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Clyburn Israel Schultz
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Mr. CUMMINGS changed his vote

from ‘‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 24, H.R. 307—Pandemic and All-Hazards
Preparedness Reauthorization, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

On rollcall No. 25, Motion to adjourn, had |
been present, | would had voted “nay.”

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, which the Chair will put
de novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————

NO BUDGET, NO PAY

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise to address the larg-
est threat that confronts every man,
woman, child, and us collectively as a
Nation: $16 trillion in national debt.
This massive debt that is carried by
the Nation grows larger each and every
day.

Americans should be united that the
overspending and reckless financial un-
paid loans has created a legacy of debt
for all current and future generations
of Americans. Americans are united
that it is right to help those most
needy and vulnerable.

Sadly, the debt prevents this Nation
from fully meeting those needs. The
annual interest alone is crowding out
our ability to fund services for those
most in need. National debt annual in-
terest is a part of mandatory spending
that consumes 60 percent of our yearly
expenses. This crowds out important
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services and creates economic harm
that costs Americans jobs.

It is time to work together to end the
debt and provide a secure future for all
Americans. I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 325 that requires the Sen-
ate to pass a budget and allows no pay
for Congress without a budget.

———

CENTRAL NEW YORKERS WANT
FAIR SHOT AT AMERICAN DREAM

(Mr. MAFFEI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Speaker, just in
these last weeks I have already begun
to meet with local business owners in
my district at the places where they
work. I have spoken with constituents
at their doorsteps, and I have had con-
versations at events throughout our
community. The one message central
New Yorkers have made clear to me is
that we need to grow our middle class,
fix our economy, and create more good-
paying jobs for the working families of
this country. Central New Yorkers
want a fair shot at the American
Dream.

Now, we need to balance the budget,
but we need to do it in the right way,
not on the backs of our middle class
and seniors. Medicare and Social Secu-
rity must be protected, but we can do
this without sacrificing vital invest-
ments in future generations.

Our local businesses want to expand
and hire new workers, but they need
the young people with the abilities and
demeanor to succeed. That’s what I
have heard going around central New
York. We need to keep central New
York part of the broad shoulders of the
middle class on which this country’s
future rests.

To this House I say: I am committed
to do everything I can to ensure that
every central New Yorker gets a fair
shot at the American Dream.

———

PASS A BUDGET

(Mr. HARRIS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania who spoke
just a few minutes ago put his finger
right on the problem. We have a $16.4
trillion debt—$50,000 for every man,
woman, and child in this country;
$50,000 for every baby born today. Be-
fore that baby draws his or her first
breath, it’s greeted with a $50,000 bill,
their part of the U.S. debt. Mr. Speak-
er, that’s reckless.

But there’s something even more
reckless. The only way to solve these
problems is with a budget—every house
knows it, every business knows it, al-
most every government knows it, but
not the U.S. Senate, which hasn’t
passed a budget for 4 years.

Tomorrow, the House will take up
H.R. 325. This bill will force the U.S.
Senate to finally pass a budget in order
to increase our debt ceiling.
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The time is now. The Senate has to
act.
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FINAL FLIGHT OF SPACE
SHUTTLE ‘“‘CHALLENGER’

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, on January
28, 1986, the Space Shuttle Challenger
broke apart 73 seconds after launch.
The whole world cried watching Chal-
lenger tumble back to Earth knowing
that seven brave Americans had lost
their lives. Commander Dick Scobee,
pilot Michael Smith, mission specialist
Judy Resnick, specialist Ron McNair,
mission specialist Ellison Onizuka,
payload specialist Greg Jarvis, and
America’s first and only teacher into
space, Christa McAuliffe, all perished
pursuing our dreams.

The night of the disaster, President
Reagan put all of our thoughts, our
pain, and our prayers into words. He
said:

We will never forget them, nor the last
time we saw them, this morning, as they pre-
pared for their journey and waved goodbye
and ‘‘slipped the surly bonds of Earth” to
“touch the face of God.”

————

PRESIDENT OBAMA’S INAUGURAL
SPEECH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 3, 2013,
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
ELLISON) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, thank
you for allotting the time. I appreciate
it very much.

My name is KEITH ELLISON. I'm here
today to reflect on what I believe was
a historic speech for the ages yester-
day. President Obama met the historic
challenge, met the historic moment;
and I just want to talk about my feel-
ings about how important that speech
really, really was. President Obama,
you should understand, was called upon
to make his second inaugural address.
And inaugural addresses, historically,
are speeches that people don’t always
remember, but there are some that we
will never forget because of how impor-
tant they are.

His first speech 4 years ago was a
speech during which, over the course of
18 minutes, he talked about trying to
reach out diplomatically. He talked
about the importance of trying to come
together to solve common problems.
And I think the basic attitude of the
first speech was conciliation in an ef-
fort to try to work out problems both
foreign and domestic.

In this speech, however, President
Obama set forth what I believe was a
clear, concise agenda based on values
that he owns. I was so proud to hear
President Obama talk about the need
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to address climate change. He re-
minded us that you can believe in cli-
mate change or you can disbelieve in
climate change, but the fact is our
storms are harder, the drier weather
we are seeing is causing forest fires,
and we are seeing climatic catas-
trophes associated  with climate
change. We’re seeing the consequences
of it. So if we ignore the cause, we can-
not ignore the consequence. I was so
proud to hear him say that.

He also spoke out boldly for equality,
human rights and civil rights for all
Americans. I remember that he said,
and you may recall, too, Mr. Speaker,
he said, we will never forget Stonewall,
Seneca Falls, and Selma. These are
three iconic moments in civil rights
history when he talked about the wom-
en’s rights movement, the gay rights
movement, and the African American
movement for civil rights; but they all
added up to one thing, which is that an
American is an American is an Amer-
ican. It doesn’t matter what your color
is, what your sex is, or who you love
and want to be with. What matters is
that you are an American and entitled
to the full protection of the law in
these United States.

I think it was very important for him
to do so. It represented an evolutionary
moment in American history that a
President being inaugurated into his
second term would stand up for the
first time and say ‘‘civil and human
rights for all people.”” I thought it was
a great moment, and I found myself
cheering even though I hadn’t planned
on doing so.

But he didn’t stop there. He specifi-
cally said we need to stand here and
protect Social Security, Medicare, and
Medicaid, three critical programs this
Nation depends on, three critical pro-
grams that seniors depend upon. But
not only do seniors depend on them.
Also we know that seniors and people
live on survivors benefits. When their
loved one who gets Social Security
dies, children are entitled to get sur-
vivors benefits. And these survivors
benefits are literally putting food on
the tables for millions of families all
across this country.

But not only that. People with dis-
abilities get Medicare and Social Secu-
rity. And he stood up for these pro-
grams, reminding us that this richest
country in the history of the world—
the richest country in the history of
the world—does not need to throw its
poor, its vulnerable, and its aged under
the bus. We are not too broke to make
sure that our senior citizens, our chil-
dren who are on survivors benefits, and
people who are vulnerable economi-
cally, we’re not too poor to make sure
that there’s something for them and
that they have a livelihood and a way
to make it forward.

Imagine the richest country in the
history of the world saying, I'm sorry,
Grandma, but we got to cut your bene-
fits because we can’t make it. The re-
ality is that when he gave that speech
and he specifically identified those
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three programs as central to the Amer-
ican Dream, the American promise, I
was proud. And I said, that’s right. And
I tell you, I was so happy to hear him
say that.

But he didn’t even stop there. He
talked about the need for immigration
reform and the fact that for so many
people around the world, America is
still the land of opportunity and that
we cannot sit by as 12 million people
live in our country in the shadows with
no pathway toward citizenship. The
President specifically called on us to
do something about it.

Now, the President knows that guns
are a volatile issue. He didn’t smack
the issue of gun violence prevention
right on the head, but he did mention
the victims of Sandy Hook; and he did
tell us that children have a right to be
safe at school, thereby signaling that,
you know, yeah, we are going to do
some things about the proliferation of
guns, high-capacity clips, and back-
ground checks, things that make sense,
not taking away the right to own a
gun, but to do commonsense gun vio-
lence prevention measures that I think
will make everybody safer. In fact, if
you’re looking at the news right now,
you know that there was another
shooting today in Texas—today—
today.

So the bottom line is that the Presi-
dent laid out a vision, an inclusive vi-
sion, for America. The President got up
in front of the world stage, all the
Members of Congress, Ambassadors,
Senators, the Supreme Court, and ev-
erybody assembled and said, This is the
direction that we’re going in. We’'re
going to say Americans, whatever their
background, are included within the
promise of America. We’re going to ad-
dress income inequality. We’re going to
protect the social safety net.

Now, some pundits—you can always
count on the punditry to throw salt
around—they said, well, it didn’t reach
out to the Republicans. Well, I think
that Republicans are on Social Secu-
rity, Medicare, and Medicaid; and they
probably, or at least their parents, ap-
preciate protection of that program.
Republicans live on this planet in
which we see the temperature rising
and the consequences of global climate
change hurting more and more people.
Some Republicans are black, some Re-
publicans are Latino, and some Repub-
licans are gay. And when they heard
that they are included in Obama’s vi-
sion of America, they must have felt
good about that.

So I don’t agree that this speech
didn’t reach out to the full range of the
political spectrum, left and right. I
think that if you’re in the category
that he mentioned, that no matter
what your political ideology may be,
that you would feel that, yes, this in-
cludes me.

Now, I think the President’s speech
was also great because it was coura-
geous. No President has ever men-
tioned before the gay community in
the United States; and most people like
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myself and most people are what we
call straight or heterosexual.
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But all of us know that there is prej-
udice against the gay community.
There’s no denying this. There’s no
sense in denying it. We all know that
these folks are our neighbors, they’re
our coworkers, they’re our friends, and
we know that they have suffered be-
cause of prejudice against them. For a
President to stand up and say this isn’t
right and that everybody is included in
the American Dream, I thought was a
great moment. It was a first. It was
historic. I think that President Obama
seized the historical mantle and said,
I’'m not going to sit up here and use a
bunch of flowery, vague language. I'm
going to get up here and talk about
what I really believe in. I was so proud
of Obama yesterday. I admired how he
handled himself and what he said.

I think over the past 4 years, Presi-
dent Obama has, in my opinion, bent
over backwards to reach out to the Re-
publican Conference. He has really ac-
commodated them in a whole number
of ways, and yet their conference—and
the record is clear—has come forward
and said that their goal over the course
of the last 4 years was to make him a
one-term President. Well, they failed.
He’s a two-term President. So the ques-
tion is: Are we now going to come to-
gether? Is the caucus of ‘“no” now
going to say there are some things
we’re willing to work with? I hope so.

Let me tell you. My dad was a Repub-
lican for many years. Of course, I love
my dad and loved him when he was a
Republican. He was what I would call a
‘‘sensible Republican.”” He believed in
watching the money. He believed in
getting the most out of every dollar.
He believed that the government had a
limited role and shouldn’t get in every-
one’s business. Today, we have folks
who are not in the realm of even nego-
tiation. They’re willing to shut the
government down, allow our country to
go over the fiscal cliff and default on
America’s debt just to get their way.
That’s an extremist position. This is an
extremist ideology. It’s not a reason-
able thing to say.

Now, some of them will come up here
and talk about how big the debt and
the deficit is. Wait a minute. When we
say that we want to cut oil subsidies to
Big Oil companies, they don’t want to
do that. When we want to raise some
taxes on the wealthy so we can use
that money to lower the deficit, they
don’t want to do that. I doubt anyone
who says they’re outraged by the debt
and the deficit, and we give credible so-
lutions on how to lower it and they say
“no”’—I begin to doubt that that’s real-
ly what they’re concerned about.

The speech yesterday that the Presi-
dent gave, I believe, is a good starting
point. The President is not negotiating
with himself. He’s declaring his posi-
tion. The other side in the political di-
vide can declare their position, and
then we can come together and nego-
tiate. I'm a huge supporter of the
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President, but I kind of believe that
what he used to do, he used to state his
values, then he used to anticipate what
the other side would want, then he used
to try to come together, bring both
sides together, and then he would go to
the table and negotiate. So we would
end up not with a liberal position, but
with sort of a centrist position, and we
would start out right there, and then
anywhere we would go from there
would be further to the right. So if
we’re lucky, we end up with a center-
right position.

Now I think we start with, as we are
proud to be the progressive liberals
that we are, we start out with what we
believe in, then they say what they be-
lieve in, and then we negotiate, and
maybe we’ll end up in the middle. But
I don’t want to end up in the center
right anymore. I want to end up with
some reasonable compromise that pro-
tects Social Security, Medicare, and
Medicaid; that protects civil rights for
all Americans; that addresses this mas-
sive income inequality; that addresses
climate change; that moves us toward
a green economy; that allows people
who are immigrants to have a pathway
into the respectability of life in Amer-
ican society. The President did not dis-
appoint last night. I believe in those
things. Clearly he does, too. And I was
so proud to see the President stand and
deliver for these important values.

Over the next several weeks, Mr.
Speaker, we’re going to be in a huge
debate. We just finished the whole de-
bate on the so-called fiscal cliff. It
really wasn’t a fiscal cliff. That was
just the name the press loved to call it,
but the reality is it was a set of budg-
etary deadlines and tax deadlines. We
were able to come up with a deal, but
the worst part of the deal is what
wasn’t in it. That’s why I voted for it.
I wasn’t thrilled with the deal, but the
thing I didn’t like about it was the
stuff mostly that was not included. Be-
cause even though I was happy to ex-
tend unemployment for a year, that
was good. Even though I was happy to
raise taxes on the richest Americans,
because I believe it’s their patriotic
duty to help their country out, that
was good too. I believe those were good
things.

I thought the fact that we did not
deal with the debt ceiling, the seques-
ter, and the continuing resolution real-
ly just put us in a position where a few
months later our Republican friends
would say: You’re going to cut vital
programs for Americans who need
them, or we’re going to shut down the
government. You're going to cut Head
Start, you’re going to cut food stamps,
you’re going to cut Social Security,
Medicare, and Medicaid, or we’re going
to default on America’s debt. This is
the hardcore Dbargaining position
they’ve been trying to ram down our
throat.

I'll never forget Speaker BOEHNER,
who said, ‘“‘Look, if they don’t take
these cuts in one loaf, we’ll feed it to
them a slice at a time.”” That’s a quote.
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And so I was concerned that this deal
we just did, this so-called fiscal cliff
deal, the New Year’s Eve deal, even
though there were things in it that I
thought were good, I was concerned,
Mr. Speaker, because of what wasn’t in
it. I believe the American people and
our markets, our business people, de-
serve to have this budgetary issue re-
solved in a way so they can actually
plan.

My Republican friends correctly
point out that there is uncertainty
when Congress doesn’t solve problems,
but they’re the ones causing the uncer-
tainty. In fact, they are guilty of cre-
ating the problem that they criticize
the most. They say that we shouldn’t
kick the can down the road. They say
we should have some finality. But
they’re the ones who are not agreeing
to some finality. They say that we
need to make sure that we get some
real job creation, but they’re the ones
cutting into the public sector, causing
us layoffs from the Federal Govern-
ment, and therefore State govern-
ments. And of course, people who have
government jobs spend money too,
which leads people who they do busi-
ness with to have jobs. If you work for
the EPA and you go to a local grocery
store, you spend money there, which
allows the cashiers and the stock peo-
ple to have jobs.

Everything they say they don’t want
it seems like that’s what they’re for.
They don’t want job cuts, they don’t
want job losses, but they create them.
They don’t want uncertainty, but they
create it. They want finality, but they
avoid it. It doesn’t make any sense.
They say they want to reduce the def-
icit, but they enlarge it. So my point
is: What’s really going on here?

I think President Obama has just
kind of had enough and has said rather
than trying to figure out how to do a
deal with these folks who keep moving
the goalpost, I'm just going to say
what I'm about, I’'m going to declare
what my values are, and they can come
to the table and represent their own
point of view, and we’ll find a way,
hopefully, to get to a point where we
can agree and go forward. Even if we
hate the deal, even if we don’t like it,
at least maybe we can move forward so
Americans can at least be able to plan
for their future.

Mr. Speaker, I think that Presi-
dential inauguration speeches are im-
portant. They do lay out an important
path. I was reviewing, Mr. Speaker, the
inaugural speeches of President Abra-
ham Lincoln. I'm a huge fan of Abra-
ham Lincoln. I wouldn’t call myself an
expert or scholar of Lincoln, but I'm
sort of an amateur reader of everything
about Lincoln.

In Lincoln’s first speech, he was con-
ciliatory. You will recall, Mr. Speaker,
Abraham Lincoln, when he was elected,
as soon as he was elected, Southern
States began to secede even before he
was inaugurated. South Carolina, Mis-
sissippi, the other States, they started
seceding each before he was inaugu-
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rated. As soon as he was elected, some
of them said, We are out of here.

So when he came to his inaugural
speech, the first one, he was trying to
keep the Southern States in and trying
to keep the border States from leaving.
So he said some things that were so
conciliatory, that even the abolition-
ists of the time thought that he wasn’t
what they were hoping for. He wasn’t
really against slavery. He said he was,
but they thought that he didn’t prove
it. They thought he was halting, they
thought he was too cautious, and they
criticized him for this.

But after the Civil War broke out and
so much blood was spilled and so much
harm was done to our Nation—620,000
people died in the Civil War—President
Lincoln came back 4 years later. On
that speech, his second inaugural
speech, it was a bold defense of the
union cause and an argument that
slavery must go.
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He didn’t pull any punches on the
second one. Now, he was not bodacious,
and he was not offensive—he was try-
ing to be as conciliatory as he could
be—but he made very clear that Amer-
ica was going to be, one, whole and not
divided and, two, that it would be slave
free. He didn’t water it down, as some
pundits think that Obama should water
his position down. The second time
around, after we went through all the
big fights, President Lincoln stood firm
and spoke firmly and clearly but also
in a conciliatory way about what he
believed in. I don’t know. Maybe there
were some people back in 1865 who
might have said, Well, Lincoln ought
to be a little more sympathetic to the
South, and he ought to try to work
with them more.

Look, I’'m not trying to compare this
budgetary fight to the horror of slav-
ery. There is no comparison, not at all.
I’'m not trying to say that our Repub-
lican colleagues are in any way sympa-
thetic to slavery. They’re not. That’s
not true. I'm simply trying to make
the point that when you start out try-
ing to work with somebody and you
can’t get anywhere, and when you go
through all the travails and difficulties
of trying to get somewhere and you
can’t, then at the end of the fight, if
you win, you’re probably going to say,
Look, I tried to work with you and you
wouldn’t work with me. I ended up
coming out on top on this thing, so
now I'm going to bargain for my posi-
tion.

This is not to say the President is
not going to negotiate. This is not to
say the Democrats aren’t going to ne-
gotiate. We are going to negotiate. We
believe that the democratic process re-
quires an eye toward compromise, but I
also believe that we went to our con-
stituents in 435 districts around this
country and that we told them what we
believed in and we told them what we
stood for, so they deserve for us to at
least articulate that position. If we
have to make a compromise on some
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things for the sake of the Union, for
the sake of the Nation, we should do
that, but we should never act like we
don’t believe in what we do, in fact, be-
lieve in, which is Social Security,
Medicare, Medicaid; which is con-
fronting income inequality; which is
equality for all Americans regardless
of race, color, sexual preference; and
all that kind of stuff. We should say
what we believe in. We should say that
we believe that a woman should earn
every penny that a man makes. We
should say these things. We should not
be afraid to be who we are and articu-
late our vision of the world. Then when
we go to the negotiating table, there
might be some things we have to give
up, and there might be some things we
get, but we should never make any
mistake about what we’re all about.

So I'm really proud of the President
tonight. I feel the President did a fine
job for America yesterday, and I wish
the President well. I do know that the
President, in being a man of reason,
will listen to Republican arguments as
to what they would like to see happen,
but I also believe, based on what he
said yesterday, that he is going to fight
for what he believes in, too. He warned
us against dogmatism, and he also said
Look, don’t confuse absolutism with
principle. So that’s sort of a warning to
our side a little bit in his saying, look,
I am going to have to negotiate some
things. But when he sits around that
table, we know where he’s starting
from, and that makes me feel good.

I wish all the best for this Presidency
and this Congress because I think that,
if the Republicans are successful and if
the Democrats are successful and if the
President is successful, then America
will be successful. So I'm here to say
that I hope we do negotiate, but there
are some things that, quite frankly,
I'm not willing to cave in on—Social
Security, Medicaid, Medicare bene-
ficiary cuts. They’re asking for cuts
from the people who have already been
cut.

Do you know, Mr. Speaker, that 20
percent of widowed women on Social
Security have nothing but Social Secu-
rity to live on, and yet we want to re-
duce their benefits? Do you know that
a full third of widowed women on So-
cial Security depend upon Social Secu-
rity to the degree of 90 percent of their
incomes? We’re talking about people
who are making somewhere between
$17,000 and $24,000 a year to begin with.
You cannot go to people who already
have so little and say give me back
even more.

This is at a time, because of our
housing foreclosure crisis, when rents
in nearly every city have gone up, and
this is at a time when we have limited
vitally important programs that help
ease the pain of poverty for Americans.
So there are some things that we are
going to protect in this and that we are
going to call upon the masses of Ameri-
cans to protect.

Let me just say, Mr. Speaker, that
today I don’t have the ability to be
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here for the whole hour—duty calls—
but I did want to offer a few reflections
on the speech that was given. I also
want to say a few other things as it re-
lates to the next period coming up.

In the next few weeks, we’re going to
face a debt ceiling increase. In fact, we
have a debt ceiling vote tomorrow.
We’re not voting to raise the debt ceil-
ing; we’re voting to suspend it. I think
this is bad policy because markets,
businesspeople, and everybody else
need to know that the Congress is
going to stand by the credit rating and
the debts of the American people.
We’re not going to default, and we
shouldn’t threaten that we are. It’s
bad. It’s not a good thing to do. It’s im-
portant for the American people to
know that, when we talk about raising
the debt ceiling, Congress is not ap-
proving new spending. We’re not bor-
rowing. We’re saying that we’re going
to pay the bills on debts we already ac-
quired.

It’s kind of like this: If you have a
family and if somehow you’re already
obligated to pay a mortgage, if you
don’t have the money for your mort-
gage, you may have to go to your cous-
in or your brother or your uncle and
say, I need you to help me until next
week so I can pay the mortgage. So
you now have borrowed money to pay
an obligation that you already owe, an
obligation that, if you don’t pay, you
will default on. You can also have a sit-
uation in which somebody doesn’t have
enough money but goes into a local
electronics store and says, I'm going to
buy that big screen television right
there on my credit card.

Those are two different scenarios—
borrowing to meet obligations you’ve
already acquired and borrowing to buy
stuff you really cannot afford. Raising
the debt ceiling is the first one, Mr.
Speaker. It’s borrowing to meet obliga-
tions we already have. It’s not bor-
rowing for new expenditures. So, when
we appropriate money and when we
have had appropriated expenditures in
the past, we might raise the debt ceil-
ing to meet those obligations, which
we should do, because to do otherwise
is to say that America is going to de-
fault on its debts, which we cannot do,
not just for our own sakes, but this
would cause international harm to the
world economy.

People are confused about this whole
debt ceiling debate, and I don’t believe
that it’s right for Republicans to just
suspend the debt ceiling and then to
put a bunch of stuff in there about the
Senate and all that kind of stuff, some
provisions that are blatantly unconsti-
tutional, too, by the way. So I'm dis-
appointed in this thing that’s coming
up, but people need to know that this
debt ceiling vote is coming up.

They should also know that the se-
quester is coming up. With the New
Year’s Eve deal, we delayed the seques-
ter 2 months. These are massive cuts to
the tune of, I think, around $89 billion
that are going to be put on the Pen-
tagon and domestic spending. They’re
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dumb cuts. We’re not looking at spe-
cific programs and evaluating their
worth and eliminating some and keep-
ing others. We’re just, like, ‘‘chop.”
This is no way to budget for a Nation,
and I hope we can delay the sequester,
but it’s coming up soon. Republicans
have vowed that they want even more
cuts, maybe even in addition to the se-
quester, to negotiate. I think we should
remind everybody that we’ve already
had $1.7 trillion in cuts and that we
just did $600 billion in new revenue.
That’s about $2.3 trillion. How much
more cutting do we need to do, particu-
larly when we’re talking about vital
programs for Americans?

So, Mr. Speaker, if we’re going to
make cuts, we should cut things that
we really don’t need. For example,
Medicare part D, which passed in 2003,
prohibits Medicare from negotiating
drug prices with the pharmaceutical
companies. Now, the Veterans Admin-
istration does negotiate for drug prices
all the time, but Medicare is prohibited
from doing so. Basically, if the phar-
maceutical company says this drug
costs this, the government has to pay,
and we can’t use our large buying
power to lower a price.

0 15630
We should change that. We should in-
troduce competitive bidding. That

would save us a quite a bit of money,
Mr. Speaker. That’s a way we could
save money.

Here’s another thing we should do.
We should eliminate oil subsidies, coal
subsidies, and natural gas subsidies.
The fossil fuel industry, a highly prof-
itable industry, making a lot of money,
a profitable industry, there’s no reason
in a free market economy we should be
subsidizing a profitable company. It
doesn’t make sense. Even if you are a
free market person, you have a hard
case to make that we should be hand-
ing Exxon, Chevron, and Mobil money.
We shouldn’t do it. We should end it,
and any real conservative would agree
with me on that. Now, if somebody is
just trying to get money to friends,
that’s another story. But if you’re real-
ly about reducing the deficit, that’s
one way to do it.

You know, there are a number of
things we could cut. There’s a lot of
Cold War weapons systems that could
be eliminated. Our nuclear arsenal
could be reduced without threatening
our national security, and we could
save money in doing it.

There are ways to reduce the budget.
There are ways to do it, and we prob-
ably should. But let’s do it in a way
where we Kkeep Social Security, Medi-
care, Medicaid, food stamps, aid for
college students, money for investing
in medical research, and
groundbreaking research to give life to
brand-new industries. You know, a lot
of people don’t know, Mr. Speaker, this
thing we call the Internet was started
with a government program—some-
thing called DARPA. A government
grant helped fund the Internet. Yes, it
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did. I don’t know about Al Gore, but I
do know that the government, a gov-
ernment grant, put the money into the
form that we now know as the Inter-
net. The government did that.

The government funded the project
for mapping the human genome. The
government. The government’s not al-
ways bad.

So we should keep some programs.
We should lower others, but we've got
to think about this thing in a different
way than we are.

All T want to say, Mr. Speaker, as I
begin to wrap up is that it is an honor
and a privilege to be able to serve in
this, the greatest deliberative body in
the world. And even though we have
big fights with our Republican col-
leagues, it’s an honor to serve with
them, too. We’re both here, sent here
by the 435 districts that we represent
to argue our positions and try to come
to some kind of solution. I believe that
we can have solutions if everyone has
an eye toward compromise, but that
depends upon everybody starting out
carrying out the vision of the district
they represent.

My district wants me to stand up for
Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid, stand up for civil and equal
rights for everybody, including gay
people. My district wants me to find a
pathway to citizenship for immigrants
who are here. My district wants me to
do something about climate change
and move our economy toward a green
economy. Now, I'm going to start
there, and then we can negotiate with
our colleagues on where we end up, but
I'm proud that the President stood up
for our values. I think his speech was
groundbreaking, historic, and gave real
energy to people who share his value
system.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I have to
curtail my hour, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

——

FORTY YEARS OF VICTIMS’
LEGACY OF ABORTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the subject of my Special
Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, 40 years ago today marks the
U.S. Supreme Court’s infamous, reck-
less, and inhumane abandonment of
women and babies to abortionists.
Forty years of victims, dead babies,
wounded women, shattered families.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Forty years of government-sanctioned
violence against women and children.
Since 1973, more than 55 million chil-
dren have been Kkilled by abortion, a
staggering loss of children’s precious
lives, a death toll that equates to the
entire population of England.

The passage of time hasn’t changed
the fact that abortion is a serious, le-
thal violation of fundamental human
rights; and that women and children
deserve better, much better; and that
the demands of justice, generosity, and
compassion require that the right to
life be guaranteed to everyone, regard-
less of age, sex, race, condition of de-
pendency, disability, or stage of devel-
opment.

Rather than obscure or dull our con-
sciousness to the unmitigated violence
of abortion, the passage of time has
only enabled us to see and better un-
derstand the innate cruelty of abortion
and its horrific legacy—victims—while
making us more determined than ever
to protect the weakest and most vul-
nerable and end the mass deception by
the abortion industry.

Earlier today, Linda Shrewsbury, an
academic and an African American
with a degree from Harvard, who had
an abortion, told a 40 Years Of Victims
press conference:

The lies that brought me to that day and
its sorrowful aftermath are crystal clear in
my mind: falsehoods and deceptions that
concealed the truth about abortion. Lies
planted in my thinking by clever marketing,
media campaigns, and endless repetition led
to a tragic, irreversible decision—the death
of my first child.

She goes on to say:

It’s past time to lance the national wound
of abortion with truth. The high culture—
thought leaders, media, celebrities—that
brought us abortion seem vested beyond ex-
traction.

She said she ‘‘dreamed of the volcano
of abortion truth that could erupt one
day from the grass-roots—women and
men and their relatives witnessing to
their suppressed emotion, unspoken
trauma, and lived pain. With abortion
denial ended, we as a society could
then reconnect with reality and life.”

Clearly, Mr. Speaker, there are seem-
ingly ominous present-day signs that
hinder ending abortion denial and a re-
connection with reality and life. Cer-
tainly the re-election of the abortion
President Barack Obama, public fund-
ing for abortion in the ObamaCare
health exchanges that come online in
2014, a massive increase of public fund-
ing for abortion, the use of coercion to
compel religious believers and entre-
preneurs to violate their consciences,
slick advertising, and the export of
abortion worldwide.

And it is deeply troubling that de-
spite the fact that Planned Parenthood
claims direct responsibility for killing
over 6 million unborn babies in their
clinics, including a record 333,964 abor-
tions in 2011 alone, Planned Parent-
hood remains President Obama’s favor-
ite organization.

Despite these and many obstacles,
however, we will never quit. In adver-
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sity, our faith and trust in God is test-
ed, but it also deepens and overcomes
and forges an indomitable, yet humble,
spirit.

The pro-life movement—and I've
been in it for 41 years—is comprised of
some of the noblest, caring, smart, and
selfless people I have ever met. They
make up an extraordinarily powerful,
nonviolent, faith-filled human rights
struggle that is growing in public sup-
port, intensity, commitment, and hope.

The compassionate women and men
who staff thousands of pregnancy care
centers, many of the women being
post-abortive themselves who try to
save women from that irreversible de-
cision, help women who are experi-
encing unexpected pregnancies, and
they provide tangible assistance and an
enormous amount of love and emo-
tional support both before and after
the birth of a child.

The pro-life movement is not only on
the side of compassion, justice, and in-
clusion. We are on the right side of re-
sponsible science and of history.

Someday future generations will look
back on America and wonder how and
why such a seemingly enlightened soci-
ety, so blessed and endowed with edu-
cation, advanced science, information,
wealth, and opportunity, could have
failed to protect the innocent and the
inconvenient. They will wonder how
and why a Nobel Peace Prize-winning
President could also simultaneously
have been the abortion President.

Dr. Alveda King, niece of the late Dr.
Martin King, who had two abortions
but is now solidly pro-life, said in one
of her speeches:

My Uncle Martin had a dream. He dreamt
that we would live out that which is self-evi-
dent, that all men are created equal. He
called on America to admit our wrongs and
turn from them. Today, I call on all of us, re-
gardless of nationality, race, or religion, to
admit our wrongs and turn from them. I be-
lieve that the denial of the right to life is the
greatest injustice we face in the world today.
There is no compassion in killing. There is
no justice in writing people out of the human
race.
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History, Mr. Speaker, will not look
favorably on today’s abortion culture.
We must, indeed and instead, work
tirelessly to replace it with a culture of
life.

Mr. Speaker, forty years ago today marks
the U.S. Supreme Court’s infamous, reckless
and inhumane abandonment of women and
babies to abortionists.

Forty years of victims—dead babies, wound-
ed women, shattered families.

Forty years of government sanctioned vio-
lence against women and children.

Since 1973, more than 55 million children
have been killed by abortion—a staggering
loss of children’s precious lives—a death toll
that equates to the entire population of Eng-
land.

The passage of time hasn’t changed the
fact that abortion is a serious, lethal violation
of fundamental human rights. And that women
and children deserve better—much better. And
that the demands of justice, generosity and
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