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talking about construction all the way
down the line, auto, the manufacturing
capabilities in this country, they’re
tremendous.

Now we see on the defense side that
maybe a lot of the defense industrial
base isn’t in America like it used to be.
How do we come together, Democrats
and Republicans, and say, well, we are
spending this money, why don’t we
drive it into Youngstown, Ohio? Why
don’t we drive it into Mobile, Alabama?
Why don’t we drive it into Iowa? Why
don’t we drive it into some of these old
industrial areas? This can be done.

I want to make one last point.
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The narrative today is that every-
thing that the government does—every
dollar the government spends money
on—is bad. Well, that’s the narrative
we’re all operating on now because our
friends on the other side, quite frankly,
have won that discussion. But here we
are. We can’t get a transportation bill
because that falls into government
spending. Early childhood education,
Head Start—that all somehow falls
into this abyss of wasteful government
spending when the fact of the matter is
that these are investments that yield
results and that create value and
wealth in our society.

I will just say that we were in the De-
fense Appropriations Subcommittee
hearing today, and we were talking
about the Navy. We were talking about
the sea lanes, and we were talking
about the Strait of Hormuz and all of
these different areas that we protect,
that tax dollars protect, so that com-
merce can go—government invest-
ments to help business thrive.

It’s a delicate balancing act, and to
come up with just the bumper sticker
slogans in order to score political
points has damaged our ability to do
what we did from post-World War II
into the eighties, and that’s to invest
in research, invest in infrastructure,
invest in American workers, and then
let the free market go from there.

So I want to thank the gentleman for
his leadership on the Make It in Amer-
ica caucus—in promoting manufac-
turing. I thank the gentlelady from the
District of Columbia. It’s an honor to
be with you.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I want to thank
the gentleman from Ohio, who knows
what it is to rebuild the manufacturing
base, and I thank you for the work that
you’ve been doing.

We have just a few seconds, Ms. NOR-
TON, if you could wrap and then I'll
wrap, and we’ll call it a day.

Ms. NORTON. When the gentleman
speaks about manufacturing, both of
you have spoken about manufacturing
in its different aspects.

Look at what is happening today.
The private sector is bringing manufac-
turing home because of the low cost of
energy, and we are producing more of
our own natural gas because of the low
cost of energy. The government just
needs to do its part. Don’t counter-
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mand what the private sector is doing.
Do what the gentleman says. Don’t
take jobs from Youngstown. Help
Youngstown to rebuild Youngstown.
It’s going to be built anyway. Now is
the time to rebuild it.

So I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing to us in this very important discus-
sion every week.

Mr. GARAMENDI. We must start
thinking about what we can do rather
than what we cannot do. This is Amer-
ica. This is the country that built the
future—we really did—and we can
claim the future if we reach back into
our history and do what we did before.
We were builders. We built the founda-
tions.

Mr. RYAN, as you said so very clearly,
it’s investment. It’s investment in the
intellectual ability of Americans—in
education and research. It’s investment
in the infrastructure. It’s investment
in the business community. There is a
combination of government and private
sector. It’s the history of America. It’s
an exciting history. It’s a potential.
Unfortunately, we are ignoring the key
role that the governments—local,
State and Federal—play in that proc-
ess. We’re builders, we're Americans,
and we’re going to do it. We will make
it happen, and I will tell you this: when
America begins to make it in America,
Americans are going to make it.

I thank my colleagues.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
THE ACTIONS OF THE GOVERN-
MENT OF SYRIA—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 113-
22)

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DAINES) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of
the United States; which was read and,
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, referred to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency, unless, within 90
days prior to the anniversary date of
its declaration, the President publishes
in the Federal Register and transmits to
the Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to
the Federal Register for publication the
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to the
actions of the Government of Syria de-
clared in Executive Order 13338 of May
11, 2004—as modified in scope and relied
upon for additional steps taken in Ex-
ecutive Order 13399 of April 25, 2006, Ex-
ecutive Order 13460 of February 13, 2008,
Executive Order 13572 of April 29, 2011,
Executive Order 13573 of May 18, 2011,
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Executive Order 13582 of August 17,
2011, Executive Order 13606 of April 22,
2012, and Executive Order 13608 of May
1, 2012—is to continue in effect beyond
May 11, 2013.

While the Syrian regime has reduced
the number of foreign fighters bound
for Iraq, the regime’s brutal war on the
Syrian people, who have been calling
for freedom and a representative gov-
ernment, endangers not only the Syr-
ian people themselves, but could yield
greater instability throughout the re-
gion. The Syrian regime’s actions and
policies, including pursuing chemical
and biological weapons, supporting ter-
rorist organizations, and obstructing
the Lebanese government’s ability to
function effectively, continue to pose
an unusual and extraordinary threat to
the national security, foreign policy,
and economy of the United States. For
these reasons, I have determined that
it is necessary to continue in effect the
national emergency declared with re-
spect to this threat and to maintain in
force the sanctions to address this na-
tional emergency.

In addition, the United States con-
demns the Assad regime’s use of brutal
violence and human rights abuses and
calls on the Assad regime to stop its
violent war and step aside to allow a
political transition in Syria that will
forge a credible path to a future of

greater freedom, democracy, oppor-
tunity, and justice.
The United States will consider

changes in the composition, policies,
and actions of the Government of Syria
in determining whether to continue or
terminate this national emergency in
the future.
BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 7, 2013.

———

THE CASE OF DR. KERMIT
GOSNELL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. FLEM-
ING) for 30 minutes.

Mr. FLEMING. Thank you,
Speaker.

It is, indeed, a pleasure to be here to-
night to talk about a very, very impor-
tant subject, and that is the case of Dr.
Kermit Gosnell.

Before I do, I do want to mention a
couple of things about the previous
Special Order of my friends on the
other side of the aisle who were talking
about, for instance, Medicare and cov-
erage under Medicare and ObamacCare,
pointing out that insurance companies
are not as good as the government in
terms of denying care. I would suggest
to my friends that at least you can
change your insurance companies. You
cannot change your government. So I
see that as a fatal flaw, among many,
with ObamacCare.

Also, a lot of time was spent talking
about income disparity. I absolutely
agree with my friends that the rich are
getting richer and that the poor are
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getting poorer in America—but Presi-
dent Barack Obama has been our Presi-
dent for the last nearly 5 years. It’s his
policies that are creating that situa-
tion. In fact, unemployment Ilevels
among minorities, particularly His-
panics and African Americans, are at
historically high levels. It is because of
the policies of Obamanomics,
ObamaCare regulations, Dodd-Frank,
and the excessive spending that has
been occurring in Washington that
have led to this problem.

Then, finally, my friends talked
about the fact that the President has
submitted a couple of jobs bills and
that we’ve refused to take them up or
to pass them. I would submit, Mr.
Speaker, that these jobs bills are noth-
ing more than mini-stimulus bills
which passed this House, under Demo-
crat control, in the first 2 years of the
President’s first term. What did we get
as a result? Only more deficits and
more debt. We did not get an improve-
ment of the jobs picture.

On the other hand, in the last term,
under a Republican-controlled House,
we passed 33 jobs bills, and the Presi-
dent and the Senate, controlled by
Democrats, would not take up even a
single one. One of them included di-
verting revenue from energy on Fed-
eral lands to rebuilding bridges and
highways, the very infrastructure that
they’re talking about.
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So again I would submit, Mr. Speak-
er, and to our friends on the other side
of the aisle, that perhaps they need to
update their talking points. They’re
giving the same ones they gave in 2009
at the beginning of the Obama adminis-
tration. Now we’re nearly 5 years down
the road in the second Obama term,
and the policies we’re living under and
have been the Obama economic poli-
cies, not Republican policies, and cer-
tainly not President Bush.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to talk about
Kermit Gosnell. The mayor of Philadel-
phia says that Dr. Kermit Gosnell is an
aberration, an outlier, a rare case.
Gosnell, of course, is the abortionist in
Philadelphia who is awaiting a verdict
on charges of killing four babies and a
woman, though we know that there
were many more. Philadelphia’s mayor
said of these atrocities, ‘“This is a high-
ly unusual situation.”

Perhaps it’s no wonder why some see
Gosnell as an aberration. His clinic was
inspected only three times in 31 years,
and it was never inspected from 1993 to
2010. The gruesome discovery of mul-
tiple body parts from aborted babies,
blood splattered on the walls, and
other deplorable conditions were dis-
covered only by accident.

I want to point out that I think we
know what Dr. Gosnell was all about.
He was not about elevated principles of
doing right for women, women’s health
and this sort of thing. Mr. Speaker, it
was about money, and you’ll see why.

Despite the fact that this had been
going on for 31 years, it went undis-
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covered. Agents from the Drug En-
forcement Administration entered the
clinic with the correct belief that
Gosnell was running an illegal pre-
scription drug business selling
OxyContin and many other highly ad-
dictive drugs. He was writing about
1,900 prescriptions a month, and cus-
tomers were picking them up in a take-
out fashion.

Again, it was not about elevated
principles and women’s health; it was
about money.

Law enforcement had no idea, until
they raided Gosnell’s clinic in 2010,
that the pill mill he was running by
day was a gruesome abortion mill by
night. Gosnell had been performing
late-term abortions for decades, and
his procedures caused so much harm to
women that he was being hit with mal-
practice lawsuits.

You see, in late term, doing those
kind of abortions, it is very damaging
to the womb. In many cases, they use
sharp instruments to literally cut up
the little baby, to puncture the skull.
That’s very damaging to the womb,
and, of course, women can have exces-
sive Dbleeding, a perforated uterus.
These things lead to complications
and, of course, lawsuits.

So it is a sad irony, but abortion sup-
porters have argued for years that
making abortion legal protects women
from the kind of butchery performed
by doctors like Gosnell. But you see,
Dr. Gosnell, after having literally doz-
ens of lawsuits, he decided that it was
safer for Gosnell—not for the women—
to stop trying to kill the babies in the
womb. He just went ahead and induced
labor in late term and then killed the
baby shortly thereafter the birth.

How did he do it? He did what he re-
ferred to as ‘‘snipping.” He would
thrust a pair of scissors in the base of
the skull, in the back of the neck, clip
the spinal cord, destroy the lower part
of the brain and make the baby stop
breathing. In fact, witnesses said that
in a number of cases, the late-term ba-
bies, but somewhat premature but cer-
tainly well enough mature to have sur-
vived outside of the womb, would be
there breathing before he did his hei-
nous acts, or in some cases were actu-
ally crying.

I know we’d like to wish that Kermit
Gosnell was an aberration. In fact, I
hope there’s a day when we look back
and see the practice of abortion itself
as a horrible aberration in a culture
that should defend life and protect the
innocent.

Since Bill Clinton first said it in 1996,
the pro-abortion side has been telling
us that abortion should be safe, legal,
and rare, yet there are still more than
a million abortions each year in the
United States. We know that they’re
never safe for the unborn child because
the child dies, of course. And as we can
see, they're often dangerous for the
women involved not only during the
procedure, but shortly thereafter and
often long term. We know statistics
tell us that the infertility rate down
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the road, suicide rate, depression and
many other scales by which we meas-
ure quality of life are all diminished
after abortions. And the more abor-
tions, the worse the outcomes.

How many other Gosnells work in se-
cret without inspections or regula-
tions, as in this case? Perhaps they’re
not really so rare. Take, for example,
Dr. LeRoy Carhart, who was respon-
sible for the abortion procedure earlier
this year in Maryland that ended with
the death of a 29-year-old woman who
was 33 weeks pregnant. Carhart had an-
other patient die after a similar proce-
dure in 2005.

In Muskegon, Michigan, details are
just surfacing about another abor-
tionist who is accused of leaving the
decapitated head of an unborn child in-
side a woman’s womb after rupturing
her uterus and nearly taking her life.
The Michigan State Legislature is in-
vestigating why the State Board of
Medicine did not pursue earlier com-
plaints about this same doctor.

You see, what we’re finding in many
cases is that the medical agencies who
are responsible for oversight are turn-
ing their heads when it comes to the
issue of abortion. They’re all about in-
specting hospitals and doctors’ offices;
but when it comes to abortion, they
don’t want to even go there, appar-
ently.

In recent weeks, we’ve seen under-
cover videos from the group Live Ac-
tion showing doctors and medical per-
sonnel at abortion clinics with a cal-
lous and even heinous disregard for
life. In the most recent video, a woman
who is at 23 weeks gestation in her
pregnancy asked if there was any
chance her baby might be born alive
and could she take it home if it is. A
clinic counselor assures her that it is
not likely to happen and says that if
the child happens to be born alive dur-
ing the abortion procedure, the medical
staff will make no efforts to preserve
the child’s life but will allow it simply
to die.

That’s no surprise, considering the
Planned Parenthood representative
who testified about the late-term abor-
tions in March before a Florida State
House subcommittee. When asked what
Planned Parenthood would want to
happen if a baby was born alive and
still struggling to live after a botched
abortion, she said, ‘“We believe that
any decisions that’s made should be
left up to the woman, her family, and
the physician.”

When pressed further about what
Planned Parenthood physicians do if a
baby is alive and moving and breathing
on the table, she answered, ‘I do not
have that information.”

Doesn’t that sound familiar?

Remember that President Obama was
once asked, ‘“When does life begin?’’ of
course implying, does it begin at con-
ception? His answer was it was above
his pay grade. Mr. Speaker, if it’s
above the President’s pay grade, where
do we go from there? Certainly Planned
Parenthood doesn’t know the answer
either.
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I can tell you I do. I'm a physician.
It’s called the Born-Alive Infants Pro-
tection Act, a Federal law that was en-
acted in 2002, that extends legal protec-
tions to any infant born alive during
an attempted abortion. There shouldn’t
be any doubt or any question about
what to do with that baby. It is a life
that is to be preserved.

Remember, Planned Parenthood is
the largest provider of abortions in this
country. So if a Planned Parenthood
representative in Florida thinks it’s
okay for the family to decide to let the
child die, is there really any doubt that
there are many more cases like Kermit
Gosnell?

Beyond cases of infanticide, badly in-
jured women, and even women Wwho
have died during abortions, there has
been an increase in the number of re-
ports of dangerous and filthy condi-
tions at abortion clinics. State officials
in Delaware are investigating Planned
Parenthood of Delaware for unsafe and
unsanitary conditions.
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In Virginia, again, elaboration here,
there are many different examples of
problems. In Virginia, an abortion clin-
ic closed this month because it didn’t
want to operate under new safety
standards and proper inspections that
have been long overdue in the Com-
monwealth. Virginia’s State Legisla-
ture and the State’s Board of Health
overwhelmingly saw the need for com-
monsense rules, like making sure door-
ways are wide enough for an emergency
gurney to pass through so a patient can
be taken to an ambulance in case of an
emergency.

Sadly, the abortion industry, with its
focus on bottom-line profits—and re-
member Kermit Gosnell. He ran a pill
mill during the day and performed
late-term abortions at night. We know
what he was all about. It was not ele-
vated principles. It was not women’s
health. It was all about the almighty
dollar.

What the Gosnell case and these oth-
ers have helped to expose is the sad
truth that some States simply look the
other way while abortion clinics run
amuck and the health and lives of
women are endangered. Let’s be clear:
there’s no such thing as a safe abor-
tion. Not only does the pregnant
woman face emotional and physical
risks, up to and including death, but
each abortion is the ending of an inno-
cent human life.

So, how is it that we have a Humane
Society for animals but we don’t have
a humane society for the most vulner-
able and innocent humans, babies? Why
is it that the media and many Ameri-
cans go crazy over the treatment of
wild and domesticated animals, yet
seem to turn a deaf ear to the silent
screams emanating from inside the
womb of millions of young women.

Mr. Speaker, what can be done about
such alleged murderers as Gosnell?
How many more Gosnells are out there
damaging wombs and killing babies? If
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we wait on the media and State health
care officials to find them, we may
have to wait many years while many
deaths occur.

Therefore, I call on State legislatures
and Governors to write ironclad laws
and regulations to protect mothers and
infants from these heinous acts, State
regulators to ensure that abortion clin-
ics and abortionists are adhering com-
pletely to every rule and law now in
place and the many more that will be
established in the future, we hope. And,
I call on prosecutors and judges to
make sure that abortionists and abor-
tion clinics that break the law and
that defy the Born-Alive Act face the
full measure of law.

Finally, we stand today with our na-
tional conscience stirred by the
Gosnell trial to stop and look again at
life in the womb. Kermit Gosnell was
killing babies who could otherwise sur-
vive had they been given the chance.
But his trial is merely scratching the
surface of the greater reality that med-
ical technology has been showing us
now for more than a decade: the life
that is developing in the womb is a
baby. It is a growing and developing
child that feels pain, we know scientif-
ically, as early as 20 weeks gestation,
midpregnancy, and maybe even earlier.
And destroying that life is extremely
painful to the baby and should not—
that is, abortion—be an option.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

————

END HUNGER NOW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN) for 30 minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, next
Wednesday the House Agriculture Com-
mittee is expected to mark up the farm
bill. The farm bill is an important bill
for many reasons, but chief among
them is the reauthorization of our Na-
tion’s antihunger safety net programs.
The largest and arguably most impor-
tant is the Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program, or SNAP.

As 1 continue to remind my col-
leagues through my series of End Hun-
ger Now speeches, it is important to
acknowledge that hunger is a real
problem in America. Even as we slowly
come out of this recession and as
Americans struggle to get back on
their feet, there are still nearly 50 mil-
lion hungry people living in this coun-
try. Nearly 17 million are kids. The
hungry, labeled by some as food inse-
cure because they don’t know where
their next meal is coming from, aren’t
like those who starve in Third World
countries. They don’t have sunken eyes
and swollen bellies, and that’s pri-
marily because of SNAP and other
antihunger safety net programs.

SNAP has prevented millions of peo-
ple from going without food when they
desperately need it. The population
served by SNAP is not the rich. They
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aren’t living in mansions or driving ex-
pensive cars or eating in five-star res-
taurants. No, Mr. Speaker, they are
primarily low-income families who are
trying to make ends meet. They are
trying to provide healthy food for their
families while they try to keep a roof
over their head and pay the bills to
keep utilities running. And that’s why
the farm bill is so important.

Every 5 years, we have an oppor-
tunity to look at SNAP and other pro-
grams that make up the farm bill. We
have an opportunity to look at what is
and what isn’t working. We have an op-
portunity to make the program run
better, at least that’s what we should
be doing. Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker,
as we move to the markup of this farm
bill, we haven’t had a single hearing,
not a single hearing this year, on the
SNAP program.

But next week, the House Agri-
culture Committee will mark up a
farm bill that we’re told, if reports are
to be trusted, that will cut $20 billion
from SNAP. That’s $20 billion that
could go to feed hungry Americans.
That’s a $20 billion cut that will lit-
erally take food out of the mouths of
hungry Americans. In short, it’s a bill
that will make hunger in America
worse, not better.

SNAP is among the most effective
and efficient, if not the most effective
and efficient, federally run program.
Error rates are at an all-time low. In
fact, when it comes to error rates,
more SNAP benefits are underpaid
rather than overpaid. That means that
a SNAP error will likely result in a
beneficiary receiving a smaller benefit
than they are eligible for rather than a
higher benefit. Waste and abuse is al-
most negligible, and USDA continues
to crack down on fraud. People who de-
fraud SNAP, those who break the law,
are being arrested and they’re going to
jail.

The program is working, Mr. Speak-
er, and I defy anyone to show me any
other Federal program that is as effec-
tive and as efficient as SNAP. Yet
some Republicans are hell-bent on cut-
ting the program. I should say, obliter-
ating the program, and I simply do not
understand why. What do they have
against poor people? Why do they
think that it’s okay to hold back a
helping hand. SNAP isn’t a get-rich
scheme. People use SNAP to put food
on their table during difficult times.
The way to reduce the number of peo-
ple on SNAP is by creating jobs, by
helping to get this economy going
again. The more people go back to
work, the less people need to rely on
SNAP.

But what some in this House are pro-
posing is that we arbitrarily and indis-
criminately cut the help that people
need. A $20 billion cut will do real dam-
age. It will be harder for some to get
SNAP. For others, they will see their
SNAP benefit cut, meaning they’ll
have to buy the same amount of food
with less money. And we’ll see, at a
minimum, several hundred thousand
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