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his earthly tour-of-duty’’ on Wednesday, March 
19. 

Born on April 28, 1925 in Roanoke, Dr. 
Paine was an athlete, student, veteran, care-
giver, volunteer, friend, lifelong learner, and 
more. He graduated from Jefferson High 
School, and then went on to graduate from the 
University of Richmond before completing re-
quirements for his MD degree from the Med-
ical College of Virginia. 

During World War II, Dr. Paine served in the 
U.S. Navy Reserves and during the Korean 
War, served on the staff of Fleet Air Atlantic. 

Dr. Paine had internships and residencies at 
Norfolk General and ‘‘old’’ Lewis-Gale Hos-
pital, and he also did post-graduate work in in-
ternal medicine at Johns Hopkins Hospital. He 
had a solo practice in Salem for 15 years, and 
had the first EKG machine in town. In 1967, 
Dr. Paine set up the first alcohol and drug re-
habilitation program at the Salem VA hospital, 
where he continued volunteering even after 
his retirement. 

Dr. Paine tended patients at seven area 
hospitals and medical centers over the years, 
and taught students at area hospitals as well. 
He also served as a volunteer physician with 
such groups as the Andrew Lewis High School 
football team, Boy Scout Troup 54, the 1964 
National Boy Scout Jamboree medical team, 
and the Red Cross. 

Throughout the years, Dr. Paine was active 
with Salem Presbyterian and later St. Paul’s 
Episcopal, Friends of the Salem Library, the 
Salem and Roanoke Valley Historical Soci-
eties, the Salem Museum, the Salem Sports 
Foundation, the City of Salem Long-range 
Planning Committee, the Military Order of 
World Wars, the Mayflower Society of Virginia, 
the Magna Carta and Jamestowne Societies, 
and the Island Ford Hunt Club (for the cama-
raderie and nature). He also was a 32nd-de-
gree mason with Lakeland Lodge, and a mem-
ber of Scottish Rite and Kazim Temples. 

Roanoke Valley’s 1982 Father of the Year 
for Family Life, Dr. Paine’s and his wife Alice 
had two children, Robert Parson Paine and 
Emily Paine Carter. 

Those who knew him well are heard to talk 
of Dr. Paine’s wit, generosity, kindness, 
humor, determination, and humility, all of 
which have made the Roanoke Valley a better 
place to live. My thoughts and prayers go out 
to Dr. Paine’s family and loved ones. His love 
for his family, friends, neighbors, and commu-
nity will always be remembered and cherished 
in Salem and throughout the region. 
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CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON 
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. LOU BARLETTA 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, April 8, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H. Con. Res. 96) estab-
lishing the budget for the United States Gov-
ernment for fiscal year 2015 and setting forth 
appropriate budgetary levels for fiscal years 
2016 through 2024: 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Chair, I will vote for the 
budget proposal framework put forth by Chair-
man PAUL RYAN. 

I vote to reaffirm my support for the prin-
ciples behind the bipartisan Ryan Murray 
budget agreement; 

For efforts to simplify our nation’s tax code 
to make it simpler and fairer for all involved; 

For repeal of the president’s misguided and 
unworkable health care law; 

For efforts to reign in the president’s waste-
ful spending proposals and burdensome regu-
lations, which are preventing our economy 
from reaching its full potential; 

For efforts to ensure that our men and 
women in uniform have the support they need; 

For efforts to responsibly reduce our $17 
trillion plus debt, which is a national security 
concern; 

And for efforts to balance our nation’s budg-
et—the President’s budget proposal never 
achieves balance. 

Mr. Chair, I will vote for efforts to reform our 
entitlement programs to ensure that they are 
preserved and protected for future genera-
tions. This budget proposal is a thoughtful 
document that forces the Congress to face re-
ality—these programs, which are on autopilot, 
are simply unsustainable in their current form. 

And we must reform these programs be-
cause they consume roughly two thirds of our 
nation’s spending. We must preserve our abil-
ity to quickly respond to any crisis, foreign or 
domestic, while still ensuring we have the abil-
ity to make the needed investments that will 
spur economic private industry growth and in-
genuity. 

Just like the bipartisan Ryan Murray budget 
agreement, I do not agree with every line in 
this budget framework, and I will work to im-
prove any future legislation that may be con-
sidered as a result of its adoption. But I do 
agree that we have a duty to offer ideas in the 
public sphere. I will vote yes because our fis-
cal challenges are real, and they must be ad-
dressed. 
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CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON 
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. FRANK R. WOLF 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, April 8, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H. Con. Res. 96) estab-
lishing the budget for the United States Gov-
ernment for fiscal year 2015 and setting forth 
appropriate budgetary levels for fiscal years 
2016 through 2024: 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chair, I will vote for H. Con. 
Res. 96 because I continue to believe the 
Congress has a responsibility to produce a 
budget each year. As a longstanding member 
of the House Appropriations Committee, I feel 
it is important that Congress have an open 
and honest debate about the fiscal challenges 
our country faces, especially our out-of-control 
entitlement spending that continues to deplete 
the federal coffers of resources to invest in de-
fense, infrastructure, education, science and 
research on cancer, Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, 
ALS (Lou Gehrig’s Disease), juvenile diabetes, 
multiple sclerosis, autism and other diseases. 
These investments are what made America 
great in the 20th century, but are on track to 

be completely overtaken within a decade due 
to unchecked entitlement spending growth. 

When I came to the floor to vote for last 
year’s budget, we were $16.7 trillion in debt. 
Today, we are over $17.5 trillion in debt. 
That’s a nearly trillion dollar increase in one 
year. It’s projected to grow to over $27 trillion 
in 10 years, another $10 trillion increase. Our 
unfunded obligations and liabilities are now 
projected to be well of $70 trillion, and CBO’s 
February 2014 budget outlook projected this 
year’s deficit to be about $514 billion. These 
numbers get worse with each passing year. 

Equally troubling, this mounting debt is in-
creasingly held by foreign countries. In 1970, 
6 percent of debt held by the public was in for-
eign hands. In 1990, it was 19 percent. Today, 
nearly 50 percent of our publically held debt is 
in foreign hands—and it is held by countries 
like China and Saudi Arabia which certainly do 
not share our interests or values. 

My vote today reflects my desire to advance 
the congressional budget process to confront 
these serious challenges. While there are 
many good things in this budget, my vote 
should not be interpreted as a reflection of my 
satisfaction with the legislation itself. Simply 
put, I believe this is a flawed proposal that 
stands no chance of being adopted by both 
chambers of Congress this year. I continue to 
have serious concerns with several of the pro-
visions and believe it falls short of being a 
plan that can garner the bipartisan support 
necessary to put our nation on a path towards 
fiscal responsibility. 

Most notably, this budget once again falls 
short in its failure to incorporate most of the 
recommendations of the bipartisan Simpson- 
Bowles Commission. Regrettably, another 
year has gone by where the president and 
both the Republicans and Democrats in Con-
gress have failed to advance the only bipar-
tisan fiscal reforms that would address our 
debt and deficit in a manner that could result 
in real progress. 

As I have repeatedly said, I would much 
prefer to vote for a bipartisan budget modeled 
off the Simpson-Bowles plan. It could be im-
proved by incorporating changes in existing 
law and other proposals, such as those pro-
duced by the discussions between the presi-
dent and Speaker BOEHNER, and plans offered 
by Alice Rivlin and Pete Domenici, and Rep-
resentative RYAN and Senator WYDEN. Like 
the Ryan plan before us today, I do not agree 
with every line in the Simpson-Bowles plan. 
But only a budget based on this model can 
put our nation on a sustainable, long-term 
path to replace sequestration and reform our 
nation’s entitlement programs so they will exist 
for future generations. 

As much as both sides might prefer that 
their party control both chambers of Congress 
and the White House, this is simply not the 
case. And it’s unlikely to change until 2016 at 
the earliest. Either the Congress can get seri-
ous about adopting budget reforms that have 
bipartisan consensus and could be signed into 
law, or we can continue having these same 
quixotic debates, year after year, while our 
debt and deficit grow unabated. The debt and 
deficit numbers continue to get worse, and 
none of the actions taken by the Congress— 
including sequestration—have made a mean-
ingful impact on our fiscal situation. 

For the last eight years I have been working 
toward finding consensus on bipartisan budget 
reforms based on the premise that all Ameri-
cans, not just one group or another, will have 
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to give something towards reducing our debt 
and deficits. Starting in 2006, during the Bush 
Administration, I began advocating for a bipar-
tisan commission—the Securing America’s Fu-
ture Economy (SAFE) Commission—to identify 
budget reforms that could win the support of 
both Republicans and Democrats. The Simp-
son-Bowles Commission, appointed in 2010, 
was formed largely in response to efforts in 
the House and Senate to advance the SAFE 
Commission. The commission’s co-chairs, 
former Senator Alan Simpson and Erskine 
Bowles, ultimately produced a package of bi-
partisan reforms that was serious and effec-
tive. 

Unfortunately, President Obama and con-
gressional leadership have spent the last three 
years running away from the Simpson-Bowles 
recommendations. When my colleagues and I 
have brought legislation to the floor of the 
House based on these recommendations, the 
efforts have fallen short due to a lack of sup-
port from both Republican and Democrat lead-
ership. I believe their misguided opposition 
represents a failure of leadership that they will 
come to regret in the years ahead, as our 
budget challenges grow more and more dire. 

To date, we have instead been presented 
with tepid proposals that fail to meaningfully 
impact our debt, or proposals, like this budget, 
that embrace a vision for budget reform that 
stands little chance of passing and becoming 
law. 

This year, President Obama has retreated 
from even modest budget reforms that he has 
proposed in the past, such as chained CPI. I 
believe history will not look kindly on his fail-
ure to lead efforts to bring both parties to-
gether around meaningful reforms to address 
this existential national threat. His failure to 
lead over the last five years is directly re-
flected in the budget that the House has 
passed today, which reflects a conservative 
blueprint for budget reform rather than reforms 
based on bipartisan consensus. 

There’s a certain irony that the budget ap-
proved today continues to draw from only one 
section of the Simpson-Bowles framework: 
making our federal workforce contribute more 
towards its retirement and taking steps to-
wards ending the defined benefit retirement 
plan. Yet again, the Congress is targeting just 
one group of Americans for additional sac-
rifice—just as has been done for offsets in 
past budget agreements. This flies in the face 
of the Simpson-Bowles vision of shared sac-
rifice among all Americans in fixing our debt 
and deficit and, as I have said many times, is 
just wrong. To cite the Simpson-Bowles rec-
ommendations as an excuse to single out ad-
ditional cuts to federal employees is disingen-
uous and inappropriate. 

My colleagues often forget that while there 
are many federal employees in the capital re-
gion, it is worth noting that more than 85 per-
cent of the workforce is outside of Wash-
ington. They also may not realize that more 
than 65 percent of all federal employees work 
in agencies that support our national defense 
capabilities as we continue to fight the War on 
Terror. 

The first American killed in Afghanistan, 
Mike Spann, was a CIA agent and a con-
stituent from my congressional district. CIA, 
FBI, DEA agents, and State Department em-
ployees are serving side-by-side with our mili-
tary in the fight against the Taliban. 

Federal employees include the Border Pa-
trol and Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment agents who are working to stop the flow 
of illegal immigrants and drugs across our bor-
ders. 

They are the medical researchers at NIH 
working to develop cures for cancer, diabetes, 
Alzheimer’s and autism. They are the VA doc-
tors and nurses treating veterans from World 
War II to the present day. They are the NASA 
astronauts and engineers working to support 
the International Space Station and build our 
nation’s exploration program. These are just a 
few examples of the hardworking people that 
serve our country each day that this budget 
unfairly targets. 

I am also concerned with a provision in the 
budget that would only replace one federal 
employee for every three vacancies. Do we 
really want to cut the number of FBI and Bor-
der Patrol agents and VA doctors by two- 
thirds? This proposal amounts to an indiscrimi-
nate sequestration of the federal workforce. 
While there may be some agencies where re-
ductions are necessary, I do not support this 
indiscriminate approach of doing so. Taken to-
gether, these proposals on federal employees 
may very well undermine the federal work-
force. 

It is often said that budgets are about 
choices, and I fear that yet another year will 
go by where we fail to make the tough 
choices—yet tough choices that members 
from both parties can support—to make real 
progress in confronting our debt and deficit. 
Until the president and congressional leader-
ship start to incorporate the Simpson-Bowles 
recommendations, or a bold plan like this that 
gets control of the debt and deficit, into their 
budgets, we will likely never address the struc-
tural reforms that must be made to responsibly 
get our nation’s fiscal house in order. This 
should be done in a manner that involves 
shared sacrifice from all Americans, not just 
certain groups of Americans. 

I am proud to have served on the House 
Appropriations Committee for most of my ten-
ure in the Congress, where each year we 
produce appropriations bills that make tough 
choices, yet the bills often pass with bipartisan 
support. Over the last several years, the full 
Appropriations Committee has made more 
than $100 billion in cuts to discretionary 
spending. The Commerce-Justice-Science Ap-
propriations subcommittee, which I chair, has 
contributed more than $12 billion towards 
those cuts. But we approached these cuts in 
a responsible manner and I am proud that we 
have often had bipartisan support for the bills 
we produce. It can be done, but it requires 
leadership. 

Mr. Chair, this budget is constructive for ad-
vancing the debate about our nation’s fiscal 
challenges, and my vote today reflects my 
support for the process. But until this Con-
gress passes a budget based on the bipar-
tisan reforms recommended by the Simpson- 
Bowles recommendations, it is unlikely we will 
ever make real progress towards reducing our 
debt and deficit in a substantial way. It’s time 
for leadership—from the president and both 
Republicans and Democrats in Congress—to 
deal with this issue. 

A TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF WIGGSY 
SIVERTSEN 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, April 10, 2014 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, we rise today to 
express our deepest gratitude and heartfelt 
congratulations to Wiggsy Sivertsen on the oc-
casion of her retirement from San Jose State 
University where she has been a Personal 
Counselor and Licensed Clinical Social Work-
er for forty five years. 

Wiggsy Sivertsen has given generously of 
her time and considerable talent to the stu-
dents at San Jose State, supporting them in 
their personal struggles and helping them 
achieve their professional goals. The student 
evaluations on an online site speak volumes 
about this extraordinary woman. ‘‘Awesome 
teacher and subject! Best class I have ever 
taken in college.’’ ‘‘Concerned/outgoing/ex-
tremely funny/sensitive. Busy woman that will 
make time for you.’’ These are only two of 
many, many outstanding evaluations. 

Wiggsy Sivertsen earned a Bachelor’s de-
gree from San Jose State University and a 
Master’s degree in Social Work from Tulane 
University. In the early 1980’s, Wiggsy, fear-
less and ahead of her time, cofounded Bay 
Area Municipal Elections Committee 
(BAYMEC) to advocate for members of the 
LGBT community to address burgeoning dis-
crimination against the LGBT community. She 
envisioned and designed BAYMEC to educate 
our communities and advocate for the rights of 
all. 

Wiggsy has spent thousands of hours lob-
bying elected officials for hate-crime legisla-
tion, marriage equality, and other LGBT rights. 
In addition to BAYMEC, she founded two 
other LGBT advocacy groups: Advocates for 
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual Youth, a legal organi-
zation; and Open Mind Network, Inc, an orga-
nization which is an educational platform to in-
form organized groups of the legitimate rights 
of LGBT communities. She has also worked 
side-by-side with several community organiza-
tions and law enforcement to achieve these 
goals. 

Wiggsy’s contributions to our country have 
been recognized by the Civil Liberties Union 
‘‘Don Edwards Defender of Constitutional Lib-
erty’’ Award, and the California State Special 
Recognition Award for Service to the Lesbian 
and Gay Community. She was also recog-
nized by the San Jose Mercury News as one 
of ‘‘The Millennium 100, Pillars of Their Com-
munities’’. 

Mr. Speaker, we ask our colleagues to join 
us in thanking Wiggsy Sivertsen for her ex-
traordinary career as an educator at San Jose 
State University, and for her unswerving com-
mitment to social justice for all, particularly the 
civil rights of the LGBT community. Her con-
tributions will live on as her lasting legacy, and 
we honor her for strengthening our community 
immeasurably and making our country a more 
just and equitable one. 
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