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I have an article here from the
Mercatus Center, George Mason Uni-
versity. It is a research summary.

Before I mention that, I want to
mention something about one of our
Senators, a Senator from Arizona.
Some people have tried to take things
I said in an inappropriate way.

I know that Senator from Arizona.
We owe him a great deal for what he
endured on our behalf in North Viet-
nam. There is no question about it.
And I know that Senator would never
intentionally hurt this country. But he
has made mistakes that have hurt it
but certainly it was never intentional.

Let me mention this Mercatus Cen-
ter, George Mason University research
summary. It says, ‘“The Debt-Limit De-
bate 2013: Addressing Key Myths.”” Mr.
Speaker, I think it is very important
the people understand that there are a
lot of myths about the debt limit.

One myth is this:

Standard & Poor’s U.S. credit rating down-
grade in August of 2011 was caused by Wash-
ington’s brinkmanship over increasing the
debt limit. Congress must, therefore, avoid
attaching spending cut demands to the cur-
rent debt limit increase if they want to avoid
jeopardizing the Nation’s fragile economy.

The reality, it says, is:

Washington’s failure to deal with
unsustainable Federal spending mostly re-
lated to entitlement programs and debt
caused the 2011 S&P downgrade and is spur-
ring warnings of another downgrade by the
credit rating agencies.

Of course this administration went
after them through the judiciary sys-
tem—after they got a bad rating, they
got a downgrade. But they point out
that in June of 2011 that:

S&P reported: “If the U.S. Government
maintains its current policies, it is unlikely
that S&P’s ratings services would maintain
its AAA rating on the U.S. Government.
From the same report: ‘“‘One contributing
factor in our negative outlook decision is our
view that there has, as yet, been no signifi-
cant progress in addressing these long-term
cost drivers nor any consensus developing
among the Obama administration, the Sen-
ate, and House of Representatives regarding
the specifics of a comprehensive plan to ad-
dress the long-term budgetary challenges.”’

On July 14, 2011, S&P warned it would
downgrade U.S. debt if ““Congress and the ad-
ministration have not achieved a credible so-
lution to the rising U.S. Government debt
burden and are not likely to achieve one in
the foreseeable future.”

So the downgrade was because we did
not adequately address the massive
debt that had been building up.

Another myth—and there are plenty
more to back up their contention about
that, just facts: ‘‘Had Congress and the
administration failed to raise the debt
limit by the Treasury’s stated deadline
in 2011, the Treasury would have been
forced to default on the Nation’s debt.”
Make it very clear. The reality, ‘‘had
the 2011 agreement to increase the debt
limit been postponed, the Treasury
could have met Federal Government
obligations, including Social Security
benefits and interest on the debt until
the end of the fiscal year, possibly
longer.”
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And then it goes into the options
that the Treasury Department had. An-
other myth: “If Washington agreed to
significant spending reforms and cuts—
and then actually followed through on
them—it would cripple the recovery
and devastate the economy.” The re-
ality is that ‘‘the most dangerous thing
Washington can do is continue on its
current course. The economic lit-
erature is clear: Chronic overspending
and its result, chronic excessive debt,
lead to economic harm. Washington
must agree on meaningful spending re-
forms—and begin implementing these
policies immediately to satisfy mar-
kets about the credibility of spending
cuts.

“Myth number four: The real prob-
lem with the last debt limit deal was
that it failed to apply a ‘balanced ap-
proach’ of spending cuts and tax in-
creases.”” The reality is, ‘‘Replacing
borrowing with higher taxes does not
solve the fundamental problem: Fed-
eral spending—including Social Secu-
rity, Medicaid, and especially Medi-
care—is unsustainable.

“Fiscal reform that focuses on large
revenue increases and modest spending
reductions is likely to inflict the most
damage on the economy. A study of 21
countries looking at 37 years of data
representing 107 episodes of fiscal re-
form, shows that reform efforts that
focus on a package of both spending
and revenue reductions’—that is, tax
decreases—‘‘tend to be much more ef-
fective than those that have modest
spending reductions but continue to in-
crease revenue.

“Of more than 100 attempts to reduce
the debt-to-GDP ratio in all developed
countries over the past 30 years, some
20 percent succeeded. They had two
common components: one, a focus on
spending cuts; and two, policy reforms
that increased competitiveness.” And
that is the truth.

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

————
HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. MULLIN (during the Special
Order of Mr. GOHMERT). Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9:30 a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

J 1930

THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT’S
SHUTDOWN AND ITS IMPACTS ON
OUR DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL LABORATORIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PERRY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
SWALWELL) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr.

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
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all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the subject of this Special Order,
the Federal Government’s Shutdown
and Its Impacts on our Department of
Energy National Laboratories.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SWALWELL of California. I also
want to thank Science Committee
Ranking Member JOHNSON for her sup-
port of national laboratory employees.

Mr. Speaker, I came to Congress
knowing that in the policies I helped
and worked to enact and the legislative
agenda that I would work on that I
could either help people or hurt people.
And the decision for me was quite easy,
Mr. Speaker: I came to Congress to
help people. I came to Congress to
think big.

I was very excited when I was told
prior to being sworn in that I was going
to be serving on the Science Com-
mittee. I was even more thrilled when
I learned that I would have the oppor-
tunity to serve as the lead Democrat
on the Energy Subcommittee, knowing
that the Energy Subcommittee would
have partial jurisdiction over two na-
tional laboratories which are in my
congressional district in Livermore,
California: Lawrence Livermore Na-
tional Laboratory and Sandia National
Laboratory.

These two national laboratories, with
about 6,500 employees at Livermore
and 1,600 at Sandia, work every day to
uphold our national security mission
to maintain our nuclear weapons
stockpile and also provide for energy
security for citizens in the United
States.

Prior to being elected to Congress, I
had the opportunity multiple times as
a city council member in Dublin to
visit these national laboratories. And
since being elected to Congress, I have
had opportunities to visit the labora-
tories and also interact with their offi-
cials here in Washington.

What I have learned about these em-
ployees, these scientists, these engi-
neers who work at our national labora-
tories is they care deeply about our
country, but they also care very deeply
about the science and the research that
they work on every day and the labora-
tory environment that allows them to
do that. So you can imagine how hard
it is right now. We are in day 11 of a
government shutdown, and laboratory
employees were told about 2 days ago
that, effective next week, they will be
furloughed, too.

As you all know, Federal workers
across our country from almost every
agency have been furloughed or are
working without pay. But at our na-
tional laboratories, which operate as
GOCO facilities, which stands for gov-
ernment-owned/contractor-operated,
these workers are not Federal workers
but they are government contractors.
They are scientists.
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It is estimated that Livermore, Cali-
fornia, has more Ph.D.’s per capita
than any other city in the world be-
cause of the approximately 7,500 em-
ployees at our national laboratory. It
was one of the hardest phone calls I
have had to take since being sworn in
to Congress when both laboratory di-
rectors called and said that in an hour
they were going to tell their employees
that they were going to be furloughed,
and that they needed me to do any-
thing I could in the Congress to help to
get the government up and running and
make sure the United States pays its
bills so that their workers can con-
tinue to do the great things they are
doing at our national laboratories.

This evening, I look forward to talk-
ing about what caused our shutdown,
the truth behind what has caused the
shutdown. I look forward to talking
about the effect that the shutdown is
having on people inside and outside of
government—employees who are Fed-
eral workers, people who depend and
rely on government services, people
outside who work as government con-
tractors—with a particular focus on
what is happening at our national lab-
oratories.

I also want to offer what I see as a
way forward and a way that we can get
out of this government shutdown, a
way that we can get the Federal work-
force working again, a way that we can
make sure that our laboratory experts,
our scientists, are able to go back to
work and do great things to keep us
safe and secure and move the ball for-
ward on our energy policies.

I also want to tell all laboratory em-
ployees that today we submitted to
Secretary Moniz, Members of Congress
from the California delegation and
Senator FEINSTEIN, a letter asking Sec-
retary Moniz at the Department of En-
ergy to allow our national laboratory
employees—and there are about 30,000
of them across the country who have
been furloughed—to be paid backpay
for the time that they are furloughed.

I am honored to be joined on that let-
ter by Bay Area House Members ZOE
LOFGREN and also JERRY MCNERNEY,
who will join me tonight. I am going to
yield in a moment to both of those
Members and allow them to talk about
the national labs and the shutdown.

Congressman JERRY MCNERNEY, who
has represented the Tri-Valley area
prior to redistricting back in 2010,
knows greatly about our national lab-
oratories. He is a Ph.D. serving in the
Congress. He has a Ph.D. in mathe-
matics and is somebody who worked as
a wind engineer and has worked at our
national laboratories. He will talk
about the effect on our national labora-
tories.

Another champion of our national
laboratories is Congresswoman ZOE
LOFGREN, who also serves on the
Science Committee with me. She is
somebody who has been a champion for
our national laboratories, and particu-
larly Lawrence Livermore and Sandia.
Although they are not in her congres-
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sional district, I am grateful for her
constant support on every issue, know-
ing that she and I share a vision and a
goal that one day we will realize fusion
ignition.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the
gentlelady from California (Ms. LOF-
GREN).

Ms. LOFGREN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, as my friend and col-
league Representative SWALWELL has
pointed out, the government shutdown
is causing serious damage to our coun-
try. The shutdown is putting Ameri-
cans out of work and hurting the econ-
omy—not only the jobs of Federal em-
ployees, but the thousands of small
businesses who provide goods and serv-
ices to the government and to govern-
ment employees who are not spending
money that they no longer are getting
in paychecks.

This harm is being felt across the
country by millions of people. The clo-
sures impact thousands of important
programs and services. We know parks
are closed, stopping travel plans. We
know that the Small Business Admin-
istration is not lending to the tune of a
billion dollars a month. Federal busi-
ness statistics are not being released,
leaving us essentially flying blind when
it comes to how the economy is doing.
Army Corps of Engineers projects are
halted. The Consumer Product Safety
Commission is not reviewing products
to keep us safe. The VA is not able to
decide claims from veterans. We saw
the horrifying news earlier this week
that death benefits for members of our
armed services and their families were
impacted. Meals for seniors are not
being served, and children are being
thrown out of Head Start. These are
real issues. The economy is being held
hostage.

But what we want to talk about this
evening is not just those impacts that
have been so well covered in the press,
but how our economy’s future is being
held hostage by this government shut-
down and by a lack of funding for
science.

We were very proud in the San Fran-
cisco Bay area that we had three Nobel
laureates just this week—Stanford’s
Michael Levitt and Thomas Sudhof and
UC Berkeley’s Randy Schekman—for
terrific success. They were funded not
through the labs but through the Na-
tional Institutes of Health.

However, it is worth noting that this
government shutdown is resulting in
the furlough of 13,000 researchers. It is
blocking hundreds of projects. The
amazing thing to me was that their
partner, James Rothman of Yale, who
shared in the Nobel Prize, because of
budget cuts and sequester, the research
that actually got him the Nobel Prize
was cut. Because of the sequester, the
funding was cut for the research that
got him the Nobel Prize. So there is an
issue here not just on the shutdown
holding the economy hostage, but also
the underlying poor funding.

But let’s talk just a minute about
the national labs. A lot of people don’t
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really know what the labs are. Those of
us who are close to them do.

They were founded in 1943, and they
were really meant to address the need
to mobilize the Nation’s scientific as-
sets to support the war effort. Subse-
quent to that, they were utilized to
bring the smartest people in the coun-
try together to focus on things that
would keep us safe. As a matter of fact,
they have helped keep us quite pros-
perous. Out of the lab have come things
such as optical digital recording tech-
nology that is behind all music video
and data storage, communications and
observations satellites, advanced bat-
teries now used in electric cars, super-
computers that as a society we would
be lost without. So much from the na-
tional labs.

But one of the things that I think is
enormously important and, unfortu-
nately, has not received the kind of
publicity it should have is the National
Ignition Facility at Lawrence Liver-
more National Laboratory.

At 5:61 a.m. on September 29, there
was a leap forward in the fusion experi-
ment underway at that national lab.
That Saturday shot was the latest in a
series of carefully designed and incre-
mental ignition experiments that have
increased the yield. But here is the in-
teresting thing. For the portion of the
target, the 192 lasers that went into
that target, there was more energy
coming out than was put into the tar-
get. That has never happened before.
So this is not the end of the quest to
finish that science, but it is a major,
major step forward. It is something
that is actually threatened by this gov-
ernment shutdown.

I just received a copy of a notice that
is going out to Lawrence Livermore to-
morrow, and here is what it says, from
the management at the lab to all the
scientists:

This is to remind you that beginning
today, October 11, the lab will begin shutting
down normal operations. Only essential func-
tions necessary to assure safety and security
will be ongoing.

The lab is shutting down. The em-
ployees are furloughed, as we have just
gotten the most important step for-
ward on this most important experi-
ment going on in the United States.
How can that be possibly be good for
the United States of America?

Of course, Lawrence Livermore is not
the only national lab that is adversely
impacted. Just up the road from my
home in Santa Clara County, we have
the Stanford Linear Accelerator Lab-
oratory, with their fabulous Linac Co-
herent Light Source. It is the world’s
most powerful x ray laser. Its focused
beam, which arrives in staccato bursts
a few quadrillionths of a second long, is
allowing researchers to probe complex
ultrasmall structures and freeze atom-
ic motions. They will be able to see
what is going on at a molecular level in
real-time.

What is happening at the Stanford
lab? The same cutbacks that are af-
flicting the Lawrence Livermore lab.
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Look at some of the things that are
coming out of these fine science facili-
ties, like the wonderful corkscrewing
lasers that can be the key to unlimited
bandwidth that was recently devised at
the Stanford Linear Accelerator, and
the national lab at Livermore that has
developed a safe and versatile material
known as DNA Tagged Reagents for
Aerosol Experiments. It is going to be
a critical tool for protecting the United
States.

All of these things are at risk. And
for what? For a stupid, foolish partisan
fight.

We could change this this evening,
tomorrow morning. All we need is to
have a bill on the floor to vote to re-
open this government and to allow
these scientists to continue to move
forward to change the world and to cre-
ate a brilliant future for our economy
and for our safety and security.

So I thank my colleague, Representa-
tive SWALWELL, who does such an ex-
cellent job of representing the two labs
in his district, as well as all the other
constituents who are so proud of him
here in his service in the Congress and
for standing up for them—not just for
their jobs, but for America’s future.

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Thank
you to the gentlelady from California
(Ms. LOFGREN), who has been a tireless
advocate for our national laboratories
and is a fighter on the Science Com-
mittee day in and day out as we wage
these battles and try and think big and
challenge our colleagues to do every-
thing we can to move the ball forward
so that we can reach that point where
we have clean energy fusion, where we
have a renewable source that is safe
and reliable and does not require us to
look across oceans and time zones to
provide our country’s energy.

With that, I would like to yield to
the gentleman from California, my col-
league, my former Congressman, my
friend, who today is honoring Bow Tie
Friday as well, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCNERNEY).

Mr. MCNERNEY. I certainly want to
thank my friend and colleague from
Dublin, California, EROC SWALWELL, for
bringing this topic up tonight. I want
to thank my friend, ZOE LOFGREN from
San Jose, for being an advocate and a
champion of the labs long before I got
here and carrying on that great tradi-
tion.

O 1945

What I would like to do tonight is
talk about my experience at the lab.

When I first got my Ph.D.—and I
won’t tell you how long ago it was—I
started working for Sandia National
Laboratories in Albuquerque. I will tell
you that there were a lot of great
things about that experience. My col-
leagues were Bill Sullivan and Don
Lobitz. There was Paul Veers. They
were tireless; they were very well edu-
cated; they worked hard; and they were
very inspirational to me as a young
Ph.D. Our boss, whose name was Dick
Braasch, went out there and delivered
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us the resources that we needed in
order to carry out the research that
was ahead of us.

In using that money and in using
those tools and in using that resource,
basically we developed wind energy
technology from the very ground up.
We were working on vertical access
windmills, and we understood and
worked very hard on the aerodynamics
in order to understand exactly how to
design blades to best maximize power
and how to best maximize energy pro-
duction from windmills so that wind
turbines could be designed economi-
cally and make money. Now we see
wind energy is a tremendous success.
We see new windmills going up by the
thousands—giant windmills that are
2,3, 4 megawatts. If you drive under-
neath them, they are just an incredible
sight to see.

I just loved the experience, and I
hope that we can continue to provide
the resources for young scientists and
young engineers who understand and
who have the passion to go out there
and make a difference and discover new
technology and develop new energy
sources and develop new health tech-
nology so that we can move forward.

The United States of America is
truly the leader in this kind of tech-
nology. We lead in health care. We lead
in health science. We lead in energy de-
velopment. We lead in all kinds of
sciences. Our universities are tremen-
dous resources, but our laboratories
are where the seasoned scientists go
and produce real technology that can
be transferred to the public sector.

Right now, if you look in Livermore,
which is right outside of my district,
there is a technology transfer oper-
ation. There is a cooperative organiza-
tion between the laboratories—Sandia
National Laboratories; the Livermore
National Laboratory in the city of
Livermore; in the city of Davis; Berke-
ley National Laboratory; Berkeley Uni-
versity; and so on. All of these institu-
tions are working together with pri-
vate companies to develop this tech-
nology and to transfer it into the pri-
vate sector to give our businesses and
our companies the edge they need to
become successful and to create jobs
and to lead our Nation.

One of the things they are doing in
Livermore that is so exciting, which
my colleague ZOE LOFGREN talked
about, was the National Ignition Facil-
ity, the fusion facility there in Liver-
more. If you don’t know about fusion, I
will back up a little bit. “Fusion” is
when you break apart a uranium or a
plutonium atom to create energy. It is
a source of what you call the atomic
bomb nuclear power, but fusion is the
other side of the scale at which you ac-
tually fuse nuclei together to form big-
ger nuclei, and even more energy is re-
leased. The prototype is the hydrogen
bomb. What they are doing in Liver-
more is actually trying to understand
how to contain fusion energy. There is
an unlimited amount of fusion fuel out
there. The ocean. It’s heavy water. The
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ocean contains heavy water. It con-
tains tritium.

So it is a matter of understanding
this basic force of nature and control-
ling this basic force of nature. As ZOE
LOFGREN mentioned a few minutes ago,
what happened in Livermore just this
last month was that they were success-
ful in creating more energy in the fu-
sion reaction than was put into the en-
ergy. It was put in the reaction.

So we see progress being made month
by month, year by year. I’ve been out
there to that facility. I've met with
these scientists. I've met with the lead-
ers. I can tell you that they have the
same exact environment of just encour-
aging young scientists to do their best
to make a difference, to understand
science. It is very exciting for me to
see that, and I would love to see that
operation, that type of research con-
tinue at our national laboratories.

Los Alamos Laboratory, in Albu-
querque, is also another fine institu-
tion like Sandia National Laboratories,
like Livermore National Laboratory,
and like Argonne Laboratory. There
are several across the Nation. They do
basic research, and they do basic devel-
opment. My understanding is that the
United States, with the NIP facility,
have about a b-year lead over other
countries—over China—which are des-
perately trying to catch up with us.

When we furlough those scientists,
when we stop that process, we set back
our scientists for not just the amount
of time they are laid off, but we stop
the infrastructure. When you develop
the technology that they have devel-
oped, this is several years of lead time
to get the mirrors, to get the ampli-
fiers that they use for this equipment.
When you tell your suppliers, Well, we
are not going to be using you for the
next few months, those suppliers go
away.

It takes years to develop the new
technology, the new infrastructure, for
these scientists to be able to purchase
these items that are right now avail-
able. As we furlough these scientists
and shut down that program, those
people are going to go away. Maybe
they will find customers in China. I
hope not. So this is very, very critical
for our national energy security and
for our national security to keep on
top of that and to not let that lapse.

The labs do other very useful things,
like nuclear arms reduction. Some of
the nuclear inspectors are from the
Lawrence Livermore National Labora-
tory. We have chemical weapons in-
spectors. I would bet some of the in-
spectors who are getting ready to go to
Syria right now are from these labora-
tories. I would bet a bottom dollar on
that. If you are worried about cyberse-
curity, if you know the threats that we
may face in our country with cyberse-
curity, then you are going to want to
know what they do at the Livermore
National Laboratory and at the Sandia
National Laboratories. They have some
of the top—I don’t want to call them
“hackers’—they have some of the top
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folks who really understand how to get
into computer systems and how to pro-
tect them and how to attack if they
need to attack. We have some of the
very best people in the world at these
laboratories who are working on cyber-
security. We want to make sure that
we continue to employ those folks and
to get the best we can out of these
folks who have so much passion on this

subject.
Now, ZOE LOFGREN also mentioned
the Stanford Linear Accelerator,

SLAC. They have an x-ray laser. X-
rays are incredibly hard to control, and
designing an x-ray laser which makes
laser beams which are monochromatic
and coherent is an unbelievable
achievement. The things that they are
going to be able to do with that are be-
yond what we can imagine today. So
keeping those types of operations in
progress are absolutely essential.

We don’t want to be laying these peo-
ple off. We don’t want to be giving
them the message that their work is
not essential. We don’t want to be giv-
ing them the idea that, Well, maybe I
would be better off in the private sec-
tor; maybe I would be better off mak-
ing big dollars instead of working on
things that are so important to our na-
tional security.

If you have watched in the last few
months, I have been doing 1l-minute
presentations on science achievements
in this country, science achievements
that are funded by the National
Science Foundation and the National
Institutes of Health. We have seen
things like the Boltzmann equation
move forward, which explains how
gases behave, how they expand and
contract. We have seen how statistics
are used in neuroscience, how differen-
tial equations are factored to get new
insights into the behavior of nature.
These are ideas that are funded
through grants from the National
Science Foundation and also from the
National Institutes of Health. They
fund things on cancer, on under-
standing epidemics in order to keep us
safe. If you understand what is hap-
pening in the biological world, there is
always a threat of a new virus.

These folks are understanding that.
They are giving us the tools to protect
ourselves, and I think it is absolutely
essential that we restore funding to the
pre-sequester levels for the National
Science Foundation and for the Na-
tional Institutes of Health.

We see our colleagues—well meaning,
I know that—who want to reduce the
size of government. They want to re-
duce funding for science for the Na-
tional Science Foundation and for the
National Institutes of Health, and they
think there are no consequences. There
are consequences. The consequences
are going to be that we see less science
in this country and that we see more
science in other countries. So we need
to work together to find a solution.

Yes, we are absolutely willing to ne-
gotiate. Just don’t hold a gun to our
heads. Don’t hold us hostage. Don’t
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make this extortion. Come to us with
reasonable ideas. We will sit down with
you at any time, at any place, and if
you want to demand that we eliminate
the medical device tax, we will even be
willing to talk about that but after we
get the government functioning, after
we pay our obligations. Then we can
talk about things that we want, like
funding for the National Science Foun-
dation, like funding for the National
Institutes of Health. Those are the
things that we want to see. There are
so many other things that have been
reduced, like food stamps and the WIC
program.

We want to make sure that our
voices are heard and that the extortion
sort of tactics that we have seen from
the leadership and from the far right
wing do not hold sway so that we can
negotiate fairly, so that we can use the
rule of law, so that we can use the tra-
ditions of this tremendous body—the
House of Representatives—and the
United States Senate within the stand-
ard practices of bringing bills to the
committee, of negotiating, of adding
amendments, and then of voting on
them, and moving those forward to the
Senate to agree and then to the Presi-
dent. That is the regular order. That is
the order we want to use. That is the
order that has been used in this coun-
try. If you decide that that isn’t the
way to do it, then we are going to fight
you tooth and nail.

I want to thank my colleague again,
ERIC SWALWELL. I see another col-
league who represents Sandia National
Laboratories in Albuquerque, which is
where I used to work. I appreciate the
true effort tonight.

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Thank
you to the gentleman from California.
His passion for our laboratories, for
science really shows. I am so glad he
talked about what the Democrats have
already done as far as compromising.
That is really important here because I
had a town hall last weekend. I went
home on the one day we didn’t have
votes, and I went to the City Hall
Chamber in Dublin, California, the
council chamber there.

A number of folks rightfully asked
me, What are the Democrats willing to
give up in these negotiations?

I think it is important for folks to
know that the Democrats have already
made concessions, that we have made
very, very difficult concessions. The
best way to describe those concessions
is with that ugly, terrible word called
‘“‘sequester,” which has been across-
the-board cuts, and they have hurt our
national labs with these deep, deep
cuts.

This chart here demonstrates it bet-
ter than anything I have seen, which is
that you have the President’s budget,
which is about $1.2 trillion. Then you
see the 2011 debt limit deal at $1.6 tril-
lion. You see PAUL RYAN’s budget at
$967 billion. Then, across the Capitol,
the Senate passed a budget at $986 bil-
lion. To get a budget to keep the gov-
ernment running, you need what I call
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the Holy Trinity. You need the Senate,
the House, and the President to all
agree on one number.

You have the President, who wanted
something in the low trillions. You
have the Senate that compromised at
$986 billion. The House has said that we
will take $986 billion, and the President
has now agreed that he would take $986
billion. The House has one very, very
harsh exception. It will take $986 bil-
lion, but it started with wanting to re-
peal the Affordable Care Act. The
Democrats have compromised. This
chart shows that we have made deep
and hard concessions during this budg-
et negotiation. The biggest one, as I
mentioned, is this mindless, across-the-
board cut called ‘‘sequester.” Now, se-
quester is not targeted cuts. We are not
going after bad programs. Rather, we
are taking good programs, and we are
taking bad programs, and we are seeing
across-the-board cuts. It is indiscrimi-
nate.

At our laboratories, they have pro-
grams called LDRD, Laboratory Di-
rected Research and Development. In
the private sector, many companies
allow their employees, especially in
high-tech and innovation, about 20
percent time,” is what they call it.
Google calls it ‘20 percent time.” So,
for one day a week, effectively, an em-
ployee is allowed to work outside his
assigned area—his subject matter, his
expertise—on something that he thinks
can move the ball forward in his indus-
try. So ‘20 percent time,” they call it.
At the laboratories, they call this
“LDRD.” They are given about 8% per-
cent. So it is an over 50 percent less cut
than what you are seeing in the private
sector. It is 8% percent that they are
getting at our national laboratories.
Because of these sequester cuts, that
82 percent has been cut by more than
half. Now they are below 4 percent for
their LDRD, and the LDRD work at
our national laboratories has produced
some tremendous results in science.
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I just want to go through some of
them.

The gentleman from California
talked about nonproliferation and what
the research has done at the National
Laboratories as far as reducing the
stockpiles across the world.

Well, because of the LDRD work,
what we have seen is that we are able
to better test nuclear weapons and
verify countries in the numbers they
are claiming they have for nuclear
weapons across the world because we
have this LDRD research.

Also, we are able to provide cleaner
energy vehicles because of LDRD re-
search. The Volt, the Chevy Volt, for
example. The Chevy Volt would not be
able to cruise on battery power were it
not for the advanced cathode tech-
nology that emerged from a National
Laboratory.

Also, airport security. We are all so
thankful and grateful that at the air-
port they are able to detect many of
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the explosives that terrorists would
seek to use to take down an airplane.
LDRD we can thank for much of the re-
search that has come out that makes
our airports so much safer.

I was a prosecutor for 7 years. In so
many cases, whether it was homicides
or sexual assaults, we were able to put
perpetrators away because of DNA re-
search that was conducted at our Na-
tional Laboratories. To DNA testing
we can now add human antibody detec-
tion, a precise method of catching sus-
pects and attaching them to crime
scenes. This was something I was able
to use in a courtroom to great effect.
That science is so powerful when you
have so many questions of who com-
mitted the crime that all jurors can ac-
cept the scientific research that has
come out of LDRD and the DNA ad-
vances that we have seen there.

I want to yield now to a colleague of
mine from New Mexico who represents
the Albuquerque area and the other
Sandia laboratory, our sister over
there in New Mexico. I have Sandia and
Livermore and the gentlelady from
New Mexico has Sandia in New Mexico.
I am going to yield to her and have her
tell us about this shutdown and what
effect it has had on our National Lab-
oratories, particularly in her district.

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico. Thank you very much to
my friend and colleague from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to draw at-
tention to the hard work of the men
and women at New Mexico’s National
Labs who protect our Nation’s security
and help grow our economy.

Sandia National Labs in my district
is home to 9,000 of those dedicated pub-
lic servants. These are the best and
brightest physicists, chemists, mathe-
maticians, engineers, and technicians.
They have chosen to serve our country
instead of taking more lucrative jobs
in the private sector because they are
passionate about the lab’s mission.

Sandia is a national security asset
that uses technology to find solutions
to the most challenging problems that
threaten our Nation. Their work sup-
ports numerous Federal, State, and
local government agencies, companies,
and organizations.

During the BP oil spill, Sandia em-
ployees were called in to help cap the
well. The work they do is absolutely
remarkable.

Since 1976, Sandia has received 101
coveted research and development 100
awards, often referred to as the ‘‘Os-
cars of invention’ or the ‘“Nobel prizes
of technology.”

While New Mexico’s National Labs
have been able to use carryover funds
to stay open during the shutdown for
the past 11 days, that money is quickly
running out. Within the last week, em-
ployees at both Sandia and Los Alamos
National Labs received letters inform-
ing them that they would face fur-
loughs if the government doesn’t re-
open soon.

Despite the fact that they play a cru-
cial role in our Nation’s security, the
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employees at New Mexico’s National
Labs are technically not Federal em-
ployees. As a result, the legislation we
passed to provide back pay to fur-
loughed Federal employees, which I
was proud to support, unfortunately
does not protect employees at these
labs.

Earlier this week, Congressman
LUJAN and I, along with Senators
UDALL and HEINRICH, sent a letter to
Energy Secretary Moniz requesting
that he allow the labs to use their
funding to back pay any employees fur-
loughed because of the shutdown.

I remain hopeful that the furloughs
can be avoided because I have heard
stories about the damage that they can
do, and I have seen firsthand the dam-
aging and devastating effect that the
other Federal furloughed employees
and their families have suffered in Al-
buquerque, my district, and the entire
State of New Mexico.

In fact, last Sunday in Albuquerque,
I hosted a roundtable meeting with lab
employees, furloughed Federal employ-
ees, and members of the business com-
munity. They told me that any missed
or delayed paychecks would prevent
them from paying their mortgage pay-
ments, household utility bills, car loan
payments, and credit cards on time.

But they are not just worried about
their pay; they are also worried about
their careers. Lab employees who hold
security clearances are in danger of
losing their clearances if their credit
scores are impacted because they can-
not pay their bills.

After the meeting, I reached out to
community partners to see if they
would be able to help us in any way.
Several credit unions, banks, utility
providers, and other community part-
ners reached out because they all want
to help.

If nonprofits in the business commu-
nity can step up, then it is time for
Congress to step up too. We need to do
our job, we need to pass a funding bill
to keep New Mexico’s National Labs
open. National Labs should not be
forced to operate under the threat of
shutting down just because a few dozen
reckless Tea Party Republicans de-
cided that destroying the Affordable
Care Act was more important than
keeping the government open.

New Mexico’s National Labs deserve
and require the certainty and stability
of a full funding bill and so does the
rest of the country. We need to vote on
the Senate passed clean funding com-
promise right now.

I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia for his leadership in protecting
our national security interests and the
labs in my home State.

Mr. DESANTIS. I thank the gentle-
lady from New Mexico. I am glad she
brought up the examples of the toll
that this shutdown is taking on our
National Laboratory employees.

We are hearing back at Livermore, at
Sandia, and at Lawrence Livermore so
many examples like what the gentle-
lady mentioned with security -clear-
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ances. You wouldn’t think about it.
But when thousands of employees have
security clearances that depend on
them continuing to have financial sta-
bility, that stability is threatened
when our National Laboratories fur-
lough them and they are unable to
meet their debts and obligations and
pay their bills and keep their families
running.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
MCNERNEY) also talked about the ef-
fects of furloughing these scientists.
When you furlough scientists, you also
furlough scientific progress.

I mentioned the town hall that I had
last weekend in Dublin, California. Liab
employees from Sandia and Lawrence
Livermore showed up for that town
hall. T am going to fly home this Sun-
day, and we are going to host another
town hall at Lawrence Livermore and
Sandia. It is going to be at 1:30 on Sun-
day. We have alerted laboratories to
that town hall, and I look forward to
talking to them. I hope to have a more
positive update than what I can pro-
vide today. I hope that I can tell them
that the shutdown will not continue;
that they will be able to continue their
work at our great National Labora-
tories.

Now, I talked a little bit about how
we got here. That we had a budget from
the President and the Senate at $986
billion, but the House’s budget
wouldn’t accept only $986 billion; it
wanted to repeal and defund the Af-
fordable Care Act.

The reason I am so hopeful that we
hold firm in the Senate, and that the
President continues to hold firm and
insist that we pass what is called a
clean budget at $986 billion, is because
of the dangerous, dangerous precedent
it would set should we allow either side
to try and seek concessions or seek a
ransom for simply doing their job of
providing a budget.

Our job being here in Congress and
working under article I of the Con-
stitution requires us to pass a budget
that funds the government to pay the
debts and obligations of the United
States.

It would be a dangerous precedent if
we had an environment where every 45
days, 60 days, or if we ever got back to
passing a budget on an annual basis,
that one side in one Chamber at-
tempted to use that budgeting process
to revisit and try and resettle scores
that have already been settled.

That is so obviously occurring here
with the Affordable Care Act. This is a
provision that was initially brought up
and contemplated in the 2008 campaign
for the Presidency, where one person,
one candidate, said that if he was elect-
ed he would seek to bring our country
for the first time in over 100 years
since it was first proposed affordable
health care for all. That person was
overwhelmingly elected to the Presi-
dency—Barack Obama.

In 2010, the Congress, the 111th Con-
gress, passed the Affordable Care Act.
It was signed into law by the same
President who campaigned on it.
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In 2012, the chief justice of the Su-
preme Court, who was appointed by a
Republican President who served be-
fore President Barack Obama, wrote a
majority opinion that said that that
law, the Affordable Care Act, was con-
stitutional.

That same President who ran on the
Affordable Care Act in 2008, who signed
into law congressional action in 2010,
who saw it upheld in 2012 by a Repub-
lican-appointed Supreme Court chief
justice, ran for reelection, and again
was overwhelmingly elected.

The Affordable Care Act will do
many great things to provide afford-
able, quality health care to many
Americans. But like every government
program, it will not be 100 percent per-
fect. It too will require fixes and up-
dates.

Just recently, Social Security cele-
brated a birthday. It is in its late 70s
now. Social Security is not the same
program that it was over 70 years ago.
It has gone through different modifica-
tions and changes through the years.
Just as the Affordable Care Act, we
owe it to the American people to look
at it as it is implemented, to look how
it is helping people, to look at where
glitches are and what we can do to
make it work.

We must mend any problems with the
Affordable Care Act, but not end it. We
must not use the Affordable Care Act
as a way to hold up a budget that pro-
vides so many jobs for the Federal
workforce, so many services that come
from the greatest government that pre-
sides over the greatest democracy in
the world, so many services being held
up for so many people across our coun-
try.

It would be a dangerous, dangerous
precedent if we allowed either side to
do this. Let me just offer an example:
if we were to make concessions on this
budgeting process—say at the very best
buy us a 45-day continuing resolution
where the government would be funded
for another 45 days—what would the
other side ask for next? Would it ask
for us to privatize Social Security,
something they attempted to do in 2006
but weren’t able to do? Would they ask
us to turn Medicare into a voucher sys-
tem, something that they are not able
to achieve because of a majority in the
Senate and a Democratic President
who has vowed not to let that happen?

But also think and reverse the situa-
tion: imagine if you had a Republican
in the White House, a Republican-con-
trolled Senate and a Democratic ma-
jority in the House. Imagine if that
Democratic majority tried to use the
budgeting process to achieve what it
couldn’t achieve at the ballot box. You
can imagine the different scenarios
where we can try and do this—whether
it is passing background checks, some-
thing that has frustrated so many
House Democrats that we couldn’t get
that passed in the Senate; whether it is
passing an assault weapons ban, some-
thing that so many House Democrats
would like to see renewed, as we had
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back in the ’90s. It could be comprehen-
sive immigration reform, something
that our country is calling for. People
are coming to our capital asking to
have a roadmap to citizenship in re-
forms and work visas. We can’t do that
legislatively right now. But imagine if
Democrats had a majority here and a
Republican in the White House, and
they said: No budget; we are shutting
down the government until we get
what we want because we couldn’t do it
at the ballot box.

We have never operated that way,
and I hope we do not continue to oper-
ate that way, and that more reasonable
minds come forward and allow us to
put our National Laboratory employ-
ees back to work, allow us to put our
Federal workforce back to work.

This shutdown is affecting and hurt-
ing real people. I mentioned in the be-
ginning of this hour that I came to
Congress to help people, but right now
it is hurting innocent Americans.

Even though the Federal Government
is closed, essential services must con-
tinue so hundreds of thousands of Fed-
eral employees are being forced to
work but with no paycheck. How can
we treat such dedicated public servants
this way?

We saw just last week as an erratic
driver tried to drive through the barri-
cade on Capitol Hill that our brave
men and women of the Capitol Hill po-
lice force rushed to protect the doors of
democracy. And what thanks did we
give them in return? We told them to
keep working, keep protecting this
House, but we are going to hold your
paycheck.

Many more aren’t even allowed to
work in the Federal Government, de-
nied the chance to do the jobs they
love, serving on behalf of the American
people, and they are left worrying if
they will ever get paid or if they are
going to be lost.
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The loss also ripples throughout our
economy, affecting businesses through-
out the country. It is estimated that
this shutdown is costing the economy
$300 million a day. And so you can see,
people are asking across the country:
Will I get paid this month? Will there
be enough money for food? Can I pay
my mortgage this month? I am a first
time home buyer; some of those FHA
loans look very good for me, but they
are delayed, they are on hold. Will I be
able to pay my child’s college tuition?
All of the questions that folks in our
Federal workforces, folks who are
working at our national laboratories
are asking.

Small businesses can’t get SBA
loans. Small business centers which
help women and veterans are closed.
Our national parks are closed. Tech-
nology updates for all of our Federal
programs are being delayed. And men-
tioned earlier, our cybersecurity cen-
ters, employees there are going to be
furloughed, the cybersecurity centers
that work to protect our Nation’s net-
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works, that work to ensure that na-
tion-states and individuals who wish to
do us harm aren’t able to do so.

I would like to now yield to the
greatest champion in this House to end
and reduce the effect of poverty on our
community and somebody who has the
honor of representing Lawrence Berke-
ley National Laboratory, which has
over 4,000 employees. I have visited
that facility, and they are doing such
great work to advance the progress of
science.

I yield to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding, but
also for your tremendous leadership on
this issue and on so many other issues.
It is a pleasure to serve with you. You
have really hit the ground running as a
new Member of this great body. I also
want to thank you for your work on
the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology. As a fellow member of the
Bay Area congressional delegation, you
have made such an impact and your
work is so important for our entire
California delegation, so thank you.

My district is California’s 13th Con-
gressional District, right next door to
your congressional district. As you
said, it is home to Lawrence Berkeley
National Laboratory. Let me just say
first how proud I am to represent one
of the most esteemed centers for sci-
entific research and technological ad-
vancement in the world. I have had
many, many opportunities to visit the
lab where I have met some of the most
brilliant scientific minds on our plan-
et. The employees, the scientists, all of
those who work at the lab are phe-
nomenal individuals, and it is just
amazing to see how the scientists and
engineers especially use our Federal in-
vestments in our national laboratory
system to make unbelievable leaps in
every field, from nanotechnology and
supercomputing to energy efficiency
and astrophysics.

The history of the lab is unbeliev-
able. It was established in 1931 by
Nobel Prize-winning physicist Ernest
Orlando Lawrence. The lab has been as-
sociated with 13 Nobel Prizes. Fifty-
seven of the lab’s scientists are mem-
bers of the National Academy of
Sciences. Thirteen have won the Na-
tional Medal of Science, our Nation’s
highest award for lifetime achievement
in the field of science.

Over the years, Berkeley Lab sci-
entists have discovered 16 elements;
made the world’s smallest motor,
100,000 times smaller than a human
hair; used ultraviolet technology to
bring safe drinking water to thousands
across the world; and helped decipher
the human genome.

I could go on and on, but we are not
here today to laud the accomplish-
ments of the national labs in our dis-
trict, but I think it is very important
to do that even in this very difficult
environment.

We are here because these institu-
tions of innovation are under a real
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and immediate threat, thanks to the
Republican shutdown of our govern-
ment. Lawrence Berkeley National
Laboratory employs over 4,200 sci-
entists, support staff, and students in
my congressional district. Its economic
impact is even greater, creating 5,600
local jobs and 12,000 jobs nationally,
with a total economic impact esti-
mated at $1.6 billion a year.

If this shutdown continues, the
Berkeley Lab will be forced to furlough
its employees in waves beginning in
late October. Not only does the shut-
down threaten the livelihood of my
constituents, the scientists, the admin-
istrators, and the support staff that
keep the lab running, it also threatens
to stall projects that could be the next
scientific breakthrough that changes
how our world works or produces the
next Nobel Peace Prize winner. So this
is really an absurd price to pay for the
Republican insistence on keeping peo-
ple from receiving affordable, quality
health care. That is where all of this
started.

For the life of me, I don’t understand
why my Republican Tea Party col-
leagues are continuing these cynical
ploys that threaten our Nation’s com-
petitiveness and force our Nation’s
most brilliant minds out of their labs.
We need to end this shutdown. We need
to fund the entire energy and water
bill, which provides funding for our na-
tional laboratories through the Depart-
ment of Energy’s Office of Science. We
need an up-or-down vote on a clean
budget bill to reopen this government.

Democrats have already—and I know
you have heard this over and over
again, Mr. SWALWELL, because you
know we have already accepted a
short-term budget bill to reopen our
government even though we don’t be-
lieve its funding level is nearly ade-
quate.

The American people deserve a func-
tioning government, and they deserve
affordable, quality health care. They
deserve both. I hope more people are
listening and more people understand
that we know how to open the govern-
ment. We know how to begin to nego-
tiate on a real budget that makes our
entire government, including our na-
tional laboratories, whole.

And so hopefully this alarm that we
are sounding tonight, Mr. SWALWELL,
will continue to wake up the country
and continue to ensure that people
know that we have their backs and
that we know how to open this govern-
ment and we want to shut down this
shutdown immediately. Thank you
again for your leadership.

Mr. SWALWELL of California. I
thank the gentlelady from California.
She is absolutely correct. Democrats
have compromised. We have accepted a
$986 billion sequester budget, which the
gentlelady and I do not accept. When
you cut those programs, we are cutting
the opportunities to lift people out of
poverty. I agree with the gentlelady,
we have made deep, deep concessions
when it comes to a budget. We are
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ready to open up the government and
turn the lights back on, but we are
doing so at a painful price with the
budget we are accepting.

With that, I will close. I want to say
to what my colleague from Berkeley
and Oakland was saying: Keep our na-
tional labs open. Keep those great sci-
entists at Lawrence Livermore, Sandia,
Lawrence Berkeley National Labora-
tory, keep them on the job, moving the
job forward on science.

It was alluded to earlier that the Na-
tional Ignition Facility in Livermore,
as the government that funds it was
unraveling 2 weeks ago, at the Na-
tional Ignition Facility in Livermore,
they achieved something they had been
attempting to achieve for the past 3-4
years. That is fusion. For the first
time, they have been able to get more
energy out than what they have put in.
This is a remarkable achievement.
They have achieved fusion, and they
are knocking on the door of ignition at
the National Ignition Facility. They
are closer than they have ever been.
They are closer now to meeting the
84th milestone. They have 84 mile-
stones they have to meet. They have
met 83 of them. They are so close to
providing this renewable energy re-
source which will change the game on
how every person in the world receives
their energy, no longer requiring us to
be dependent on foreign sources of en-
ergy if we can achieve this and then
transfer this technology to the private
market.

The data achieved at NIF is critical
for understanding nuclear fusion,
which we need for keeping a reliable
stockpile of nuclear weapons. So this is
a critical energy issue and a critical
defense issue. Understanding fusion, as
I mentioned, allows us to get closer to
the goal of civilian fusion energy. And
nuclear fusion energy, unlike what we
currently use, nuclear fission essen-
tially would produce no waste or car-
bon emissions. It is the ‘“‘holy grail’’ of
clean energy, and I want to make sure
that the scientists at Lawrence Liver-
more are able to accomplish it.

Sandia also has a facility called the
Combustion Research Facility. This is
a partnership, a public-private partner-
ship with our automakers and those
who are making automobiles in De-
troit. What they are trying to do is
make the American automobile engine
more efficient at the Combustion Re-
search Facility. There are important,
remarkable achievements going on at
our national laboratories.

With the furlough at our laboratory,
all of their exceptional work will be
put on hold. So what does that mean in
relation to the National Ignition Facil-
ity and the Combustion Research Fa-
cility? It means that work will stop
that is being done to maintain our nu-
clear stockpile; the great fusion energy
project I mentioned; efforts to under-
stand climate change will stop; all
while we stand still, other countries
like Russia and China will zoom past
us in science, math, and renewable en-
ergy.
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And this isn’t just what happens
today. If these highly skilled, highly
intelligent employees are prevented
from working, they will go somewhere
else. These people are Ph.D.’s. They
will find somewhere else to go.

At the beginning of the hour, I said I
would not only tell us how we got here,
what it means, I would also offer a way
forward. The way forward, as I see it, is
for the Speaker of the House, Mr.
BOEHNER, to allow this House to have
an up-or-down vote on passing the
same budget that the Senate has
agreed to, the same budget that the
President of the United States said he
would sign. We know the votes are
there. Twenty-five to 30 Republicans
have said they would pass that vote.

So let’s get the government back to
work. Let’s end the partisanship
games, the obsession with defunding
the Affordable Care Act, and let’s get
the government back to work. In the
meantime, a short-term solution I have
offered is that Secretary Moniz allow
furloughed employees at all of our na-
tional laboratories, at all 17 sites, all
30,000 employees, to receive back fur-
lough pay.

I have also worked since January
with a small group of freshmen, about
30 of us, Republicans and Democrats
evenly divided. It is called the United
Solutions Caucus. We have been meet-
ing almost every week since sworn into
office, pledging that we will work to-
gether and build the foundation of a bi-
partisan relationship. In these trying
times and dark days over the last 2
weeks, we have met nearly every other
day, talking about what we can do to
work together to turn back on the
lights of the government for the great-
est democracy of the world. This group
gives me hope.

Just yesterday, the group met with
two senior members, a Republican and
a Democrat, from the Appropriations
Committee. Nobody in that group and
neither of those senior members want
to see the government continue to be
shut down, so I am hopeful that we can
continue to talk. I am hopeful that this
group can continue to work together,
the United Solutions Caucus, to pro-
vide a way forward, a way that ensures
that the Federal workforce is back to
work; and for my district, ensures that
those hardworking scientists who want
to think big, just like I did, the same
reason I came to Congress, that want
to move the ball forward on our nu-
clear and energy security, that they
can go back to work and they aren’t
ever furloughed.

So I ask my colleagues on the other
side: Did you come here to help people
or did you come here to hurt people? I
think you came here for the same rea-
son I did, to help people, and so I hope
you will prove it to the American peo-
ple. Allow an up-or-down vote; allow us
to pass a clean resolution; and to-
gether, all of us, Republicans and
Democrats, can help the American peo-
ple.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, the Department of Energy’s Na-
tional Laboratories are vital to our national se-
curity, our economy, and our environment.
They have often been called “crown jewels” of
our federal research and development infra-
structure, and for good reason. This is why |
am extremely concerned about the impacts of
this senseless government shutdown on these
important facilities—and this is on top of the
harmful cuts that they have already had to en-
dure under budget sequestration.

It is worth reminding my colleagues here
today that we have seen how our past invest-
ments in the national laboratories have paid
off when it comes to energy development.
DOE labs were key to the development of
high-efficiency gas turbines for coal plants, nu-
clear reactors, and the directional drilling and
hydraulic fracturing practices that have led to
the shale gas boom of today.

| think it is also important to note that DOE’s
Office of Science—which oversees most of
these national laboratories—is actually the
largest supporter of basic research in the
physical sciences in the nation, and it oper-
ates more than 30 national scientific user fa-
cilities whose applications go well beyond en-
ergy innovation. Our nation’s top researchers
from industry, academia, and other federal
agencies use these facilities to examine every-
thing from new materials that will better meet
our military’s needs, to new pharmaceuticals
that will better treat disease, to even exam-
ining the fundamental building blocks of the
universe. | believe that this stewardship of
unique scientific research, including the na-
tion’s major national user facilities, is another
very important role that the Department plays
in bolstering our national competitiveness
today and in building the industries of the fu-
ture.

It's no secret that Congress’s inability to
date to come to an agreement on a sensible
budget plan has led to some devastating cuts
to many of these important facilities, with seri-
ous impacts to our nation in both the short-
term and the long-term. Until we resolve the
current crisis, even more of our nation’s best
and brightest will be forced out of work and
some of their most critical research tools—for
which the U.S. taxpayers contributed hundreds
of millions of dollars to build—will have to
cease operations. | believe that we are doing
damage to the seed corn of our future, and as
the Ranking Member of the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology, | believe
that ending this shutdown and reversing these
drastic cuts need to be our highest priorities
going forward.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CRENSHAW (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today and October 12 on
account of family obligations.

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today after 11:30 a.m. and
for October 12 on account of a family
medical emergency.

———

SENATE BILL REFERRED
A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:
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S. 1276. An act to increase oversight of the
Revolving Fund of the Office of Personnel
Management; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

———

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled a bill
of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.J. Res. 91. Joint Resolution making con-
tinuing appropriations for death gratuities
and related survivor benefits for survivors of
deceased military service members of the
Department of Defense for fiscal year 2014,
and for other purposes.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 28 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Sat-
urday, October 12, 2013, at 9:30 a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

3277. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting
a letter regarding the Department’s inten-
tion to expand the assignment of female
Field Artillery Officers; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

3278. A letter from the Executive Analyst,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

3279. A letter from the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, Small Business Administration,
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

3280. A letter from the Chief, Branch of
Listing, Endangered Species, Department of
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife and Plants; Endangered Status for
the Neosho Mucket and Threatened Status
for the Rabbitsfoot [Docket No.: FWS-R4-ES-
2012-0031] (RIN: 1018-AX73) received Sep-
tember 26, 2013, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

3281. A letter from the Acting Chief,
Branch of Listing, Endangered Species, De-
partment of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Endangered
Species Status for the Florida Bonneted Bat
[Docket No.: FWS-R4-ES-2012-0078] (RIN:
1018-AY15) received September 26, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

3282. A letter from the Chief, Branch of En-
dangered Species Listing, Department of the
Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife and Plants; Determination of En-
dangered Status for the Taylor’s
Checkerspot Butterfly and Threatened Sta-
tus for the Streaked Horned Lark [Docket
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No.: FWS-R1-ES-2012-0080; 4500030113] (RIN:
1018-AY18) received September 26, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

3283. A letter from the Chief Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Dispute Resolution Pilot Program for Public
Assistance Appeals [Docket ID: FEMA-2013-
0015] (RIN: 1660-AA79) received September 25,
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

3284. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2013-0671; Directorate
Identifier 2013-NM-124-AD; Amendment 39-
17547; AD 2013-16-09] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
September 9, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3285. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report on four Agency’s Drug-Free
Workplace Plans, pursuant to Public Law
100-71, section 503(a)(1)(A) (101 Stat. 468);
jointly to the Committees on Oversight and
Government Reform and Appropriations.

————————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Ms. FOXX: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 380. Resolution relating to con-
sideration of the House amendment to the
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R. 2642) to
provide for the reform and continuation of
agricultural and other programs of the De-
partment of Agricultural through fiscal year
2018, and for other purposes, providing for
consideration of the resolution (H. Res. 378)
expressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives regarding certain provisions of
the Senate amendment to H.R. 2642 relating
to the Secretary of Agriculture’s administra-
tion of tariff-rate quotas for raw and refined
sugar, and providing for consideration of the
resolution (H. Res. 379) expressing the sense
of the House of Representatives regarding
certain provisions of the Senate amendment
to H.R. 2642 relating to crop insurance (Rept.
113-244). Referred to the House Calendar.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mr. KING
of New York, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr.
HUNTER, Mr. FORBES, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania):

H.R. 3285. A Dbill to make technical correc-
tions to the Pay Our Military Act to include
midshipmen at the United States Merchant
Marine Academy, who are appointed as mid-
shipmen in the Navy Reserve; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

By Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mr.
PEARCE, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. TIPTON, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr.
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona,
Mr. STEWART, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr.
COOK, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr.
BisHOP of Utah, Mr. MATHESON, Mr.
SMITH of Missouri, and Mr. LAM-
BORN):
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