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of our electrical grid or elevating
homes or via traditional Army Corps or
FEMA programs, mitigation has long
been a part of supplemental appropria-
tions.

In the gulf coast, we spent $16 billion
building a world-class storm protection
system in Louisiana—$16 billion. In
Alabama and Texas, we used CDBG
funding to raise homes and improve in-
frastructure. So much of the public in-
frastructure in our region that was
damaged as a result of the superstorm
is eligible for reimbursement from
FEMA. There is no disputing that.

The Stafford Act has now been the
law of the land for many years, and it
says the Federal Government will as-
sume the cost of repairs to critical in-
frastructure after an event such as
Sandy. These communities, when we
talk to mayors in Little Ferry and
Moonachie—not the Jersey Shore but
northern New Jersey and other places
that were dramatically hit—when I was
visiting them soon after the storm, one
mayor said to me, Mayor Vaccaro, I
lost my police department, my fire de-
partment, and city hall is underwater.

They need to be protecting their citi-
zens. They need to be able to fully de-
pend upon the resources to get back
their public safety efforts. It does not
make good fiscal sense for Congress to
pay to fix our broken infrastructure,
which we are legally required to do,
without looking to protect our invest-
ment and prevent similar costly dam-
age in the future. To me, that makes a
lot more fiscal sense at the end of the
day. So we will look forward to coming
back to the floor again and again as we
deal with these issues, but I hope our
colleagues understand the urgency of
now.

Final point. After Katrina, in 10 days
the Congress passed two emergency
supplementals that totaled a little over
$62 billion for Louisiana, Alabama,
Mississippi. It has been 6 weeks—6
weeks, not 10 days, 6 weeks—since the
storm hit New Jersey, New York, and
the Northeast, and there hasn’t been
any action. The urgency of now is in-
credibly important and the urgency of
doing this robustly is incredibly impor-
tant to the recovery of a region that is
so important to the economic engine of
this country.

——
TRIBUTE TO DR. JAMES RAMSEY

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
rise to pay tribute to my good friend
and an extraordinary Ileader of my
hometown of Louisville, KY: Dr. James
Ramsey, the president of the Univer-
sity of Louisville. President Ramsey
celebrated a milestone for the Univer-
sity of Louisville recently when it was
announced that UofLL was unanimously
welcomed into the Atlantic Coast Con-
ference.

The ACC has a great history, a proud
athletic tradition, and is home to some
truly astonishing academic schools.
Thanks to Jim’s work as president over
the last decade, the University of Lou-
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isville is able to stand toe to toe with
any of them, in any of those categories.

Dr. Ramsey is the 17th president of
the university, and has held that post
since 2002. In his 10 years at the helm,
he has worked every day to make UofLL
one of the very best metropolitan re-
search universities in the country. It is
safe to say, he is succeeding.

Since 2002, the quality of UofL’s
freshman class has improved every
year, with the average incoming fresh-
man ACT score rising from 23.2 in 2002
to 24.7 in 2011. The graduation rate has
increased nearly 60 percent, and the
number of doctoral degrees awarded by
the school has more than doubled since
2002.

UofLL students are also winning na-
tional acclaim and prestigious aca-
demic honors. In 2009, UofLL produced
its fourth Rhodes Scholar, who was
also the first woman from UofL to win
the award.

In 2010 and 2011, 14 UofL students won
coveted Fulbright scholarships, placing
UofLL among the nation’s top 20 Ful-
bright-producing institutions each
year. Since 2003, 68 UofLL students have
received Fulbright scholarships, which
is more than all other Xentucky
schools combined.

President Ramsey has created a uni-
versity culture that is focused on re-
search and innovation. This approach
has already led to major milestones in
health care, business, and the environ-
ment. The Chronicle of Higher Edu-
cation lists the University of Louisville
as the fourth fastest growing research
university in the country.

UofL’s research funding has doubled
from a decade ago, and UofL is one of
the country’s fastest growing research
universities in National Institutes of
Health funding.

UofLL has also strengthened its ties
with the city of Louisville in such a
way that this school is an invaluable
asset, not just to its students, faculty,
and alumni, but to all members of the
community. UofLL has been a major
player in the award-winning Partner-
ship for a Green City with Jefferson
County Public Schools and Louisville
Metro government.

It has also launched a Signature
Partnership Initiative to improve edu-
cation, health care, social services, and
economic opportunity in the city. The
school is also reaching out to men and
women in the Armed Forces, signing
education, training, and research
agreements with Fort Knox and the
Kentucky National Guard.

All of these accomplishments in the
last decade have transformed the Uni-
versity of Louisville from a fine local
institution to a superb global one—one
able to compete with any school in the
quality of its students and the caliber
of its research. Exciting things are
happening at the university, and we
have Jim Ramsey to thank.

I want to salute Dr. Ramsey and con-
gratulate him on his superb leadership
of the school I am proud to call my
alma mater. He and his wife Jane are
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fixtures of the community, and Elaine
and I are honored to call them friends.

I certainly hope Jim will be at the
helm of UofLL for a long time to come.
I will always look forward to working
with him on ways to better the school
and the city that we both love.

————

BUDGETARY REVISIONS

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I pre-
viously filed committee allocations
and budgetary aggregates pursuant to
section 106 of the Budget Control Act
of 2011 and, on June 29, I revised some
of those levels pursuant to the Budget
Control Act. Today, I am further ad-
justing those levels, specifically the al-
location to the Committee on Appro-
priations for fiscal year 2013 and the
budgetary aggregates for fiscal year
2013.

Section 101 of the Budget Control Act
allows for various adjustments to the
statutory 1limits on discretionary
spending, while section 106(d) allows
the chairman of the Budget Committee
to make revisions to allocations, ag-
gregates, and levels consistent with
those adjustments. The Committee on
Appropriations reported two bills that
are eligible for an adjustment under
the Budget Control Act:

One, the Department of Defense Appropria-
tions Act for 2013 includes $93.297 billion in
budget authority that is designated as fund-
ing for Overseas Contingency Operations/the
Global War on Terrorism. That funding is es-
timated to result in $50.697 billion in outlays
in 2013.

Two, the fiscal year 2013 disaster assist-
ance supplemental includes $55.957 billion in
budget authority that is designated as fund-
ing either for a disaster, $5.379 billion, or an
emergency ($50.578 billion). In total, that
funding is estimated to result in $8.974 bil-
lion in outlays in 2013.

In addition, I am making corrections
to the June 29, 2012, adjustment by re-
moving the off-budget portion of the
program integrity funding previously
provided for continuing disability re-
views and redeterminations.

Consequently, I am revising the
budgetary aggregates for 2013 by a
total of $148.840 billion in budget au-
thority and $59.302 billion in outlays. I
am also revising the budget authority
and outlay allocations to the Appro-
priations Committee by $93.409 billion
in security budget authority, $55.845
billion in nonsecurity budget author-
ity, and $569.671 in total outlays.

I ask unanimous consent that the fol-
lowing tables detailing the changes to
the allocation to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and the budgetary aggre-
gates be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

BUDGETARY AGGREGATES—PURSUANT TO SECTION
106(B)(2)(C) OF THE BUDGET CONTROL ACT OF 2011
AND SECTION 311 OF THE CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET
ACT OF 1974

$s in millions

2012 2013

Current Spending Aggregates:

Budget Authority .................. 3,075,731 2,837,275
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BUDGETARY AGGREGATES—PURSUANT TO SECTION
106(B)(2)(C) OF THE BUDGET CONTROL ACT OF 2011
AND SECTION 311 OF THE CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET
ACT OF 1974—-Continued

$s in millions $s in millions
2012 2013 2012 2013
OULIAYS ovvveeeeereeeeeiisniene 3,123,589 2,947,257  Revised Spending Aggregates:
Adjustments:* Budget Authority .................. 3,075,731 2,986,115
Budget Authority 0 148,840
Outlays 0 59,302

$s in millions

2012

2013

OULIAYS oo 3,123,589 3,006,559

*Includes an adjustment related to the off-budget portion of the program
integrity funding previously provided for Continuing Disability Reviews and
Redeterminations.

REVISIONS TO THE BUDGET AUTHORITY AND OUTLAY ALLOCATIONS TO THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS PURSUANT TO SECTION 106 OF THE BUDGET CONTROL ACT OF 2011
AND SECTION 302 OF THE CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET ACT OF 1974

In millions of dollars

Current allocation/ Revised alloca-

Adjustment

limit tion/limit

Fiscal Year 2012:

Security Discretionary Budget Authority 816,943 0 816,943

Nonsecurity Discretionary Budget Authority 363,536 0 363,536

General Purpose Discretionary Outlays 1,320,414 0 1,320,414
Fiscal Year 2013:

Security Discretionary Budget Authority 546,254 93,409 639,663

Nonsecurity Discretionary Budget Authority 509,991 55,845 565,836

General Purpose Discretionary Outlays 1,224,882 59,671 1,284,553

DETAIL ON ADJUSTMENTS TO FISCAL YEAR 2013 ALLOCATIONS TO COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS PURSUANT TO SECTION 106 OF THE BUDGET CONTROL ACT OF 2011

$s in billions
. . Overseas con-
Pmé?r'ﬂy'" Dlsalsiteefr " Emergency tingear;icoyngper- Total

Department of Defense:

Budget Authority 0.000 0.000 0.000 93.297 93.297

Outlays 0.000 0.000 0.000 50.697 50.697
Disaster Assistance Supplemental*:

Budget Authority 0.000 5.379 50.578 0.000 55.957

Outlays 0.000 0.538 8.436 0.000 8.974
Total:

Budget Authority 0.000 5.379 50.578 93.297 149.254

Outlays 0.000 0.538 8.436 50.697 59.671
Memorandum 1: Breakdown of Above Adjustments by Category:

Security Budget Authority 0.000 0.000 0.112 93.297 93.409

Nonsecurity Budget Authority 0.000 5.379 50.466 0.000 55.845

General Purpose Outlays 0.000 0.538 8.436 50.697 59.671
Memorandum 2: Cumulative Adjustments for FY 2013 (Includes Previously Filed Adjustments):

Budget Authority 1.050 11.027 50.578 95.844 158.499

Outlays 0.907 0.941 8.436 51.772 62.056

Note: This table reflects the FY 2013 impact of the Disaster Assistance Supplemental. The ten year impact is $60.4 billion in budget authority and $59.118 billion in outlays.

OBJECTION TO S. 2215

Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I intend
to object to any unanimous consent
agreement to proceed to or dispose of
Calendar Number 536, Senate Bill 2215,
a bill to create jobs in the United
States by increasing United States ex-
ports to Africa by at least 200 percent
in real dollar value within 10 years, and
for other purposes.

————

TRIBUTE TO CARYN WAGNER

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
wish to recognize today an extraor-
dinary public servant and a dedicated
leader of the U.S. intelligence commu-
nity, Ms. Caryn Anne Wagner, the
Under Secretary for Intelligence and
Analysis—I&A—at the Department of
Homeland Security. After 30 years of
devoted Federal service, Caryn came
out of retirement in 2010 when the
President nominated her to the Under
Secretary position. She was confirmed
for this position and has proven herself
a manager and leader of what had been
a troubled agency. After nearly 3 years
in the job, Ms. WAGNER will retire
again on Friday, December 21. I am
sorry to see her leave but wish her the
very best as she prepares for her next
chapter.

I came to know Caryn when she was
nominated to be the Under Secretary

for Intelligence and Analysis. Since
then, she has drawn on the depth and
breadth of her experience in the intel-
ligence community and the Congress to
build the foundations of a Homeland
Security intelligence office that will
long outlast her tenure. The mission of
I&A is to provide the Department of
Homeland Security with the intel-
ligence and information it needs to
keep the homeland safe, secure, and re-
silient and to bring to the intelligence
community the information and anal-
ysis from the Department’s thousands
of officers posted at our Nation’s air-
ports, borders, and numerous other
places around the world. It also in-
forms and empowers State, local, and
tribal governments and law enforce-
ment on the frontlines of our homeland
defense against terrorism.

Caryn’s many years of experience in
the intelligence community, combined
with an indepth knowledge of the Na-
tional Intelligence Program, collabo-
rative instincts, and insightful think-
ing on intelligence matters have been
key components of her success. She
previously held senior positions involv-
ing oversight of the collection and
analysis of intelligence to include: the
Director of Analysis and Production
and Director of the Military intel-
ligence staff for the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency, where she was respon-

sible for development and management
of the General Defense Intelligence
Program; the Defense Intelligence
Agency’s senior representative to the
U.S. European Command and North At-
lantic Treaty Organization—NATO—
Assistant Deputy Director of National
Intelligence for Management and the
first chief financial officer for the Na-
tional Intelligence Program; as well as
the Executive Director for Intelligence
Community Affairs. In that role, she
was responsible for the Community
Management staff, which provided
strategic planning, policy formulation,
resource planning, program assessment
and budget oversight for the intel-
ligence community. Adding to her ex-
perience in the executive branch, she
also served for a brief time in the pri-
vate sector, where she provided support
to military operations, intelligence
planning, and intelligence systems ar-
chitecture development. She also
served our Nation in uniform for 8
years as a signals intelligence and elec-
tronic warfare officer in the TU.S.
Army, and in the Congress as budget
director for the House Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence.

But I want to note in particular her
role as Under Secretary in the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. Caryn
stepped into a relatively new organiza-
tion that had some notable problems,
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