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The majority’s budget is a clear sign
that economic prosperity for all is sim-
ply not that important, that equality
is not that important. Many of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
are focused on shrinking the govern-
ment at any cost—at all costs—even if
it means doing so on the backs of the
most vulnerable among us.

The CBC substitute budget takes a
different approach by offering a plan
that reduces the deficit and alleviates
the harm inflicted by sequestration in
a responsible and fiscally sound way.

The CBC substitute is focused on
making our government work smarter
and our programs operate more effi-
ciently. It provides a plan to turn our
country’s economy around and to open
the door of opportunity for future gen-
erations.

The CBC substitute includes initia-
tives that would provide immediate as-
sistance to all Americans, like extend-
ing emergency unemployment insur-
ance and raising the Federal minimum
wage while also mapping out a long-
term agenda for future economic
growth.

It reinforces support for critical safe-
ty net programs, provides resources to
address persistent poverty, rebuilds our
transportation infrastructure, and pro-
motes domestic manufacturing.

The CBC substitute proposes reforms
to make our Tax Code more fair. Our
budget eliminates a number of special
tax breaks that benefit the wealthiest
Americans, and it closes the inter-
national tax loopholes that move
American jobs overseas. The CBC pro-
posed tax reforms would save $2 trillion
over a 10-year period and would create
jobs.

By passing the CBC substitute, Con-
gress can stimulate the economy while
expanding the middle class. To my col-
leagues in the House, we have a blue-
print. Let’s build a better America to-
gether and move closer to giving every-
one a budget and a country of which we
can be proud.

——

IN HONOR OF MILLARD AND J.J.
OAKLEY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MIL-
LER of Florida). The Chair recognizes
the gentlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs.
BLACK) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to honor two beloved Tennesseans
who have dedicated their lives and
service to our State, Millard and Joyce
Annette Oakley.

A lifelong resident of Overton County
and a graduate from Tennessee Tech
University, Millard Oakley is a true
jack-of-all-trades. He proudly rep-
resented the Upper Cumberland for
four terms in the Tennessee General
Assembly, and he continued his service
as a member of the Tennessee Board of
Regents and as the State insurance
commissioner.

Today, he ensures that small busi-
nesses in our district have the capital
needed to expand their reach and hire
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more workers as the director of the
First National Bank of Tennessee; and
he helps spread the gospel message as
the director for the Thomas Nelson
Publishers, the world’s largest Bible
publishing company.

His loving wife, Joyce, or J.J., as she
is known, is a West Virginia native,
but she got to Tennessee just as soon
as she could and met her husband-to-be
while attending the University of Ten-
nessee law school.

While the Oakleys’ accomplishments
are many, they are best known for
their generosity to the students and
families of my district. In 2004, the
Oakleys sponsored a Vince Gill concert
that helped Tennessee Tech University
raise more than $140,000 for the new
nursing school.

They also offered Tennessee Tech the
use of their family farm and donated $2
million to fund the school’s Science,
Technology, Engineering, and Mathe-
matics Center, the largest single gift in
the university’s history.

Additionally, the Oakleys were in-
strumental in recruiting a satellite
campus of Volunteer State Community
College to Livingston and gave gener-
ously to causes such as the Overton
County Public Library.
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Today, the Oakleys can still be seen
around my district visiting the library
that bears their name or walking on
the campus of Tennessee Tech and
meeting students who have personally
benefited from their contributions.

People like Millard and J.J. Oakley
truly earn Tennessee its nickname of
the “Volunteer State.”

I am deeply grateful for their friend-
ship and their example of selfless gen-
erosity. May we all aspire to live such
a life.

———————

SEXUAL HARASSMENT
AWARENESS

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

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I have
spent a fair amount of time on the
House floor talking about sexual har-
assment, sexual assault, and rape in
the military; in fact, I have spoken 30
times about that issue. But it is appar-
ent that we also need to spend some
time talking about sexual harassment
in this Chamber.

This is the Congress of the United
States of America. This is the House of
Representatives of the United States of
America. This is not a frat house.

Regrettably, this week, another one
of our colleagues was discovered en-
gaged in inappropriate action with a
member of his staff. This is not the
first time. It will probably not be the
last time. It happens on the Republican
side. It happens on the Democratic
side. That doesn’t make it okay.

Almost 25 years ago, Anita Hill testi-
fied before the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee. There were six male Senators
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that questioned her. They suggested
that she somehow had wanted it or was
lying. I was so mad. I remember watch-
ing that testimony and throwing my
slipper at the television. That was in
1991.

The following year, 1992, was called
the Year of the Woman in Congress.
Women were mad. That year, more
women were elected to Congress than
ever before. In fact, in California, we
elected two U.S. Senators: Senators
DIANNE FEINSTEIN and BARBARA BOXER.

It is time for us to recognize that we
have a problem. It is not okay to fondle
a staff member. It is not okay to make
suggestive comments to a staff mem-
ber. It is not okay to have provocative
pictures on your computer. It is just
not okay to conduct ourselves in that
manner.

Today, I am introducing a bill that I
have been working on for some time
that will require that every Member of
this House and every staff member par-
ticipate in a training on sexual harass-
ment at least once every 2 years.

We are only asking ourselves to do
what is being done by over 60 percent
of the corporations in this country. In
fact, in California, I carried legislation
that required the posting of signage in
every corporation about what sexual
harassment was, the rights and respon-
sibilities around it, and what steps you
could take if it happened. We then took
steps to make sure every member of
the State legislature was subject to
sexual harassment training at least
once every 2 years.

Here in Congress, there is an Office of
Compliance. Ironically, the Office of
Compliance is where you might report
sexual harassment, but then the Office
of Compliance is responsible for pro-
tecting the office. Go figure.

It is time, Mr. Speaker, for us to
clean up our act. It is time.

——

DISASTROUS EFFECTS OF RYAN
REPUBLICAN BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) for
5 minutes.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, as the ranking
member of the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology, I feel com-
pelled to talk to you today about the
disastrous effects the Ryan budget
would have on our country’s research
and development enterprise and, con-
sequently, the disastrous effect this
budget would have on America’s future
competitiveness.

As others have pointed out, the Re-
publican budget cuts nondefense dis-
cretionary spending by $1.3 trillion
below the baseline 2014 spending level,
adjusted for inflation. These are mas-
sive cuts on top of a budget that has al-
ready had large reductions in recent
years.

The effects on research and develop-
ment would be dramatic. The American
Association for the Advancement of
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Science estimates that the Ryan budg-
et would cut civilian research and de-
velopment by $92 billion from the cur-
rent baseline and $112 billion below the
President’s budget request.

These are striking reductions. Please
keep in mind that the National Science
Foundation’s total annual budget is
just over $7 billion. The Republican
budget cuts more research and develop-
ment funding every year than the en-
tire annual budget of the National
Science Foundation.

This is insanity. My colleagues on
the other side of the aisle have truly
divorced themselves from reality if
they think these cuts to research and
development won’t cripple our country
for decades to come.

Let’s talk about what the Repub-
licans want to cut.

It is estimated that technological in-
novation has led to the majority of
America’s economic growth since
World War II. Much of this innovation
has been funded by the Federal Govern-
ment.

Think back to the first grants that
NASA gave Robert Noyce’s upstart
company in the 1960s. Of course, he
went on to be the founder of Intel, the
largest computer chip maker in the
world. Or think of the NSF research
grant that led to the creation of
Google. The very Internet itself was
initially funded as a research project
by the Department of Defense and
rolled out by the National Science
Foundation.

You can look at virtually every as-
pect of our high-tech industry and the
economy and find a connection to Fed-
eral research and development funding.
To make dramatic and drastic cuts to
R&D funding in the name of deficit re-
duction is truly shortsighted.

My friend and former CEO of Lock-
heed Martin, Norm Augustine, fre-
quently gives the following analogy.
When an airplane is overloaded and too
heavy to fly, you don’t cut weight by
chopping off the engines. I think that
is a great analogy, because that is ex-
actly what this budget does. It cuts off
the engine of American innovation.

It would be bad enough if these deep
cuts only affected research and devel-
opment, but the Ryan budget will also
painfully cut education funding. In-
dexed for inflation, that budget would
cut hundreds of billions of dollars from
precollege and college education pro-
grams.

Let’s put these education cuts in con-
text.

In the last international student as-
sessment, U.S. students ranked 26th in
mathematics and 21st in science. We
are falling behind our economic com-
petitors in STEM education. The Re-
publican solution to this problem is to
throw in the towel. These educational
cuts sell our children out, plain and
simple.

Taken together, the cuts to research
and education in this Ryan budget
paint a dark picture of America’s fu-
ture. It is a picture where America no
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longer leads the world in innovation. It
is a picture where our children are not
prepared for the rigors of a competitive
21st century global marketplace. It is a
picture of America in decline.

I reject this future. I call upon my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
reject the Ryan Republican budget
that sells America short and, instead,
show support for robust education and
research funding and a strong Amer-
ican future.

———

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS
BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. JEFFRIES) for 5 minutes.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the Ryan Repub-
lican budget and in support of the al-
ternative budget plan that has been
submitted by the Congressional Black
Caucus.

The CBC budget is an effort to take a
balanced approach to deficit reduction;
the GOP budget balances itself on the
backs of children, college students,
working families, middle class folks,
senior citizens, the poor, the sick, and
the afflicted.

The CBC budget would move America
forward; the GOP budget would take us
backward.

The CBC budget is designed to create
progress for the greatest number of
Americans possible; the GOP budget is
designed to promote prosperity for the
few.

As we engage in this budget debate,
we should be here on the floor of the
House of Representatives trying to find
ways to promote the American Dream
for the middle class and for those who
aspire to be part of it. Instead, the
Ryan Republican budget is a nightmare
for far too many Americans.

My good friends on the other side of
the aisle, Mr. Speaker, may suggest
that when we use language such as
that, it is hyperbole. Let’s examine
what the Ryan Republican budget ac-
tually does, because I believe, when
you put it to an evidence-based anal-
ysis, one can come to no other conclu-
sion than it will result in a nightmare
for far too many Americans.

The Ryan Republican budget would
cut more than $125 billion in food and
nutritional assistance for food-insecure
Americans. In this great country of
ours, the richest in the world, there are
more than 50 million Americans every
day who wake up hungry and food inse-
cure. Approximately 16 million of those
hungry Americans are children. Yet
the Ryan Republican budget would cut
$1256 billion in assistance to these
Americans. That is a nightmare.

The Ryan Republican budget would
also cut approximately $260 billion in
funding for higher education, essen-
tially robbing the capacity of so many
younger Americans to pursue the
American Dream of getting a college
education.

In this country, there is already
more than $1 trillion in collective stu-
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dent loan debt. That is more than $1
trillion. That reality, Mr. Speaker,
means that so many younger Ameri-
cans have an inability when they grad-
uate from college to purchase a home,
to start a family, to create small busi-
nesses. We are robbing these Americans
of a viable future. And $260 billion in
cuts to higher education funding, it
seems to me, is a nightmare for young-
er Americans.

The Ryan Republican budget would
also cut $732 billion from Medicaid. Al-
most two-thirds of the recipients of
Medicaid are actually seniors, the sick,
the disabled, and the afflicted. Don’t
believe this caricature that people like
to create as it relates to Medicaid. Sen-
iors, the sick, the afflicted, and the dis-
abled benefit from Medicaid, and the
Ryan Republican budget would cut $732
billion over a 10-year period from this
vital social safety net program? That is
a nightmare for the American people.
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So this is not hyperbole. Unfortu-
nately, this is reality.

I would urge my colleagues to take a
real close look at the Congressional
Black Caucus alternative, a fair and
balanced alternative, a budget that
would invest in job training and edu-
cation, invest in transportation and in-
frastructure, invest in research and de-
velopment, invest in technology and
innovation, invest in the American
people and our future.

That is why I am urging a ‘‘no’’ vote
on the Ryan Republican budget and a
““yes’ vote on the CBC alternative.

——————

WHAT YOU DON'T KNOW CAN
HURT YOU

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

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, it is said that what you don’t know
won’t hurt you. What you don’t know
won’t hurt you. I disagree.

What you don’t know about health
care can hurt you. What you don’t
know about a treatable condition that
can harm you, possibly kill you, what
you don’t know about it can hurt you.

I don’t believe in the idiom, the
adage, what you don’t know won’t hurt
you. I believe you should know the
truth because the truth can set you
free.

So let us take a moment now and
look at just one aspect of what is
called the Ryan budget. Let’s look at
health care. The Ryan budget repeals
the Affordable Care Act. It repeals it
without replacing it.

What you don’t know can hurt you.
But if you know the truth, it can lib-
erate you. We need to get the truth to
the masses so that the masses can un-
derstand the impact of repealing with-
out replacing.

Let’s reflect upon 2009, when we em-
barked upon the task of developing an
Affordable Care Act. In 2009, we were
spending $2.5 trillion per year on
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