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HONORING BROOKE WARD

HON. SAM GRAVES

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 20, 2013

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, |
proudly pause to recognize Brooke Ward of
Saint Joseph, Missouri. Brooke is active in the
community and in her school and has been
chosen to receive the YWCA Women of Ex-
cellence Future Leader Award.

Brooke Ward is a perfect example of lead-
ing through example. She graduated second
in her class at Lafayette High School, while
excelling in both AP and Honors level classes.
She received letters in both volleyball and
basketball, mentored other students, volun-
teered throughout the community and has ad-
vocated for Drug and Alcohol Free living.
Brooke’s writing skills allowed her to be one of
two nationally selected students to participate
in a study of Mao’s Long March through East-
ern China.

Brooke has also been active through roles
in student government and she served as the
Senate Minority Floor Leader at Girls State. |
had the privilege of having Brooke work in my
Saint Joseph office as an intern. As a high
school student, she set an incredibly high
standard for the interns that followed her to try
and live up to. To say that Brooke is an im-
pressive young woman with a bright and suc-
cessful future in front of her is a complete un-
derstatement.

Mr. Speaker, | proudly ask you to join me in
recognizing Brooke Ward. She is an amazing
individual and a tremendous asset to the Saint
Joseph community. | am honored to represent
her in the United States Congress.

————

FEDERAL AGRICULTURE REFORM
AND RISK MANAGEMENT ACT OF
2013

SPEECH OF

HON. COLLIN C. PETERSON

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 18, 2013

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 1947) to provide
for the reform and continuation of agricul-
tural and other programs of the Department
of Agriculture through fiscal year 2018, and
for other purposes:

Mr. PETERSON. Madam Chair, | join you in
pledging to work with the former Member of
our Committee from Georgia. As he indicated,
we were pleased to work with him and other
Members during the 2008 Farm Bill to open
up both the Mclintire-Stennis program and
Section 3(d) for full participation from the 1890
Institutions.

| look forward to working with the 1890 col-
leges and universities and USDA on address-
ing the concerns that they have raised with
the Committee.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. RUSH HOLT

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 20, 2013

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, during
debate of the rule (H. Res. 271) and during
consideration of amendments to H.R. 1947,
Federal Agriculture Reform and Risk Manage-
ment Act and of 2013, | was not able to be
present for Recorded Votes. Had | been
present during the vote series, | would have
voted as follows:

“no” on rollcall vote 254, On Ordering the
Previous Question;

‘“no’ on rollcall vote 254, On Agreeing to
the Resolution to provide for consideration
of H.R. 1947;

‘“no’ on rollcall vote 2565, On Approving the
Journal;

‘“‘yes’ on rollcall vote 256, On Amendment
No. 1 offered by Mr. McGovern of Massachu-
setts to restore the $20.5 billion in SNAP by
offsetting the Farm Risk Management Elec-
tion Program and the Supplemental Cov-
erage Option;

‘“‘yes” on rollcall vote 257, On Amendment
No. 3 offered by Ms. Foxx of North Carolina
to cap spending on the Farm Risk Manage-
ment Election program at 110% of CBO-pre-
dicted levels for the first five years in which
payments are distributed;

‘“‘no”” on rollcall vote 2568, On Amendment
No. 5 offered by Mr. Broun of Georgia to re-
peal permanent law from the Agriculture
Act of 1949 that pertains to dairy support and
to prevent the currently suspended law from
becoming reactivated should Congress not
reauthorize programs under the Department
of Agriculture;

‘“‘yes” on rollcall vote 259, On Amendment
No. 8 offered by Mr. Blumenauer of Oregon to
require that twenty percent of the acreage
enrolled in the Conservation Reserve Pro-
gram be set aside for the Conservation Re-
serve Enhancement Program and the Contin-
uous Conservation Reserve Program, which
allows states to target high priority and en-
vironmentally sensitive land and to contin-
ually re-enroll that land in CRP;

‘‘yes” on rollcall vote 260, On Amendment
No. 9 by Mr. Blumenauer of Oregon to reform
the Environmental Quality Incentives Pro-
gram (EQIP) to increase access for farmers
and to eliminate payments to projects that
do not show strong conservation benefits;

‘“‘yes’” on rollcall vote 261, On Amendment
No. 14 by Ms. Kaptur of Ohio to improve fed-
eral coordination in addressing the docu-
mented decline of managed and native polli-
nators and to promote the long-term viabil-
ity of honey bees, wild bees, and other bene-
ficial insects in agriculture;

‘‘yes’ on rollcall vote 262, On Amendment
No. 15 offered by Mr. Royce of California to
reform U.S. international food aid to allow
for not more than 45 percent of authorized
funds to be used for assistance other than
U.S. agricultural commodities, yielding $215
million in annual efficiency savings, ena-
bling the U.S. to reach an additional 4 mil-
lion disaster victims. Curtails the practice of
‘“monetization’ which, according to the
GAO, is inefficient and led to a loss of $219
million over three years. Reductions in man-
datory spending result in $150 million in def-
icit reduction over the life of the bill;

“no’ on rollcall vote 263, On Amendment
No. 16 offered by Mr. Chabot of Ohio to re-
peal section 3102, which reauthorizes the
Market Access Program (MAP) until 2018.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. SAM GRAVES

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 20, 2013

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on
June 19, 2013, on rolicall vote #260, Blu-
menauer amendment 8, | voted “yea.” | in-
tended to vote “nay” on the amendment.

FEDERAL AGRICULTURE REFORM
AND RISK MANAGEMENT ACT OF
2013

SPEECH OF

HON. PAUL RYAN

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 18, 2013

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 1947) to provide
for the reform and continuation of agricul-
tural and other programs of the Department
of Agriculture through fiscal year 2018, and
for other purposes:

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Madam Chair, |
want to thank Chairman LUCAS and Ranking
Member PETERSON for their work on this bill.
There are some good ideas in here, and we
should act on them. But | have some serious
concerns with the bill. On balance, I'm afraid
the bad parts outweigh the good. And so |
must vote against it.

Here’'s what this bill gets right: In some
areas, it cuts wasteful spending. It eliminates
direct payments. It adjusts the food-stamp pro-
gram. And it consolidates duplicative pro-
grams. | want to commend the chairmen and
the members of the Agriculture Committee for
proposing these reforms. My concern is they
don’t go far enough.

And in other areas, this bill increases
spending. For instance, it creates new farm-
support programs, such as the Price Loss
Coverage and the Revenue Loss Coverage
programs. Overall, the bill’s changes to farm-
support programs are supposed to save
money for taxpayers, but under certain eco-
nomic conditions, they could actually cost
more. And there’s another problem: This bill
expands crop insurance at a time of record
debt for our nation—and record profits for the
agriculture sector.

Now, we should have a safety net for our
farmers. We should help the little guy—the
family farm that’s in need. We shouldn’t bank-
roll the big guys. But that’s what this bill does.
It loosens eligibility standards for crop sub-
sidies—and increases the number of people
who can apply. In fact, they may not even be
farmers. Under this bill, someone could make
up to $950,000 a year in a nonrelated indus-
try—and still receive subsidies. Over 6,000
people who are losing money on the farm—
but who are making plenty of money else-
where—would become eligible.

Finally, | have concerns with the food-stamp
program. The Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program has grown at an annualized
rate of 12.5 percent over the past ten years.
It will cost about $80 billion just this year. And
though the program’s costs will fall over the
next ten years, they will remain at elevated
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levels—much higher than they should be. The
fact is, we need to reform this program—and
we need to encourage work. The 1996 wel-
fare-reform law brought millions of children out
of poverty. By strengthening work require-
ments in SNAP, we can build on the bipartisan
work started in the 1990s and reduce poverty.
This farm bill is a missed opportunity. Despite
making modest changes, the legislation
doesn’t pursue real reform.

| want to commend Chairman LUCAS for
bringing good ideas to the table. But I'm afraid
this bill has serious flaws, and therefore | must
vote no.

————
IN HONOR OF THE STATE OF
WEST VIRGINIA’S SESQUI-
CENTENNIAL

HON. DAVID B. McKINLEY

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 20, 2013

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
celebrate the 150th birthday of West Virginia’s
statehood. As a seventh generation West Vir-
ginian, | am proud of the special history of the
Mountain State.

On June 20, 1863, West Virginia became
the 35th state in the country. While the Civil
War divided the nation, few states faced more
internal strife because of the conflict than Vir-
ginia. Bitter relations between eastern and
western Virginians had been growing for years
before the Civil War as people living in both
regions were divided geographically, culturally,
economically and politically. After Virginia
voted to secede from the Union on April 17,
1861, people living in western Virginia pushed
for the creation of a new state by formally peti-
tioning President Abraham Lincoln for state-
hood.

A public referendum on the issue of state-
hood passed on October 24, 1861, and a con-
stitutional convention held in my hometown of
Wheeling in February 1862 produced a con-
stitution that was intensely debated, with one
controversial issue being the emancipation of
slaves. The first draft of the new state con-
stitution was not well received by the U.S.
Senate because it contained no emancipation
clause, so the Willey Amendment, which
called for the gradual emancipation of slaves,
was added. It apparently worked. The meas-
ure passed by a vote of 23 to 17. After an-
other contentious debate, the measure passed
the House on December 10, 1862, by a vote
of 96 to 55.

In late December 1862, President Lincoln
turned to his Cabinet for advice on whether
the legislation that would create the state of
West Virginia was constitutional. He received
contradictory opinions, and no consensus. Lin-
coln agonized over his decision and weighed
arguments from both sides before announcing
his decision. On New Years Eve 1862 he
signed the bill that gave birth to West Virginia.

It was a controversial decision that scholars
continue to debate to this day, mainly because
the petition for statehood was approved by the
government representing the territory that
would become West Virginia and not the terri-
tory that would remain Virginia. Lincoln recog-
nized the questionable nature of the state’s
creation, noting that “a measure made expe-
dient by a war, is no precedent for times of
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peace.” But he said he signed the bill because
he could not afford to lose the support of loyal
West Virginians.

“Her brave and good men regard her ad-
mission into the Union as a matter of life and
death,” the president said in his written opin-
ion. “They have been true to the Union under
very severe trials.

“We have so acted as to justify their hopes;
and we cannot fully retain their confidence,
and cooperation, if we seem to break faith
with them.”

After the Civil War, the new state experi-
enced an era of unprecedented industrial de-
velopment with burgeoning industries based
on its rich natural resources—coal, oil, natural
gas and timber—along with the construction of
hundreds of miles of new railroads that helped
to open up the Mountain State to trade with
the world. By the turn of the century, West Vir-
ginia had grown to become a significant con-
tributor to the nation’s industrialization and ex-
pansion.

While the state remains a leader in energy,
it also is a global supplier of chemicals and a
national hub for biotech industries. Its diverse
economy now includes aerospace, automotive,
healthcare and education, metals and steels,

media and telecommunications, manufac-
turing, hospitality, biometrics, forestry, and
tourism.

West Virginia also is a great place for out-
door recreation with 32 state parks, Alpine and
Nordic ski areas, whitewater rafting, and other
attractions, such as The Greenbrier resort in
White Sulphur Springs and the Summit Bech-
tel Family National Scout Reserve in Glen
Jean. The state’s beautiful mountains, lakes
and rivers, low crime rate, and other lifestyle
factors continue to draw tourists and retirees
alike.

From its difficult beginnings until today,
West Virginians have remained “true to the
Union,” as Lincoln said. More than 500,000
West Virginians have answered the call of
duty since the Revolutionary War. More than
10,000 West Virginians have given their lives
in combat, and the state, though only 1.8 mil-
lion strong, leads the country in the number of
military veterans per capita.

As the only state born of the Civil War and
the only state formed by presidential decree,
West Virginia proudly celebrates its sesqui-
centennial.

———

LETTER TO THE SPEAKER URGING
THE CREATION OF A HOUSE SE-
LECT COMMITTEE ON THE TER-
RORIST ATTACK ON THE TU.S.
CONSULATE IN BENGHAZI, LIBYA

HON. FRANK R. WOLF

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 20, 2013

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | submit a copy of
my June 19, 2013 letter again urging the cre-
ation of a bipartisan Select Committee to in-
vestigate the terrorist attack on the U.S. con-
sulate and annex in Benghazi last September.

There are only five legislative weeks left be-
fore the one-year anniversary of the attacks.
Yet there remain too many unanswered ques-
tions resulting from too few public hearings
with key witnesses who were present the night
of the attack.
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That’'s why 158 Members have cosponsored
H. Res. 36 to create a Select Committee to
conduct a full investigation with public hear-
ings. The Select Committee has also been en-
dorsed by family members of the Benghazi
victims, more than 700 retired Special Oper-
ations officials and the Federal Law Enforce-
ment Officers Association.

| urge the prompt creation of a Select Com-
mittee to ensure the American people learn
the truth.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
June 19, 2013.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives,
The Capitol.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: The American people
are losing confidence in their government.
The tragedy in Benghazi, along with a
stream of recent controversies, including the
IRS and the Justice Department’s targeting
of reporters at Fox News and the Associated
Press, as well as the ambiguity about re-
cently disclosed programs at the National
Security Agency, are eroding public trust in
the institutions of government.

This diminishing of public confidence isn’t
limited to the Executive Branch. Congress’
approval rating is at an all-time low. A June
14 National Journal article said, ‘‘Nearly 8 in
10 Americans told Gallup pollsters this
month that they disapprove of the way Con-
gress is handling its job, the 45th consecutive
month that more than two-thirds of Ameri-
cans graded Congress poorly. The problem
isn’t as much what Congress is doing as what
it is not getting done.” I believe most Ameri-
cans would agree that one of the items ‘“‘not
getting done” is a thorough, comprehensive
and ultimately definitive investigation into
the response to the Benghazi attacks.

That is why I have been pushing so hard
for a bipartisan Select Committee to inves-
tigate the September 11, 2012 terrorist attack
in Benghazi. The response among most of our
colleagues and the public has been over-
whelming. Since January, when I proposed
including the Select Committee in the House
Rules package for the 113th Congress, more
than two-thirds of House Republicans—a ma-
jority of the majority—have cosponsored my
bill, H. Res. 36, to create the Select Com-
mittee. Since that time, there has been a
growing chorus of support. The bill has been
endorsed by the parents of some of the vic-
tims, by more than 700 retired Special Oper-
ations officials, by the Federal Law Enforce-
ment Officers Associations, which represents
the State Department security officers who
were on the ground in Benghazi, and by The
Wall Street Journal editorial page in addi-
tion to dozens of other commentators,
former diplomats and military officials. I be-
lieve this broad support speaks to the
public’s hunger for clear answers on
Benghazi—answers which to date have been
elusive. That is why more than nine months
after the devastating attack, my resolution
continues to add new cosponsors; it now has
the support of 1568 Republicans.

I recognize that ‘‘regular order’ has made
some progress over the last six months; most
notably Chairman Issa’s constructive hear-
ing with several State Department whistle-
blowers. I also understand that Chairman
McKeon has planned a hearing with Gen.
Carter Ham for next week, but like so many
of these hearings, this, too, will be held be-
hind closed doors. There is no reason Gen.
Ham’s testimony shouldn’t be public. This
latest classified hearing is symptomatic of a
broader problem with respect to the current
congressional approach to investigating
Benghazi: Too much has been done in a
piecemeal fashion, behind closed doors,
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