet now it turns out the very core
of the bill includes a tax on the middle
class. In my view, that particular de-
ception turned out to be the difference
between the law passing and not pass-
ing. They said: Oh, it is not a tax. The
Supreme Court says it is a tax, with 77
percent of it hitting people making
$120,000 a year and less. And it passed
by just a single vote—just one vote.
Every single Democrat who supported
it is responsible for the law itself and
the middle-class tax at the heart of it.

But the bottom line here is that a
law we were told didn’t hit the middle
class, does—big time. And the same
goes for the President’s latest proposal
to raise taxes on those earning more
than $200,000 a year. It may be aimed at
the top 2 percent now, but like every
other program that is supposedly
aimed at a few, very quickly this tax
will increase to apply to many.

Even the senior senator from New
York has said this tax hike will hit a
lot of people who aren’t rich. I agree
with the senior Senator from New
York. After all, the revenue from the
Democrats’ tax increase will only cover
6 percent of next year’s projected budg-
et deficit. So who is expected to cover
the rest? The middle class, of course.

That is the fine print under every
Democratic proposal. They say they
are coming after the rich, but the mid-
dle class is always next. And America’s
small businesses are already on the
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line. That is one reason Republicans
are so adamantly opposed to these pro-
posals.

Yes, it is a terrible idea to raise taxes
in the middle of an economic down-
turn. Yes, government is already way
too big. Yes, Democrats have abso-
lutely no more intention of using this
new revenue for deficit reduction than
they have had in the past. Yes, the
President’s latest proposal wouldn’t
even raise enough money to fund the
government for a week. And yes, we
have no reason whatsoever to believe
the President wouldn’t continue his
crony capitalist ways, spending that
money on the pet projects of his polit-
ical allies.

But the larger point is this: Not only
is all this terrible economics, it is com-
pletely and totally unfair. The Amer-
ican people shouldn’t be on the defense
when it comes to Kkeeping what they
have earned.

The President may think those who
have succeeded in life haven’t done so
on their own, but anybody who has
ever turned a dream into reality knows
he is totally wrong about that. They
know the sacrifices they have made for
their success: the hours of work they
have put in, the time away from fam-
ily, the constant worry about whether
they will succeed.

Those who have made it know that
what is unfair is being told—being
told—they have to now hand over even
more than they already are to a Presi-
dent who has done nothing to show he
knows how to spend it.

Democrats may think it is good poli-
tics to play Russian roulette with the
economy. They may think it helps
their radical, ideological goals for the
country to go off the fiscal cliff at the
end of the year. They may look down
on any enterprise that isn’t controlled
by the government. But nobody—no-
body—should ever attempt to pretend
it is a good idea for the economy or for
jobs or for middle-class Americans, be-
cause it isn’t. That is why Republicans
think we should solve these problems
now.

That is what I have been calling for
all week. It is what I and my col-
leagues will continue to call for until
Senate Democrats realize we weren’t
sent to play politics—we were sent to
serve the American people.

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES
SPECIALIST NATHANIEL D. GARVIN

Mr. President, it is with great sad-
ness that I rise to commemorate an
honored Kentuckian who has fallen in
service to his country.

SPC Nathaniel D. Garvin of Radcliff,
KY, died on July 12, 2010, in Kandahar,
Afghanistan, while in support of Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom. He was 20
years old.

For his service in uniform, Specialist
Garvin received several awards, med-
als, and decorations, including the
Army Commendation Medal, the Army
Good Conduct Medal, the National De-
fense Service Medal, the Afghanistan
Campaign Medal with Bronze Service
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Star, the Global War on Terrorism
Service Medal, the Army Service Rib-
bon, the Overseas Service Ribbon, the
NATO Medal, the Basic Aviation
Badge, and the Overseas Service Bar.

Specialist Garvin had the nickname
“Tater,” given to him by his father
Cliff. That is because when he was born
on July 4, 1989, he weighed a little
more than 5 pounds. “Wow,” said CIliff
to his wife, Nate’s mother Melanie, ‘“‘He
is not much bigger than a sack of
taters.” The nickname stuck.

Nate may have been on the small
side, but he did not shy away from risk.
‘““He was the daredevil of the family,”
Melanie remembers.

As soon as he was old enough to walk, he
had no fears. As he grew, he would climb
trees to the tiptop to get on top of roofs—
scaring his mother, of course.

One story goes to show just how
tough Nate was. When he was still just
in grade school, Nate’s shoulder blade
got dislocated, and the school nurse
called his parents to come and pick up
Nate and take him to the doctor. They
did, but somehow in the short time be-
tween picking up Nate from school and
driving to the doctor’s office, Nate
managed to pop his own shoulder back
into place. ‘‘[He did it] showing no pain
at all,” says Melanie. ‘“‘“The doctor was
shocked, along with his dad and I1.”

Nate’s toughness included sticking
up for his family. He grew up with
three older brothers and a little sister.
They may have at times picked on each
other, but if someone outside the fam-
ily ever picked on his brothers or sis-
ter, ‘““‘Nate would say, ‘I am not afraid,
let me handle it,””’ said Melanie. ‘‘He
didn’t care how big the other person
was; he would not back down.”’

Nate was smart, funny, loving, and
loyal. ‘“He could say something that

. in an instant would either make
you laugh or have you laughing so hard
you would be crying,” Melanie remem-
bers. Nate liked to fish and he enjoyed
playing video games. He was so good at
them, other people didn’t want to play
against him. He also could take apart
and put back together the video game
machines or almost anything else elec-
tronic.

After Nate met and married his wife
Brittany, both he and one of his older
brothers decided to use the buddy sys-
tem and join the military at the same
time, following in the footsteps of an-
other Garvin brother. Nate felt it
would be a good way to provide for not
only his wife but also his then-unborn
child.

Nate entered the Army in July 2008.
He scored highly enough on his en-
trance exams to have his pick of any
field he wanted. Nate chose avionics.
He did his training at Fort Jackson,
SC, and Fort Eustis, VA, and was as-
signed to B Company, 96th Aviation
Support Battalion, 101st Airborne Divi-
sion, based in Fort Campbell, KY.

Nate was able to come home from the
Army for Christmas in 2008, and his
timing was good. On December 26, 2008,
his daughter Kayleigh was born.
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“[That was] the happiest day in his
short life. He loved her with all he
had,” said Melanie.

In the short time they had together,
Kayleigh became her daddy’s little
girl. Her grandmother Melanie says:

She looks so much like him at that age we
say she is Tater made over, just in a dress.
She has his smile and her eyes light up just
like his did. She also has her daddy’s stub-
born streak and smartness.

Nate would play video games and
Kayleigh would sit beside him with an
old game controller Nate gave her, pre-
tending she was also playing the game.
When Nate bobbed and weaved, she did
too.

Nate was deployed to Afghanistan for
Operation Enduring Freedom in March
2010. As Melanie put it:

Tater was due to come home for his R&R
in August 2010, but unfortunately didn’t
make it. He lost his life one day before his
mother’s birthday and two days before his
21st. He never got to meet his son, who was
born April 9, 2010.

We are thinking of SPC Nate Gar-
vin’s loved ones as I recount his story
for my colleagues. That would include
his wife Brittany; his parents Melanie
and CIliff; his daughter Kayleigh Jo; his
son Wyatt Boone; his brothers, TJ,
Alex, and Jeremy; his sister Whitney;
and many other beloved family mem-
bers and friends. The Garvin family is
also thankful for the assistance given
them by CPT Erik Heely during the
difficult events of 2 years ago.

The loss of SPC Nathaniel D. Garvin
is tragic, and it is only appropriate
that this Senate pause to honor his
service and recognize his sacrifice.

I hope his family, particularly his
two young children, can take some
comfort from the fact that both the
Commonwealth of Kentucky and this
country are grateful for and honored
by the heroism and courage Nate
showed, both in and out of uniform.
The example he set for his loved ones
and his country will not be forgotten.

I yield the floor.

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. Under the previous order, the fol-
lowing hour will be equally divided and
controlled between the two leaders or
their designees, with the Republicans
controlling the first half and the ma-
jority controlling the final half.

The Senator from New Hampshire is
recognized.

Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to enter into a col-
loquy with my colleagues.

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

Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I rise to
talk about an issue that is of deep con-
cern to our country, one of the greatest
national security threats facing our
country right now; that is, what is
called sequestration.
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To bring that down to plain terms for
the American people, our Department
of Defense is facing an additional $500
billion across-the-board meat ax in
cuts in addition to the already planned
$487 billion in reduction over the next
10 years if we do not act as a Senate, as
a Congress, and if the Commander in
Chief does not act to come up with
more responsible ways to cut spending.

We all know we have a nearly $16
trillion debt. We all know debt threat-
ens our country not only as a national
security threat but also as a threat to
the quality of life of my children—I am
the mother of a 7-year-old and a 4-year-
old—and future generations in this
country. However, what we did last Au-
gust was a kick-the-can exercise, where
we left it to a supercommittee to come
up with $1.2 trillion in savings, rather
than sitting down and coming up with
the savings we should have at the time.

So where we are left is with a meat-
aX, across-the-board approach, instead
of prioritizing our spending, and we are
putting at risk the most fundamental
constitutional responsibility we have
to the American people; that is, to
keep them safe.

Daniel Webster, who was born in New
Hampshire, served as a Senator from
Massachusetts, was a great statesman,
said in 1834: ‘“‘God grants liberty only
to those who love it and are always
ready to guard and defend it.”

We know from our men and women in
uniform that they have been there for
us to guard and defend this great Na-
tion—not only the current men and
women who serve but generations of
brave men and women have served our
country. Where we are right now, we do
a disservice to them not to resolve this
sequestration, these across-the-board
cuts, by coming up with alternative
spending reductions, which we can do.

To put it in perspective, 1 year of se-
questration is about $109 billion, and
that also covers nondefense. If we could
live within our means for 1 month with
this government, we could come up
with the spending reductions. We need
to do that on behalf of our Department
of Defense and for the American peo-
ple.

Some of the things that have been
said about the impact of these across-
the-board cuts:

Our Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff has said we will face the potential
for increased conflict. He also said:
“We are living in the most dangerous
times in my lifetime, right now”—
meaning, right now. ‘I think seques-
tration would be completely oblivious
to that, and counterproductive.”

We also know every leader of our
military from every branch has spoken
to both the House Armed Services
Committee and the Senate Armed
Services Committee. What they have
said is shocking and should be a
wakeup call to Members of both sides
of the aisle, that we owe it to our mili-
tary and to the American people to ad-
dress it.

Just some of the things that have
been said about sequestration:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The Chief of Naval Operations has
said: We will do ‘‘irreversible damage’’
to our Navy. “It will hollow out the
military, and we will be out of balance
in manpower, both military and civil-
ian, procurement and modernization.”

The Chief of Staff of the Army has
said: It ‘““‘would be catastrophic to the
military . . . 7’ and we will ‘‘reduce our
capability and capacity to assure our
partners abroad, respond to crises, and
deter our potential adversaries,” while
threatening our readiness.

The Air Force Chief of Staff has said:

We will be left with a military with aging
equipment, extremely stressed human re-
sources with less than adequate training and
ultimately declining readiness and effective-
ness.

As 1 said yesterday on this floor, the
Assistant Commandant of the Marine
Corps has said that the Marine Corps
will be unable to respond to one major
conflict on behalf of this country.

There are many things we can pre-
dict. One of the things we know we can
predict is what is going to happen with
sequestration. We know that if we do
not address our debt now, we will be
facing the fate of Europe. But one
thing we have been very bad at pre-
dicting is where the next conflict will
come from for our country, where the
next threat our country will face will
come from. If our Marine Corps is un-
prepared to respond to one major con-
tingency, our country is at risk. That
is why we need to address this.

It is not only the impact on our men
and women in uniform—from the Chief
of Staff, from the Commandant of the
Marine Corps, of all the branches that
have spoken—but I had the chance to
participate in a panel yesterday, to
hear the concerns of our enlisted about
this. I heard from the former head, the
top enlisted person in the Marine
Corps, Sergeant Major Kent. He ex-
pressed deep concern that we would be
breaking faith with our troops. Our
military leaders have expressed real
concerns that we will not only under-
mine our national security, but we will
fail to keep faith with those who have
sacrificed so much for our country and
to whom we owe everything.

In addition to the dire national secu-
rity impacts of allowing this irrespon-
sible across-the-board approach to
occur in January, we also know there
are nearly 1 million jobs at issue. In
fact, yesterday, before the House
Armed Services Committee, the CEOs
of some of our major defense employers
testified. In fact, the CEO of Lockheed
Martin Bob Stevens said:

I have spent decades of my professional
working life in the national security arena
and I have never been as concerned over the
risk to the health of our industry and our
Government [as now].

He said:

The effects of sequestration are being felt,
right now, throughout our industry. Every
month that goes by without a solution is a
month of additional uncertainty, deferred in-
vestment, lost talent and ultimately in-
creased cost.

You see, it is not just our service
men and women who keep our country
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safe, it is those who work to make sure
we have the right equipment, that we
have the best technology, that we have
the best capability of gathering intel-
ligence to prevent future attacks
against our country.

Our defense industrial base is incred-
ibly important—not to mention 1 mil-
lion jobs at issue.

Yesterday, Dave Hess, president of
Pratt & Whitney and chairman of the
Aerospace Industries Association, said:

As an industry, we are already seeing the
impact of potential sequestration budget
cuts today. Companies are limiting hiring
and halting investments—largely due to the
uncertainty about how sequestration cuts
would be applied.

A small business owner, Della Wil-
liams—it is not just our large employ-
ers, a lot of small businesses make
parts for our weapons systems, for our
equipment for our military. They can-
not take this uncertainty we have cre-
ated for them in Congress, and these
cuts, and many of them will be forced
to go out of business.

Della Williams said:

What is being billed as a stop-gap budget
fix will have lasting effects on our defense
capabilities for years to come. The switch
will not just get flipped back on to reverse
that trend.

Moreover, the deep personnel and program
cuts will threaten our national security. In-
deed, the United States could lose our tech-
nological and strategic advantage and never
get it back.

This is why this is so important.

By the way, yesterday the CEO of
Lockheed Martin had to issue—be-
lieved he had to issue a memo to his
employees. In that memo his employ-
ees will receive, he said:

We believe sequestration is the single
greatest challenge facing our company and
our industry. Defense Secretary Leon Pa-
netta has said sequestration will have cata-
strophic consequences for our nation’s de-
fense. . . . With little guidance from the gov-
ernment on the specifics of sequestration, it
is difficult to determine the impact . . . on
our employees.

He said: We do know that we have a
responsibility to tell you that you
could potentially be laid off and that
we have a duty to issue what are called
Warn Act notices now.

Under Federal law, these defense em-
ployers are going to have to, 60 days
before January 1, issue potential layoff
notices to their employees. Of course,
that will also create lots of uncer-
tainty and consternation in many
American families, which is unneces-
sary if we would come to the table
right now and address this issue.

We can find spending reductions that
do not threaten our national security.
Just to put a couple of numbers in per-
spective, some States just had in job
losses on this: Virginia, according to
ATA—there was a new report issued
this week done by George Mason Uni-
versity—Virginia: 136,000 defense indus-
trial base jobs; Florida, 41,000; Pennsyl-
vania, 39,000; my home State of New
Hampshire, just on the defense end,
3,600 jobs.
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We owe it to the American people to
act now. This is too important to be
used as a bargaining chip in December
because people want to use it to put
our national security at risk because of
other issues they want addressed. We
have always treated national security
as a bipartisan issue in this Chamber. I
hope we will not use our Department of
Defense and put our men and women in
uniform in this uncertain position. We
need to let them know we have their
back. As Members of Congress, we
should be together right now, sitting at
the table, resolving this, coming up
with alternative spending reductions.

I also call on the President as Com-
mander in Chief of this country to lead
that effort, to stop sitting on the side-
lines. This is too important to the se-
curity of the United States of America.

I see my colleague from South Da-
kota here today, JOHN THUNE, who is a
leader in our conference, someone who
I know has been very focused on this
issue.

I ask Senator THUNE, yesterday the
House was focusing on this issue. We
know there were hearings before the
House Armed Services Committee. In
fact, we should point out that the
House, through reconciliation, has al-
ready passed a bill to address seques-
tration, to make sure our national se-
curity is protected. They have done
that. It has not been taken up in the
Senate yet, unfortunately. I call on the
majority leader of the Senate to act
now because the House has passed
something.

Yesterday, they also held a hearing.
The House passed another measure by
414 to 2 that is called the Sequestration
Transparency Act. It is a companion
bill to one Senator THUNE introduced
in this Chamber. I know how focused
he has been on this issue. The Senate
passed a similar amendment to the
farm bill.

One of the issues we saw from the
CEOs who testified yesterday, from our
defense industrial bases, the Depart-
ment of Defense, OMB—they have got-
ten no guidance on where these cuts
will be implemented. Therefore, I know
that yesterday the House actually
passed this act to address that piece of
it.

I ask, does the Senator from South
Dakota agree that the Senate should
immediately pass the legislation he in-
troduced, this bipartisan House bill
that is coming over, a version, so that
we, the American people, can know
right away—have the agencies tell
them specifically what the impacts of
sequestration are? Of course, most im-
portant, we need to address this before
the elections because we should not
play political football with this.

With that, I ask the Senator from
South Dakota what he thinks we
should do here in the Senate right now.

Mr. THUNE. I thank the Senator
from New Hampshire for yielding on
that point—more important, for the
great work she is doing as a member of
the Armed Services Committee. She
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has been a very active member of that
committee and a strong and clear voice
for New Hampshire and for America’s
national security interests.

I might also add that we serve to-
gether on the Budget Committee,
where really this should have origi-
nated. Unfortunately, since we did not
pass a budget, it is very hard to have a
plan for how to proceed with spending
the taxpayers’ money, and this is what
you end up with.

Because we have this process put in
place where, if action is not taken to
avoid it, we have an across-the-board
sequester that would occur at the first
of next year—half of which would come
out of the defense budget—we need to
be able to find out exactly how these
cuts would be implemented.

The thing we do not know is how the
administration plans to implement
this. I think that is what the trans-
parency act that passed in the House of
Representatives is designed to get at.
By the way, it was an overwhelming
vote, 414 to 2. The House of Representa-
tives, in an overwhelmingly bipartisan
way, weighed in on the issue about
whether the administration ought to
spell out in clear detail to the Congress
and the American people how it in-
tends to implement its sequestration
plan.

I might say, it is going to be very dif-
ficult for us as Members of the Con-
gress to come up with an alternative
replacement plan if we do not know
what their plan is for implementation.
We know half the reductions are going
to come out of defense—at least that is
the plan—the other half out of nondis-
cretionary spending. It is clear this
would have a profound impact on the
defense budget on top of the $% trillion
in cuts as part of the Budget Control
Act last summer.

I say to my colleague from New
Hampshire, she has very clearly and
well laid out the impacts—as have been
delineated and described by many of
our service chiefs, by many of our mili-
tary leaders in this country—what
those impacts would be on our national
security, on our readiness. Also, I
think she has elaborated extremely
well about the economic impact, what
it is going to mean in terms of jobs in
our economy.

For a moment, I want to come back
to this fundamental point because I be-
lieve it is one that should not be
missed by people who are following this
debate; that is, if the Budget Com-
mittee and the Senate had done their
work in the first place and passed a
budget, we would not be where we are
today—if we had actually passed a
budget.

The Senator from New Hampshire—I
think this is her second year on the
Budget Committee. Even before she got
here, we had not passed a budget. I got
on the Budget Committee in this last
session of Congress, so it has been 2
years since I have been on the com-
mittee, but it is a committee without a
purpose, without a mission. If you are
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not going to pass a budget, I am not
sure why you want to have a budget
committee.

The other thing that is interesting
about this is that we are not going to
pass any appropriations bills. Not only
not a budget, but in the Appropriations
Committee here in the Senate are usu-
ally 12 bills that come across the floor.
The majority leader said he is not
going to bring appropriations bills to
the floor.

I think the House of Representatives
passed nine appropriations bills. They
passed a budget. The Appropriations
Committee here in the Senate has been
moving and passing appropriations
bills out of committee, but the leader
of the Senate has said we are not going
to move appropriations bills this year.

We did not move a budget. We are not
moving appropriation bills. So what
you end up with is a budget control act
like what we passed last summer that
takes these Draconian whacks out of
the defense budget and puts America’s
national security interests at risk and
in great peril.

I ask my colleague from New Hamp-
shire, who, as I said, is a member,
along with me, of the Senate Budget
Committee, might this situation have
been avoided had the Senate done its
work as it is supposed to do in an or-
derly way, followed the law, actually
passed a budget, actually worked on
getting appropriations bills on the
floor of the Senate? Might we have
avoided what is before us; that is, these
devastating, disastrous, and what some
have described as catastrophic cuts in
our defense budget? It seems to me at
least that is where you end up when
you do not do your work in the first
place.

To my colleague from New Hamp-
shire, I simply ask her, as a member of
the Budget Committee, might we not
be in a different situation if we had
passed a budget now for 3 years?

Ms. AYOTTE. I would say my col-
league from South Dakota is abso-
lutely right. If we had done a budget
for this country and the Senate Budget
Committee functioned in the way it
was intended to function, then we
would not be in this situation in the
first place. If we did regular budgeting
and if we did the responsible thing for
our country—as every business does, as
every family does; on an annual basis
we are supposed to do it as opposed to
it being over 3 years since we have had
a budget—then we would not be in this
situation right now where our Depart-
ment of Defense is at risk. I know the
Senator from South Dakota voted for a
budget the House passed, and I did as
well. Had that budget passed, then the
House did its job. Had we done that, we
wouldn’t be here with sequestration
today. We are doing what we owe to
the American people. If we can’t do a
budget for this country, how are we
going to get the trillion dollar deficit
in check?

Unfortunately, we know why we
don’t have a budget. The majority lead-
er of the Senate has not shown the
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leadership he should because he said it
would be foolish for us to pass a budget
and has not allowed the Senate Budget
Committee—the Senator is right, I am
not sure why we have that committee.
I have been on there for a year and
half. We have not marked up a budget.
We have not done it, and that is be-
cause the majority leader of the Senate
has said it would be foolish for us to do
a budget. Why? Because when we do a
budget, we do have to make choices, as
families and businesses do, and
prioritize where we are going to spend
the money and the taxpayer dollars
that are sent to Washington by our
constituents, the American people.
Where we are today is unfortunate.
Had we done that, then I don’t think
we would be in the position we are with
sequestration.

Mr. THUNE. I think the Budget Con-
trol Act, which passed last summer,
created this process, and led us to se-
questration, which is where we are
today. This is a function and a clear
outcome of having not passed a budget.
It is ironic in many respects because,
as the Senator from New Hampshire
has pointed out, the first fundamental
responsibility we have as Members of
Congress is to tell the American peo-
ple—the taxpayers who pay the bills
for this government—how we are going
to spend their money. This is now the
third year in a row that the Senate has
failed to do that.

Again, I might simply add that the
House of Representatives did do a
budget, has been passing appropriation
bills, has been following the law in ac-
cordance with what has been the prac-
tice around here up until the last 3
years of actually working on a budget.
When we are borrowing 40 cents out of
every dollar we spend, it would strike
me that it would be important we go
through an exercise and figure out how
we are going to start whittling away at
the deficit and get the debt at a more
manageable level and how we are going
to spend the American taxpayers’ dol-
lars.

As the Senator from New Hampshire
pointed out—again, I don’t think we
can emphasize this enough. Last sum-
mer we already called for $1/2 trillion
in defense cuts, and that was half of
the amount of reductions that were
made last summer. It was about $1 tril-
lion, a little over that, overall in
spending cuts last summer. Those were
immediate spending cuts, half of which
came out of defense; $487 billion was al-
ready taken out of the defense budget.

So what we are talking about now is
another $1/2 trillion over the next 10
years on top of that $1/2 trillion. In
other words, $1/2 trillion out of the na-
tional security budget. The President’s
own Secretary of Defense has said it
would lead to the smallest ground force
since 1940, since before World War II,
and the smallest fleet of ships since
1915, almost a century, and the small-
est tactical Air Force we have had lit-
erally in the history of the Air Force.
That is what we are talking about.
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That is the dimension of the problem
we are referring to. It completely im-
pairs our ability to project power in
many of these critical areas of the
world.

The world is a dangerous place, and
it is not getting any less dangerous. It
is getting literally more dangerous, ac-
cording to the headlines, every single
day. Our ability to project power in the
Middle East, Asia, and all the areas of
the world we need to keep an eye on
will be in serious jeopardy.

I want to make a serious observation
about that, and it is important to me.
My State of South Dakota is home to
a bomber base. One of the key ways our
Nation projects power is through the
use of the bomber fleet. Our bomber
fleet is aging. Nearly half of the fleet
was built before the Cuban missile cri-
sis of 1962, if you can imagine that. So
it is highly important we modernize
our bomber fleet and Secretary Pa-
netta has stated that the development
of the next-generation bomber would
be delayed by sequestration until well
toward the middle of this century. So
we are talking about dramatic reduc-
tions in our ground forces, Navy, and
Air Force. All the assets we use to pro-
tect this country and defend America’s
interests around the world would be at
great risk if this sequestration goes
into effect.

As the Senator from New Hampshire
has appropriately pointed out, the No.
1 priority we have is to defend this
country. If we don’t get national secu-
rity right, the rest of this conversa-
tion, including all the other things we
talked about, is secondary to defending
and protecting America and the Amer-
ican people.

This is a very serious debate, and I
would come back to the question the
Senator from New Hampshire posed in
the first place, and that is yesterday
the House of Representatives passed by
a 414-to-2 vote a piece of legislation
that would require the administration
to tell us how they intend to imple-
ment these cuts by program, project,
and activity level. That way we know
with some detailed specificity how
these proposed cuts are going to take
effect, and that would allow us to come
up with an alternative plan and per-
haps be able to replace and substitute
other cuts elsewhere in the budget for
what are going to be disastrous cuts in
the defense budget.

I introduced companion legislation
here in the Senate very similar to what
the House passed yesterday. I hope the
Senate will pick up the House bill and
move it and pass it so we can get the
administration and the President to
engage in this discussion about what
they intend to do in terms of imple-
menting sequestration. Then perhaps
they can work with us to avoid the ca-
tastrophe we are referring to and talk-
ing about. This has been documented
and validated by all of our military
leadership and would be a very serious
and dangerous reduction in America’s
national security resources and in our
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ability to keep our country ready and
able to defend America and America’s
interests around the world.

I appreciate so much the leadership
of the Senator from New Hampshire on
this issue. I know the Senator has been
very active in trying to get the admin-
istration to provide more information
with regard to what the impact should
be on the defense budget as a member
of the Armed Services Committee.

I also think they ought to furnish all
the information on these cuts not only
on the defense part but the non-
national security part of the budget.
Defense represents 20 percent of all
Federal spending, but we are going to
get half of the cuts. The proportion-
ality of this is a real issue, in my view.
That happened last summer. Half of
the cuts made last summer came out of
defense even though it is only 20 per-
cent of Federal spending. Half of the
cuts in this sequestration would come
out of the defense budget, even though
it represents 20 percent of all Federal
spending.

I would hope, as my colleagues here
in the Senate continue to hear from
people around the country who are im-
pacted by this—not only our military
leadership but also those whose jobs
are going to be impacted by this—that
there will be a new sense of urgency, a
new intensity to try to resolve this
issue, and that is to get the adminis-
tration to show how they intend to im-
plement sequestration.

I look forward to working with my
colleague from New Hampshire to
make that happen. I hope our col-
leagues on the other side, the Demo-
cratic leadership, will agree to moving
that legislation.

Ms. AYOTTE. I thank my colleague
from South Dakota for his leadership
on this issue, and I too hope we will get
that passed immediately in the Senate,
and that we have clarity from our De-
partment of Defense as well as the non-
defense agencies so the American peo-
ple can know what the real impact is;
also, so we can act immediately. I can’t
emphasize enough that this needs to be
done before the elections. We need to
do it before the elections because we
have already—I talked about some of
the testimony from the CEOs from our
defense industrial base, and there will
be, unfortunately, layoff notices which
will have to be issued because of re-
sponsibilities they have under Federal
law. Let’s face it, we should not have
this cloud of uncertainty for our men
and women in uniform, many of whom
have served multiple tours for us and
defended our country so admirably and
so courageously. That is why I think
this is an issue that deserves action
now and should not be used as a bar-
gaining chip for other issues. This is an
area we have always, on a bipartisan
basis, been able to do. For example, 1
serve on the Senate Armed Services
Committee. We voted out the Defense
authorization bill unanimously. Well,
this is an issue I hope we would be
unanimous on and that we are not
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going to break faith with our men and
women in uniform, we are not going to
put our country in jeopardy, and I am
hopeful we will also see leadership.

I call upon the President again to be
a leader here, to be the Commander in
Chief of this country and to call us to
action to resolve this before the elec-
tion.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Michigan is
recognized.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I
want to speak as the chair of the Agri-
culture Committee about what is hap-
pening on the droughts across the
country.

First, I want to take a moment as
the author of the Bring Jobs Home Act
to say that this afternoon we are going
to have an opportunity to come to-
gether—as we did on the farm bill when
we came together on a bipartisan
basis—to focus on growing things in
America and the need to strengthen
our economy, provide economic cer-
tainty around agriculture and the food
industry in America. It was a wonder-
ful opportunity for us to get something
done.

This afternoon, we are going to have
the same kind of opportunity to come
together and recommit ourselves to
making things in America. The Bring
Jobs Home Act is a very simple,
straightforward way to eliminate a
subsidy that should have been gone a
long time ago, and that is the tax
writeoff for shipping jobs overseas.

When someone is losing their job be-
cause a plant is closing to go overseas,
to add insult to injury, as a taxpayer,
they get to pay the cost of the moving.
It is outrageous. What we want to do is
stop that. That is what the bill does. It
gives a business tax deduction for the
cost of bringing jobs home and then
adds another 20-percent tax deduction
on top of it to encourage businesses to
do that. We will be talking more about
that later, but it is very important and
I hope my colleagues will come to-
gether and send a very strong message
about American jobs. Let’s bring those
jobs home.

DROUGHT CONDITIONS

Mr. President, I also want to talk
today about the terrible weather condi-
tions across the country. It started
with an early spring and then a return-
ing frost and snow in Michigan. Areas
around the country have orchards and
fruit crops that have gone from frost to
an extension of a drought situation
that is absolutely terrible. It is a very
serious crisis around the country.

Not since the days of the Dust Bowl
have we seen this lethal combination of
scorching heat and bone-dry weather in
the production regions across our coun-
try. As I speak, 80 percent of the coun-
try is suffering from abnormal dry or
drought conditions; 64 percent is suf-
fering from moderate or severe
drought. That is the highest percent-
age in 56 years.

As we can see on the map, any area
that is in color here has had some Kind
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of a drought. The black areas are the
worst. Either it is from abnormally
dry, moderate, severe, or exceptional
drought in almost every area of the
country. This is extremely severe, and
we need to take action to support our
growers and ranchers.

We have almost 1,300 counties across
the country rated as drought disaster
areas, and that is one-third of all the
counties in the United States. Every
day it seems the Secretary of Agri-
culture is adding more to the list. More
than 75 percent of the Nation’s corn
and soybean crops are in drought-af-
fected areas and more than one-third of
those crops are now rated poor to very
poor. This is devastating our crops and
our livestock producers.

Only one-third of our soybean crop is
considered good to excellent right now,
which is down by about 30 percent from
last year.

According to the Department of Agri-
culture’s weekly progress report, less
than one-third of the Nation’s corn
crop is in good or excellent condition.
Nearly 40 percent is rated poor or very
poor. So we are talking about a mas-
sive effect on farmers, on livestock
producers, and ultimately on con-
sumers in America.

Facing higher food and feed costs and
pastures that are withering due to the
heat, our ranchers and livestock pro-
ducers could see significant losses. I
had an opportunity a number of
months ago with Senator ROBERTS to
be in Kansas and to see what was hap-
pening then, even before all of this. I
understand how very serious this is for
our livestock producers. The livestock
sector could face significant declines in
margins, and we could see a sharp in-
crease in consumer prices for meat and
eggs and dairy.

At a time when middle-class families
are still trying to recover from the
great recession, paying more at the
grocery store is not going to help. In
fact, it is going to hurt a lot.

The USDA has opened their Con-
servation Reserve Program so that
land will be there for grazing, but we
know it is not going to be enough for
producers. There is no crop insurance
equivalent for livestock. More pro-
ducers may lose their ranches because
of this drought. Livestock disaster as-
sistance expired last year. We need the
farm bill to become law so we can
make this help available again because
in the farm bill we extend the livestock
disaster assistance program perma-
nently, and we make it available for
this year.

This drought is a serious problem,
devastating all of our farmers, and will
come home to families here and around
the world, unfortunately, all too soon.
We can’t control the weather. We know
that. In fact, farming and ranching are
the riskiest businesses in the world. I
should say even though they are the
riskiest businesses, we have the safest,
most affordable food supply in the
world, and it is part of our national se-
curity. We can’t control the weather
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and the risks the farmers face, but this
drought underscores the need for im-
proved risk management tools and bet-
ter crop insurance. It underscores the
need for a farm bill.

We need to get a farm bill done now
more than ever. We have 16 million
people who work in this country be-
cause of the agriculture and food indus-
tries—almost one out of four in Michi-
gan. We came together—and it was a
lot of work, a lot of bipartisan effort,
and I am very proud of what we did to-
gether in the Senate a couple of weeks
ago—to pass a farm bill.

We now have the House having acted
in committee and passed a strong bi-
partisan farm bill. It is different. There
are some things, certainly, we need to
work out in our conference committee.
Our bill has more reforms in it, and we
certainly are concerned about the nu-
trition cuts. But I will say this: We
need the House to pass their farm bill
S0 we can come together in conference
committee and find the right balance
that is good for families, consumers,
farmers, ranchers, and businesspeople
across the country. I am very confident
we can do that, but we need the House
to act to be able to make that happen.
Weather disasters are getting worse
every day, which makes it even more
important that we have our legislation
and, frankly, that we work together to
add some pieces to it in a conference
committee so we can address what is
happening.

In our bill that passed, as I said, we
extended a livestock disaster assist-
ance program and made it retroactive
to this year. We also included a provi-
sion for fruit commodities that don’t
currently have crop insurance to allow
them to be able to buy into a program
that is in law. We actually strength-
ened it, made it better. For those who
don’t have crop insurance, we also said
they could get help this year. So we do
have some things in the bill we passed,
and we can work together to strength-
en that even more.

Senator BAUCUS, the chairman of the
Finance Committee, is working, and we
are working closely with him, on some-
thing that would be a more comprehen-
sive disaster assistance program. In
order to be able to do that, we have to
have a farm bill.

This is not, as we know, a partisan
issue. We came together across the
aisle. Consumers, Democrats, Repub-
licans, Independents, people who vote,
and who don’t vote—people across this
country—care about a safe, reliable,
and affordable food system, and that
certainly goes for our farmers and
ranchers and their families in commu-
nities all across America who were hit
so hard by the drought.

This drought is evidence that we
need to come together and act. When
we look at this kind of weather map
and what is happening and the fact
that the majority of communities in
our country are facing disaster as a re-
sult of the droughts and other things
that happened relating to the weather,
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we need to act. We need to act in a re-
sponsible bipartisan manner. We can do
that. We did that in the Senate. The
House committee did it, and I com-
mend them for that. We need the sup-
port and help of the leadership in the
House to be able to get this to the floor
and get it passed so we can get it done.

Thank you very much, Mr. President.

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

Mr. CARDIN. Let me compliment
Senator STABENOW for her leadership as
chair of the Agriculture Committee. 1
want the Senator to know I was on the
phone yesterday with our soil con-
servation district managers talking
about the provisions that are in the
Senate bill, and I wish to personally
thank the Senator from Michigan for
reaching out to all of us. Our negotia-
tions were tough, but they were fair,
and I believe the reforms the Senator
has in the bill will help our region and
all the regions of our country deal with
the underlying problems of agriculture
in America.

So I particularly wish to thank her
for that. The process she followed is
how the legislative process should
work: a very open process, a very bi-
partisan process. We have a good prod-
uct, and I hope the House will bring
forward a bill and get it to conference
so we can continue the dialogue. It is
important to give the predictability to
farmers that this 5-year reauthoriza-
tion provides. So I thank the Senator
from Michigan for her extraordinary
leadership in this area on behalf of the
agricultural community of my State of
Maryland.

I really came to the floor to talk
about another one of the efforts of the
Senator from Michigan today; that is,
the Bring Jobs Home Act. I thank Sen-
ator STABENOW for her leadership on
this bill as well.

Senator STABENOW understands that
outsourcing is devastating to our coun-
try. Americans understand that. Mary-
landers understand that. When we are
outsourcing, we are losing jobs. Fami-
lies are devastated by outsourcing.
What is most shocking is that our laws
encourage companies to take jobs out
of America. Our Tax Code should en-
courage companies to keep their work-
ers in the United States. We need to
make it in America.

I think we were all shocked to hear
about the U.S. Olympic team and the
fact that they are going to be outfitted
by clothing manufactured in China.
That is outrageous. It never should
have happened. We can make it in
America.

I must tell my colleagues, I hear
from people in Maryland all the time—
and I am sure the Presiding Officer
hears the same thing in New Mexico, as
does my colleague from Colorado as
well. When we get a call from a call
center, we think the person is in our
neighborhood talking to us about a
local issue. Then we discover that per-
son is halfway around the world pre-
tending to be our neighbor and friend
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or representing a local business, when
in reality we have outsourced that
service—not we, the company has
outsourced it—and the worst thing is
they don’t tell us about it. They are
misleading the consumers, and I know
we have some legislation to correct
that.

That is outsourcing. That is costing
America jobs, and it is wrong. We can
compete. Americans can compete with
any other workforce in any other coun-
try, as long as we have a level playing
field. So we want to make it in Amer-
ica. Yes, we can.

First, let me talk about some success
stories. Not too long ago I visited Mar-
lin Steel in Baltimore City. This is a
steel wire manufacturer that uses raw
material from America and manufac-
tures its product in America, in Balti-
more City, a high-quality wire steel
product. They sell their product in
America, export their product to other
countries, and create more jobs in
America. That is a success story.

A lot of people have given up on
steel. We can’t give up on steel. We
need to make it in America.

Let me tell my colleagues about an-
other success story. Tomorrow I will be
at English American Tailoring, which
is located in Westminster, right near
Baltimore, in Maryland. They manu-
facture suits in America. They make it
in America. We are able to do it. All
they ask for is a level playing field.

We took some steps in the Senate Fi-
nance Committee yesterday to provide
that level playing field by what we call
the wool trust fund, which deals with
inverted tariffs. We must make sure
our laws are fair. The shocking thing
about clothing is it actually has higher
tariffs on the raw material—making it
impossible to manufacture in Amer-
ica—than the finished product coming
into America. We correct that with the
wool trust fund. We need to make sure
we have a level playing field.

Let me tell my colleagues another
success story, about Pacific Trade
International. This is a success story.
This company was located in Asia, an
American company located in Asia,
making candles known as the Chesa-
peake Bay Candles—being made in
Asia. Well, this is a success story. They
are back in Maryland. They are located
in Glen Burnie, MD, in the United
States of America, making those can-
dles, selling them to Kohl’s and Target
and other retailers, creating 100 jobs
that are now in my State of Maryland
as a result of this company bringing
jobs back to America.

In the last 28 months alone, we have
seen 500,000 new manufacturing jobs in
America. We have talked about the
U.S. auto manufacturing industry and
how we have seen that industry take
off because we can make it in America.

That brings me to the efforts of Sen-
ator STABENOW and others on the Bring
Jobs Home Act. It is shocking—and I
think the people in Maryland and
around the Nation are shocked—to un-
derstand that our Tax Code actually
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encourages companies to take jobs
overseas. American taxpayers are actu-
ally footing the bill because, under cur-
rent law, if an American company de-
cides to take its jobs and export them
overseas, the moving costs are deduct-
ible per our Tax Code.

Why do we allow that? Why do we
ask the taxpayers to subsidize moving
jobs overseas? Well, the Bring Jobs
Home Act says: Let’s get rid of that
tax deduction. Instead, let’s make sure
if companies bring jobs back to Amer-
ica, yes, we will consider those nec-
essary expenses. We don’t consider it
necessary business expenses to export
jobs. And we will give them some addi-
tional help with a 20-percent credit.

This is what we should be doing: cre-
ating policies that encourage keeping
jobs in America. Make it in America.
Yes, we can.

We are going to have a chance to
bring this bill forward, and I hope my
colleagues will support it. Then let’s
try to move this bill quickly.

This is a pretty simple bill which
does three things: It eliminates the de-
duction for moving jobs overseas, it
makes sure we have that deduction if
companies bring jobs back home, and
we provide a credit as part of the cost
to bring the jobs back home. It is very
simple. Why don’t we keep it that way.
Why don’t we just pass this bill by
itself and do something about creating
jobs in America.

I say to my colleagues, this shouldn’t
be a partisan issue. We all know we
have to keep jobs in America. This is a
simple bill. Let’s get it done. Let’s not
confuse it or mix it with other issues.
Let’s show the American people we can
act in the best interests of our country.

With that, I yield the floor.

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

PRODUCTION TAX CREDIT

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Presi-
dent, I wish to commend my colleague
from Maryland for his singleminded
and crucial focus on jobs in America. I
rise to speak about another oppor-
tunity to produce in America, and that
has to do with harvesting of wind that
we can do and keep jobs in America.

I have been rising every day the Sen-
ate has been in session to talk about
the necessity of extending the produc-
tion tax credit for wind power. And
every day I come to the floor of the
Senate to talk about a different State
and how important wind energy is to
supporting economic growth and job
creation in those individual States.

Today marks the 11th time I have
come to the floor to urge all of us—all
of my colleagues—to act by extending
the PTC for wind. Today I am going to
talk about my 9th State out of 50, and
I just want to say, in case anybody’s
wondering, I am not tired yet. I am
committed to coming to the floor until
Congress does what our constituents
expect us to do; that is, to extend the
production tax credit. It is simply that
important.

If we fail to extend the PTC, our
economy will suffer, jobs will be lost,
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and our clean energy leadership will
truly be in jeopardy when we look
across the world.

So where are we going to travel to
today? We are going to the great State
of Georgia. The wind industry in Geor-
gia has quickly multiplied over the
last few years. Nearly 1,000 wind energy
jobs have been created. Equally impor-
tant, there is real potential for signifi-
cant continued growth.

I want to focus on ZF Wind, which in-
vested nearly $100 million in a manu-
facturing plant in the city of Gaines-
ville, GA, which is located northeast of
Atlanta. This new plant will manufac-
ture gearboxes for wind turbines, and
that will bring several hundred good-
paying jobs to Georgia. ZF Wind is a
German-based manufacturer. They
made the decision to invest in Georgia
and in America. So I just have to ask
my colleagues, if a foreign company
can see the potential for wind energy
in America, why can’t we in the Sen-
ate? Do we really want to turn these
jobs away? If Congress does not decide
to invest in America by extending the
production tax credit, I have no doubt
these jobs will be shipped back over-
seas.

If we continue to support the wind
energy industry, ZF’s gearboxes will be
shipped all over our country. In fact, in
the interest of full disclosure, I would
say ZF is a major supplier of gearboxes
for Vestas, which has a large manufac-
turing presence in my home State of
Colorado. The point I want to make is
this is one small example of the wind
energy supply chain that is being built
all over our country and extends in
every direction.

Let me share another example of
what is happening in Georgia. There is
the small town of Tybee Island, which
is located on the northeastern coast of
Georgia. If I have my geography right,
that would be up in this area, as shown
on this map I have in the Chamber.
They have taken a stand to show how
important wind energy is to their fu-
ture.

In February, their city council
passed a resolution recognizing the im-
portance of Georgia’s onshore and off-
shore wind resources. Tybee Island is
saying: Look, let’s encourage the de-
velopment of wind energy projects near
our community and all over Georgia.
They see that Georgia has enough off-
shore wind potential to power over 1
million homes. One million homes
could be powered solely from Georgia’s
offshore wind potential. That is signifi-
cant.

We need—all of us all across our
country; all of us elected officials—to
stand for the future of American manu-
facturing in energy. It is an economic
and environmental imperative, and the
choice, frankly, is stark. If we do not
act, if we do not act to extend the pro-
duction tax credit, and it expires, 37,000
jobs may be lost around our country.
However, if we extend the PTC, con-
servative estimates suggest 54,000 jobs
would be created. That is the choice:
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job loss or job creation. I can tell you
what I know the answer will be in Colo-
rado: Extend the PTC.

Without the PTC, foreign countries
will extend their energy advantage
over the United States. Manufacturing
jobs that could be created here, that
should be created here, will go instead
to China and other foreign competi-
tors. There is simply no reason to do
that. Instead, we need to extend the
PTC.

The PTC equals jobs. We ought to
pass it as soon as possible.

I want to end on this note. This is
not a partisan issue. The production
tax credit has long been a bipartisan
idea. Senator GRASSLEY from Iowa, our
colleague who has served for many
years in the Senate with great distinc-
tion, supports this idea and brought
the idea forth almost 20 years ago,
along with others.

Now more than ever the American
people are asking us to take action and
invest in clean, renewable made-in-
America energy. Let’s not let the pro-
duction tax credit be a casualty of
election-year gridlock. Now is the time
for us to do the right thing: Extend the
PTC.

I am going to keep coming back until
we do so. I am enjoying the tour of our
great country, the United States of
America. Every State has a wind en-
ergy stake in the future. Let’s extend
the wind PTC as soon as possible to
protect American jobs before it is too
late.

I thank the Acting President pro
tempore and yield the floor.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BROWN of Ohio.) Without objection, it
is so ordered.

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

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

KOCH INDUSTRIES

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, Koch In-
dustries is a company which is
headquartered in Wichita, KS, and is
an American job creator that employs
2,600 citizens of my State. The corpora-
tion, a longstanding U.S. manufac-
turing company, employs around 50,000
people with good-paying jobs across the
country, including around 15,000 em-
ployees who are represented by unions.

Depending on the year, Koch Indus-
tries is either the first or second larg-
est privately held company in America,
with about $100 billion in revenues. I
am pleased by its presence in our
State, where the company and its own-
ers are respected co