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was how she accomplished so much
that serves as such a wonderful exam-
ple and why she was so beloved.

The friends of Don and Adele and
those with whom she worked describe
her best. Henry Bloch, the founder of
H&R Block and a lifelong friend, said:

If there ever was a first lady of Kansas
City, it was Adele. She was honored and re-
spected by everybody. It’s a major loss for
this community.

Irv Hockaday, a former CEO of Hall-
mark and a friend of Adele and Don’s
for close to 50 years, said:

She was like a magnetic sun . .. whose
constant warmth and magnetism just had a
pull. And people gravitated to her. To me,
her most compelling quality, of many, was
her empathy.

They say that no one is indispensable.
That’s true in a way. But she comes about as
close to being someone we can never, ever
forget or replicate.

Irv Hockaday certainly captured
Adele, as did Steven Doyal, spokesman
for Hallmark Cards:

We lost a great human being. Her greatest
passion was in the area of children. She be-
lieved passionately in the potential of every
child.

At Children’s Mercy Hospital, Adele
moved easily from rocking sick babies
in the nursery to running board meet-
ings and leading multimillion-dollar
fundraising campaigns. One of the best
known was with Tom Watson, with
whom she established the Children’s
Mercy Golf Classic.

Jack Ovel, the hospital board chair-
man, said:

She was quick to give others credit. She
was always telling other people, ‘“You are
the wind beneath my wings.”’

Perhaps her most notable collabo-
rative effort was bringing the Univer-
sity of Kansas and Children’s Mercy to-
gether. Early on she realized what that
would mean for residents of Kansas
City.

Jim Heeter, president of the Greater
City Chamber of Commerce, described
the news of Adele’s passing, which
came in the middle of the monthly
chamber board meeting:

The entire room fell into stunned silence
when it was announced. She was known and
loved by virtually everyone around our board
table. We observed a long moment of silence
in her honor and her memory.

Mary Shaw ‘‘Shawsie’” Branton, who
was her copartner and close friend in
one charitable and/or civic event after
another said of Adele:

I have lost a close friend. She touched all
our lives. There was an aura around Adele,
‘How can I help? What can I do? . . . How can
I find a solution?’

““This is a great day of sorrow,” said
Sarah Rowland, chairwoman of the
Nelson-Atkins board of trustees.

Jane Chu, CEO of the Kauffman Cen-
ter for the Performing Arts said:

Everything she did was about inspiring
Kansas City residents. She so believed in
these projects because she so believed in this
city, she cared about making it a great place
to live.

One can clearly see by the many
comments of Adele’s friends and lead-
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ers in Kansas City, with regard to their
sense of personal loss, expressions of
admiration of love and respect for the
world of achievements Adele accom-
plished, there is only one Adele Hall.

In my case, Mr. President, I was on
the floor of this body last Monday dur-
ing a series of votes taking place when
a cloakroom attendant gave me a mes-
sage to call my office immediately. I
did, and my chief of staff, Jackie
Cottrell, came over to the cloakroom
and told me of the news of Adele’s un-
timely passing.

There are certain people in life where
you feel you are privileged just to
know them—people who make a dif-
ference, really nice people who give
you a certain sense of awe, people who
are really not aware of their special
and unique persona. Adele had that
certain something—a unique charisma,
comprised of a wonderful smile, charm
and grace, but also the determination
and ability of a leader.

When she came into a room, those
present knew things would get done.
She always stood ready in friendship
and support and love. Unfortunately,
given her strength of purpose, she was
also the kind of person you might well
take for granted.

Jackie and I immediately called
Annie Presley, a good friend and com-
panion-in-arms with Adele. Annie and I
couldn’t say too much during that
phone call, but I did blurt out, ‘“Well,
it’s the end of an era.” And it is. Adele,
in addition to all of her civic and art
works, had tremendous influence, serv-
ing as an adviser, a friend, and sup-
porter to Presidents, Governors, Sen-
ators, Congressional Members, and city
leaders. Annie was right by her side in
these endeavors. Her passion for poli-
tics made both Kansas and Missouri a
better place to live. Her advice, her
guidance, and support were invaluable
to so many. Don and Adele’s Kansas
home was the setting for countless ben-
efactor receptions. The list represents
a Who’s Who in politics, from both
Presidents Bush, Senators Bob Dole,
Kit Bond, Nancy Kassebaum, and, yes,
somebody by the name of PAT ROB-
ERTS.

My friendship with Don and Adele
began more than 20 years ago. I admit
I was a bit nervous the first time I was
invited to their home. I arrived early
and Adele warmly greeted me, wel-
comed me in. Don took me into the
study, and after some discussion we all
ended up listening to the Andrews Sis-
ters—I don’t know why—until we were
informed it was time to greet the other
guests. I think Don and I would have
been there a lot longer if Don had his
way. We have been great friends ever
since.

Perhaps the highlight of our efforts
together was when First Lady Laura
Bush came to Kansas, and together we
welcomed her to our great State.

Finally, Mr. President, when I talk
about Adele’s respect and her humility,
I am reminded of the story when Presi-
dent Bush came to Wichita on my be-
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half. The White House staff and secu-
rity, God bless them, had names on the
floor in the reception room, and those
who were greeting the President had to
stand on the right name. God knows
what would have happened if you didn’t
stand on the right name.

Adele stood exactly as instructed on
her name, without any hesitation. I did
not do that. I didn’t follow orders quite
as well. I met with the President’s ve-
hicle and hurriedly told him our spe-
cial guests were standing at attention
at their appropriate spot, which
amused the President greatly. The se-
cret, of course, was that Don and Adele
often stayed at the White House as
guests of both George H.W. Bush and
President George W. Bush.

When President Bush came in the
room, he asked: Adele, are you stand-
ing in the right place?

She replied quickly: Why, Mr. Presi-
dent—George—I will stand wherever
you want me to.

That really produced a lot of laughs
and prompted a big hug.

Mr. President, today’s obligations in
the Senate prevent me from attending
the celebration of life service, but I am
there in spirit. To Don, Don Jr. and
Jill, David and Laura, Margaret and
Keith, and Adele’s nine grandchildren,
our thoughts and prayers are with you.

I feel compelled to say if all of the
people in the Kansas City area could be
in attendance, those who loved Adele
or who have benefited from her many
endeavors, the numbers would fill Ar-
rowhead Stadium and then some.

Helen Steiner Rice may well have
summed up what Adele would be tell-
ing us now:

When I must leave you for a little while,
please go on bravely with a gallant smile.
And, for my sake and in my name, live on
and do all things the same. Spend not your
life in empty days, but fill each waking hour
in useful ways. Reach out your hand in com-
fort and in cheer, and I, in turn, will comfort
you and hold you near.

Mr. President, the heavens are a lit-
tle brighter now because they have a
shining star in Adele Hall.

I yield the floor, and upon careful
study I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

FEDERAL SPENDING

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I come to
the Senate floor today, as I have vir-
tually every day since we have been
back in session, to address what is per-
haps the most critical question facing
this Nation: how to rein in the out-of-
control Federal spending that threat-
ens to bankrupt the country and saddle
future generations with a burden of
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debt that will dramatically reduce the
quality of their lives.

Yesterday morning on ABC’s ‘‘This
Week with George Stephanopoulos,”
Senate Majority Leader REID claimed:

“The American people need to under-
stand that it’s not as if we’ve done
nothing for the debt.”

I would argue that the American peo-
ple do understand, but what they dis-
agree with is the majority leader’s
statement that we have done some-
thing to reduce the debt we are accu-
mulating at a record rate. We all know
we are spending nearly $40,000 of tax-
payer money per second. We know it
has now been 1,377 days since we passed
a budget in the Senate or one has even
been offered by the Democratic leader-
ship. Our debt continues to accumulate
and now stands at nearly $16.5 trillion,
and anybody who looks at the debt
clock sees that the numbers are rotat-
ing faster than the eye can see. So, no,
I don’t agree. I don’t think we have
done much to address our debt. And
rather than recognize the real problem
of our debt, which is spending, the ma-
jority leader talked about the need for
yet more taxes and higher revenues.

After all the debate about making
the wealthy pay more in order to pay
down our debt, the fiscal cliff deal
barely changed the Nation’s long-term
fiscal outlook, particularly if spending
continues on its present course.

A report from the Peterson Founda-
tion released this week puts U.S. debt
on a track to reach 200 percent of gross
domestic product by 2040. Keep in mind
that many respected economists—
economists without a partisan position
to promote, those who have looked at
this impartially—have said to us that
historically, without exception, once a
nation’s debt reaches 90 percent of
GDP, it becomes very damaging to the
economy, and it is something I believe
we are now experiencing the early
phases of in America. So 200 percent of
GDP, if we stay on the present course,
will take this country and our econ-
omy down, and it will take away our
ability to provide the needed and nec-
essary functions of the Federal Govern-
ment.

The plain fact is that our debt is
going to continue to spiral upward
until Washington tackles its spending
addiction.

The President and some of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
are claiming that in the last few years
they have already cut the budget to
the bone. These so-called savings they
talk about are savings anticipated by
drawing down troops in Afghanistan
and Iraq that are already set to wind
down. So we can’t just simply say:
Well, we have solved the problem be-
cause we are now going to take this
money which we anticipate we won’t
have to spend.

By the way, that assumes there will
be no more overseas contingent oper-
ations that will have to take place in
the next 10 years. If we look at what is
happening around the world, if we look
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at the instability and threats that are
happening around the world, it is pret-
ty hard to assume we simply don’t or
won’t need to spend any money over
the next 10 years to address something
that is a direct threat to the United
States.

All of this basically says it is pretty
hard to take seriously the suggestion
by the majority leader and the Presi-
dent that we have done our job in cut-
ting spending to reduce the debt.

If I were able to take the time to list
the wasteful catalog of duplicative
spending and wasteful spending of the
taxpayer dollars on this floor, I would
use up the rest of the day—and more.
But let me mention a few examples
from my colleague from OKklahoma,
Senator COBURN, who I think has done
this body and the American public a
great service by delineating and out-
lining some of this unnecessary spend-
ing of taxpayer dollars and giving us a
route and a roadmap and a pathway to-
wards addressing unneeded wasteful
spending of tax dollars, particularly at
a time when we are having to borrow
nearly 40 percent or more in order to
keep our government functioning. This
spending Senator COBURN has listed
comes out of official government re-
ports—the Government Accountability
Office, the Congressional Research
Service, and other government enti-
ties. These have been documented by
our own official national government
agencies:

There is $1.6 billion spent annually to
maintain unneeded Federal property. If
it is unneeded, why do we have to
maintain it year after year at a cost of
$1.6 billion? Let’s put a ‘‘for sale’ sign
up there and receive some revenue
from these assets that are documented
as being unneeded.

Another $1.6 billion is spent by the
Federal Government to provide free
cell phone service. Now, the Congress
passed legislation for certain cat-
egories of low-income people to receive
free cell phones. Whether you are for
that or against that or voted for it or
voted against it, what has been laid out
here is the fact that many of these
phones are going to people who don’t
qualify for this handout, and hundreds
of thousands of those go to people who
already have at least one phone. Offer
somebody a free second phone, and
they are going to grab it. But do they
need it, and does the taxpayer need to
pay for it?

Also, $50 million of taxpayer money
went to the IRS for a public relations
effort to try to improve its image with
taxpayers. Good luck with that PR pro-
gram. I think we know their opinion of
the IRS. And is this really a necessary
expenditure?

The IRS sent a prisoner who filed a
bogus tax return a refund for $327,456,
and they even sent it to the correc-
tional facility. You would think that
somewhere along the line, somebody
would say: Maybe we ought to look
into this. Hopefully we will be able to
get this one back, along with $30,000
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that was sent to a jail where a mur-
derer collected $30,000 in claimed un-
employment benefits. Well, yes, he was
unemployed, but that is not exactly
what our unemployment system is de-
signed to do. So while we are going
after the $327,000, maybe we can collect
this $30,000 on the way.

Every day we hear of reports of food
stamps being used to pay for beer, ciga-
rettes, cell phone bills, and even cars.
That hardly needs to be mentioned be-
cause it is something we have come to
understand—there is a lot of misuse of
tax dollars.

On and on it goes, and I could list
more and more.

Just the other day, Senator COBURN
listed some duplicative programs, and
he thought: Well, maybe we don’t need
multiple numbers of these. Maybe we
can consolidate.

We have 18 domestic food assistance
programs, 45 separate job-training pro-
grams. And I love this one, my per-
sonal favorite—more than 50 financial
literacy programs provided by the Fed-
eral Government.

The first question we need to ask is
what does the Federal Government
have to say about financial literacy,
given our current financial situation?
Hopefully it is using its own dysfunc-
tion as an example of what not to do.

These outrageous spending items and
duplicative Federal programs are not
isolated examples. Just a few weeks
ago the Treasury Department issued
its year-end report for fiscal 2012. One
of the bombshells in this report that
has received virtually no coverage or
commentary is the estimate by the
Government Accountability Office that
$108 billion was lost to improper pay-
ments by the Federal Government.

Since over one-third of all Federal
spending wasn’t even examined yet by
the GAO, the total amount lost obvi-
ously will be much higher. The fact
that this escaped the notice of much of
the media and many of my colleagues
is very telling. Unfortunately, we are
so used to the notion of inefficient or
wasteful Federal spending, a govern-
ment report verifying over $100 billion
in waste, fraud, and abuse doesn’t even
register.

When my colleagues come down to
offer amendments and are voted down,
amendments to offset spending for new
programs such as disaster relief and a
cacophony of rejections comes their
way saying, ‘“‘How dare you even think
about trying to offset this, you are
taking money away from babies and
children and mothers and essential
functions of the Federal Government?”’
Then you start to read down the list of
wasteful programs and duplicative pro-
grams and they say they cannot come
up with a dime to offset needed ex-
penses.

Let me say we are not here to under-
mine or destroy the necessary function
of running an efficient government.
But the key word is efficient. We want
to spend taxpayers’ dollars in a way so
taxpayers understand we are doing the
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best to spend their hard-earned dollars
on essential programs.

I have suggested to the Appropria-
tions Committee that each program for
which we appropriate money be put
through a system of what I call triage.
We ask each agency before it presents
its budget to us, annually, for the ap-
propriations to pay for their expenses
and distributions, that they first ad-
dress this question: Is this an essential
function of the Federal Government? Is
this a function we might like to do but
can no longer afford to do? And sepa-
rate that from those we no longer need
or never should have been put there in
the first place.

At a time when we are suffering from
the plunge into deficit spending and
debt, should we not apply some stand-
ards and principles as to where and
how we allocate funds that are sent to
us by the taxpayer? I have asked each
agency to do that. We have not re-
ceived any reports back. All we hear,
from a number of voices around the
town, is: Oh, no, we cannot touch any
of this; every dime we spend is abso-
lutely necessary.

I think what Senator COBURN has
begun to do and what I hope to do, and
to work on with him and others, is to
identify some of those areas and lit-
erally ask the question to my col-
leagues and to the American people: Do
you think this is an essential function
of the Federal Government? Is this
something that maybe we would wish
to do but do not have the money to do?
Or is this something that, frankly, has
not lived up to its promise, is wasting
money, or is this something that never
should have been passed in the first
place?

If we do not apply those principles to
our future spending, we are going to
continue down this road. We all know
the big three—Social Security, Med-
icaid, and Medicare—have to be re-
formed to save these programs, but
have to be reformed because they are
unsustainable in their current form. I
will be talking much more about that
later. But what I do want to acknowl-
edge here today is that without getting
to those programs, which we have to do
if we are going to solve our long-term
problem, we also need to seriously look
at how we spend money on all the dis-
cretionary spending that comes before
this body. We have to look at those
things that simply do not measure up
in terms of a responsible way of han-
dling our taxpayer revenues.

I am going to continue coming to the
floor, I am going to continue pointing
out areas where I think we can save
money, and continue to make the case
that this Congress has not begun to do
the job it needs to do in terms of deal-
ing with our spending.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

DEBT CEILING EXTENSION

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, last
week the Senate passed legislation
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that had already been approved in the
House that extended the debt ceiling
until late this summer. It was the right
thing to do. It was the right thing to
extend the debt ceiling of our Nation
because it allows us to pay the bills we
have already incurred. There is not one
dime of new spending that is author-
ized under the legislation we approved.
My only regret is that we did not ex-
tend it for a longer period of time, giv-
ing greater certainty to the financial
markets.

If we were ever to violate the debt
ceiling, the consequences would be that
the taxpayers of this country would
have to pay more for the obligations of
our Nation in interest costs. It would
permanently damage the reputation of
this Nation as far as our ability to pay
our Dbills. It would be counter-
productive to everything we are trying
to do to help the taxpayers of America.
It was the right thing for us to do, to
extend the debt ceiling, but we still
have a lot more work we need to do.

Our current accumulation of debt is
not sustainable. We cannot continue to
spend what we are spending today and
collect what we are collecting today in
revenue and sustain the fiscal integrity
of the United States. We spend too
much and we do not bring in enough
revenue. That is the issue we need to
address. It was not addressed in the
debt ceiling. The debt ceiling should
have been extended. But we now need
to deal with the fundamental problem
that our spending and revenues are not
in line.

We could talk about the cause of how
we got here. We could talk about how
the Congress reduced tax revenues
while we were at war, a policy I spoke
out against and voted against. But our
responsibility is to figure out how we
go from where we are today, with budg-
et deficits that are not sustainable, to
how we can bring our country into bet-
ter fiscal balance. We need a balanced
approach. We need an approach that
looks at spending, looks at revenues,
that acknowledges that job growth is,
first and foremost, our objective. We
have to create more jobs in our econ-
omy—more people working, less people
needing governmental services, more
people paying tax revenues; all that
helps generate the growth in our econ-
omy.

We have to protect the middle class.
The middle class has been particularly
vulnerable during this slowdown in our
economy from which we are now recov-
ering. It has to be real, what we come
up with. That means it really does deal
with the deficit problems of this coun-
try and should be long term. I think all
of us are tired of these short-term ex-
tensions. They may avoid an imme-
diate problem but they do not give the
type of predictability that is necessary
for our economy to take off and grow.

If you are an investor, it is tough to
invest if you do not know the ground
rules, if you do not know what the Tax
Code is going to look like, what the
Federal budget is going to look like.
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How do you invest in expanding a plant
to deal with expanded Federal needs
when you don’t know what the budget
is going to be? How do you deal with
the Tax Code if maybe you want to de-
velop an energy company when you do
not know what the tax provisions are
going to be for that operation? We need
to give predictability. Therefore, long-
term solutions are better.

And it needs to be truly bipartisan. I
was here on New Year’s Eve at mid-
night. I saw the Democrats and Repub-
licans come together in a true com-
promise that I think put the Nation’s
interests first rather than our partisan
interests. I would have wished to see us
do things a lot differently than in that
agreement, but it was bipartisan, we
compromised, we listened, and did it in
the best traditions of the Congress.

I wish to take us back 2 years ago
when we started to struggle with how
we would deal with our fiscal problems.
President Obama appointed the Simp-
son-Bowles Commission, and we know
a lot about that. They made their rec-
ommendations. Some of the rec-
ommendations’ specifics were pretty
controversial, but I think as to the
overall framework of the Simpson-
Bowles recommendations—the amount
of additional revenue we need to bring
in, the types and parameters of the
spending cuts—I think there was gen-
eral national agreement that that was
the framework which would allow us to
move forward in the best interests of
our economy. I point out in the last
Congress the Democrats on the Senate
Budget Committee adopted that ap-
proach as our framework to move for-
ward. I think that is what we need to
look at.

Let me make a couple of points, be-
cause I have listened to a lot of my col-
leagues come to the floor and talk
about how we have not made progress,
that our deficits are too large. We have
made progress. We have. We have got-
ten about halfway there. Simpson-
Bowles was somewhere between $4 and
$5 trillion of deficit reduction over a 10-
year period. We are about halfway
there. We have about $2.5 trillion we
have gotten done. We got that done be-
cause we passed the Budget Control
Act, and the Budget Control Act put in
lower caps on discretionary spending
on the domestic side. That is now the
law of the land. Over $1 trillion of def-
icit reduction was accomplished be-
cause of the Budget Control Act.

We did another $1 trillion of deficit
reduction on New Year’s Eve, the fiscal
cliff agreements that brought in more
revenue by making permanent the 39.6-
percent tax rate for high-income tax-
payers and bringing in some additional
spending cuts. That is real.

My colleagues say we still have these
large deficits and they are larger than
they were before, but if we did not do
the Budget Control Act and we did not
do the fiscal cliff agreements, the def-
icit would be much higher. Again,
using some common baseline, such as
Simpson-Bowles did, we have done
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