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political pawn at the whim of battling
ideologies.

No members of our Federal law en-
forcement community or armed serv-
ices should have to worry about the fi-
nancial situation of their family back
home while they are on the job; nor
should we let our financial problems
rest on the backs of those who self-
lessly serve the American people.

By ensuring funding for critical Fed-
eral officers and our troops, we are al-
lowing agencies and departments to
sustain a strong law enforcement and
military presence at all times, regard-
less of fiscal conditions.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this
commonsense, bipartisan legislation,
and I call for leadership in both parties
to consider the SHIELD Act for quick
passage.

———
GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, it is day
7 in a bizarre, new twist on the Repub-
lican Tea Party trip down the rabbit
hole. On Saturday, the House of Rep-
resentatives voted unanimously to pay
retroactively every Federal employee,
those who are working, Capitol Hill Po-
lice, those who are being kept from
working, like the aviation safety in-
spector I talked with yesterday. He was
quite concerned about what might hap-
pen with a long lapse in aviation safety
nonpartisans, but he’s not allowed to
work. That’s a bit bizarre. He’s thank-
ful that he will someday be paid for not
working, but he would rather be work-
ing, actually.

How is it in this weird world that the
Mad Hatter Tea Party explains to their
people back home, Well, we’ve shut
down government sorta. We’ve shut
down the services, but we’re going to
pay people for the work they’re not
doing. We’re going to let the Social Se-
curity applications pile up and not be
processed. We’re going to lock people
out of the national wildlife refuges dur-
ing hunting season. We’re going to
keep the crabbing fleet grounded in
Alaska because we can’t issue their
permits, and we’re not going to con-
tinue to do the surveys for the fishing
season off the northwest coast.

We’ve withdrawn all of that. All of
those people are sitting around at
home, frustrated by law, can’t even ac-
cess their official email, but they’re
going to be paid. And the Republicans
say, We made it good. We’re going to
pay them.

What about the American people get-
ting the services?

It reminds me of Wimpy J. Wel-
lington from Popeye, who says, I'll
gladly pay you Tuesday for a ham-
burger today. Somehow, Tuesday never
came, and repayment was never made.
In this case, perhaps someday, when
they stop their games, we will repay
people. But what about the people who
have automatic withdrawals, and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

they’re living paycheck to paycheck,
and their mortgage is coming due
today or next week? What are they
going to do? I see the credit unions of-
fering zero percent loans. That’s very
nice of them. Wouldn’t it be better if
we actually put those people back to
work and we paid them, and you de-
clared victory?

You have victory within your grasp,
and you’re refusing it. Is it about
ObamaCare? You know that was an im-
possible goal. That victory is not with-
in your grasp. If it’s about the deficit,
which is what Gingrich put the govern-
ment out of work for, then you have
victory within your grasp, because
Speaker BOEHNER and Majority Leader
REID agreed weeks ago to a 6-week con-
tinuing resolution, which is what has
customarily been done around here for
the 27 years I've been here when the
two bodies can’t agree on a budget. We
don’t shut down the government every
year. Out of 27 years, twice have we got
it done in time. So in 23 of those cases,
we’ve continued. In this case, Senator
REID agreed to continue running the
government at lower levels of spending,
a major reduction back below the 2010
levels. All Speaker BOEHNER has to do
is bring that bill to the floor of the
House, and it will pass.

There are enough Republicans who
told the press that they would vote for
that. They can declare victory. They
cut the budget yet again. They’re not
off on this fruitless errand of trying to
stop ObamaCare from going into effect,
which went into effect last week. By
the way, 234,000 Oregonians have
accessed our Oregon Web site, which is
working quite well, thank you very
much. In the States that are cooper-
ating, it’s working well. In those bone-
head States that said they wouldn’t co-
operate and wouldn’t help their people
and are actually prohibiting people
from being helped like, Florida, no, it’s
not working so well. I wonder why. Go
figure.

Let’s not continue this, and let’s
begin to deal very quickly with the
issues before us because we have loom-
ing a deadline that you can’t make
good later. You can’t make it good
later. You can’t tell the people of the
world, all those to whom we owe hun-
dreds of billions of dollars and the So-
cial Security trust fund and others, Oh,
we’ll make it good later after we de-
fault on the debt someday. Interest
rates will jump up; houses become
more expensive; the housing market
probably crashes again; auto sales
grind to a halt; credit card interest
rates go to even more extortion levels.
The damage you will do by credibly
threatening to default on the debt of
the United States of America for some
clearly undefined goal will not be un-
done for generations. You can’t go
there.

Declare victory temporarily. You got
your lower levels. Bring a bill to the
floor today. Let us vote on it. The
Speaker said on the weekend he doesn’t
have the votes. Let’s check that out,
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because we really think he does have
the votes; and it’s making him not
look too good that he actually accept-
ed the deal before he rejected it and
now says he doesn’t have the votes.
That’s an interesting kind of conun-
drum, and we can prove it very easily.

Bring the bill up today. Fund the
government. Pay people to actually
work.

———
WORDS HAVE MEANING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker,
words have meaning, and we are com-
ing to the floor regularly to talk about
the fiscal issues of our great Nation
and to talk about how we should ap-
proach these.

I'd appreciate that we have everyone
in the body involved in this debate, Mr.
Speaker, but I want to drill down just
a little bit and take a look at what we
have going on out in the media and
what we continue to hear from so
many who are beginning to participate
in this debate.

The President and some of our
friends across the aisle love saying
they want a clean CR. That sounds
really nice. For them, they feel as if it
implies that what we want is a dirty or
an unclean or an evil CR, and I find
their choice of words so very inter-
esting, Mr. Speaker.

What we want is an accountable CR
because, when they’re saying they
want a clean CR, I would encourage my
colleagues to realize what they're
wanting is the no-obligation loan. They
want no strings attached. A ‘‘clean
CR” means give us the money, but
don’t you dare expect us to be account-
able for that money.

Words have meaning. When our col-
leagues hear that, I would encourage
them to just realize that what they’re
really telling you is that they don’t
want the accountability, that they
don’t want the transparency. They do
not want the responsibility. As we
would say when I was in the State Sen-
ate in Tennessee, they don’t want out-
come-based budgeting; they just want
to be able to spin what they can spin.

What we continue to push for is ac-
countability, transparency, being re-
sponsible to the taxpayer and being re-
sponsible to future generations. We
have to do that because the spending is
out of control.

We talk a lot about the CR and the
lower spending levels that are in that.
Those came about because of the Budg-
et Control Act. The fact is that we
worked and got a 2 percent across-the-
board spending reduction; and for the
last 2 years we’ve been able to get the
deficit, the annual spending overage,
down a little bit. We were in 2010 and
2011 borrowing $3 billion a day to keep
the doors open around here. Today,
we’re borrowing $2 billion per day to
keep the doors open. We need to get to
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the point that we’re not borrowing a
single cent. We need to get to that
point. Our goal, for those on the other
side who can’t figure out what a goal
is, our goal is fiscal responsibility, fis-
cal endurance and sovereignty, pre-
serving freedom, free people and free
markets. That is our goal for this Na-
tion and doing it in a responsible way.

I've got a great niece who is due this
month, and when Georgia Kati Graham
arrives, I don’t want her to be looking
at a mess of a Federal Government.
Right now, her share of the national
debt is $563,000. Every newborn who is
going to arrive: welcome. With your
citizenship, here is what you owe.

That is not responsible. It is why we
come to this floor day after day. It is
why we continue to say to the Senate,
Negotiate with us. Work with us. Sure,
let’s look at the short-term funding
issues, let’s look at the long run. How
do we preserve this great Nation? How
do we get this spending under control?
I would offer, Mr. Speaker, we don’t do
it by going out and borrowing $2 billion
a day. We don’t do it by having the Fed
monetize $75 billion worth of debt each
and every month. We do it by saying
we don’t have a revenue problem; we
have a spending problem. And it is
time that we put the components of
that problem on the table and nego-
tiate our way through it so that we’re
looking at long-term fiscal health and
fiscal solvency, not just for this year or
next year, not just for the next decade,
but for the next century. Let’s put our
focus on how we return to certainty,
how we return to predictability with
our Federal regulatory agencies and
our Tax Code.

The time to tackle the problem is
now.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind all persons in the
gallery that they are here as guests of
the House and that any manifestation
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings is in violation of the rules of
the House.

——————

AMERICAN NOBEL PRIZE WINNERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
congratulate the three recipients of the
Nobel Prize in medicine for 2013. All
three work at American universities.

Dr. James E. Rothman chairs the cell
biology department at Yale University.
Dr. Randy W. Schekman works at the
University of California at Berkeley.
Their German counterpart, Dr. Thomas
C. Sudhof, is on the faculty of Stan-
ford.

The Nobel committee has recognized
the importance of their lifesaving
work. The question is: Why don’t the
House Republicans?

On the very day that three research-
ers at American universities won the
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Nobel Prize in medicine, the House Re-
publicans continue their siege against
the Government of the United States,
and their siege includes the National
Institutes of Health, where the Amer-
ican people through their Federal Gov-
ernment support medical research and
path-breaking, basic research in the
difficult search for cures.

Mr. Speaker, I should note that Dr.
Rothman of Yale received two grants
under the Obama Recovery Act for his
work in developing a better way to
study cells. Of course, he would have
received none if the Republicans in
Congress had had their way. More to
the point, the Republican shutdown
has jeopardized hundreds of research
projects 1like Dr. Rothman’s, Dr.
Schekman’s and Dr. Sudhof’s. The Re-
publicans have essentially shut down
the National Institutes of Health,
which has told researchers that they
cannot process their grant applica-
tions, which eventually will bring fed-
erally supported research to a halt.

I count more than 30 research
projects underway just in Ohio at Case
Western Reserve University in Cleve-
land and at least a dozen more at the
Cleveland Clinic and at the University
of Toledo Medical University—cutting-
edge research, peer-reviewed research,
research that could save lives.

Thanks to the Republican Congress,
these are ‘‘dark days for medical re-
search.” So says the Atlantic Maga-
zine.

Between the sequester and the shutdown,
repeated hits to research funding may have
serious consequences for scientific advance-
ment.

That’s not something you see in the
flash of but one day. But it erodes
America’s real strength over time.
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Almost three out of four employees
at the National Institutes of Health are
sitting at home, thanks to the Repub-
lican Congress. They’re not allowed to
do their work of finding cures and
stamping out disease. The Republican
Congress locked them out. Two hun-
dred patients at the National Insti-
tutes of Health Clinical Center were
turned away due to the Republican
Congress’ throwing its little temper
tantrum over losing the Presidential
election again. Many of those 200 peo-
ple are cancer patients, and 30 of them
are children, paying a heavy, heavy
price for Republican intransigence. The
Republicans told them, Go away.

Mr. Speaker, even if the Republicans
lack any empathy whatsoever, at least
you would think they would care about
jobs in America. Research and develop-
ment, including research and develop-
ment in biotechnology, provides a com-
petitive advantage for the TUnited
States. It’s a very promising sector for
economic development and job growth.
Just come to Cleveland to see the new
Health Innovation Center, or look at
the neuropsychiatric research being
conducted at Case and the University
of Toledo Medical Center. Look at
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what it draws around it. Yet The At-
lantic magazine says the sequester is
killing 20,500 jobs this year in the life
sciences field, and the government
shutdown threatens to ground medical
research into cancer, Alzheimer’s, dia-
betes, and disabling neuropsychiatric
disorders.

The Nobel committee gets it. The
American people get it. A recent poll
showed that 83 percent of the public be-
lieves investing in medical research is
important for our economy.

So why don’t the Republicans get it?
As NIH Director Collins told The At-
lantic last week:

We will not know what grant that was
going to lead to the next breakthrough in
cancer research didn’t quite make the cut.
We will not know what brilliant scientists,
who were going to win a Nobel Prize, basi-
cally gave up because of the failure to get
support from the current system and decided
to do something else or move to another
country, which some of them are doing al-
ready. We won’t know. That is the sad tale
that is wrapped up in all of this.

The good news is that three sci-
entists working on the frontier of sci-
entific research—three scientists at
American universities—did not give up,
and they have captured the Nobel Prize
in Medicine for 2013.

The bad news is that House Repub-
licans apparently have given up. They
apparently don’t care whether the U.S.
keeps distinguishing itself by winning
such prestigious awards. They appar-
ently don’t care whether we support
the research that will help humankind
and eliminate diseases and save lives.
They don’t care if the United States re-
mains the global leader in medical and
scientific research and enjoys the mil-
lions of jobs that it will create in the
future—what a shame—and how easy it
would be to bring up a clean continuing
resolution and put the government of
the people of this country back to
work.

———

ATF CENSORS FREE SPEECH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as we
continue to talk and discuss and debate
the issues of the debt ceiling, of the
continuing resolution, there are still
things taking place in government.
Some of them aren’t so good.

Just to give a little background,
which you are certainly aware of, we
have our Constitution with the Bill of
Rights. The Bill of Rights is a section
in the Constitution that protects citi-
zens from government abuses.

The First Amendment is first be-
cause it contains the most important
rights. If those rights are abridged, the
rest of the Bill of Rights—to me—is
meaningless, and we all know that two
of those provisions have to do with the
freedom of speech and the freedom of
press. We traditionally honor those be-
cause they are so important.

Historically, the most controversial
of all speech and press was political



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-12T04:35:45-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




