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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable CHRIS-
TOPHER A. COONS, a Senator from the 
State of Delaware. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, who has made of one 

blood all the nations of the Earth, hal-
lowed be Your Name. Give Your grace 
to our lawmakers so that their lives 
will give a witness to Your providential 
power and love. May the words of their 
mouths and the meditations of their 
hearts be acceptable to You. Give them 
courage in danger, steadfastness in 
trial, and perseverance in difficulty. 

Lord, we also ask You to touch Sen-
ator MARK KIRK with Your healing 
hands, restoring him to robust health. 

We pray in Your merciful Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable CHRISTOPHER A. COONS 
led the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. INOUYE). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, January 24, 2012. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable CHRISTOPHER A. 
COONS, a Senator from the State of Dela-
ware, to perform the duties of the Chair. 

DANIEL K. INOUYE, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. COONS thereupon assumed the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
leader remarks, the Senate will be in a 
period of morning business until 4 p.m. 
today. During that period of time, each 
Senator will be permitted to speak for 
up to 10 minutes. The majority will 
control the first 30 minutes and the Re-
publicans will control the second 30 
minutes. The Senate is going to recess 
from 12:30 p.m. to 2:15 p.m. today to 
allow for our weekly caucus meetings. 
The State of the Union is at 9 p.m. to-
night. Senators will gather at 8:30 p.m. 
to proceed to the House of Representa-
tives. 

f 

THE ECONOMY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, for genera-
tions this was the American promise: If 
you worked hard and played by the 
rules, success would be within your 
reach. We call that success the Amer-
ican dream—to earn a decent wage, buy 
a home, put your children through 
school, and retire comfortably. For 
many people in this country, that 
dream has drifted further and further 
from reality. The recession cost many 
Americans their jobs, homes, savings, 
and basic economic security. Many are 
still struggling. Although the economy 
has made slow progress toward recov-
ery, there is still much more work to 
be done before every American who 
wants to work can find a job. 

But the terrible recession is only 
part of the problem. The same Wall 
Street greed that caused the financial 
collapse is fueling the greatest income 

disparity since the Great Depression. 
In the last few decades, the average 
CEO’s income has multiplied 250 times. 
Meanwhile, CEO’s employees have 
watched their incomes creep up barely 
at all. 

So America is at a crossroads. As 
President Lyndon Johnson said in 
1965—and it is time to ask that now— 
and I quote: 

. . . not only how to create wealth but how 
to use it; not only how fast we are going, but 
where we are headed. 

That is what he said. And the path 
we choose will determine what kind of 
a country we will be. We can choose to 
be the kind of nation where the hard 
work of many pays off only for the 
richest few or we can be the kind of na-
tion where every man and woman 
shoulders a fair share of the burden and 
reaps a fair share of the reward. We can 
be the kind of country where the rich 
get richer and the poor get poorer or 
we can be the kind of country where 
middle-class families share in the op-
portunity and the prosperity. 

President Obama has called this 
choice a ‘‘make or break moment’’ for 
the middle class, and tonight he will 
lay out a roadmap that sets us on the 
path to fairness instead of inequality. I 
look forward to hearing President 
Obama’s vision this evening. It begins 
with an economy that works for every 
American—regardless of the size of his 
or her checkbook. I expect the Presi-
dent to lay out commonsense ideas to 
spur American manufacturing, create 
jobs, and help small businesses com-
pete and grow. His vision is fueled by 
homegrown, renewable energy. It is 
time to stop spending American dollars 
on foreign oil. It is time to hire Amer-
ican workers to build wind turbines 
and next-generation vehicles. The 
President will propose a new plan to 
make sure that today’s students are 
ready for tomorrow’s jobs and that to-
day’s workers remain competitive in 
our global economy. 
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I expect the President to include 

ideas from Democrats and from Repub-
licans. For 3 years, the President has 
reached out to Republicans. Now is the 
time to work with him on common 
ideas to produce legislation, not stale-
mate. I ask my Republican colleagues 
to give his bipartisan vision the consid-
eration it deserves. 

In 1947, President Truman delivered 
the first televised State of the Union 
Message. Truman was the 20th Presi-
dent to govern alongside a Congress 
controlled by the opposing party. The 
first was George Washington. He said 
Democrats in the executive branch and 
Republicans in the legislative branch 
could and should work hand in hand to 
shape the Nation. This is what he said: 

There are ways of disagreeing; men who 
differ can still work together sincerely for 
the common good. 

I hope Republicans in Congress will 
keep those words in mind tonight. De-
spite all our differences, together we 
can build an economy that works for 
the common good of all Americans. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

THE PRESIDENT’S POLICIES 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, to-
night the President of the United 
States will come to the Capitol to give 
us his sense of the state of the Union. 
This is a venerable tradition, and we 
welcome him. Yet it is hard not to feel 
a sense of disappointment even before 
tonight’s speech is delivered because 
while we do not yet know all the spe-
cifics, we do know the goal. Based on 
what the President’s aides have been 
telling reporters, the goal is not to 
conquer the Nation’s problems, it is to 
conquer Republicans. The goal is not to 
prevent gridlock but to guarantee it. 

Here is how the New York Times 
summed up the President’s election- 
year strategy in a recent article enti-
tled ‘‘Obama to Turn Up Attacks on 
Congress in Campaign.’’ Here is the 
quote: 

In terms of the president’s relationship 
with Congress in 2012 . . . the president is no 
longer tied to Washington, D.C. 

According to the story, winning a 
full-year extension of the cut in payroll 
taxes is the last—the last—‘‘must do’’ 
piece of legislation for the White 
House. 

Here is how a White House aide de-
scribed the President’s election-year 
strategy just a couple of weeks ago, 
presumably just as tonight’s speech 
was being drafted. Referring to past 
displays of bipartisanship, he said: 

[Then] we were in a position of legislative 
compromise by necessity. That phase is be-
hind us. . . . 

So, as I see it, the message from the 
White House is that the President has 
basically given up. He got nearly ev-
erything he wanted from Congress for 
the first 2 years of his Presidency. The 
results are in. It is not good. So he has 
decided to spend the rest of the year 
trying to convince folks that the re-
sults of the economic policies he put in 
place are somehow Congress’s fault and 
not his. 

Well, my message is this: This debate 
is not about what Congress may or may 
not do in the future, it is about what 
this President has already done. The 
President’s policies are now firmly in 
place. It is his economy now. We are 
living under the Obama economy. The 
President may want to come here to-
night and make it sound as if he just 
somehow walked in the door. A better 
approach is to admit that his 3-year ex-
periment in big government has made 
our economy worse and our Nation’s 
future more uncertain and it is time 
for a different approach. That is the 
message the American people delivered 
to the President in November of 2010, 
and they are still waiting. 

The President will tell the American 
people tonight that he has a blueprint 
for the economy. What he will fail to 
mention is that we have been working 
off the President’s blueprint now for 3 
years—for 3 years. And what has it got-
ten us? Millions still looking for work, 
trillions in debt, and the first credit 
downgrade in U.S. history. 

The President will propose ideas to-
night that sound good and have bipar-
tisan support. If he is serious about 
these proposals, if he really wants to 
enact them, he will encourage Demo-
crats who run the Senate to keep them 
free from poison pills such as tax hikes 
on job creators that we know from past 
experience turn bipartisan support into 
bipartisan opposition. 

If the President wants someone to 
blame for this economy, he should 
start with himself. The fact is, any 
CEO in America with a record like this 
after 3 years on the job would be gra-
ciously shown the door. This President 
blames the managers instead. He 
blames the folks on the shop floor. He 
blames the weather. 

Well, you are certainly within your 
rights to walk away from the legisla-
tive process if you like, Mr. President. 
You can point the finger all you like. 
But you cannot walk away from your 
record. 

I saw a survey the other day that 
contained a number of sobering find-
ings. It was a poll of small business 
leaders. It said that more than 8 out of 
10 of them now believe the U.S. econ-
omy is on the wrong track. Eight in 

ten said they would rather have Wash-
ington stay out of the way than try to 
help them. Nearly 9 out of 10 said they 
would rather have more certainty from 
Washington than assistance. And it 
said that nearly one-third of all those 
surveyed said they are not hiring on 
account of the health care bill. One- 
third of them said they were not hiring 
on account of the health care bill. 
What this survey says to me is that the 
policies of this administration are lit-
erally crushing—crushing—the private 
sector. They are stifling job creation, 
and they are holding the economy 
back. 

Americans want Washington to get 
out of the way. Yet this President con-
tinues to have the same two-word an-
swer he has always had for seemingly 
every single problem we face: more 
government. And this is the economy 
we have to show for it. 

Last week, the President had an op-
portunity to do something on his own 
about the ongoing jobs crisis. The only 
thing that stood in the way of the sin-
gle biggest shovel-ready infrastructure 
project in America was him. The Key-
stone Pipeline was just the kind of 
project he had been calling for in 
speeches for months, and he said no; 
that one could wait. Here is a project 
he knew would create thousands of jobs 
instantly. He said no. A project that 
would not have cost taxpayers a dime. 
He said no. That would have brought 
more energy from our ally Canada and 
less from the Middle East. He said no. 
It all came down to one question: Was 
the Keystone Pipeline in the national 
interest? He said no. 

As one columnist put it, his own 
standard was not the national interest, 
it was his own political interest. Amer-
icans want jobs, and the President is 
studying an election that took place 60 
years ago to see how he can save his 
own job. 

He sided with the liberal environ-
mental base over the energy and secu-
rity interests of the American people. 
That is exactly what we are now being 
told we can expect for the rest of the 
year. 

In last year’s State of the Union, the 
President talked about how we need to 
win the future—win the future. This 
year he just wants to win the next 
campaign. The President can decide he 
is not interested in working with Con-
gress if his party only controls one-half 
of it. That is his prerogative. He can 
give up on bipartisanship, but we will 
not; our problems are too urgent. The 
economy is too weak. The future is too 
uncertain. 

The President knows as well as I do 
that when he has called for action on 
things for which there exists bipartisan 
support, Republicans have been his 
strongest allies. Last year in the State 
of the Union, he called for free-trade 
agreements. We worked hard to get 
them done and we did. Since then he 
called for an extension of the highway 
and FAA bills and the jobs that come 
with them. We did both with strong bi-
partisan support. The President asked 
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for patent reform. We got that done 
too. 

The President knows as well as we do 
we are happy to work with him when-
ever he is willing to work with us. If he 
turns his back on that good-faith offer, 
as we expect he will this year, we will 
remind people the problems we face are 
not about what Congress may or may 
not do in the future but what this 
President has already done—what has 
already happened. 

Let the President turn his back on 
bipartisanship, let the press cover 
every futile speech and every staged 
event, but we intend to do our jobs. We 
invite him to join us. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will be in a period of morning 
business until 4 p.m. today, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each, with the time 
equally divided and controlled between 
the two leaders or their designees, with 
the first 30 minutes controlled by the 
majority leader or his designee and the 
second 30 minutes controlled by the 
Republican leader or his designee. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Illinois. 

f 

BIPARTISAN COOPERATION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I lis-
tened to the speech just given by the 
Republican leader of the Senate. He ex-
presses a sentiment Americans share; 
that it is time for us to work together 
in the Senate and the House, across the 
board in Washington, and solve the 
problems which American families face 
every single day. 

I agree with him completely. Unfor-
tunately, the record does not reflect 
the level of cooperation which the 
American people are expecting. It was 
hardly a month or two into the Obama 
administration when the Republican 
leader announced that his highest pri-
ority was to make certain Barack 
Obama was a one-term President. 

It is difficult to establish a working 
relationship when the first words out 
of a Republican leader’s mouth are: We 
are going to defeat you. Then, as we 
addressed the largest issues of the day, 
time and again, we found little or no 
bipartisan cooperation. I think back to 
the important, historic debate on 
health care. If there was ever a mo-
ment when we should have come to-
gether with a bipartisan solution, it 
was that moment. 

Despite the best efforts of Senator 
BAUCUS, the Democratic Finance chair 
and others, we were unable to even get 

a core group of Republicans to join us 
in this conversation about containing 
the overwhelming increase in the cost 
of health care. At the end of the day, 
after one of the most painfully long 
and rancorous debates in Senate his-
tory, not one single Republican Sen-
ator would vote for health care re-
form—not one. 

The same thing held true when it 
came to Wall Street reform. Many of us 
felt the recession we are currently 
coming out of was created by mis-
management and greed at the highest 
levels of our financial institutions. 
Many of us were angered by the fact 
that we were called on, with a political 
gun to our heads, and told, if we do not 
pass a bailout program for the biggest 
banks in America, our economy will 
crater and the weakest, poorest people 
in America will suffer the most. 

That was our choice, our Faustian 
choice given at that moment. Many of 
us were determined to never let that 
happen again. So we put together a 
Wall Street reform bill. Senator Chris 
Dodd of Connecticut, now retired, led 
the effort on the Democratic side, and 
we tried to come up with a bipartisan 
bill. We worked to do it. He was mas-
terful in his day and did everything in 
his power to make it a bipartisan bill. 
Yet at the end of the day, not one sin-
gle Republican would vote for Wall 
Street reform—not one. 

Now, on the campaign trial, we hear 
from Republican candidates that they 
are going to repeal Wall Street reform. 
They are going to repeal health care 
reform. They are not creating an envi-
ronment that is conducive to the level 
of cooperation of which Senator 
MCCONNELL earlier spoke. 

I hope he is right; that even in this 
Presidential election year, we can find 
some common ground. There are sev-
eral items which are immediately be-
fore us which require it: First, the ex-
tension of the payroll tax cut. This is a 
cut that helps working families across 
America and helps the economy. It will 
expire at the end of February if we do 
not reach a bipartisan agreement to ex-
tend it, along with unemployment ben-
efits. 

Secondly, postal reform. Many of the 
suggestions that have been made by 
the Postmaster General about saving 
money at the post office create real 
hardship in States such as Illinois, 
where some nine different mail proc-
essing facilities would be closed, closed 
in areas where I, frankly, could never 
justify it because they do a volume of 
work, do it well, and perform a valu-
able function. We have a chance. By 
May 15, the deadline which the Post-
master General agreed to in my of-
fice—by May 15, if we enact legislation 
signed by the President to save money 
and keep the post office running in the 
right direction, then we can avoid some 
of these onerous cuts and choices we 
have heard about. 

But the burden falls on Congress, 
Democrats and Republicans, to achieve 
it. I hope we can. 

CUBA AND HAITI 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, last 

week, I had the opportunity to visit 
two island nations near our shores, 
Cuba and Haiti. Each is facing enor-
mous problems—in Cuba, how to re-
form a Communist dictatorship of over 
half a century into a modern demo-
cratic member of the community of na-
tions, and in Haiti how to rebuild from 
a devastating earthquake of 2 years 
ago in a nation already one of the poor-
est on Earth. 

I concluded the trip more optimistic 
about Haiti, despite all its challenges, 
than Cuba, which quite simply ap-
peared frozen in time in an ideology 
which should be cast aside for a more 
modern view of how to progress in the 
21st century. 

Let me start with Cuba. I am no fan 
of the Castro regime, but I am also no 
fan of the foreign policy of the United 
States. When I look back at what we 
tried to achieve for over 50 years in 
Cuba, any honest, objective analysis 
will have to tell you we did not achieve 
our goal. Fidel Castro is not a casualty 
of our own foreign policy; he is a cas-
ualty of old age. He is still there, and 
his brother now reins as his successor 
in Cuba. 

Despite some notable achievement in 
this nation of Cuba, in areas such as 
health and education—and I saw first-
hand as I traveled around some of these 
achievements—the government has 
maintained a grip on this island which 
is unfair to many of the people who 
live there. 

Political opposition is swiftly and 
harshly repressed, often with severe 
prison sentences and deeply troubling 
harassment. Those pursuing greater 
political freedom of government ac-
countability at times even find their 
young children threatened, as was 
sadly noted in the New York Times on 
Sunday. 

In this most recent incident, Maritza 
Pelegrino Cabrales found herself re-
peatedly harassed by government offi-
cials for associating with the Ladies in 
White, a group of wives, mothers, and 
daughters, of political prisoners. In-
credibly, state security officers threat-
ened to take away her 5- and 7-year-old 
daughters. 

Other brave Cubans, such as Oswaldo 
Paya, who collected thousands of sig-
natures on a petition calling for mod-
est political change, found himself and 
his colleagues harassed and in some 
cases jailed. Tragically, the petition 
process for change was actually called 
for in the Cuban Constitution. He was 
only following the Constitution of his 
country, and he ended up being har-
assed and many who supported him ar-
rested. 

Nonetheless, under President Raul 
Castro, there has been some modest re-
form, the conditional release of some 
political prisoners, and some economic 
reform. There has also been some seri-
ous oil exploration underway off the 
coast of Cuba. I wanted to go to Cuba 
for the first time to visit that part of 
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Cuba, other than Guantanamo, to see 
what changes had taken place, to see 
what preparations the Cuban Govern-
ment had made for offshore oil drilling 
within 50 miles of the State of Flor-
ida’s coast, to see if the United States 
and Cuba could work together on po-
tential environmental concerns related 
to such offshore drilling, to see if the 
50-plus years of U.S. isolation were 
having the intended affect of creating a 
climate of political and economic re-
form. 

Most important, I wished to talk to 
the Cuban Government about a 62-year- 
old American development worker, 
Alan Gross of Maryland, who has been 
imprisoned by the Cuban regime for 
more than 2 years. Gross was sentenced 
to 15 years for bringing Internet equip-
ment to Cuba for the island’s small 
Jewish community—15 years for bring-
ing equipment to Cuba which any 
American could purchase at Radio 
Shack. 

Fifteen years in prison, can anyone 
imagine that in today’s world? That is 
a fact in Cuba. I sat for 2 hours with 
Mr. Gross. I am grateful the govern-
ment let me do that. I did not know 
him in advance. I had heard a lot about 
him, but I took the measure of a man 
who is living under the most trying cir-
cumstances during that 2-hour meet-
ing. 

Alan Gross is no spy. He is no ter-
rorist. He is no threat to Cuba or its fu-
ture. He is a humble and kind man. He 
was not trying to overthrow their gov-
ernment. He was simply trying to ex-
pand communications and openness in 
Cuba. Now, while his family suffers in 
his absence back home, he languishes 
in a Cuban military hospital, a 
prisonlike atmosphere. 

He told me what happened when he 
came to Cuba. He said: Understand, I 
used my American passport with my 
name and flew in on a Cuban-owned 
airline, landed in Havana and took 
every piece of equipment I was bring-
ing in through Customs and stood 
there while they took each piece out of 
the box and inspected it. At one point, 
the Customs official said to him: What 
is this? 

He said: It is a router. 
He said: I am not sure you can bring 

it in. 
At which point, Gross said: Then 

keep it. Just give me your name. I will 
come back and claim it as I leave the 
country. 

The man said: No, wait a minute. 
Maybe if I charge you a duty you can 
bring it in. 

Gross said: How much is the duty? 
The man said: How much did it cost? 

Because it is 100 percent we are going 
to charge you. 

He said: It cost $100. 
The duty is $100 then. 
He paid the $100 and all the equip-

ment passed through Customs, right on 
the table, inspected piece by piece. He 
brought it into the country. He stayed 
at a Cuban hotel. They knew where he 
was and his travels were well known, 

as most travels are, to the Cuban Gov-
ernment. Then they arrested him and 
said he was guilty of trying to over-
throw the government. It is hard to say 
with a straight face that Alan Gross 
was some agent of a government trying 
to overthrow the Cuban Government. 

He languishes now over 2 years be-
cause of these accusations. They have 
taken away his shoes. He said at one 
point he could not have shoestrings be-
cause he might try to hang himself. It 
took him 7 months to convince them to 
allow his wife to bring him dental floss. 
He uses the dental floss for shoestrings. 
They took away his iPod. He has no ac-
cess to music, and he sits there day 
after weary day. He told me his rou-
tine. It is a routine which I would find 
hard to imagine for any long period of 
time. He gets up at 6 o’clock. He is in 
a room with two other prisoners. He 
has mapped out a course on the floor 
he has measured that he walks every 
morning, back and forth and back and 
forth, for an hour and a half. 

He says: If I do that route 500 times, 
it is the equivalent of 5 miles. So I 
walk that back and forth every morn-
ing when I get up. Then I get a little 
breakfast and listen to Cuban news. Fi-
nally, in the afternoon, they get a 
chance to go outside—1 hour outside. 
He says: They have some rebar hanging 
over a patio, and I do pullups to try to 
keep myself in decent physical condi-
tion. 

He is suffering from a deteriorating 
back problem, which causes partial pa-
ralysis in his right leg. They wanted to 
treat him with chemotherapy, but he 
refused. I find it hard to imagine how 
chemotherapy could apply to that situ-
ation. He is a man who has other med-
ical issues of arthritis and other prob-
lems, gout and other conditions, which 
do not make for a very comfortable life 
and, of course, the wear and tear on his 
mind from being separated from his 
family for so long. 

I was very moved by my discussion 
with Alan Gross—his bravery and par-
ticularly his warmth toward the Cuban 
people. I said to one of the ministers of 
the government afterwards: You ought 
to sit down and talk to this man. He 
doesn’t hate Cuba or the people of 
Cuba. He certainly wasn’t coming in to 
overthrow your government. He would 
come back to America and say we need 
a better, stronger relationship between 
our two nations. Much different than 
some might expect. 

I appealed to the Cuban Government 
when I was there—twice, three times, 
in fact—to consider a humanitarian re-
lease of Alan Gross, to show some com-
passion for this man, to show a gesture 
that could help improve relations be-
tween our two countries that have seen 
enough division and animosity. 

I know our Interests Section under 
the Chief of Mission, John Caulfield, 
has worked tirelessly on this issue as 
well. Sadly, the Cuban Government 
seems determined to keep Alan Gross 
as a pawn, an innocent hostage in the 
endless and dated standoff between our 

two nations. I hope I am wrong in that 
conclusion, but I left Cuba feeling this 
poor man was a victim of international 
horse trading which has been going on 
for five decades. I hope the government 
will show compassion and mercy to Mr. 
Gross and let him come home after 2 
years of imprisonment. 

Recently, President Raul Castro re-
leased over 290 political prisoners, in-
cluding some Americans. Alan Gross 
was not included. He should have been. 
There is still a chance—a chance for 
the Cuban Government to do the right 
thing for Alan Gross and do something 
that will allow us to say there is real 
progress when it comes to dealing, at 
least in this instance, with a man who 
I believe has been falsely accused. 

I hope there are some in the Cuban 
leadership who are tired of the old way 
of doing things—tired of decades of iso-
lation and worn-out slogans blaming 
the superpower United States for every 
problem in Cuba, tired of a system of 
political and economic isolation that 
has nothing to do with the United 
States anymore and a system that 
keeps its people from joining the com-
munity of nations and sharing the 
many impressive talents of the Cuban 
people. 

Nonetheless, while deeply troubled 
by Cuba’s political repression and the 
impasse on Alan Gross, I continue to 
believe we should look for new ways to 
establish a relationship with Cuba. I 
believe that dramatically opening Cuba 
to the world at large, and America in 
particular—the ideas and the energy of 
the American people—is the best way 
to bring real and lasting change to that 
island. We have tried isolation for 
more than 50 years with, at best, mixed 
results. 

It became clear to me during my 
visit that some of the hard-liners who 
were part of that revolution back in 
the 1950s are still in power and still 
clinging to their old ideology. It is 
time for something new in Cuba, and it 
is time for something new in our pol-
icy—a new diplomacy with Cuba. There 
are a lot of people who disagree with 
me on this issue in this Chamber and 
on the outside, including many of my 
close friends. But ultimately we have 
the same goal: We want real freedom in 
Cuba and we want to work to make 
sure the United States has a friend 90 
miles off our shore. I hope that day is 
near. 

Mr. President, I then visited Haiti. It 
was my third trip to that poor country. 
It is the poorest nation on our side of 
the globe. And, of course, the poverty 
preceded an earthquake of a little over 
2 years ago. It is a flight of about 90 
minutes from Miami, but in many ways 
it is a world apart. Its proud and kind 
people have suffered unimaginable mis-
fortune, both at the hands of repressive 
dictators and from Mother Nature. 

The history of Haiti is fascinating. 
They overthrew slavery, took control 
of their nation, and for almost 50 years 
waited for the U.S. Government to rec-
ognize them as a nation. Because we 
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were divided in our country over the 
issue of slavery, it was too hot to han-
dle. It was an issue we wouldn’t touch 
until the Civil War began. Abraham 
Lincoln was President, and he recog-
nized the Republic of Haiti for the first 
time as a sovereign nation. 

Two years ago, the world showed an 
outpouring of generosity and humanity 
to help this country when it was dev-
astated by an earthquake. As you trav-
el around Port au Prince, as we did last 
week, you can still see the rubble, you 
can still see the pancaked buildings 
where so many people died. Thousands 
responded, donating time and endless 
efforts, and they still do. 

The plane from Miami to Port au 
Prince was loaded with Americans— 
many of them wearing crosses around 
their necks, tee shirts advertising the 
charitable causes they were sup-
porting—headed to Haiti to help. That 
spirit of giving has sustained the Hai-
tian people through a very difficult 
time. Former Presidents Clinton and 
George W. Bush helped raise money for 
those efforts and the rebuilding efforts 
that followed. 

Today, more than half of the 1 mil-
lion displaced persons have left the 
camps in Port au Prince and around 
the Island of Haiti and found homes. 
Believe me, their homes are modest by 
American standards. To walk into an 8- 
foot-by-8-foot room and have the 
woman there tell me time and again 
that four or five people live in that 
room is hard for many Americans to 
imagine, but for these Haitians it is an 
improvement over where they were be-
fore. 

Many of the changes in Haiti are 
fragile and there is a great deal of work 
to be done, but improvements are real. 
I recommend to those who go to Port 
au Prince to visit one project—several, 
actually, but one in particular—a 
group called GHESKIO, in partnership 
with the Centers for Disease Control. 
This group is showing what can happen 
with a modest, small investment by 
the United States. 

Many years ago, I worked to pass leg-
islation known as the Paul Simon 
Water for the Poor Act. It was not 
funded at any great level, but it was an 
opportunity to have some money avail-
able for developing nations around the 
world to find portable, clean, safe 
drinking water. How important is that? 
Right now, Haiti faces the threat of a 
cholera epidemic, which literally kills 
innocent people, and it is because they 
do not have safe drinking water. 

But smack dab in the middle of Port 
au Prince, at this GHESKIO project, 
Dr. Deschamps—an amazing woman, 
who took me on a tour—pointed to the 
ground to a little piece of equipment 
and said: This is our well, and you built 
it with the Paul Simon Water for the 
Poor Act. 

She said: We had to drill down 600 
feet, but we found crystal clear water, 
and we bring it up, put it in a holding 
tank, treat it with chlorine, and we 
provide water for 100,000 people. 

I asked her: How much did it cost to 
build the project? She said $25,000. 
Imagine, $25,000. Think of the cost in 
human terms, not to mention economic 
terms, of a cholera epidemic and the 
suffering that would follow. 

This is a lesson for us in America, to 
learn that small contributions in the 
right places can dramatically change 
lives in the poorest places on Earth. 
The people in that camp and those who 
are served know the American people 
cared enough to let them drill a well 
which gives them safe water for their 
children and families. We can and 
should do more, even with our limited 
means. 

We witnessed a group called Partners 
in Health led by a fellow by the name 
of Dr. Paul Farmer, an inspiring man 
whom I read about and have come to 
know personally. He continues to ex-
tend the reach of care and health care 
to the poorest people on that Haitian 
island. We visited one of his camps, 
where literally the day after the earth-
quake they went into a hospital and 
found 40 children in a hospital ward un-
attended. Because of the earthquake, 
people fled and died in the process, but 
these kids survived. It was Dr. Paul 
Farmer of Partners in Health who 
brought them in. 

About one-fourth of these children 
are special needs children who could 
not survive were it not for his leader-
ship. They are there being fed and 
cared for and clothed because of the 
kindness of this man and the wonderful 
volunteers who are part of his organi-
zation. 

We went back to a project I visited 
years ago with Senator Mike DeWine 
from the State of Ohio. He and his wife 
Fran invited me down to meet Father 
Tom Hagan of Philadelphia, who in 1985 
went down to Haiti with a group of stu-
dents from Lafayette College and de-
cided this was where he needed to 
spend the rest of his life. He created a 
group called Hands Together, and now 
that organization literally educates 
and feeds hundreds of poor children and 
elderly people in Haiti. 

It is refreshing and rewarding to go 
see this work and to realize that 
amidst all the storm and fury of our 
political debate there are good people, 
many from our own country, who do 
such amazing things with little or no 
recognition. Father Tom Hagan of 
Hands Together in Port au Prince, in 
one of the poorest sections, is a living 
example of that. 

I wanted to thank our own embassy 
staff, our Ambassador Ken Merten in 
Port au Prince. This is his third or 
fourth assignment in Haiti. He and his 
wife love Haiti. They speak Creole. He 
is a wonderful representative of the 
United States and works tirelessly to 
help these poor people. 

We had a meeting with the new 
President of Haiti, President Martelly. 
I didn’t know what to expect, Mr. 
President. Here is a man who made his 
name as a punk Reggae rap star and 
got elected President. So I didn’t know 

what I was going to find when I walked 
in the room. But what I found was a 
bundle of energy leaping off the couch 
and saying: Let’s get these things done. 
Cut through the redtape. My people 
need it and they need it now. What a 
dramatic, positive change over some of 
his predecessors, and I was happy to 
meet with him. 

Then, Prime Minister Conille, a med-
ical doctor from Haiti who was work-
ing in the United Nations in New York 
making over $200,000 a year as Chief of 
Staff to former President Clinton in his 
role as envoy from the United Nations 
to Haiti, gave up that post in New York 
to take the job of Prime Minister in 
Haiti for $35,000 a year. This is a med-
ical doctor and a wonderful man who 
clearly has no separate personal agen-
da. He just wants to help the people of 
this island. 

I left Haiti very heartened by my 
meetings with those two individuals. 
Their energy, determination, and 
thoughtfulness give me hope for 
Haiti—a nation that needs so much 
more. They recognize Haiti will never 
be on the full path to recovery and 
long-term stability without educating 
its people and employing them and 
bringing the kind of leadership and for-
eign investment so that their nation 
can grow. We in the United States 
should support that effort. 

I am going to urge Chairman JOHN 
KERRY of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee—a committee on which the Pre-
siding Officer and I serve—to advance 
the Haiti Reforestation Act. That is an 
issue which was brought up by many of 
the leaders we met with. I introduced 
it originally with Senator SUSAN COL-
LINS and Senator KERRY some months 
ago. We want to tackle one of Haiti’s 
most entrenched, long-term problems, 
which has a spillover effect on a lot of 
key issues such as agriculture and the 
flooding that can hit this poor nation. 

The last night we were in Haiti, in 
our room, there was a violent thunder-
storm. The lady who ran our gathering 
place in the inn came to me and said: 
I will guarantee you in the morning 
there will be press reports that two or 
three people drowned and died because 
of this rainstorm. It is not uncommon 
in Haiti. That is why reforestation is 
part of the solution to that terrible 
problem. 

I want to make sure my colleagues 
understand how important our involve-
ment is. I asked how many groups had 
come down recently from Congress to 
visit Haiti. I was told that my col-
league, Senator MARK RUBIO from the 
State of Florida, had been there a few 
days before. I know Senator BILL NEL-
SON has spent time there with his wife 
making the right contacts and stop-
ping in this nation. But for those in the 
Senate and House, of both political 
parties, who are looking for an oppor-
tunity to see where a small amount of 
American taxpayer dollars is making a 
huge difference in the lives of some of 
the poorest people in the Western 
Hemisphere, that hour-and-a-half trip 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 00:07 Jan 25, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G24JA6.006 S24JAPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES56 January 24, 2012 
from Miami to Haiti is worth your 
time. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
f 

AUTHORIZING APPOINTMENT OF 
ESCORT COMMITTEE 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Presiding 
Officer of the Senate be authorized to 
appoint a committee on the part of the 
Senate to join a like committee on the 
part of the House of Representatives to 
escort the President of the United 
States into the House Chamber for the 
joint session to be held tonight at 9 
p.m. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Georgia. 

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. ISAKSON. I would further ask to 
be recognized as if in morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

THE BUDGET 
Mr. ISAKSON. We are back. Tonight, 

I understand, the Presiding Officer and 
I will be sitting together at the State 
of the Union event, which I am pleased 
to do. It is always a historic and sem-
inal moment in our legislative process 
when the President of the United 
States talks about and lays out his 
plans for the future. 

From watching this morning on tele-
vision and from reading some of the ac-
counts of what is thought will be said 
tonight—I don’t know what is going to 
be said yet—one of the overriding 
themes is going to be that of fairness. 
I think that is an important point for 
us to focus on in a second, particularly 
with regard to our spending, our debt, 
and our deficit, about what is fair to 
the American people. 

Last night—and I brought some 
notes—I did a telephone townhall 
meeting back to Georgia. We had thou-
sands of people listening in on the call. 
I was able to take 17 questions in the 
course of an hour and one of the ques-
tions was from Fred in Barnesville, GA. 
Fred is a small businessperson. He 
asked this question: Senator, you were 
a small businessman; I am a small 
businessman. We had to operate within 
a budget. Why is it the U.S. Govern-
ment doesn’t have a budget? I think 
today is the 1,000th day we have been 
operating without a budget. 

That was a fair question. So if we 
want to talk about fairness for a 

minute, my contribution to fairness is 
going to be: What is fair to the Amer-
ican people, the American business-
man, the American employer, the 
American employee? Let’s think about 
it for a second. 

A budget is a guide by which we try 
to live under. It is an appropriation of 
our priorities for the future based on 
what we think we will need to accom-
plish our goals. But if we are without a 
budget, then we have the tendency to 
do what America has done over the last 
3 years; that is, exponentially increase 
its debt and its deficit. What that has 
done is put a pall on the recovery and 
a pall on the economy. 

I would suggest the fairest thing we 
can do in the Congress and the fairest 
thing the administration can do is to 
see to it that we have a budget sub-
mitted, that it come to the floor of the 
House and Senate, that it be adopted, 
and then, more important, that we 
change our pace around here and live 
within that budget. 

I have some suggestions as to how we 
do that, but first and foremost I urge 
the White House to submit a budget 
this year. I understand, from this 
morning’s announcements, it will be 
delayed until February 13. That is fine 
with me. But the quicker we get it to 
us, the better we are. Then, let the 
Budget Committees of the House and 
Senate act, and let us end up with a 
framework—not just for 1 year but, as 
the Presiding Officer knows, for 10 
years—because we forecast out those 
budgets and those complications of 
those budgets for 10 years. 

But we have a broken system. We 
also have a broken will to do what is 
most important for the American peo-
ple when it comes to spending their 
money. I wish to suggest how we 
change our habits and become a fairer 
legislative body and a fairer governing 
body for the American people. 

Senator JEANNE SHAHEEN and I intro-
duced a bill 1 year ago called the bien-
nial budget. It amends the Budget Con-
trol Act of the United States of Amer-
ica and changes the way we do busi-
ness. It portends that, in the future, in-
stead of appropriating and budgeting 
for 1 year, we will do it in 2-year cy-
cles, and we will always do our appro-
priating and our budgeting in the odd- 
numbered years so, in the even-num-
bered year of reelection, we are doing 
oversight and fiscal responsibility. 

I think everybody in this room will 
admit we make an effort at oversight, 
to a certain extent, but practically 
speaking not near the oversight the 
American people have to do. 

It is ironic that our country, our peo-
ple, our families, our retirees, our busi-
ness folks, our employees the last 4 
years of the recession have sat around 
their kitchen table lots of times. They 
reprioritized what they could afford 
and what they couldn’t. They reallo-
cated their resources to take care of 
their family and their children and 
they have been frugal and they have 
been conservative because they have 

to. They can’t deficit spend. They can’t 
borrow themselves into oblivion. They 
can’t print the money and they can’t 
write the checks. Don’t you think the 
government of the people who are hav-
ing to do that ought to have to at least 
live under the same set of cir-
cumstances? 

We need for this room to become a 
big kitchen table, big enough for 100 
people of good will to sit down to-
gether. We need a White House that 
will submit a budget we can then argue 
about and set the priorities of this 
country and try and put a governor on 
what we are spending, try and put some 
type of accountability for where we are 
going, try and forecast into the future 
what it is the American people can ex-
pect of all of us. 

So when tonight the President talks 
about fairness, I hope one of his quotes 
will be: It is only fair to expect me, the 
President, to submit a budget to the 
Congress, and it is only fair for me, the 
President, to expect the Congress to 
act on that budget—because, after all, 
everything else flows from that. In the 
absence of budget responsibility, budg-
et restrictions, budget projections, and 
a calculus for the future, we are spend-
ing without any governor or guide. It is 
akin to trying to drive from here to 
Alaska without a roadmap. I couldn’t 
get there. I would probably have a 
wreck. I would probably run off the 
road because we don’t know where we 
are going and we don’t know how we 
are getting there. 

Unfortunately, of all the institutions 
in America, there is only one that 
doesn’t know where it is going and how 
it is getting there, and that happens to 
be the government of the United States 
of America. 

So my message, this day of the State 
of the Union and this statement of fair-
ness, let’s be fair to the American peo-
ple. Let’s ask of ourselves what they 
are having to ask of themselves be-
cause of high deficits and high debt. 
Those living on fixed incomes are see-
ing interest rates of 0.25 percent—al-
most negligible. Markets have been 
flat in terms of investment. Real estate 
values are down 33 percent nationwide. 
I saw last night in Tampa, where the 
Presidential debate was, it is 52 per-
cent. The worst it got post-1929 was 31 
percent. 

We have the most significant, serious 
financial crisis in the history of the 
United States of America, and it is im-
pacting our families and our people. 

So let’s ask of ourselves, let’s ask of 
our President what every American 
family has had to ask of itself—sit 
around our kitchen table and budget 
and prioritize. I would submit Senator 
SHAHEEN and I have a roadmap that 
works for process. It says do it in 2- 
year cycles, so we are committed to 
spending in 1 year and we are com-
mitted to savings, efficiency, account-
ability, and repealing out-of-date pro-
grams the other year. 

Wouldn’t it be a great change in the 
body of politics for you and for I to be 
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campaigning in even-numbered years, 
talking about what we are looking to 
save and cut, rather than what we are 
going to do to bring home the bacon? 

I think the day of bacon coming 
home reckoning is here, and it is time 
for the next bacon to be brought home 
to be a sound budget and fiscal policy 
for the people of the United States of 
America. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from South Dakota. 
Mr. THUNE. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

SENATOR MARK KIRK 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I wish to, 
similar to all my colleagues, express 
our sympathy and support and prayers 
for our colleague, Senator KIRK. 

Senator KIRK is someone who is new 
to the Senate but served for a good 
number of years in the House of Rep-
resentatives and has already made a 
tremendous impact in coming to the 
Senate—incredibly smart, hard-work-
ing, thoughtful, knowledgeable on so 
many different subjects. So obviously 
we will miss his presence in the near 
term but hope and pray for a full, 
quick, complete recovery and hope to 
have him back with us soon. I know I 
speak for many of my colleagues, but I 
certainly wish to express my and my 
family’s prayers and support for Sen-
ator KIRK and for his family as he tries 
to get back on his feet. We wish him all 
the best as he does that and hope he 
will return soon and be able to get in-
volved in many of the issues he was in-
volved with and has been involved with 
since he has come to the Senate. 

THE BUDGET 
If he were here, I think he would be 

very involved in the debates we are 
going to be having in the coming days 
about the budget. Today marks the 
1,000th day since we have actually 
acted on a budget in the United States. 
That is something many people here 
who are interested in fiscal policy are 
very concerned about. Senator KIRK is 
one of those. I consider myself to be 
one of those. We have a lot of people in 
the Senate who are very concerned 
about where we are as a nation, about 
the amount of spending, the amount of 
debt we have racked up and continue to 
pile up on an annual basis. It all starts 
with a budget. 

We spend $3.6 trillion of the Amer-
ican people’s money on an annual 
basis. Yet we have not had a budget in 
the Senate for 1,000 days, literally now 
for 3 years, essentially, since the Sen-
ate last passed a budget. 

We cannot continue with a straight 
face to go to the American people and 

say we are being good stewards of their 
tax dollars when, in fact, we don’t even 
go through the exercise annually of de-
termining and prioritizing how we are 
going to spend their hard-earned tax 
dollars. This is something that cries 
out for reform. 

My colleague Senator ISAKSON, who 
just spoke, has some proposals for 
budget reform that I think we ought to 
take up and we ought to vote on in the 
Senate. I have some ideas about budget 
reform. There is so much we need to do 
to change the budget process in the 
Congress because we have failed to pass 
a budget resolution, not just for the 
past 1,000 days but also for 5 of the last 
7 election years, and we have only com-
pleted all the annual appropriations 
bills on time in 4 of the last 34 years. 
We clearly have a problem. I don’t 
think there is anybody here who can’t 
say this system is broken and needs to 
be fixed. 

It strikes me, at least, that as we 
went through the 2012 budget process, 
we failed again to complete the appro-
priations work on time, and so we had 
to go through this annual exercise of 
doing a nearly $1 trillion omnibus 
spending bill at the eleventh hour yet 
again. During the past 3 years, we have 
consistently had record deficits of $1.3 
trillion or more. 

Clearly, what we have in place is not 
working, and the American people are 
the ones who are paying the price for 
that because the debt per person is now 
over $48,700. That is an increase of 
nearly $14,000 on an individual basis 
since President Obama took office. 

If we think about it on a per house-
hold basis, it represents $126,000 per 
American family, per household that is 
their share of our Federal debt. That is 
a massive amount of money we pile 
onto people in this country. 

If we add in the unfunded liabilities 
for Social Security and Medicare, 
which exceed $40 trillion, then we start 
talking about over $1⁄2 million in liabil-
ity for every family in this country. 

The national debt is now more than 
$15 trillion, which is literally over 100 
percent of our gross domestic product. 
To put that into perspective, 1 year 
ago, Greece was at 143 percent. We are 
not far behind. We are now 1 to 1, 100 
percent debt to GDP. We are seeing the 
effect of high levels of sovereign debt 
on the economies of European coun-
tries such as Greece, and if we fail to 
get spending in our country on a sus-
tainable path, we are going to face a 
similar crisis in the not-too-distant fu-
ture. If we continue to see an economy 
that is struggling and growing at a 
very slow rate, we cannot grow that 
economy by making the Federal Gov-
ernment larger. If that is the case, the 
$1 trillion stimulus bill that passed in 
2009 would have brought unemploy-
ment down. But, as we know, the un-
employment rate in this country is 
still at 8.5 percent. 

So we have to unleash the economy. 
We need to cut spending in Wash-
ington, DC. We have to make the Fed-

eral Government smaller, not larger, 
and get Federal spending as a percent-
age of our gross domestic product, as a 
percentage of our entire economy, back 
to more of a historical average. 

Today, the spending as a percentage 
of our GDP is about 25 percent. If we go 
over the last 40 years of American his-
tory, the average has been 20 to 21 per-
cent. Ironically, there have only been 
five times since 1969 where the budget 
has actually been balanced. In those 
cases where the budget was balanced, 
spending as a percentage of GDP was 
18.7 percent, on average. 

So it can be done. But we have to get 
spending back to a more historic and 
reasonable level relative to our entire 
economy. 

The debt to GDP, as I mentioned ear-
lier, is also historic because we haven’t 
seen debt-to-GDP levels such as this 
literally since the end of World War II. 
We would have to go back over half a 
century to find a time when we were 
carrying debt to GDP that was lit-
erally 1 to 1, where the amount of debt 
we have in this country is 100 percent 
of our entire economic output in a 
given year. That is a staggering num-
ber and one that should make us all 
very concerned about our future if we 
don’t take steps to correct it. 

I think that point was driven home 
by the former Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, ADM Mike Mullen, who 
has said in testifying before congres-
sional committees that the greatest 
threat to America’s national security 
is our national debt. 

Think about that. He didn’t say the 
Iranian nuclear program. He didn’t say 
China. He didn’t say North Korea. He 
didn’t say al-Qaida. He said the great-
est threat to America’s national secu-
rity is our national debt—that coming 
from the person who used to be the 
highest ranking military official in 
this country. 

I think that speaks volumes about 
what we need to be focused on and why 
it is so important we start getting our 
budgetary, our fiscal house in order 
and why it is so important, frankly, 
that we pass a budget. One thousand 
days without a budget, and we spend 
$3.6 trillion every single year of the 
American people’s money. 

I think, again, in order to get our fis-
cal house in order, in order to get our 
economy back on track, we have to cut 
spending. We have to reduce the 
amount we spend. That means we have 
to take on some of the big challenges 
before us, such as entitlement reform. 

We all know about three-fifths of all 
Federal spending is what we call man-
datory spending, and that represents 
programs such as Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid that are not 
annually appropriated for by Congress 
but are a function of the law. If a per-
son is eligible for a particular program 
they are going to get a benefit under 
that program. That type of spending in 
our budget represents about three- 
fifths of all Federal spending. If we add 
interest on the debt, which is also man-
datory spending, we get up to about 65 
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cents out of every dollar spent right 
now is mandatory spending. 

If we have programs such as Medicaid 
growing at three times the rate of in-
flation, and Medicare growing at two 
times the rate of inflation, it is pretty 
clear that is not sustainable over time. 
We have to figure out a way to get 
these programs where they are not 
growing at 12 percent a year or 8 per-
cent a year—closer to the rate of infla-
tion. That means we have to reform 
these programs if they are going to be 
sustainable and if they are going to be 
there for future generations of Ameri-
cans. That can be done without impact-
ing the benefits that people who are on 
those programs today receive and those 
who are nearing retirement age re-
ceive. 

There is a real concern, there is a lot 
of hot political rhetoric about Repub-
licans just want to cut benefits for sen-
iors across this country. I think most 
of my colleagues know there have been 
several proposals put forward that 
would address the long-term challenges 
we face with regard to Medicare and 
Medicaid and for that matter Social 
Security, all of which would not im-
pact people who are retired today nor 
those who are nearing retirement age 
but simply put in place some reforms 
that would impact younger Americans 
who, today, are working hard, putting 
money into these programs, but if we 
do not take steps to fix these programs 
they are not going to be around when 
those people retire. 

Entitlement reform is so important 
in terms of getting Federal spending 
under control. That is why, notwith-
standing the fact it is an election year, 
I hope there will be the political will in 
the Congress and with the President. 
Frankly, it is going to take Presi-
dential leadership to do these types of 
things. We cannot do big things, we 
cannot conquer big challenges and big 
problems in this country absent Presi-
dential leadership. There are 535 Mem-
bers of Congress and there is only one 
President, one person who can sign a 
bill into law, one person who can en-
gage the Congress and work toward a 
solution to some of these big problems. 

So far this President has dem-
onstrated no willingness to take on the 
challenges we face with regard to our 
budget. It was demonstrated last year 
when he submitted his budget. It was 
ultimately voted on in the Senate, 
voted down by a vote of 97 to 0. I think 
that tells us they have not been serious 
about taking on the major drivers of 
Federal spending in this country. 

With regard to the other part of the 
budget, the discretionary part, we saw 
spending increase in that part of our 
budget by about 24 percent between 
2008 and 2010. It literally grew at about 
8 to 10 times the rate of inflation. So 
we need to get that side of our spend-
ing under control as well. Many of us 
supported legislative efforts that would 
roll back discretionary spending to 2008 
levels to get us back into a place where 
we can defend the things we are doing 

to the American people at a time when 
they are seeing their family budgets 
shrink, that they are seeing their per-
sonal assets shrink, and many of them 
are having a very hard time finding 
work. Cutting spending, reducing 
spending, reforming entitlement pro-
grams, getting our fiscal house in 
order, is just essential, absolutely es-
sential if we want to put our country 
on a path and a track that will prevent 
us from heading for the train wreck 
that many of our allies, many of the 
countries in Europe, are facing right 
now simply because they made prom-
ises to their people they just could not 
keep. 

We have to get our spending under 
control in this country and rein it in or 
that is our future. I hope for the sake 
of our children and grandchildren in 
this country we are willing to make 
the hard political decisions that will 
enable that to happen. 

The second thing we have to do if we 
are going to get out of this sort of mo-
rass we are in right now, in addition to 
reducing spending, is we have to get 
the economy growing again. We have 
to expand this economy, grow this 
economy. It has been said the rising 
tide lifts all the boats. We need to get 
a tide that starts lifting all Americans. 
Instead of talking about how we are 
going to redistribute the pie, we need 
to make the pie bigger. The way we do 
that is to grow and expand the econ-
omy. If we start growing and expanding 
the economy we will get more Ameri-
cans back to work, more people mak-
ing money, more people investing. 
When more people are working, there 
are more people paying taxes and that 
gets revenue going up and that makes 
these other issues manageable. But we 
have to have economic growth and we 
have to have policies in place that pro-
mote economic growth. 

Regrettably, the policies of the cur-
rent administration have had the oppo-
site effect. They have made it more dif-
ficult, more expensive to create jobs in 
this country. We need to put policies in 
place that will make it less expensive, 
less difficult to create jobs, and that 
will encourage people and provide the 
kind of economic certainty that gets 
people to invest their money, to put 
their capital to work, and to get Amer-
icans back to work in this country. 

I think there are several things, obvi-
ously, that need to be done. No. 1, of 
course, is to reform the Tax Code. In 
my view, right now that is a roadblock, 
if you will, an obstacle, an impediment 
to economic growth. We are not com-
petitive in the world marketplace be-
cause of our tax policies. What we need 
today is a clear, fair, simple tax code 
that does away with a lot of the special 
interest loopholes that exist today, one 
that broadens the tax base in this 
country but at the same time one that 
lowers rates so that businesses want to 
invest in America as opposed to mov-
ing their headquarters and taking their 
jobs overseas. We want to encourage 
investment. That means we have to re-

form our Tax Code and, as I said, we 
have to do away with a lot of the Tax 
Code that is riddled with loopholes. We 
have to do away with those loopholes 
and get our tax rates down to where 
they are competitive with countries 
around the world that are stealing 
business from us and taking jobs over-
seas. 

Tax reform is, in my view, an essen-
tial element of an economic growth 
strategy that will get us on a path 
where the economy is growing and ex-
panding and we are creating jobs in 
this country. That is going to take 
Presidential leadership just as entitle-
ment reform is going to take Presi-
dential leadership. We cannot do big 
things in this country absent Presi-
dential leadership. This is another area 
where we have not seen that from this 
President. 

I hope he will engage the Congress— 
again, notwithstanding the fact that 
this is an election year—in a debate 
and perhaps more than a debate, a so-
lution to the problems in the Tax Code 
in this country that will get us on a 
competitive footing and make us more 
competitive in the world marketplace. 
The President is going to have to be in-
volved in that debate or it is not going 
to happen, particularly in a political 
year. 

We also have to get our arms around 
these overreaching, excessive regula-
tions that are strangling small busi-
nesses in this country. I cannot tell 
you how many times, when I travel my 
State of South Dakota or anyplace else 
for that matter, that I hear from small 
businesses that the No. 1 obstacle right 
now to us creating jobs is this massive 
amount of regulation coming out of 
Washington, DC. In fact, there have lit-
erally been thousands and thousands of 
pages of new regulations that have 
been promulgated and issued since this 
President took office. They affect 
every sector of our economy. 

The one we hear about the most 
probably is the EPA, but we have the 
Department of Labor, we have other 
agencies of government that are con-
stantly putting forward new regula-
tions which make it more difficult, 
more complicated to get people in this 
country back to work. 

Just as a point of fact, regarding a 
recent set of regulations proposed by 
the Department of Labor—by the way, 
there was no complaint about this that 
there was no consultation with the 
people who would be impacted by this— 
there was really no reason we can come 
up with for why these regulations were 
put forward. But the Department of 
Labor, in their infinite wisdom, de-
cided they knew better about how to 
run a farming operation or a ranching 
operation in this country, better than 
the people who are involved in those 
endeavors, and they have basically put 
forward some regulations that would 
put all kinds of new restrictions on 
young people working in family farm-
ing or ranching operations—incredibly 
prescriptive regulations, I might add, 
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detailed regulations that are going to 
change the culture and the economic 
fabric of ranching and farming in this 
country more than anything we have 
seen before. 

Anybody who has been around a 
farming operation or enterprise in my 
part of the country realizes they are 
inherently family operations. Young 
people are involved in those operations. 
When the Department of Labor comes 
out and says young people cannot oper-
ate certain types of equipment or 
young people cannot work with farm 
animals that are older than 6 months 
or cannot be at an elevation that is 
any more than 6 feet, it is a complete 
contradiction to the way that work 
gets done in rural parts of this country. 
But that is what we have. We have a 
massive amount of new regulation 
coming out of the Department of Labor 
that will forever change the way farm-
ing operations are carried out and the 
way work gets done on a family farm. 

That is the kind of thing I am talk-
ing about. It is overreaching. It is ex-
cessive. It goes beyond the pale in 
terms of what we need by way of regu-
lation in this country. We need smart 
regulation. There are public health and 
safety reasons why we need that. But 
this kind of overreaching and excessive 
regulation is making it that much 
more difficult for people to get jobs in 
this country. 

The final thing I will mention in re-
gard to an economic agenda that I 
think will create jobs is the issue of en-
ergy security. We need an energy pol-
icy in this country that promotes do-
mestic production, that recognizes that 
we have enormous amounts of re-
sources at home, that we should not 
have to continue to import a lot of our 
energy from outside the United States. 
The Keystone Pipeline, which was just 
recently vetoed by the administra-
tion—turned down—is an example of 
that. It was studied 3 years extensively 
by many agencies of the government. 
At the EPA there were serious environ-
mental impact statements done. They 
all cleared, they all teed this up to be 
done, and just this last week the Presi-
dent said: No, it is not in the national 
interest. 

I, and I think a lot of people on both 
sides in the Senate, would argue this is 
in the national interest. It is a lot bet-
ter for us to get 700,000 barrels of oil a 
day from a friendly neighbor such as 
Canada as opposed to a country such as 
Venezuela. We can continue to buy oil 
from Hugo Chavez or we can get the 
same, the equivalent amount of oil 
from a friendly neighbor such as Can-
ada, bring it into this country where it 
is refined and creates jobs, puts people 
back to work, puts capital to work in 
this country, and gets investment in 
the United States. Instead, we are 
going to see that energy source go in 
the other direction. It is going to Asia, 
it is going to go to China, if we are not 
able to get projects like this approved. 

Interestingly enough, there was a 
pipeline just like this that was built a 

few years ago, and it goes right 
through the eastern part of my State 
and other States. This pipeline would 
go through the western part of my 
State of South Dakota as well as other 
States, but it would bring much of that 
energy resource into this country, cre-
ate jobs, and help create economic 
growth in America as opposed to send-
ing that energy overseas and making 
us even more dependent upon foreign 
sources of energy at home. It makes 
absolutely no sense. 

If the President of the United States 
is serious in his rhetoric about focusing 
every morning on creating jobs, one 
would think the first thing he would 
want to do is support projects that cre-
ate shovel-ready jobs, in this case 
20,000 shovel-ready jobs and an invest-
ment of $7 billion, and bring energy 
into this country that will make us 
more energy independent. That is abso-
lutely right in the wheelhouse of what 
we ought to be looking for in terms of 
getting this country’s economy back 
on track. Yet last week the President 
turned thumbs down on this proposal. 

I would say again, in closing, in my 
view, if we are going to get our country 
back on track, we have to get our fiscal 
house in order, which means we have to 
reduce spending, get our spending as a 
percentage of our entire economy back 
into a form of historical norm of reve-
nues. As I said, for the past 40 years 
that has been 18 percent of our econ-
omy. Today we are spending 25 percent, 
and we are on a trajectory such that 
not too far from now we are spending 
our entire economy on the Federal 
Government, not to mention State and 
local control. We have to get policies 
in place that will promote long-term 
economic growth and reverse the de-
cline we have seen, the massive 
amount of debt we racked up over the 
past 3 years, and the huge job losses we 
have seen at the same time. If we can 
do that, we will at least be doing the 
people’s work in terms of trying to ad-
dress the major problems I think face 
most Americans and the things they 
are most concerned about every single 
day. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MANCHIN). The Senator from Vermont. 
f 

VERMONT STUDENTS’ ESSAYS 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, de-
mocracy; that is, government of the 
people, by the people and for the peo-
ple, does not thrive or even survive un-
less we have a well-informed and well- 
educated public who are thinking 
about, discussing and debating the im-
portant issues facing our country. 

In order to stimulate that goal, I 
have, for the last 2 years, sponsored an 
essay-contest asking Vermont’s high 
school students what they think the 
United States should be doing to ad-
dress the major problems we face as a 
nation. In other words, while tonight 
we hear the President’s views about 
the State of the Union, the essays 

these students wrote reflect Vermont 
students’ views about the State of the 
Union. 

I am delighted that 308 students, 
from 30 different schools throughout 
Vermont, thought about these chal-
lenges as they wrote their own State of 
the Union essay. And I want to thank 
each and every one of them for their 
participation in the contest and the 
time and effort they put into it. I also 
want to thank the five teachers who 
acted as judges for these contests. 
They are Brian Burgess of Hazen Union 
High School; Liz Lebrun of Poultney 
High School, Lois Little of Canaan Me-
morial High School; Joe Maley of 
South Burlington High School and 
Terri Vest of Twinfield Union High 
School. 

The winner, selected by a panel of 
five Vermont teachers, is Jennifer Si-
korski, a senior at Winooski High 
School. In addition to Jennifer, 18 stu-
dents were named as finalists. The four 
runners-up were: Monica Allard, Milton 
High School; Kayleigh Ehler-Vock, 
South Burlington High School; Kate 
Raszka, Champlain Valley Union High 
School; Karolina Sowulewska, Burr 
and Burton Academy. 

Because of the excellent quality of 
the essays, we also honored 14 other 
students with an honorable mention. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the winning essay be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
JENNIFER SIKORSKI, WINOOKSKI HIGH SCHOOL 

(WINNER) 
[January 23, 2012] 

Ever since the Declaration of Independence 
was signed, the United States has constantly 
paved the way to peace and prosperity both 
for itself and the rest of the world. However, 
as the world economy rapidly disintegrates, 
new issues have emerged, from unemploy-
ment to the environment to gay rights, and 
in the midst of it all, America stands still, 
seemingly oblivious to the fact that its fu-
ture is crumbling in front of it. It is time to 
pave the way to prosperity once again 
through these issues in order to ensure that 
someday we can thrive again. 

Perhaps the biggest problem we face as a 
nation is unemployment. As of 2011, 8.5 per-
cent of people in the U.S.—over 26 million 
Americans—are jobless. While it may seem 
as if putting such a large amount of people 
to work cannot happen, there is a chance 
that it can be done. As unemployment has 
been rising, the condition of our environ-
ment has been deteriorating due to deforest-
ation and the emissions of greenhouse gases 
and carbon dioxide given off by the use of 
fossil fuels. Renewable energy such as solar 
and wind power, on the other hand, has re-
mained a topic of interest, yet it is still 
somehow largely unavailable to the public. 
However, the environment can be preserved, 
if not improved, by phasing out fossil fuels in 
favor of solar and wind energy, while mil-
lions of Americans can return to work to 
plant trees to restore our forests and to 
build, distribute, and repair solar panels, 
wind turbines, and other renewable energy 
products. We are actually lucky in a way to 
have to face both of these issues at once, as 
they can both be improved simultaneously. 

America has also had a long-standing tra-
dition of leading the way in human rights, 
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with such important movements such as 
women’s suffrage and civil rights abolishing 
discrimination based on gender and race. 
There is no reason why this tradition should 
not continue with gay rights as well. Cur-
rently, only seven states in the entire coun-
try allow same-sex marriage, and I am proud 
to live in one of the few states that has 
begun to lead the way. I have many friends 
and relatives that consider themselves gay 
or bisexual and are actively involved in the 
LGBT community, and I have witnessed 
their struggles as they have realized that 
many are intolerant of their lifestyles. The 
entire country should follow Vermont’s ex-
ample and legalize same-sex marriage to 
continue to encourage not only the rights of 
certain groups of people, but the rights of ev-
eryone. 

In conclusion, the challenges that we face 
with unemployment, the environment, and 
gay rights are just some of the challenges 
that, when dealt with appropriately, will 
make our country stronger and greater than 
before. Though our current situation looks 
bleak, we can always work towards goals 
such as these that will help make America 
and the world a better place. 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor, and I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TESTER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

THE BUDGET 
Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, in lis-

tening to some of our colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle—both in speech-
es here and in press statements they 
have made—I repeatedly hear them 
saying we have not had a budget for 
1,000 days. That is just wrong. That is 
absolutely wrong. Sometimes I wonder 
if our colleagues are paying attention 
to what goes on here on the floor of the 
Senate. Have they already forgotten 
the Budget Control Act? Here it is. On 
August 2nd of last year, the Budget 
Control Act passed this body 74 to 26. 
More than half of our Republican col-
leagues voted for it. Didn’t they know 
what they were voting on? The Budget 
Control Act contains the budget for 
this year and for next year. Weren’t 
they paying attention? Don’t they 
know what they voted on? 

In many ways, the Budget Control 
Act is stronger than a typical budget 
resolution, and it is stronger in these 
ways: No. 1, it is more extensive than a 
traditional budget resolution. No. 2, it 
has the force of law. Unlike a budget 
resolution that is not signed by the 
President, the Budget Control Act that 
we passed last August, that provides 
the budget for this year and for next 
year, is a law passed by the House of 
Representatives, passed by the Senate, 
signed by the President of the United 
States—the Budget Control Act. It also 
set discretionary caps on spending for 
10 years instead of the 1 year normally 
set in a budget resolution. 

So when our colleagues come out 
here and say we have not had a budget 
in 1,000 days, wow, can they really have 
missed the vote, the debate, the consid-
eration of the Budget Control Act? Did 
they really miss all that or—or—are 
they saying something they know to be 
untrue, because really those are the 
only choices you are left with. Either 
they do not know what they did or 
they are misrepresenting what we all 
did. 

Not only does the Budget Control Act 
set discretionary caps for 10 years, it 
also provided enforcement mecha-
nisms, including a 2-year ‘‘deeming’’ 
resolution, allowing budget points of 
order to be enforced. That is what a 
budget does. It sets the spending levels, 
it creates spending caps, and it pro-
vides enforcement mechanisms. All of 
that is in the Budget Control Act we 
passed on August 2nd of last year with 
a vote of 74 to 26. Not only did we pass 
it, but the Republican-controlled House 
passed it, and the President signed it. 
It is the law of the land. It sets the 
budget for this year. It sets the budget 
for next year. It provides enforcement 
mechanisms. It sets 10 years of spend-
ing caps. And it created a reconcili-
ation-like supercommittee to address 
entitlement and tax reforms. That 
supercommittee did not come up with a 
result, but they were established in the 
Budget Control Act, and they were 
given the authority—just like a rec-
onciliation provision would—to come 
back with a package that could not be 
filibustered and could not be altered 
and could pass with a simple majority. 
That is the fact. 

So if we hear colleagues come out 
and say one more time that we have 
not had a budget for 1,000 days, I hope 
somebody will have the sense to stand 
up and say: Really? What was the 
Budget Control Act about? What was 
this legislation that passed not only 
the Senate on a vote of 74 to 26 but 
passed the House of Representatives, 
which is controlled by the other party, 
and was signed by the President of the 
United States? 

Republican rhetoric aside, Congress 
did pass a budget—not through the nor-
mal way of a budget resolution but 
through an actual law. The Repub-
lican-controlled House passed it, the 
Democratic Senate passed it, and the 
President signed it. 

The Budget Control Act set 10 years 
of spending caps, established a 2-year 
‘‘deeming’’ resolution to enforce spend-
ing levels, and it created a reconcili-
ation-like process to consider entitle-
ment and tax reform. 

I hope we have laid this issue to rest. 
So now if I hear colleagues come out 
and say that we have not had a budget 
for 1,000 days—I will know they have 
been put on fair notice. Maybe they 
missed somehow what they were voting 
on back in August. Maybe they gapped 
out. Maybe they forgot. But you know 
what, they voted for it. Every Member 
of the Senate voted on the Budget Con-
trol Act. Seventy-four to twenty-six— 

add it up—that is 100. Everybody was 
here. And if they did not know what 
they were voting on, now they do. So if 
I hear another assertion that there has 
not been a budget for 1,000 days, I will 
know and the listeners will know that 
somebody is not telling the truth. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-

mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

REMEMBERING JARED FRANCOM 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, today I rise 

with a heavy heart to mourn the loss of 
Ogden police officer Jared Francom. 

Earlier this month, on the evening of 
January 4, 2012, Agent Francom was 
senselessly gunned down defending his 
fellow officers as they attempted to 
serve a search warrant in Ogden, UT. 
Five other officers—Sean Grogan, 
Kasey Burrell, Michael Rounkles, Nate 
Hutchinson, and Jason Venderwarf— 
were wounded in the gun battle. 

A week later, a crowd of roughly 4,000 
family members, friends, and sup-
porters, including more than 1,000 uni-
formed officers, gathered at a public 
memorial for Jared to say goodbye to 
one of America’s fallen heroes. The 
sentiment from all who knew him was 
the same: Jared was a devoted family 
man, a dedicated father to his two 
young daughters, a fun-loving brother 
and son to his family. 

At the funeral, which I attended, I 
heard Jared’s brother Ben say that he 
‘‘taught people to care for each other 
and taught others to change the world 
like he was doing on the streets of 
Ogden.’’ Commenting on the out-
pouring of support, Jared’s brother 
Travis said: ‘‘I know my brother would 
be proud, because we all are his fam-
ily.’’ 

Achieving a goal he had set for him-
self as a young boy, Agent Francom be-
came a member of the Ogden police 
force 7 years ago and was assigned to 
the Weber-Morgan Narcotics Strike 
Force. 

Jared’s sacrifice should be a reminder 
to us of the incredible risks our brave 
law enforcement officers all take as 
they protect the people they serve. I 
have a deep and unwavering respect for 
the law enforcement community, and 
as a former assistant U.S. attorney I 
have seen up close how these men and 
women serve with honor, integrity, and 
dedication. Jared Francom was no ex-
ception. He will be remembered for giv-
ing his life in service to the people and 
to the community he loved. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 
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Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will 
stand in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:30 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. WEBB). 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, are 
we in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are in 
morning business. 

f 

THE BUDGET 

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I 
rise because this week is going to be a 
very important week for voting on the 
President’s request to raise our debt 
ceiling. 

Our debt is $15.2 trillion. The Presi-
dent is going to ask for a $1.2 trillion 
increase in that debt. These are astro-
nomical numbers. Anyone looking at 
this can see we are spiraling out of con-
trol in very short order. 

To put it in perspective, the gross do-
mestic product ratio to debt has been 
in the range of 40 percent debt to our 
gross domestic product. Today, we are 
surpassing 100 percent. We don’t hear 
numbers such as these except in cer-
tain places in Europe. This is unten-
able. 

When President Obama was sworn 
into office, the Federal debt was $10.6 
trillion. In just under 4 years, the 
United States has accumulated more 
than $5 trillion in new debt. Let’s place 
the President’s request in context. 

The $1.2 trillion he is asking to in-
crease the debt ceiling will not even 
cover last year’s deficit, which was $1.3 
trillion. We are in an untenable situa-
tion and we must do something about 
it. I think most people who are focus-
ing on this believe that. But instead, 
attempts to cut the deficit are met 
with proposals to do—what? Increase 
taxes, taxes to pay for current spend-
ing and even new spending on top of 
the current levels. 

In the coming weeks, the President 
will unveil his fiscal year 2013 budget. 
Last year, the fiscal year 2012 budget 
the President put forward totaled $3.7 
trillion, and he proposed over $1.6 tril-
lion in new taxes over a 10-year period. 

These figures demonstrate the funda-
mental problem we have in this coun-
try, which any small businessperson 
looking at this can tell us; that is, we 
have chronic deficit spending. 

We must accept the fact that manda-
tory spending accounts for more than 

half of all Federal spending, and the 
entitlement spending is open-ended. 
The reality is, Social Security is cur-
rently operating in the red. Benefits 
are exceeding payroll tax revenue. The 
programs that are in the entitlement 
section of our budget are in dire need 
of being updated. We must gradually 
reform Social Security to meet current 
life expectancy rates. I have introduced 
a bill to do that, along with Senator 
KYL. 

It is very important that the Presi-
dent take the lead on entitlement 
spending. Yet from all the things we 
have heard from the President about 
what he is going to propose at the 
State of the Union address and what he 
is going to put in his budget, there is 
no entitlement reform included. In-
stead, it is more spending and more 
taxes to cover the spending. 

The fact remains, we must change 
the course of this country. If we fail to 
do so, we are going to be at the same 
point later this year because that is 
when we could reach the new debt ceil-
ing of $16.4 trillion if the President’s 
request is granted by Congress. 

The precedent is vivid. Look how 
quickly the initial $900 billion request 
set forth under the Budget Control Act 
last August has been exhausted—$900 
billion gone since August. This is Janu-
ary. That is a stunning figure. A coher-
ent, comprehensive policy regarding 
our Nation’s debt ceiling is non-
existent. 

In order to correct our current fiscal 
problems, we must align spending to 
match incoming revenues. American 
businesses and households know this. 
They do it every month, every week. 
Why shouldn’t our government be held 
to the same standards? 

We have not had a true debt limit set 
by this administration. The President 
continually requests increases in the 
debt ceiling without addressing the 
core problem, which is spending. 

While the Budget Control Act in-
cluded discretionary spending caps and 
a 2013 sequestration, it did not go far 
enough. No targets were set forth for 
our debt limit or for our annual defi-
cits. 

We need to take our caps on spending 
further. Each year, the caps should 
bring us closer to a balanced budget. 
We should have a target to bring, over 
10 years, the debt down to a specific 
level. We should be able to set this 
with leadership from the President. 
This year, we must focus on cutting 
our deficits and aligning spending with 
revenues. 

We are going to have this vote on 
Thursday, we are told. We have the 
time and the means to implement a 
sensible reform for our entitlement 
programs. That is not going to happen 
in a vacuum, and it is not going to hap-
pen with just the President or with just 
the Republicans or with just the Demo-
crats in Congress. We have to address 
entitlement issues together. 

The Social Security bill I have intro-
duced gradually increases the age at 

which Social Security would be avail-
able to retirees. We all know people are 
living longer. They are working longer. 
They are healthier longer. The actu-
arial tables don’t match the Social Se-
curity program that was put in place 50 
years ago. It does not work. We have to 
take the reins. 

If the President would work with 
Congress to do that, my bill increases 
the normal retirement age by 3 months 
per year. So it is a very gradual in-
crease. No one would be affected over 
the age of 58 under my plan. But if one 
is 57, the normal retirement age would 
be 3 months later. So it is a plan that 
can work. With that minor adjustment, 
we could make 75 years of Social Secu-
rity solvent, along with a small de-
crease in the cost-of-living increase but 
nothing on the core benefit. There 
would be no cut in the core benefit, 
only a 1-percent decrease in the cost- 
of-living increase. If inflation goes 
above 1 percent, there would be a cost- 
of-living adjustment. 

I think everyone would rather have a 
sound Social Security system and 
know it is there for them as a cushion. 
As we know, Social Security was not 
supposed to be a retirement plan. It 
was supposed to be a safety net, and it 
is a safety net for many people in our 
country. 

We are also trying to encourage more 
saving by people for security in retire-
ment. That is why, when we are talk-
ing about the 15-percent tax on capital 
gains and dividends, it is because we 
are encouraging people to save for 
their retirement security. We are a 
country, unfortunately, that has a very 
low savings rate. Compared to most 
other countries in the world, Ameri-
cans save very little. The 15-percent 
capital gains and dividends rate is 
meant to encourage savings and help-
ing people to plan and support their 
own retirement in addition to Social 
Security. 

If we made Social Security solvent, it 
would also bring down the deficit, and 
we could do it in a gradual way. If we 
and the President don’t take the reins 
now in a bipartisan way and we keep 
marching along the same path, we are 
going to have drastic cuts in the actual 
benefit, in the core benefit going for-
ward. That would be a tragedy. It 
would be wrong for our children. It 
would be wrong for the next generation 
for us not to be able to address this in 
a bipartisan way. I hope the President 
will mention this in the State of the 
Union address. I hope he will make 
that a part of his efforts in this last 
year of his administration before the 
election. 

I haven’t heard any talk of that. In 
the previews I have heard of the State 
of the Union address, we are not hear-
ing anything about entitlement re-
form. Yet it is more than half of the 
federal budget. We know that we have 
to cut spending if we are going to actu-
ally bring down the deficits and start 
peeling away this cancerous debt we 
have accumulated in this country, $5 
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trillion in the last 3 years and $10 tril-
lion accumulated up until 3 years ago. 

It is my hope we will start a leader-
ship in the administration tonight at 
the State of the Union—a leadership 
that we haven’t seen yet because all we 
have seen are the same old tax-and- 
spend proposals we are used to seeing. 
It is nothing new and nothing fresh. 
But the people of America know we 
have to change course. The people of 
America in the polls say, by huge num-
bers, we are going in the wrong direc-
tion in this country. Seventy percent 
of Americans have said in the latest 
polls of ‘‘How do you feel about where 
we are now,’’ 70 percent believe this 
country is going in the wrong direc-
tion. 

Only we can do something about it, 
along with the President, and I hope he 
will provide the leadership. But I don’t 
think raising the debt ceiling, with no 
plan in the future to cut spending is 
going to happen this week. That is not 
leadership, and I hope there will be a 
change in direction. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

Mr. RUBIO. I ask unanimous consent 
that I be recognized to speak as in 
morning business for up to 15 minutes. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE CHALLENGES 

Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, it is good 
to be back at work here in Washington, 
DC. We have the big State of the Union 
tonight, which is kind of the beginning 
of the legislative year. I am looking 
forward to the challenges and, hope-
fully, accomplishments we will have 
together both in this Chamber and in 
this building in the coming year. 

As we prepare for the State of the 
Union, I think it is always a good time 
for us to reflect on where we are as a 
nation and where we have been. I think 
all of us can look back on the 20th cen-
tury and say it was truly the American 
century. I was blessed to be born in 
that century and to be a beneficiary of 
so much of America’s greatness. Those 
of us who have been beneficiaries of 
America’s past have an obligation— 
certainly those who serve here—to be 
defenders of America’s greatness in the 
future. At the core of everything we de-
bate today are these issues about 
America’s future and how we make the 
21st century an American century as 
well. 

If we examine some of what has real-
ly distinguished us from the rest of the 
world, that has made America and life 
in America different from life in other 
countries, there are three things that 

come to mind. The first is this concept 
of fairness. We are a people who strong-
ly believe in the concept of fairness. 
For Americans, fairness has meant 
equality of opportunity—in essence, 
the belief that it doesn’t matter where 
you come from, it doesn’t matter if 
your parents are poor, it doesn’t mat-
ter if you grow up in a disadvantaged 
background, every single American 
should have the equality of oppor-
tunity, the same opportunity to suc-
ceed and accomplish their hopes and 
dreams. 

Maybe we take that for granted from 
time to time, but that is not a uni-
versal concept. In multiple societies 
and economies around the world, I 
daresay that in the majority of them 
there is not a strong belief in this no-
tion. In fact, people believe that what 
you are going to be in life should be de-
termined by the circumstances of your 
birth. Not in America. This Chamber, 
the membership here—basically every-
where you go in America—is a testa-
ment to people who were born in a very 
different place or into very different 
circumstances than the ones they live 
in now and that which they have been 
able to achieve. 

As Americans, we have always em-
braced the concept of prosperity, the 
ability to accomplish your economic 
dreams and hopes. Sometimes that 
means people make billions of dollars, 
and sometimes that means you make 
enough money to provide for your fam-
ily and give them the opportunity to 
do even better than yourself, but we 
embrace the concept of prosperity. 

Last but not least, we Americans 
have always embraced the concept of 
responsibility, the responsibility that 
all of us have as individuals, as neigh-
bors, as members of a community, as 
family members. Deep in this concept 
of responsibility is the notion that 
while we want fairness and equality of 
opportunity and while we want pros-
perity, we are also a compassionate 
people who do not want to see others 
left behind. In essence, we do not want 
the price of our prosperity to be leav-
ing people behind. To that end, Ameri-
cans, as I outlined in a speech earlier 
last year, have always struggled and 
have fought for the notion of balancing 
those two important goals—being a na-
tion of prosperity and also a nation of 
responsibility. 

These are the central things, these 
are at the core of our values as a people 
that defined our greatness in the last 
century, and therefore they must re-
main at the core of who we are as a na-
tion if we want the 21st century to be 
an American century as well. Let’s ex-
amine some of the challenges to those 
three principles that are so important 
to our future. 

On the issue of fairness, on the issue 
of equality of opportunity, what are 
the things standing in the way of 
equality of opportunity in America? In 
essence, what are the things keeping 
some people from climbing the ladder, 
from doing better than their parents 

did, from being able to pursue and ful-
fill their dreams as they should in a na-
tion so deeply committed to equality 
of opportunity? 

In essence, there are a few things 
that are standing in the way. The first 
is skills. There are some Americans 
right now who do not have access to 
the kind of training they need to build 
the skills they need, for example, to 
create or to have a middle-class job. 
Part of that is our own doing as a na-
tion. We have, for example, stigmatized 
career and technical education. For the 
life of me, I do not understand why we 
have done that. Not every kid wants to 
go to a 4-year university. Not every kid 
wants to graduate with a Ph.D. Some 
kids want to grow up and fix airplane 
engines or build things. That is good 
and important, necessary work. Yet we 
do not train our kids to do that. A 
number of jobs in America require 
more than a high school education but 
less than a 4-year degree in college. 
Why can’t kids graduate from high 
school with a high school diploma and 
an industry certification and a career 
that will employ them right away? 
That is one of the impediments that 
are standing in the way of growing 
middle-class jobs. If we are truly com-
mitted to the principle of fairness, we 
should invest in that, encourage that, 
particularly at the State level. 

There is another thing standing in 
the way of fairness, equality of oppor-
tunity; that is, the playing field is not 
always even. And there are two things 
in particular that stand out: our regu-
lations and our Tax Code. It is not me 
saying that, it is the job creators, 
small businesspeople trying to make it. 
Let me tell you what I mean by that. 
We have a complicated Tax Code, and 
it is broken. Here is the deal. If you are 
a large, major, Fortune 500 company, 
you can afford the best lawyers and ac-
countants in the world to navigate it. 
You may not like the large, com-
plicated Tax Code, but you can deal 
with it. The people who cannot deal 
with a large, complicated Tax Code are 
the people who are trying to make it— 
the sole practitioner, the entrepreneur, 
the small businessperson starting out 
in the garage or spare bedroom of their 
home. They cannot deal with the taxes, 
and they cannot deal with the regula-
tions because they cannot hire the 
army of specialists it takes to navigate 
these things. 

In case you say somehow we are 
making this up or somehow this is 
coming out of nowhere, let me tell you 
that the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
did a survey of small businesses earlier 
this year. They found that 86 percent of 
small businesses—which are, by the 
way, not just the backbone of Amer-
ica’s economy, they are the backbone 
of America’s prosperity—86 percent of 
them say they are worried that regula-
tions, restrictions, and taxes are hurt-
ing their ability to do business. This is 
a fact. 

In terms of there not being a playing 
field that is even in America, in my 
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opinion, the single greatest contributor 
to making it more difficult for people 
who are trying to make it is some of 
the policies—as well-intentioned as 
they may be—that are being imple-
mented at the governmental level. We 
need to invest and commit deeply to 
this notion of fairness, which is defined 
in America as equality of opportunity. 

The second thing we need to continue 
to believe in is prosperity. Prosperity 
in America has and must continue to 
mean private sector economic growth. 
The private sector grows and creates 
private jobs which employ people and 
turn those people into parents who can 
send their kids on to college and con-
sumers who can spend money in our 
economy. The creation of middle-class 
jobs is not just the backbone of our 
economy, it is the backbone of our 
prosperity. 

How are jobs created in the private 
sector? It is simple. Someone has an 
idea, they have a business or product 
they want to invest in, they have ac-
cess to money, whether it is their own 
money or someone else’s money, and 
they use that money to put that idea 
into practice. They start a business, it 
works, and as a result people get jobs, 
people are employed, and the cycle re-
peats itself. The job for us in Wash-
ington is to make it easier for people 
to do that at every level. No. 1 is to 
make it easier for people to have ideas, 
and that is the easiest one of all. Amer-
icans have not run out of good ideas, 
and Americans have not forgotten how 
to create jobs. There are plenty of 
great ideas. There are great business 
ideas for the 21st century. There are a 
bunch of them that exist in the minds 
of hundreds of thousands of Americans 
who are waiting for the chance to put 
that dream into practice. 

The second thing we have to do is 
make it easier for them to get access 
to the money they need to start their 
businesses, and that means to encour-
age investment. I do not understand 
why we would punish or discourage in-
vestment. Why raise taxes on people 
who want to invest in businesses that 
allow these businesses to grow and hire 
more people? It is important we make 
that easier as well. 

I would like to talk again about 
small businesses. The survey I outlined 
a minute ago showed that 78 percent of 
small businesses say taxes and regula-
tions coming from Washington also 
make it harder for them to hire more 
employees. So in addition to making it 
easier for people to make money avail-
able to investors to allow these ideas 
to go into practice, we also have to 
lower the cost of doing business and 
the barriers to entry, and the equation 
is pretty straightforward. 

If you are an employee working for 
somebody and decide you can do a bet-
ter job than your boss and want to 
start your own business and want to 
compete against him, well, the regula-
tions that impact that industry and 
the tax code that applies to that indus-
try are too complicated and too bur-

densome so you cannot do it. If you are 
a small business trying to grow, no 
matter how much money you have in-
vested, you may not be able to deal 
with that as well. 

By the way, there are two industries 
I hope we will look at as real growth 
opportunities and prosperity in Amer-
ica. We are an energy-rich country and 
advances in technology have made cer-
tain deposits of energy once inacces-
sible to us accessible. Natural gas is a 
great example. We need to stop pun-
ishing investment in the energy sector 
by raising taxes. We need to stop pass-
ing regulations that put entire areas of 
this country completely off limits and 
make it difficult to access our energy 
deposits. I think energy is an area on 
which we should focus. 

The other is manufacturing. As labor 
costs rise around the world, there is no 
reason more and more manufacturing 
cannot return to the United States. 
But this is not going to happen if we 
regulate people looking to do manufac-
turing in a way that they decide Amer-
ica is not the place they should do 
business and if the tax treatment of 
America puts us at a competitive dis-
advantage. 

Let me close by saying that the op-
portunity before us is real. The 21st 
century holds promise, promise that 
holds no parallel in human history. I 
don’t think it is an exaggeration to say 
we can see the kind of economic 
growth here and around the world that 
we have never seen before. That is how 
promising the 21st century is. It all 
comes down to a choice. We have to 
make a choice. Are we prepared to 
abandon the principles and ideals that 
made us unique and special or are we 
going to reembrace those principles 
and ideals and in so doing make this 
new century an American century as 
well? 

When I hear some of the talk in this 
building, it concerns me. When I hear 
people telling the American people 
that the way to protect their jobs is to 
raise their bosses’ taxes, I think that is 
counterproductive. When I hear policy-
makers in Washington pitting the 
American people against each other, 
telling people that the only way they 
can do better is if someone else is 
worse off, I get concerned. Not only is 
it not true, that type of thought has 
never worked anywhere in the world. 
In fact, people flee from countries that 
think in that way. 

The American experience has been 
something very important. The Amer-
ican experience has been that this is a 
country where everybody can do bet-
ter, where the people who have made it 
can stay there, and the people who are 
trying to make it can join them. We 
have never believed that the way for us 
to do better is for other people to do 
worse. We have never believed in order 
to climb the ladder, we have to pull 
somebody else down. For me, it is not 
theory, it is the experience of my life. 

My parents raised me with middle- 
class jobs in the service sector. My dad, 

for example, was a bartender, and I 
thank God every night there was some-
one out there willing to risk their 
money to build a hotel in Miami Beach 
and later in Las Vegas where he could 
later work. I thank God there was 
enough prosperity in America so people 
could go on vacation and leave tips in 
my dad’s tip jar. With the money he 
raised as a bartender, he gave me the 
opportunity to do what he never had a 
chance to do. 

We had help along the way. I had stu-
dent loans and grants from the govern-
ment to help me get my education. I 
went to a public school system, and 
that is an important role for govern-
ment to play. 

Let’s not forget we cannot have more 
government than our economy can af-
ford. That is why those of us who des-
perately want to see a country that 
continues to have prosperity but also 
compassion believe safety net pro-
grams should exist to help those who 
cannot help themselves and help those 
who have fallen to stand and try again. 
That is why we believe we have to have 
a strong and robust economy. 

What is startling is that we, the larg-
est and most prosperous Nation in 
human history, have built a govern-
ment so massive that not even the 
richest country in the history of the 
world can afford it, and we cannot con-
tinue on that road either. 

I will close by saying that I hope this 
new year will be the beginning of our 
work toward a new American century. 
I know it worked in the past. I know 
this is a nation where anyone from 
anywhere can accomplish anything. It 
is not just something I read about in a 
magazine. I have seen it in my own life. 
There is no reason it cannot continue 
here if only we are creative. 

I yield the floor. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
FRANKEN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 
18 minutes. 

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

f 

THE BUDGET 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, today, 

state of the Union day, marks 1,000 
days since this Senate has fulfilled its 
statutory responsibility of passing a 
budget. This is not a little bitty mat-
ter, and it implicates the leadership of 
the Democratically controlled Senate 
and their willingness to address the 
American people honestly and effec-
tively concerning the very significant 
financial threats this Nation faces. 

Indeed, President Obama, on April 29, 
2009, when we last had a budget, said 
this: 
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A budget serves as an economic blueprint 

for the Nation’s future. 

That is true. It is not an insignifi-
cant document that just has a bunch of 
numbers; it is a blueprint for the Na-
tion’s future. We either have one or we 
don’t. He went on to say a budget is 
necessary ‘‘to lay a new foundation for 
growth and to strengthen our econ-
omy.’’ 

I believe that is certainly true be-
cause the whole world, our own econ-
omy, U.S. businesses and investment, 
and the American people are concerned 
that we don’t have a plan for our future 
that gets us off of the debt path—some 
would say an economic growth death 
path—that we are on. They want to see 
that we have a plan to do better. 

We will have a speech tonight. I sus-
pect it will be grand in sound and have 
some popular phrases. But the question 
is, when it is over will we have a plan 
that can be examined? Will we have a 
plan that will lead us on an improved— 
dramatically improved—debt path or 
will we remain in business-as-usual 
mode, in denial? 

A budget resolution is legally re-
quired by the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. It was passed because Con-
gress hadn’t been passing budgets effec-
tively. So the Congress passed a law 
and said we must do it. We are going to 
require ourselves to do it. 

By law the President must submit a 
budget to the Congress by the first 
Monday in February. The President 
has submitted one for 2012. He sub-
mitted it to the Congress last year. It 
was not a good budget. It was what I 
have called the most irresponsible 
budget ever submitted to Congress. I 
chose those words carefully because we 
have never been, as a nation, in a more 
systemic danger from debt as we are 
today. Our population is aging. Our 
growth is not solid. The number of peo-
ple on Medicare and Medicaid and So-
cial Security has increased. We need 
growth and prosperity. We are in dan-
ger if we don’t change it. That is why 
the world is worried about the United 
States. That is also why Europe is hav-
ing such a serious problem. So it is im-
portant that we have a budget and we 
lay this out. 

So the law requires the President to 
submit the budget to the Congress by 
the first Monday in February. We did it 
last year. It was not a good budget be-
cause it increased spending, it in-
creased taxes, and it increased spend-
ing more than taxes. Over the 10-year 
budgetary window or plan, it increased 
the debt more than if we had not had 
the budget, if we had just gone on auto-
matic pilot for spending growth in our 
country. That is why it was a failed 
budget plan. When the Senate finally 
voted on it—I brought it up after the 
majority leader brought up the House 
budget to try to defeat it. I brought up 
the President’s budget and asked my 
Democratic colleagues if they sup-
ported their President’s budget. It 
failed 97 to 0. Not a single Senator 
voted for that plan because it was irre-

sponsible. It put us on a worse course 
than we were already on, and nobody 
wanted to be on record as voting for it. 

Now, once the President’s budget has 
come in, the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, by law, is required to report a 
budget resolution to the Senate by 
April 1. Congress is required to com-
plete action on a concurrent resolution 
on the budget no later than April 15. It 
is a challenge. In the past it has been 
a real challenge. People have worked 
hard to meet that goal. 

Last year, while the Senate did not 
act, the Republican House met its re-
quirements under the Budget Act to 
consider and pass a budget resolution 
in both their Budget Committee—Con-
gressman PAUL RYAN’s committee—and 
in the full House of Representatives. 
The chairman of the Senate Budget 
Committee, however, did not even offer 
a budget for consideration in com-
mittee, which precluded its consider-
ation before the full Senate. 

The budget process exists in one re-
spect to compel the President and Con-
gress to set forth a plan for the disposi-
tion of the taxpayers’ money for the 
upcoming fiscal year and a minimum 
of 4 fiscal years. The budget has to be 
a 5-year budget. Often it is 10 years. 
The President submitted a 10-year 
budget which I think is preferable to a 
5-year budget, and most people agree. 
Setting forth such a plan requires set-
ting priorities; does it not? A house-
hold does a budget. A city, county, or 
State does a budget. They have to 
choose with their limited resources the 
priorities they can fund and determine 
how to use those scarce dollars, which 
in our case includes discretionary 
spending which is subject to the annual 
appropriation process, as well as the 
mandatory spending programs which 
are provided for under the rules set 
forth in permanent law. Those pro-
grams include food stamps, Medicaid, 
Medicare, Social Security, and a lot of 
other programs. 

So mandatory spending programs 
currently comprise almost 60 percent 
of our spending. They are on automatic 
pilot. If a person reaches a certain age 
or if a person loses their job or their in-
come falls below a certain level, they 
are entitled to certain benefits. A per-
son can walk into a government office 
and ask for food stamps or ask for gov-
ernmental assistance, and if that per-
son qualifies it must be given whether 
the government has any money or not. 
If those programs are out of control 
and are growing too fast and are not 
properly managed, Congress has to 
change laws, not just change the budg-
et to deal with it. So this is almost 60 
percent of our budget today, the man-
datory part. 

So the budget process, through the 
use of reconciliation, is the only mech-
anism available to Congress to compel 
oversight and review of mandatory 
spending programs. Without the dis-
cipline provided by the budget process, 
these programs proceed on automatic 
pilot. So, importantly, the numbers 

that were deemed by the Budget Con-
trol Act, which was passed last summer 
in the wee hours of the morning just to 
avoid a governmental shutdown, that 
Budget Control Act, not subject to any 
amendments and not brought up for de-
bate, set spending levels. But it could 
only set the number for discretionary 
spending. 

The Budget Control Act effectively 
told Chairman CONRAD to provide dis-
cretionary spending at the levels of the 
Budget Control Act caps and for man-
datory—the 60 percent—to stay the 
same, and revenue policies—taxing 
policies—at levels estimated in the 
Congressional Budget Office March 2011 
baseline. So mandatory spending and 
tax increases and tax policies would be 
controlled by the Congressional Budget 
Office baseline, business as usual—the 
definition of business as usual for 60 
percent of our budget. 

So the so-called deemed budget is not 
a real budget, and the process used to 
adopt it is not the kind of process that 
is legitimate. It is not the kind of proc-
ess that is required. In the Budget Act, 
we must have a committee markup. We 
must have 50 hours of guaranteed de-
bate on the floor of the Senate and an 
unlimited number of amendments can 
be offered—a public, open discussion 
about the dangers facing this country 
and how Senators are going to deal 
with them, and they have to vote and 
they have to vote multiple times. The 
Democratic leadership, supported by 
Democratic Members, did not want to 
go through that process. That is why 
the Democratic leader, Senator REID, 
said it is foolish to have a budget. He 
did not mean it was foolish for America 
to have a budget. He meant it was fool-
ish for them to have to vote publicly 
and be accountable for the serious 
challenges facing this country. I think 
that was a big reason for the shel-
lacking a lot of Members of Congress 
took in the last election. 

The American people want Congress 
to be accountable. Congress works for 
them. We are not on our own up here to 
do whatever we want to. The American 
people are watching us. Forty cents of 
every $1 we spend is borrowed. Are the 
American people not legitimately un-
happy with us? Why should they be sat-
isfied with Congress? Why should we be 
looked up to as people who are leading 
the country effectively? We will not 
even bring up a budget. 

I just want to say, the Republicans 
fought for a budget. I am the ranking 
Republican member of the Budget 
Committee. We pleaded with the ma-
jority. We protested. But the leader-
ship in the Senate has the power to set 
the agenda, and a minority cannot call 
a budget hearing in the Budget Com-
mittee, nor can they require a real 
budget to be brought forth for full de-
bate on the floor of the Senate. 

So this is where we are, I just have to 
say, because our colleague, whom I 
truly respect and like, Senator CON-
RAD, was saying we do not need a budg-
et today. Apparently, they are not 
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going to produce one again this year. 
That is not right. We do need a budget, 
and we need to go through the process 
because the American people need to 
know what the debt commission told 
us; which is, we do not have the money 
to keep spending as we are spending 
today. 

So a real budget would have required 
a weighing of the spending demands 
placed on the Federal Government and 
the available revenues and reached a 
consensus on what activities the gov-
ernment would pursue and how the 
government would pay for it, including 
the amount that would be added to the 
debt—how much are we going to in-
crease the debt and how much will be 
left to future generations. 

So the failure of our Democratic 
leadership in the Senate is to not seri-
ously and credibly address our manda-
tory spending programs, which all ex-
perts and observers tell us are on an 
unsustainable course. Everyone tells us 
that. What we are doing today is 
unsustainable. For example, the budget 
the President submitted calls for defi-
cits every single year for the next dec-
ade. It goes from about $1.3 trillion 
now—it was going to drop down, for the 
lowest single year, to a deficit of $740 
billion, and in years 7, 8, 9, and 10, it 
would be going back again to almost $1 
trillion. 

We spend this year $650 billion on So-
cial Security. By the 10th year, accord-
ing to the Congressional Budget Office 
analysis of the President’s budget, the 
interest we would pay on the debt 
alone—just the interest—would be $940 
billion. Today it is $240 billion. This is 
how we get into the European crisis. 
This is why experts and economists 
have told us our spending and debt sit-
uation is unsustainable. That is not a 
frivolous word. They mean it is 
unsustainable. 

Contending that the creation of the 
supercommittee absolved the Senate of 
that responsibility to produce a budget 
is laughable and it is not credible and 
I reject that. Instead, we are told that 
the deeming of a budget and spending 
caps—and only discretionary spend-
ing—determined in secret and brought 
out in the eleventh hour before the 
Senate for an up-or-down vote, without 
amendment, to avoid a government 
shutdown—to contend that meets the 
requirements placed on this Chamber 
for responsibility and fiscal rectitude 
just cannot be sustained. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. Pass-
ing a real budget is indeed not easy, 
particularly now because we have such 
a serious financial crisis. Tough deci-
sions are going to have to be made. 
Perhaps our Democratic leadership 
does not want to show Americans how 
much their big spending agenda truly 
costs. That is what a budget shows over 
10 years: how much we plan to spend, 
how much we are going to cut, how 
much we are going to tax. Maybe they 
do not want the people to know how 
much they intend to raise taxes and 
how much of that falls not just on the 

rich but on the middle class. I can show 
you the budget the President sub-
mitted. It goes beyond the rich. It was 
a big tax increase. 

The failure to propose and openly de-
bate on the floor a detailed, long-term 
fiscal plan may be considered by some 
to be smart. But it is sending our coun-
try toward the fiscal cliff. Our Demo-
cratic colleagues wish to pretend for 
the Nation that they have an actual 
budget plan. If they want to do that, 
they must find in their files the secret 
document they produced last year and 
finally, once and for all, make it pub-
lic. 

Senator CONRAD said: I have a budg-
et. He said: We are going to have a 
committee markup, and I am going to 
present to our conferences the major-
ity’s budget plan to the Budget Com-
mittee. He was prepared to do that. He 
was prepared to do that, I thought. I 
was ready to get prepared to have the 
hearing. So when we got ready, some-
how it did not happen. It got put off. It 
got put off again. Then, in the days 
that followed and we made a fuss, Sen-
ator REID eventually said, basically: I 
made that decision not to have a budg-
et. It is foolish to have a budget. 

So we never saw this budget. He said 
publicly they had one. Are they 
ashamed of it? Were they afraid to 
bring it out? Did no one want to see it? 
We were prepared with our little cal-
culators to see how much taxes were 
going to increase, how much spending 
was going to increase, how much debt 
was going to increase. When are we 
going to change our debt trajectory 
and make the country better, put us on 
a sounder path? That is what we want-
ed to know, and we were told we were 
going to get it. We did not. 

So instead of an open, accountable 
process, where the public votes are 
taken, where our constituents can hold 
us responsible for the leadership we 
provide, we got, at the eleventh hour, 
deals, a month of secret meetings, and 
political maneuvers. The primary aim 
of the process, it looks to me, was po-
litical advantage, not the advantage 
for the people of the United States. 

So I believe when the majority leader 
and his majority colleagues chose to 
block the lawfully mandated budget 
process and not bring up a budget—not 
have committee hearings and actual 
votes, not have 50 hours of floor debate, 
not being able to allow amendments 
that deal with the budget and spend-
ing—they put politics over the Nation’s 
interest. They rejected a duty they 
have, by all just deserts in logic and 
also by law. They did so for their polit-
ical convenience. 

I think if they continue to fail to 
produce a budget, to allow it to be dis-
cussed, to show what their plans are for 
the future, they have forfeited the 
leadership they have asked for in the 
Senate. If they cannot produce a budg-
et and they do not have the gumption 
to lay out their plan for the future and 
have numbers that can be studied and 
examined, added and subtracted—if 

they cannot do that, if they are not 
willing to face up to that responsi-
bility, they do not deserve to lead the 
Senate because, at this point in his-
tory, I think it is the most significant 
matter we face. 

Our economy is not doing well. Our 
debt is surging. This year, the debt 
came in, as of September 30, another 
$1.3 trillion. Three consecutive years of 
deficits over $1 trillion, averaging $1.3 
trillion. Can you imagine that? The 
highest deficit President Bush ever 
had—and it was too high—was $450 bil-
lion. But for 3 years we have averaged 
$1.3 trillion. 

The debt is surging out of control, 
and the Budget Control Act that pur-
ports to change that trajectory only 
reduced the projected deficit over 10 
years by $2.1 trillion, when every ex-
pert—Democrats, Republicans, liberals 
and conservatives—before our Budget 
Committee told us we need to have $4 
trillion over 10 years in reduced defi-
cits. 

Because under the projections we 
have from the Congressional Budget 
Office, we are on track to add $13 tril-
lion more to the debt in 10 years—$13 
trillion more—doubling the now over 
$13 trillion in debt we have. 

That is why we cannot continue. We 
need a plan to change that. Instead, we 
got a minimum reduction, I guess, 
from approximately $13 trillion to $11 
trillion out of the Budget Committee. 
So we will add $11 trillion to the debt 
over the next 10 years rather than $13 
trillion. That is not enough change. 
Mr. President, $4 trillion, in my opin-
ion, based on the studies and the hear-
ings and the testimony of the witnesses 
I have heard, is not enough. We need to 
do a good bit more than that. The 
House proposed a better plan by far. It 
would have changed our debt course, 
but the Senate did not do its responsi-
bility to meet that challenge or the po-
sition of the House. 

I appreciate the opportunity to share 
these thoughts. We look forward to-
night to the President’s State of the 
Union. I hope he will do more than do 
his normal eloquent processes and lay 
out a real plan, a plan that can be stud-
ied, a plan that can be evaluated, to 
put this Nation on a sound fiscal 
course. Because until we do that, jobs 
will not be created, and we will not see 
growth. There is a lack of confidence in 
our economy, and the greatest founda-
tion of that lack of confidence is the 
debt. 

I will just add briefly, there are 
things we can do to create growth and 
jobs without an increase in spending 
and without increase in debt. How do 
we do it? We eliminate every single 
regulation that is unwise. We reform 
our Tax Code into a growth-oriented 
Tax Code as much as possible. We 
produce more American energy and 
stop making policies that prohibit the 
production of American energy, cre-
ating American jobs, creating wealth 
in the United States, stopping the ex-
port of that wealth to Venezuela or 
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Saudi Arabia or other places such as 
that. 

We have to end this health care bill 
that was passed. Already, health care 
premiums for average Americans have 
gone up—for a family of four: $2,400. Al-
ready? It was supposed to bring those 
costs down. That is a hammer blow to 
the middle class. 

So we are talking about jobs, growth, 
progress. Those are the kinds of things 
we need. We can do it without more 
government debt and more government 
spending. That is what I will be look-
ing for tonight. 

I thank the Presiding Officer and 
yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

EXTENSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the period for 
morning business be extended until 5 
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

DATA PRIVACY DAY 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, on Janu-
ary 28, 2012, privacy advocates, indus-
try leaders, and government officials 
from across our Nation will celebrate 
Data Privacy Day 2012. I am pleased to 
join these stakeholders in calling at-
tention to the need to better secure our 
privacy and security in cyberspace. 

In the digital age, our Nation faces 
the challenge of securing our computer 
networks from cyber threats and cyber 
crime, while at the same time, encour-
aging innovation and protecting Amer-
icans’ right to privacy. Even as the 
Internet and other rapidly advancing 
technologies spur economic growth and 
expand opportunity, there is growing 
uncertainty and unease about how 
Americans’ sensitive personal informa-
tion is collected, shared, and stored. 
Data Privacy Day provides an impor-
tant reminder about the importance of 
data privacy. 

After a record year of high-profile 
data breaches in the private sector and 
throughout government, it is more im-
portant than ever that Congress step 
forward and enact meaningful data pri-
vacy legislation. As the chairman of 
the Senate Judiciary Committee, I 
continue to work toward that goal. 

Last year, I reintroduced comprehen-
sive data privacy legislation that will 
better protect Americans’ sensitive 
personal data and reduce the risk of 
data security breaches. The Personal 
Data Privacy and Security Act would 

establish a single nationwide standard 
for data breach notification and re-
quire that companies that have data-
bases with sensitive personal informa-
tion establish and implement data pri-
vacy and security programs. This bill 
would also help law enforcement better 
combat cyber crime by strengthening 
and clarifying the penalties for viola-
tions of the Computer Fraud and Abuse 
Act and creating a new criminal of-
fense for cyber attacks involving gov-
ernment computers that manage crit-
ical infrastructure information. 

The Senate Judiciary Committee fa-
vorably reported this bill in September 
2011. The committee has previously re-
ported similar legislation three times. 
I urge the 112th Congress to finally 
enact this much needed legislation. 

In the coming weeks, the Senate is 
expected to consider comprehensive 
cyber security legislation. Protecting 
our Nation’s data from breaches is at 
the very core of a comprehensive strat-
egy for improving cyber security. That 
is why President Obama included a 
data breach proposal that closely mir-
rors the Personal Data Privacy and Se-
curity Act in his cyber security pro-
posal to Congress. That is why con-
sumer and privacy advocates, business 
leaders, and Members of Congress on 
both sides of the aisle continue to call 
for the enactment of data privacy leg-
islation. And that is why I will con-
tinue work to ensure that meaningful 
data privacy legislation is included in 
any cyber security legislation the Sen-
ate considers this year. 

I will also continue the important 
work that the Judiciary Committee 
began last year to update the Elec-
tronic Communications Privacy Act, 
ECPA, so that our digital privacy laws 
keep pace with changes in technology. 
Updating this law to reflect the reali-
ties of our time is essential to keeping 
us safe from cyber threats. 

Again, I thank and commend the 
many stakeholders and leaders from 
across the Nation who are holding 
events to commemorate Data Privacy 
Day. I look forward to working with 
these stakeholders and with Members 
of Congress on both sides of the aisle 
and in both Chambers to ensure that 
the right to privacy is ensured in the 
digital age. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PASTOR DAVID WOOD 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, Chris 
Bohjalian is one of the treasures of 
Vermont, as well as being a gifted writ-
er. We Vermonters are fortunate to be 
able to read his weekly column. They 
almost always deal with some aspect of 
life in the State he and I share. 

Marcelle and I were especially 
touched by his column on Christmas 
Day about Pastor David Wood, of the 
United Church of Lincoln, VT. 

So many of us go to church on 
Christmas Day, shake hands with those 
officiating at the service and thank 
them for what they have done, and 
then go home to be with our families. 

What Chris has done is talk about the 
Herculean tasks of Pastor David Wood. 
It reminds us that those who give us 
spiritual guidance and consolation do 
far more than what we see on holidays 
and holy days. I would ask unanimous 
consent that Chris Bohjalian’s column 
about the extraordinary David Wood be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Burlington Free Press] 
IDYLL BANTER: BURNING THE CHRISTMAS 

CANDLE AT BOTH ENDS 
(By Chris Bohjalian) 

Look, I know Santa just pulled an all- 
nighter, flew through serious turbulence 
over Iceland, and had to put up with—yet 
again—Prancer’s ‘‘attitude’’ that no one has 
yet to write a song about him. (You live on 
nothing but lichen between Thanksgiving 
and Christmas, and watch what happens to 
your temper.) But my great friend and the 
pastor of the United Church of Lincoln, 
David Wood, just performed four church 
services in 16 hours. 

Yup. Four in 16. This is what happens when 
Christmas falls on a Sunday. 

‘‘From a spiritual point of view, I love it 
when Christmas comes on a Sunday. From a 
practical point of view, it’s terrifying,’’ 
David told me. 

Specifically, last night there were three 
services at the church here in Lincoln. There 
was a 7 p.m. pageant for families—and this 
year the pageant was mighty impressive, 
with St. Nicholas himself sharing the story 
of the Nativity. Then there was an 8:30 p.m. 
service that was more traditional, just as 
joyous, but at least marginally less raucous. 
Finally, at 11:30 p.m., there was the quiet, 
contemplative, communal service that ended 
shortly after midnight—on Christmas Day. 
And while the church’s youth pastor, Todd 
Goodyear, did the heaviest lifting at that 
very first service, David was still plenty in-
volved. 

In any case, after three services in five 
hours last night, David finally collapsed into 
bed about quarter to 1 on Christmas morning 
. . . and was back in the sanctuary today, 
preaching, 10 hours later. 

That workload might not daunt Santa, but 
it would most mortals. 

It has always seemed to me that the ma-
jority of priests and ministers and rabbis and 
imams work incredibly hard. Certainly 
David does. To wit: I will never forget when 
my wife was in labor with our daughter a lit-
tle over 18 years ago. When Grace arrived— 
so did David. The labor was 22 hours, but 
still he was there within 40 minutes of 
Grace’s arrival. Two months ago, my wife 
had six hours of kidney surgery. I had told 
David about it the day before. Sure enough, 
there he was the next day at the hospital. 
And it’s not like my wife gets preferential 
treatment. (Given the number of Humane 
Society shelter cats she has tried to foist on 
David’s family, he should be giving her a 
very wide berth.) He is always comforting 
someone or some family in hospitals in two 
counties. And then there are the funerals. 
And the christenings. And the baptisms. And 
the marriages. And the meetings. And the 
counseling. And the Yankees. (We all have 
our flaws.) David has been the pastor here in 
Lincoln since 1979, so this is not the first 
time that Christmas has fallen on a Sunday 
on his watch. He knows what to expect: ‘‘Ev-
erything speeds up. Nothing slows down.’’ 
Consequently, he had his sermons done 
weeks ahead of time. He had a plan in place 
to get the props from the pageant removed 
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from the sanctuary in time for the 8:30 serv-
ice. And, once again, he made sure that all 
six church fire extinguishers were distrib-
uted discretely to volunteer firefighters be-
fore that first Christmas Eve service, since it 
would end with the congregation—including 
the children—raising and lowering lit can-
dles while we all sang ‘‘Silent Night.’’ 

But despite the borderline bedlam that can 
mark this time of the year for us all, he tries 
not to lose sight of the blessings that come 
with that chaos. ‘‘What is most special for 
me every Sunday, but even more as we ap-
proach Christmas and Easter, is the realiza-
tion that I get to speak the good news to 
people. Christian faith isn’t about rules and 
regulations, it is about our relationship with 
a God who loves us enough to choose to be 
with us.’’ 

Indeed. So, while I remain impressed as 
heck with what Santa Claus and his reindeer 
just pulled off, I am mighty grateful as well 
for the work of David Wood and his peers. 

Merry Christmas. Happy Hanukkah. Peace. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

RECOGNIZING ELIOT ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

∑ Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, today, 
I commend Eliot Elementary School of 
Eliot, ME, on being named a 2011 Na-
tional Blue Ribbon School of Excel-
lence. This prestigious recognition of 
high accomplishment was bestowed by 
U.S. Secretary of Education Arne Dun-
can. 

Created in 1982, the Blue Ribbon 
Schools Award is considered the high-
est honor an American school can ob-
tain. Schools singled out for this na-
tional recognition reflect the goals of 
our Nation’s education reforms for 
high standards and accountability. 
Specifically, the Blue Ribbon Schools 
Program is designed to honor public 
and private schools that are either aca-
demically superior in their States or 
that demonstrate dramatic gains in 
student achievement. 

This award recognizes that Eliot Ele-
mentary students achieve at the high-
est level academically. Eliot Elemen-
tary School is a top-performing school 
on State-required assessments, and 
staff at the school use assessments 
throughout the academic year as a tool 
for improving and customizing instruc-
tion. The school works closely with 
families to forge a strong school com-
munity where students are connected 
and encouraged to pursue their inter-
ests. 

I applaud not only the students but 
also the administrators, teachers, staff, 
and parents of Eliot Elementary 
School. Together, they are succeeding 
in their mission to generate excite-
ment and momentum for learning. 
They are making a difference in the 
lives of their students, helping them 
reach their full potential as inde-
pendent, responsible learners and citi-
zens. 

I am pleased that the U.S. Depart-
ment of Education has selected Eliot 
Elementary School for this well-de-
served honor, and I congratulate the 
communities of Eliot and South Ber-

wick for this outstanding achieve-
ment.∑ 

f 

EVERYBODY WINS! 
∑ Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to take a moment to recognize two 
individuals for their extraordinary 
service to the Everybody Wins! Pro-
gram in Iowa. 

As many of my colleagues know, Ev-
erybody Wins! is a literacy and men-
toring program for elementary school 
students. The program gives adults the 
opportunity to spend one lunch hour a 
week reading with a child in a public 
school. 

Fourteen years ago, Senator Jim Jef-
fords recruited me to join him as a vol-
unteer for the Everybody Wins! Pro-
gram in Washington, D.C. Since then, I 
have been an Everybody Wins! volun-
teer at Brent Elementary School in 
Washington D.C. I have seen the tre-
mendous impact this program has both 
on the adult volunteers and their 
young student partners. 

I was very happy when Everybody 
Wins! was launched in my home State 
of Iowa in 2002. Two people I want to 
recognize today joined Everybody 
Wins! as volunteer readers and found-
ing board members in 2003. Both of 
them retired in the last year after con-
tributing to the solid foundation on 
which the Iowa program rests today. 

Mary Ann Nielsen joined the board of 
Everybody Wins! Iowa in the spring of 
2003. She continued her service, includ-
ing as president of the board, until May 
of 2011. Her work on the board included 
serving on three executive director 
search committees, as well as on the 
personnel and executive committees. 

Amy Elbert also joined the board in 
the spring of 2003, and continued her 
service until May of 2011. She devoted 
substantial time and energy to fund-
raising, two executive director search 
committees, as secretary of the board, 
and as chair of the outreach com-
mittee. Amy also has enjoyed reading 
relationships through the program for 
the past 4 years. 

For their commitment to our youth, 
to literacy, and their long-time con-
tributions to Everybody Wins! Iowa, I 
extend my sincere thanks to Mary Ann 
and Amy and wish them all the best in 
their future endeavors.∑ 

f 

REED COLLEGE 
∑ Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, with 
great pride I wish to congratulate Reed 
College in Portland, OR, on its 100 
years of delivering excellent higher 
education. Reed College has consist-
ently demonstrated its devotion to aca-
demia and to developing the intellec-
tual spirit of its students through de-
manding curricula, insightful research 
and stimulating classroom conversa-
tion. I am certain that the next cen-
tury will prove to be as fruitful as the 
last for Reed and its students and that 
the strong academic tradition will con-
tinue to thrive in the Eastmoreland 
neighborhood of Portland. 

Reed’s story is much like the city of 
Portland’s. The founders of Reed want-
ed to approach higher education dif-
ferently. They wanted to focus on cre-
ating leaders who think outside the 
box and who know that the answers of 
the past are not necessarily the an-
swers of the future. Reed has put an 
emphasis on the progress of the indi-
vidual student, emphasizing intellec-
tual development over the pursuit of 
grades. 

Colleges and universities like Reed 
allow people to continue their pursuit 
of knowledge, to debate problems and 
to develop ideas. Higher education is 
also a driving force behind social mo-
bility and has broken down divisions of 
race, religion, gender and socio-eco-
nomic class. Reed College embraces 
this mission, as reflected in the small 
class sizes filled with diverse students. 

One hundred years of commitment to 
liberal arts education has produced 31 
Rhodes Scholars, a great number of 
Fulbright grant recipients and count-
less well-educated members of the Or-
egon community and our Nation. To 
Colin Diver, the President of Reed Col-
lege, and to the faculty and students of 
Reed: congratulations on a century of 
academic excellence.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING JUDGE LIONEL 
‘‘RED’’ NOONAN 

∑ Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I was 
saddened over the holidays to learn of 
the death of a good man and friend, 
Judge Lionel ‘‘Red’’ Noonan of Mobile, 
AL, at the age of 86. Judge Noonan was 
a wonderful man. He knew it was all 
about service to others, and the cour-
tesy, ease, and empathy he displayed to 
all he came upon was noticed and ap-
preciated and remembered. Many think 
good politicians are the smooth folks, 
always ready with the right words, al-
ways thinking, always plotting, but 
Judge Noonan was a great politician 
because he served his constituents with 
grace and it came back to him in re-
spect and in votes. 

As a practicing lawyer in probate 
court, he always treated me the way he 
treated everyone. I was a rock-ribbed 
young Republican and he a loyal Demo-
crat, yet I couldn’t have been more 
fairly treated by him. I had always 
heard, from my Republican friends, 
what a good man he was. As I have got-
ten older, I have come to see that in a 
place such as Mobile, where people 
really know one another, those who 
have good reputations are invariably 
good people. Judge Noonan’s good rep-
utation was justly earned over a life-
time of honest dealing. 

The Republicans were always hoping 
that he would switch parties and join 
them. That is in itself a high com-
pliment to be courted by two parties. 
But to the Democrats he remained 
true. 

Judge Noonan retired in 2001 after 
serving 18 years as the Mobile County 
probate judge. Prior to that he had 
served 8 years in the Alabama State 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:51 Jan 25, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00017 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A24JA6.006 S24JAPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES68 January 24, 2012 
Senate and was a 4-year starting full-
back for the Alabama Crimson Tide 
after World War II. 

He and his wonderful wife Ruby have 
been a fine team. They have always 
been active politically for causes they 
believed in in the classical sense of the 
American ideal of good government 
and what is good for America. Of 
course, there is the sausage making 
part of politics. Sometimes, it is not 
all cookies and cream. Politics can be 
tough. Yet, for Ruby and Red, it was 
always about what would make Mobile, 
AL, and America a better place, and I 
have always admired that in them. 

His wife Ruby has lost a great part-
ner, his children, Ruth, Kelly, and Lio-
nel, Junior, a great father and mentor, 
and Mobile, one of the best loved citi-
zens to ever have walked the streets.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec-
retaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
and four withdrawals which were re-
ferred to the appropriate committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate 
proceedings.) 

f 

REPORT ON THE STATE OF THE 
UNION DELIVERED TO A JOINT 
SESSION OF CONGRESS ON JANU-
ARY 24, 2012—PM 37 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was ordered to lie on the 
table: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Mr. Speaker, Mr. Vice President, 

members of Congress, distinguished 
guests, and fellow Americans: 

Last month, I went to Andrews Air 
Force Base and welcomed home some 
of our last troops to serve in Iraq. To-
gether, we offered a final, proud salute 
to the colors under which more than a 
million of our fellow citizens fought— 
and several thousand gave their lives. 

We gather tonight knowing that this 
generation of heroes has made the 
United States safer and more respected 
around the world. For the first time in 
nine years, there are no Americans 
fighting in Iraq. For the first time in 
two decades, Osama bin Laden is not a 
threat to this country. Most of al 
Qaeda’s top lieutenants have been de-
feated. The Taliban’s momentum has 
been broken, and some troops in Af-
ghanistan have begun to come home. 

These achievements are a testament 
to the courage, selflessness, and team-

work of America’s Armed Forces. At a 
time when too many of our institutions 
have let us down, they exceed all ex-
pectations. They’re not consumed with 
personal ambition. They don’t obsess 
over their differences. They focus on 
the mission at hand. They work to-
gether. 

Imagine what we could accomplish if 
we followed their example. Think 
about the America within our reach: A 
country that leads the world in edu-
cating its people. An America that at-
tracts a new generation of high-tech 
manufacturing and high-paying jobs. A 
future where we’re in control of our 
own energy, and our security and pros-
perity aren’t so tied to unstable parts 
of the world. An economy built to last, 
where hard work pays off, and responsi-
bility is rewarded. 

We can do this. I know we can, be-
cause we’ve done it before. At the end 
of World War II, when another genera-
tion of heroes returned home from 
combat, they built the strongest econ-
omy and middle class the world has 
ever known. My grandfather, a veteran 
of Patton’s Army, got the chance to go 
to college on the GI Bill. My grand-
mother, who worked on a bomber as-
sembly line, was part of a workforce 
that turned out the best products on 
Earth. 

The two of them shared the optimism 
of a Nation that had triumphed over a 
Depression and fascism. They under-
stood they were part of something larg-
er; that they were contributing to a 
story of success that every American 
had a chance to share—the basic Amer-
ican promise that if you worked hard, 
you could do well enough to raise a 
family, own a home, send your kids to 
college, and put a little away for re-
tirement. 

The defining issue of our time is how 
to keep that promise alive. No chal-
lenge is more urgent. No debate is 
more important. We can either settle 
for a country where a shrinking num-
ber of people do really well, while a 
growing number of Americans barely 
get by. Or we can restore an economy 
where everyone gets a fair shot, every-
one does their fair share, and everyone 
plays by the same set of rules. What’s 
at stake are not Democratic values or 
Republican values, but American val-
ues. We have to reclaim them. 

Let’s remember how we got here. 
Long before the recession, jobs and 
manufacturing began leaving our 
shores. Technology made businesses 
more efficient, but also made some jobs 
obsolete. Folks at the top saw their in-
comes rise like never before, but most 
hardworking Americans struggled with 
costs that were growing, paychecks 
that weren’t, and personal debt that 
kept piling up. 

In 2008, the house of cards collapsed. 
We learned that mortgages had been 
sold to people who couldn’t afford or 
understand them. Banks had made 
huge bets and bonuses with other peo-
ple’s money. Regulators had looked the 
other way, or didn’t have the authority 
to stop the bad behavior. 

It was wrong. It was irresponsible. 
And it plunged our economy into a cri-
sis that put millions out of work, sad-
dled us with more debt, and left inno-
cent, hard-working Americans holding 
the bag. In the six months before I 
took office, we lost nearly four million 
jobs. And we lost another four million 
before our policies were in full effect. 

Those are the facts. But so are these. 
In the last 22 months, businesses have 
created more than three million jobs. 
Last year, they created the most jobs 
since 2005. American manufacturers are 
hiring again, creating jobs for the first 
time since the late 1990s. Together, 
we’ve agreed to cut the deficit by more 
than $2 trillion. And we’ve put in place 
new rules to hold Wall Street account-
able, so a crisis like that never happens 
again. 

The state of our Union is getting 
stronger. And we’ve come too far to 
turn back now. As long as I’m Presi-
dent, I will work with anyone in this 
chamber to build on this momentum. 
But I intend to fight obstruction with 
action, and I will oppose any effort to 
return to the very same policies that 
brought on this economic crisis in the 
first place. 

No, we will not go back to an econ-
omy weakened by outsourcing, bad 
debt, and phony financial profits. To-
night, I want to speak about how we 
move forward, and lay out a blueprint 
for an economy that’s built to last—an 
economy built on American manufac-
turing, American energy, skills for 
American workers, and a renewal of 
American values. 

This blueprint begins with American 
manufacturing. 

On the day I took office, our auto in-
dustry was on the verge of collapse. 
Some even said we should let it die. 
With a million jobs at stake, I refused 
to let that happen. In exchange for 
help, we demanded responsibility. We 
got workers and automakers to settle 
their differences. We got the industry 
to retool and restructure. Today, Gen-
eral Motors is back on top as the 
world’s number one automaker. Chrys-
ler has grown faster in the U.S. than 
any major car company. Ford is invest-
ing billions in U.S. plants and fac-
tories. And together, the entire indus-
try added nearly 160,000 jobs. 

We bet on American workers. We bet 
on American ingenuity. And tonight, 
the American auto industry is back. 

What’s happening in Detroit can hap-
pen in other industries. It can happen 
in Cleveland and Pittsburgh and Ra-
leigh. We can’t bring back every job 
that’s left our shores. But right now, 
it’s getting more expensive to do busi-
ness in places like China. Meanwhile, 
America is more productive. A few 
weeks ago, the CEO of Master Lock 
told me that it now makes business 
sense for him to bring jobs back home. 
Today, for the first time in fifteen 
years, Master Lock’s unionized plant in 
Milwaukee is running at full capacity. 

So we have a huge opportunity, at 
this moment, to bring manufacturing 
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back. But we have to seize it. Tonight, 
my message to business leaders is sim-
ple: ask yourselves what you can do to 
bring jobs back to your country, and 
your country will do everything we can 
to help you succeed. 

We should start with our tax code. 
Right now, companies get tax breaks 
for moving jobs and profits overseas. 
Meanwhile, companies that choose to 
stay in America get hit with one of the 
highest tax rates in the world. It 
makes no sense, and everyone knows 
it. 

So let’s change it. First, if you’re a 
business that wants to outsource jobs, 
you shouldn’t get a tax deduction for 
doing it. That money should be used to 
cover moving expenses for companies 
like Master Lock that decide to bring 
jobs home. 

Second, no American company 
should be able to avoid paying its fair 
share of taxes by moving jobs and prof-
its overseas. From now on, every mul-
tinational company should have to pay 
a basic minimum tax. And every penny 
should go towards lowering taxes for 
companies that choose to stay here and 
hire here. 

Third, if you’re an American manu-
facturer, you should get a bigger tax 
cut. If you’re a high-tech manufac-
turer, we should double the tax deduc-
tion you get for making products here. 
And if you want to relocate in a com-
munity that was hit hard when a fac-
tory left town, you should get help fi-
nancing a new plant, equipment, or 
training for new workers. 

My message is simple. It’s time to 
stop rewarding businesses that ship 
jobs overseas, and start rewarding com-
panies that create jobs right here in 
America. Send me these tax reforms 
and I’ll sign them right away. 

We’re also making it easier for Amer-
ican businesses to sell products all over 
the world. Two years ago, I set a goal 
of doubling U.S. exports over five 
years. With the bipartisan trade agree-
ments I signed into law, we are on 
track to meet that goal—ahead of 
schedule. Soon, there will be millions 
of new customers for American goods 
in Panama, Colombia and South Korea. 
Soon, there will be new cars on the 
streets of Seoul imported from Detroit, 
and Toledo, and Chicago. 

I will go anywhere in the world to 
open new markets for American prod-
ucts. And I will not stand by when our 
competitors don’t play by the rules. 
We’ve brought trade cases against 
China at nearly twice the rate as the 
last administration—and it’s made a 
difference. Over a thousand Americans 
are working today because we stopped 
a surge in Chinese tires. But we need to 
do more. It’s not right when another 
country lets our movies, music, and 
software be pirated. It’s not fair when 
foreign manufacturers have a leg up on 
ours only because they’re heavily sub-
sidized. 

Tonight, I’m announcing the creation 
of a Trade Enforcement Unit that will 
be charged with investigating unfair 

trade practices in countries like China. 
There will be more inspections to pre-
vent counterfeit or unsafe goods from 
crossing our borders. And this Congress 
should make sure that no foreign com-
pany has an advantage over American 
manufacturing when it comes to ac-
cessing finance or new markets like 
Russia. Our workers are the most pro-
ductive on Earth, and if the playing 
field is level, I promise you—America 
will always win. 

I also hear from many business lead-
ers who want to hire in the United 
States, but can’t find workers with the 
right skills. Growing industries in 
science and technology have twice as 
many openings as we have workers who 
can do the job. Think about that— 
openings at a time when millions of 
Americans are looking for work. 

That’s inexcusable. And we know how 
to fix it. 

Jackie Bray is a single mom from 
North Carolina who was laid off from 
her job as a mechanic. Then Siemens 
opened a gas turbine factory in Char-
lotte, and formed a partnership with 
Central Piedmont Community College. 
The company helped the college design 
courses in laser and robotics training. 
It paid Jackie’s tuition, then hired her 
to help operate their plant. 

I want every American looking for 
work to have the same opportunity as 
Jackie did. Join me in a national com-
mitment to train two million Ameri-
cans with skills that will lead directly 
to a job. My Administration has al-
ready lined up more companies that 
want to help. Model partnerships be-
tween businesses like Siemens and 
community colleges in places like 
Charlotte, Orlando and Louisville are 
up and running. Now you need to give 
more community colleges the re-
sources they need to become commu-
nity career centers—places that teach 
people skills that local businesses are 
looking for right now, from data man-
agement to high-tech manufacturing. 

And I want to cut through the maze 
of confusing training programs, so that 
from now on, people like Jackie have 
one program, one website, and one place 
to go for all the information and help 
they need. It’s time to turn our unem-
ployment system into a reemployment 
system that puts people to work. 

These reforms will help people get 
jobs that are open today. But to pre-
pare for the jobs of tomorrow, our com-
mitment to skills and education has to 
start earlier. 

For less than one percent of what our 
Nation spends on education each year, 
we’ve convinced nearly every State in 
the country to raise their standards for 
teaching and learning—the first time 
that’s happened in a generation. 

But challenges remain. And we know 
how to solve them. 

At a time when other countries are 
doubling down on education, tight 
budgets have forced States to lay off 
thousands of teachers. We know a good 
teacher can increase the lifetime in-
come of a classroom by over $250,000. A 

great teacher can offer an escape from 
poverty to the child who dreams be-
yond his circumstance. Every person in 
this chamber can point to a teacher 
who changed the trajectory of their 
lives. Most teachers work tirelessly, 
with modest pay, sometimes digging 
into their own pocket for school sup-
plies—just to make a difference. 

Teachers matter. So instead of bash-
ing them, or defending the status quo, 
let’s offer schools a deal. Give them the 
resources to keep good teachers on the 
job, and reward the best ones. In return, 
grant schools flexibility: to teach with 
creativity and passion, to stop teach-
ing to the test, and to replace teachers 
who just aren’t helping kids learn. 

We also know that when students 
aren’t allowed to walk away from their 
education, more of them walk the 
stage to get their diploma. So tonight, 
I call on every State to require that all 
students stay in high school until they 
graduate or turn eighteen. 

When kids do graduate, the most 
daunting challenge can be the cost of 
college. At a time when Americans owe 
more in tuition debt than credit card 
debt, this Congress needs to stop the 
interest rates on student loans from 
doubling in July. Extend the tuition 
tax credit we started that saves mid-
dle-class families thousands of dollars. 
And give more young people the chance 
to earn their way through college by 
doubling the number of work-study 
jobs in the next five years. 

Of course, it’s not enough for us to 
increase student aid. We can’t just 
keep subsidizing skyrocketing tuition; 
we’ll run out of money. States also 
need to do their part, by making higher 
education a higher priority in their 
budgets. And colleges and universities 
have to do their part by working to 
keep costs down. Recently, I spoke 
with a group of college presidents 
who’ve done just that. Some schools re- 
design courses to help students finish 
more quickly. Some use better tech-
nology. The point is, it’s possible. So 
let me put colleges and universities on 
notice: if you can’t stop tuition from 
going up, the funding you get from tax-
payers will go down. Higher education 
can’t be a luxury—it’s an economic im-
perative that every family in America 
should be able to afford. 

Let’s also remember that hundreds of 
thousands of talented, hardworking 
students in this country face another 
challenge: the fact that they aren’t yet 
American citizens. Many were brought 
here as small children, are American 
through and through, yet they live 
every day with the threat of deporta-
tion. Others came more recently, to 
study business and science and engi-
neering, but as soon as they get their 
degree, we send them home to invent 
new products and create new jobs 
somewhere else. 

That doesn’t make sense. 
I believe as strongly as ever that we 

should take on illegal immigration. 
That’s why my Administration has put 
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more boots on the border than ever be-
fore. That’s why there are fewer illegal 
crossings than when I took office. 

The opponents of action are out of 
excuses. We should be working on com-
prehensive immigration reform right 
now. But if election-year politics keeps 
Congress from acting on a comprehen-
sive plan, let’s at least agree to stop 
expelling responsible young people who 
want to staff our labs, start new busi-
nesses, and defend this country. Send 
me a law that gives them the chance to 
earn their citizenship. I will sign it 
right away. 

You see, an economy built to last is 
one where we encourage the talent and 
ingenuity of every person in this coun-
try. That means women should earn 
equal pay for equal work. It means we 
should support everyone who’s willing 
to work; and every risk-taker and en-
trepreneur who aspires to become the 
next Steve Jobs. 

After all, innovation is what America 
has always been about. Most new jobs 
are created in start-ups and small busi-
nesses. So let’s pass an agenda that 
helps them succeed. Tear down regula-
tions that prevent aspiring entre-
preneurs from getting the financing to 
grow. Expand tax relief to small busi-
nesses that are raising wages and cre-
ating good jobs. Both parties agree on 
these ideas. So put them in a bill, and 
get it on my desk this year. 

Innovation also demands basic re-
search. Today, the discoveries taking 
place in our federally-financed labs and 
universities could lead to new treat-
ments that kill cancer cells but leave 
healthy ones untouched. New light-
weight vests for cops and soldiers that 
can stop any bullet. Don’t gut these in-
vestments in our budget. Don’t let 
other countries win the race for the fu-
ture. Support the same kind of re-
search and innovation that led to the 
computer chip and the Internet; to new 
American jobs and new American in-
dustries. 

Nowhere is the promise of innovation 
greater than in American-made energy. 
Over the last three years, we’ve opened 
millions of new acres for oil and gas ex-
ploration, and tonight, I’m directing 
my Administration to open more than 
75 percent of our potential offshore oil 
and gas resources. Right now, Amer-
ican oil production is the highest that 
it’s been in eight years. That’s right— 
eight years. Not only that—last year, 
we relied less on foreign oil than in any 
of the past sixteen years. 

But with only 2 percent of the world’s 
oil reserves, oil isn’t enough. This 
country needs an all-out, all-of-the- 
above strategy that develops every 
available source of American energy—a 
strategy that’s cleaner, cheaper, and 
full of new jobs. 

We have a supply of natural gas that 
can last America nearly one hundred 
years, and my Administration will 
take every possible action to safely de-
velop this energy. Experts believe this 
will support more than 600,000 jobs by 
the end of the decade. And I’m requir-

ing all companies that drill for gas on 
public lands to disclose the chemicals 
they use. America will develop this re-
source without putting the health and 
safety of our citizens at risk. 

The development of natural gas will 
create jobs and power trucks and fac-
tories that are cleaner and cheaper, 
proving that we don’t have to choose 
between our environment and our econ-
omy. And by the way, it was public re-
search dollars, over the course of thir-
ty years, that helped develop the tech-
nologies to extract all this natural gas 
out of shale rock—reminding us that 
Government support is critical in help-
ing businesses get new energy ideas off 
the ground. 

What’s true for natural gas is true for 
clean energy. In three years, our part-
nership with the private sector has al-
ready positioned America to be the 
world’s leading manufacturer of high- 
tech batteries. Because of federal in-
vestments, renewable energy use has 
nearly doubled. And thousands of 
Americans have jobs because of it. 

When Bryan Ritterby was laid off 
from his job making furniture, he said 
he worried that at 55, no one would 
give him a second chance. But he found 
work at Energetx, a wind turbine man-
ufacturer in Michigan. Before the re-
cession, the factory only made luxury 
yachts. Today, it’s hiring workers like 
Bryan, who said, ‘‘I’m proud to be 
working in the industry of the future.’’ 

Our experience with shale gas shows 
us that the payoffs on these public in-
vestments don’t always come right 
away. Some technologies don’t pan 
out; some companies fail. But I will not 
walk away from the promise of clean 
energy. I will not walk away from 
workers like Bryan. I will not cede the 
wind or solar or battery industry to 
China or Germany because we refuse to 
make the same commitment here. We 
have subsidized oil companies for a 
century. That’s long enough. It’s time 
to end the taxpayer giveaways to an in-
dustry that’s rarely been more profit-
able, and double-down on a clean en-
ergy industry that’s never been more 
promising. Pass clean energy tax cred-
its and create these jobs. 

We can also spur energy innovation 
with new incentives. The differences in 
this chamber may be too deep right 
now to pass a comprehensive plan to 
fight climate change. But there’s no 
reason why Congress shouldn’t at least 
set a clean energy standard that cre-
ates a market for innovation. So far, 
you haven’t acted. Well tonight, I will. 
I’m directing my Administration to 
allow the development of clean energy 
on enough public land to power three 
million homes. And I’m proud to an-
nounce that the Department of De-
fense, the world’s largest consumer of 
energy, will make one of the largest 
commitments to clean energy in his-
tory—with the Navy purchasing 
enough capacity to power a quarter of 
a million homes a year. 

Of course, the easiest way to save 
money is to waste less energy. So 

here’s another proposal: help manufac-
turers eliminate energy waste in their 
factories and give businesses incentives 
to upgrade their buildings. Their en-
ergy bills will be $100 billion lower over 
the next decade, and America will have 
less pollution, more manufacturing, 
and more jobs for construction workers 
who need them. Send me a bill that 
creates these jobs. 

Building this new energy future 
should be just one part of a broader 
agenda to repair America’s infrastruc-
ture. So much of America needs to be 
rebuilt. We’ve got crumbling roads and 
bridges. A power grid that wastes too 
much energy. An incomplete high- 
speed broadband network that prevents 
a small business owner in rural Amer-
ica from selling her products all over 
the world. 

During the Great Depression, Amer-
ica built the Hoover Dam and the Gold-
en Gate Bridge. After World War II, we 
connected our States with a system of 
highways. Democratic and Republican 
administrations invested in great 
projects that benefited everybody, from 
the workers who built them to the 
businesses that still use them today. 

In the next few weeks, I will sign an 
Executive Order clearing away the red 
tape that slows down too many con-
struction projects. But you need to 
fund these projects. Take the money 
we’re no longer spending at war, use 
half of it to pay down our debt, and use 
the rest to do some nation-building 
right here at home. 

There’s never been a better time to 
build, especially since the construction 
industry was one of the hardest-hit 
when the housing bubble burst. Of 
course, construction workers weren’t 
the only ones hurt. So were millions of 
innocent Americans who’ve seen their 
home values decline. And while Gov-
ernment can’t fix the problem on its 
own, responsible homeowners shouldn’t 
have to sit and wait for the housing 
market to hit bottom to get some re-
lief. 

That’s why I’m sending this Congress 
a plan that gives every responsible 
homeowner the chance to save about 
$3,000 a year on their mortgage, by refi-
nancing at historically low interest 
rates. No more red tape. No more run-
around from the banks. A small fee on 
the largest financial institutions will 
ensure that it won’t add to the deficit, 
and will give banks that were rescued 
by taxpayers a chance to repay a def-
icit of trust. 

Let’s never forget: Millions of Ameri-
cans who work hard and play by the 
rules every day deserve a Government 
and a financial system that do the 
same. It’s time to apply the same rules 
from top to bottom: No bailouts, no 
handouts, and no copouts. An America 
built to last insists on responsibility 
from everybody. 

We’ve all paid the price for lenders 
who sold mortgages to people who 
couldn’t afford them, and buyers who 
knew they couldn’t afford them. That’s 
why we need smart regulations to pre-
vent irresponsible behavior. Rules to 
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prevent financial fraud, or toxic dump-
ing, or faulty medical devices, don’t de-
stroy the free market. They make the 
free market work better. 

There is no question that some regu-
lations are outdated, unnecessary, or 
too costly. In fact, I’ve approved fewer 
regulations in the first three years of 
my presidency than my Republican 
predecessor did in his. I’ve ordered 
every federal agency to eliminate rules 
that don’t make sense. We’re revising 
over 500 more, just a fraction of re-
forms that will save business and citi-
zens more than $10 billion over the 
next five years. We got rid of one rule 
from 40 years ago that could have 
forced some dairy farmers to spend 
$10,000 a year proving that they could 
contain a spill—because milk was 
somehow classified as an oil. With a 
rule like that, I guess it was worth cry-
ing over spilled milk. 

I’m confident a farmer can contain a 
milk spill without a federal agency 
looking over his shoulder. But I will 
not back down from making sure an oil 
company can contain the kind of oil 
spill we saw in the Gulf two years ago. 
I will not back down from protecting 
our kids from mercury pollution, or 
making sure that our food is safe and 
our water is clean. I will not go back to 
the days when health insurance compa-
nies had unchecked power to cancel 
your policy, deny you coverage, or 
charge women differently from men. 

And I will not go back to the days 
when Wall Street was allowed to play 
by its own set of rules. The new rules 
we passed restore what should be any 
financial system’s core purpose: get-
ting funding to entrepreneurs with the 
best ideas, and getting loans to respon-
sible families who want to buy a home, 
start a business, or send a kid to col-
lege. 

So if you’re a big bank or financial 
institution, you are no longer allowed 
to make risky bets with your cus-
tomers’ deposits. You’re required to 
write out a ‘‘living will’’ that details 
exactly how you’ll pay the bills if you 
fail—because the rest of us aren’t bail-
ing you out ever again. And if you’re a 
mortgage lender or a payday lender or 
a credit card company, the days of 
signing people up for products they 
can’t afford with confusing forms and 
deceptive practices are over. Today, 
American consumers finally have a 
watchdog in Richard Cordray with one 
job: to look out for them. 

We will also establish a Financial 
Crimes Unit of highly trained inves-
tigators to crack down on large-scale 
fraud and protect people’s investments. 
Some financial firms violate major 
anti-fraud laws because there’s no real 
penalty for being a repeat offender. 
That’s bad for consumers, and it’s bad 
for the vast majority of bankers and fi-
nancial service professionals who do 
the right thing. So pass legislation 
that makes the penalties for fraud 
count. 

And tonight, I am asking my Attor-
ney General to create a special unit of 

federal prosecutors and leading state 
attorneys general to expand our inves-
tigations into the abusive lending and 
packaging of risky mortgages that led 
to the housing crisis. This new unit 
will hold accountable those who broke 
the law, speed assistance to home-
owners, and help turn the page on an 
era of recklessness that hurt so many 
Americans. 

A return to the American values of 
fair play and shared responsibility will 
help us protect our people and our 
economy. But it should also guide us as 
we look to pay down our debt and in-
vest in our future. 

Right now, our most immediate pri-
ority is stopping a tax hike on 160 mil-
lion working Americans while the re-
covery is still fragile. People cannot af-
ford losing $40 out of each paycheck 
this year. There are plenty of ways to 
get this done. So let’s agree right here, 
right now: No side issues. No drama. 
Pass the payroll tax cut without delay. 

When it comes to the deficit, we’ve 
already agreed to more than $2 trillion 
in cuts and savings. But we need to do 
more, and that means making choices. 
Right now, we’re poised to spend near-
ly $1 trillion more on what was sup-
posed to be a temporary tax break for 
the wealthiest 2 percent of Americans. 
Right now, because of loopholes and 
shelters in the tax code, a quarter of 
all millionaires pay lower tax rates 
than millions of middle-class house-
holds. Right now, Warren Buffett pays 
a lower tax rate than his secretary. 

Do we want to keep these tax cuts for 
the wealthiest Americans? Or do we 
want to keep our investments in every-
thing else—like education and medical 
research; a strong military and care for 
our veterans? Because if we’re serious 
about paying down our debt, we can’t 
do both. 

The American people know what the 
right choice is. So do I. As I told the 
Speaker this summer, I’m prepared to 
make more reforms that rein in the 
long term costs of Medicare and Med-
icaid, and strengthen Social Security, 
so long as those programs remain a 
guarantee of security for seniors. 

But in return, we need to change our 
tax code so that people like me, and an 
awful lot of Members of Congress, pay 
our fair share of taxes. Tax reform 
should follow the Buffett rule: if you 
make more than $1 million a year, you 
should not pay less than 30 percent in 
taxes. And my Republican friend TOM 
COBURN is right: Washington should 
stop subsidizing millionaires. In fact, if 
you’re earning a million dollars a year, 
you shouldn’t get special tax subsidies 
or deductions. On the other hand, if 
you make under $250,000 a year, like 98 
percent of American families, your 
taxes shouldn’t go up. You’re the ones 
struggling with rising costs and stag-
nant wages. You’re the ones who need 
relief. 

Now, you can call this class warfare 
all you want. But asking a billionaire 
to pay at least as much as his sec-
retary in taxes? Most Americans would 
call that common sense. 

We don’t begrudge financial success 
in this country. We admire it. When 
Americans talk about folks like me 
paying my fair share of taxes, it’s not 
because they envy the rich. It’s be-
cause they understand that when I get 
tax breaks I don’t need and the country 
can’t afford, it either adds to the def-
icit, or somebody else has to make up 
the difference—like a senior on a fixed 
income; or a student trying to get 
through school; or a family trying to 
make ends meet. That’s not right. 
Americans know it’s not right. They 
know that this generation’s success is 
only possible because past generations 
felt a responsibility to each other, and 
to their country’s future, and they 
know our way of life will only endure if 
we feel that same sense of shared re-
sponsibility. That’s how we’ll reduce 
our deficit. That’s an America built to 
last. 

I recognize that people watching to-
night have differing views about taxes 
and debt; energy and health care. But 
no matter what party they belong to, I 
bet most Americans are thinking the 
same thing right now: nothing will get 
done this year, or next year, or maybe 
even the year after that, because Wash-
ington is broken. 

Can you blame them for feeling a lit-
tle cynical? 

The greatest blow to confidence in 
our economy last year didn’t come 
from events beyond our control. It 
came from a debate in Washington over 
whether the United States would pay 
its bills or not. Who benefited from 
that fiasco? 

I’ve talked tonight about the deficit 
of trust between Main Street and Wall 
Street. But the divide between this 
city and the rest of the country is at 
least as bad—and it seems to get worse 
every year. 

Some of this has to do with the cor-
rosive influence of money in politics. 
So together, let’s take some steps to 
fix that. Send me a bill that bans in-
sider trading by Members of Congress, 
and I will sign it tomorrow. Let’s limit 
any elected official from owning stocks 
in industries they impact. Let’s make 
sure people who bundle campaign con-
tributions for Congress can’t lobby 
Congress, and vice versa—an idea that 
has bipartisan support, at least outside 
of Washington. 

Some of what’s broken has to do with 
the way Congress does its business 
these days. A simple majority is no 
longer enough to get anything—even 
routine business—passed through the 
Senate. Neither party has been blame-
less in these tactics. Now both parties 
should put an end to it. For starters, I 
ask the Senate to pass a rule that all 
judicial and public service nominations 
receive a simple up or down vote with-
in 90 days. 

The executive branch also needs to 
change. Too often, it’s inefficient, out-
dated and remote. That’s why I’ve 
asked this Congress to grant me the 
authority to consolidate the federal bu-
reaucracy so that our Government is 
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leaner, quicker, and more responsive to 
the needs of the American people. 

Finally, none of these reforms can 
happen unless we also lower the tem-
perature in this town. We need to end 
the notion that the two parties must be 
locked in a perpetual campaign of mu-
tual destruction; that politics is about 
clinging to rigid ideologies instead of 
building consensus around common 
sense ideas. 

I’m a Democrat. But I believe what 
Republican Abraham Lincoln believed: 
that Government should do for people 
only what they cannot do better by 
themselves, and no more. That’s why 
my education reform offers more com-
petition, and more control for schools 
and States. That’s why we’re getting 
rid of regulations that don’t work. 
That’s why our health care law relies 
on a reformed private market, not a 
Government program. 

On the other hand, even my Repub-
lican friends who complain the most 
about Government spending have sup-
ported federally-financed roads, and 
clean energy projects, and federal of-
fices for the folks back home. 

The point is, we should all want a 
smarter, more effective Government. 
And while we may not be able to bridge 
our biggest philosophical differences 
this year, we can make real progress. 
With or without this Congress, I will 
keep taking actions that help the econ-
omy grow. But I can do a whole lot 
more with your help. Because when we 
act together, there is nothing the 
United States of America can’t 
achieve. 

That is the lesson we’ve learned from 
our actions abroad over the last few 
years. 

Ending the Iraq war has allowed us to 
strike decisive blows against our en-
emies. From Pakistan to Yemen, the al 
Qaeda operatives who remain are 
scrambling, knowing that they can’t 
escape the reach of the United States 
of America. 

From this position of strength, we’ve 
begun to wind down the war in Afghan-
istan. Ten thousand of our troops have 
come home. Twenty-three thousand 
more will leave by the end of this sum-
mer. This transition to Afghan lead 
will continue, and we will build an en-
during partnership with Afghanistan, 
so that it is never again a source of at-
tacks against America. 

As the tide of war recedes, a wave of 
change has washed across the Middle 
East and North Africa, from Tunis to 
Cairo; from Sana’a to Tripoli. A year 
ago, Qadhafi was one of the world’s 
longest-serving dictators—a murderer 
with American blood on his hands. 
Today, he is gone. And in Syria, I have 
no doubt that the Assad regime will 
soon discover that the forces of change 
can’t be reversed, and that human dig-
nity can’t be denied. 

How this incredible transformation 
will end remains uncertain. But we 
have a huge stake in the outcome. And 
while it is ultimately up to the people 
of the region to decide their fate, we 

will advocate for those values that 
have served our own country so well. 
We will stand against violence and in-
timidation. We will stand for the rights 
and dignity of all human beings—men 
and women; Christians, Muslims and 
Jews. We will support policies that lead 
to strong and stable democracies and 
open markets, because tyranny is no 
match for liberty. 

And we will safeguard America’s own 
security against those who threaten 
our citizens, our friends, and our inter-
ests. Look at Iran. Through the power 
of our diplomacy, a world that was 
once divided about how to deal with 
Iran’s nuclear program now stands as 
one. The regime is more isolated than 
ever before; its leaders are faced with 
crippling sanctions, and as long as they 
shirk their responsibilities, this pres-
sure will not relent. Let there be no 
doubt: America is determined to pre-
vent Iran from getting a nuclear weap-
on, and I will take no options off the 
table to achieve that goal. But a peace-
ful resolution of this issue is still pos-
sible, and far better, and if Iran 
changes course and meets its obliga-
tions, it can rejoin the community of 
nations. 

The renewal of American leadership 
can be felt across the globe. Our oldest 
alliances in Europe and Asia are 
stronger than ever. Our ties to the 
Americas are deeper. Our iron-clad 
commitment to Israel’s security has 
meant the closest military cooperation 
between our two countries in history. 
We’ve made it clear that America is a 
Pacific power, and a new beginning in 
Burma has lit a new hope. From the 
coalitions we’ve built to secure nuclear 
materials, to the missions we’ve led 
against hunger and disease; from the 
blows we’ve dealt to our enemies; to 
the enduring power of our moral exam-
ple, America is back. 

Anyone who tells you otherwise, any-
one who tells you that America is in 
decline or that our influence has 
waned, doesn’t know what they’re talk-
ing about. That’s not the message we 
get from leaders around the world, all 
of whom are eager to work with us. 
That’s not how people feel from Tokyo 
to Berlin; from Cape Town to Rio; 
where opinions of America are higher 
than they’ve been in years. Yes, the 
world is changing; no, we can’t control 
every event. But America remains the 
one indispensable nation in world af-
fairs—and as long as I’m President, I 
intend to keep it that way. 

That’s why, working with our mili-
tary leaders, I have proposed a new de-
fense strategy that ensures we main-
tain the finest military in the world, 
while saving nearly half a trillion dol-
lars in our budget. To stay one step 
ahead of our adversaries, I have al-
ready sent this Congress legislation 
that will secure our country from the 
growing danger of cyberthreats. 

Above all, our freedom endures be-
cause of the men and women in uni-
form who defend it. As they come 
home, we must serve them as well as 

they served us. That includes giving 
them the care and benefits they have 
earned—which is why we’ve increased 
annual VA spending every year I’ve 
been President. And it means enlisting 
our veterans in the work of rebuilding 
our Nation. 

With the bipartisan support of this 
Congress, we are providing new tax 
credits to companies that hire vets. 
Michelle and Jill Biden have worked 
with American businesses to secure a 
pledge of 135,000 jobs for veterans and 
their families. And tonight, I’m pro-
posing a Veterans Job Corps that will 
help our communities hire veterans as 
cops and firefighters, so that America 
is as strong as those who defend her. 

Which brings me back to where I 
began. Those of us who’ve been sent 
here to serve can learn from the service 
of our troops. When you put on that 
uniform, it doesn’t matter if you’re 
black or white; Asian or Latino; con-
servative or liberal; rich or poor; gay 
or straight. When you’re marching into 
battle, you look out for the person next 
to you, or the mission fails. When 
you’re in the thick of the fight, you 
rise or fall as one unit, serving one Na-
tion, leaving no one behind. 

One of my proudest possessions is the 
flag that the SEAL Team took with 
them on the mission to kill bin Laden. 
On it are each of their names. Some 
may be Democrats. Some may be Re-
publicans. But that doesn’t matter. 
Just like it didn’t matter that day in 
the Situation Room, when I sat next to 
Bob Gates—a man who was George 
Bush’s defense secretary; and Hillary 
Clinton, a woman who ran against me 
for president. 

All that mattered that day was the 
mission. No one thought about politics. 
No one thought about themselves. One 
of the young men involved in the raid 
later told me that he didn’t deserve 
credit for the mission. It only suc-
ceeded, he said, because every single 
member of that unit did their job—the 
pilot who landed the helicopter that 
spun out of control; the translator who 
kept others from entering the com-
pound; the troops who separated the 
women and children from the fight; the 
SEALs who charged up the stairs. More 
than that, the mission only succeeded 
because every member of that unit 
trusted each other—because you can’t 
charge up those stairs, into darkness 
and danger, unless you know that 
there’s someone behind you, watching 
your back. 

So it is with America. Each time I 
look at that flag, I’m reminded that 
our destiny is stitched together like 
those fifty stars and those thirteen 
stripes. No one built this country on 
their own. This Nation is great because 
we built it together. This Nation is 
great because we worked as a team. 
This Nation is great because we get 
each other’s backs. And if we hold fast 
to that truth, in this moment of trial, 
there is no challenge too great; no mis-
sion too hard. As long as we’re joined 
in common purpose, as long as we 
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maintain our common resolve, our 
journey moves forward, our future is 
hopeful, and the state of our Union will 
always be strong. 

Thank you, God bless you, and may 
God bless the United States of Amer-
ica. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 24, 2012. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 11:54 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 1141. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to study the suit-
ability and feasibility of designating pre-
historic, historic, and limestone forest sites 
on Rota, Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, as a unit of the National 
Park System. 

H.R. 3117. An act to grant the Secretary of 
the Interior permanent authority to author-
ize States to issue electronic duck stamps, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 5:07 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 3237. An act to amend the SOAR Act 
by clarifying the scope of coverage of the 
Act. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 1141. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to study the suit-
ability and feasibility of designating pre-
historic, historic, and limestone forest sites 
on Rota, Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, as a unit of the National 
Park System; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 3117. An act to grant the Secretary of 
the Interior permanent authority to author-
ize States to issue electronic duck stamps, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

The following bill was read, and re-
ferred as indicated: 

H.R. 1791. An act to designate the United 
States courthouse under construction at 101 
South United States Route 1 in Fort Pierce, 
Florida, as the ‘‘Alto Lee Adams, Sr., United 
States Courthouse’’; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works by unani-
mous consent. 

f 

MEASURES DISCHARGED 

The following bill was discharged 
from the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs, and 
referred as indicated: 

H.R. 1791. An act to designate the United 
States courthouse under construction at 101 
South United States Route 1 in Fort Pierce, 
Florida, as the ‘‘Alto Lee Adams, Sr., United 
States Courthouse’’; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–4492. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the Fruit and Vegetable 
Programs, Agricultural Marketing Service, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Suspending Random Row Diversion Regula-
tions Under the Marketing Order for Tart 
Cherries’’ (Docket No. AMS–FV–11–0047; 
FV11–930–1 FR) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on December 30, 2011; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–4493. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting the report of (14) 
officers authorized to wear the insignia of 
the grade of brigadier general in accordance 
with title 10, United States Code, section 777; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4494. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Navy (Manpower and 
Reserve Affairs), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Navy Fisher House 
Annual Report, Fiscal Year 2011’’; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4495. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen-
eral Benjamin C. Freakley, United States 
Army, and his advancement to the grade of 
lieutenant general on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4496. A communication from the Chair-
man and President of the Export-Import 
Bank, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to transactions involving U.S. 
exports to Hong Kong, China; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–4497. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the National Credit Union 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Corporate 
Credit Unions’’ (RIN3133-AD95) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 20, 
2012; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4498. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Interim Rule; Changes in 
Flood Elevation Determinations’’ ((44 CFR 
Part 65) (Docket No. FEMA–2011–0002)) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 20, 2012; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4499. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Rule; Changes in Flood 
Elevation Determinations’’ ((44 CFR Part 65) 
(Docket No. FEMA–2011–0002)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 20, 
2012; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4500. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Final Rule; Suspension of 
Community Eligibility for Repealing Its 
Floodplain Management Regulations’’ ((44 
CFR Part 64) (Docket No. FEMA–2011–0020)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 

in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 20, 2012; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4501. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States of America, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the continuation of the national emergency 
that was declared in Executive Order 12947 
with respect to terrorists who threaten to 
disrupt the Middle East peace process; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–4502. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Export 
and Reexport License Requirements for Cer-
tain Microwave and Millimeter Wave Elec-
tronic Components’’ (RIN0694–AF38) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 5, 2012; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4503. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Truth in Savings (Regulation DD)’’ 
(RIN3170–AA06) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on December 30, 2011; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–4504. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations’’ ((44 CFR Part 65) (Docket 
No. FEMA–2011–0002)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 11, 2012; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–4505. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations’’ ((44 CFR Part 65) (Docket 
No. FEMA–2011–0002)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on December 30, 2011; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–4506. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Truth in Lending (Regulation Z)’’ (RIN3170– 
AA06) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on December 30, 2011; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–4507. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Home Mortgage Disclosure (Regulation C)’’ 
(RIN3170–AA06) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on December 30, 2011; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–4508. A communication from the Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel, Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Equal Credit Opportunity (Regulation B)’’ 
(RIN3170–AA06) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on December 30, 2011; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–4509. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
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the continuation of the national emergency 
that was declared in Executive Order 13396 
on February 7, 2006, with respect to Cote 
d’Ivoire; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4510. A communication from the Assist-
ant Director for Policy, Office of Foreign As-
sets Control, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Reporting, Procedures and 
Penalties Regulations; Transnational Crimi-
nal Organizations Sanctions Regulations’’ 
(31 CFR Parts 501 and 590) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 5, 
2012; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4511. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel, General Law, Ethics, 
and Regulation, Department of the Treasury 
transmitting, pursuant to law, (7) reports 
relative to vacancy announcements within 
the Department; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4512. A communication from the Dep-
uty to the Chairman, Legal Office, Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Joint Final Rule: Community Rein-
vestment Act Regulations, Technical 
Amendments’’ (RIN3064–AD90) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 13, 
2012; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4513. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Department’s 2012 Report on For-
eign Policy-Based Export Controls; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–4514. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the Annual Report for fiscal year 2011 
of the Commerce Department’s Bureau of In-
dustry and Security (BIS); to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4515. A communication from the Under 
Secretary for Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report entitled ‘‘Export and Reex-
port License Requirements for Certain 
Microwave and Millimeter Wave Electronic 
Components’’; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4516. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec-
utive Office of the President, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to the Con-
solidated Appropriations Act of Fiscal Year 
2012 and the Disaster Relief Appropriations 
Act of Fiscal Year 2012; to the Committee on 
the Budget. 

EC–4517. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula-
tion and Energy Efficiency, Department of 
Energy, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy Conserva-
tion Program: Test Procedure for Automatic 
Commercial Ice Makers’’ (RIN1904–AC38) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 11, 2012; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

EC–4518. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary of Land and Minerals 
Management, Bureau of Ocean Energy Man-
agement, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Renewable Energy Alternate Uses 
of Existing Facilities on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf—Acquire a Lease Non-competi-
tively; Correction’’ (RIN1010–AD71) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 4, 2012; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

EC–4519. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary, National Park Service, 

Department of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Special Regulations, Areas of the National 
Park System, Cape Hatteras National Sea-
shore-Off-Road Vehicle Management’’ 
(RIN1024–AD85) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 18, 2012; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–4520. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the annual report related to the 
Colorado River System Reservoirs for 2012; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–4521. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Attend-
ance at NRC Staff-Sponsored Meetings’’ 
(NRC Management Directive 3.5) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 4, 2012; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–4522. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Guid-
ance for Fuel Cycle Facility Change Proc-
ess’’ (Regulatory Guide 3.74) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 5, 
2012; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–4523. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Guid-
ance on Making Changes to Emergency 
Plans for Nuclear Power Plants’’ (Regu-
latory Guide 1.219) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on January 5, 2012; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–4524. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘EPAAR Clause for Compliance with 
EPA Policies for Information Resources 
Management’’ (FRL No. 9616–2) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 4, 
2012; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–4525. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Underground Storage Tank Program: 
Approved State Program for the State of Or-
egon’’ (FRL No. 9615–4) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 4, 2012; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–4526. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State 
Implementation Plans: Alaska’’ (FRL No. 
9616–4) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 4, 2012; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4527. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Revisions to the California State Im-
plementation Plan, San Joaquin Valley Uni-
fied Air Pollution Control District’’ (FRL 
No. 9480–1) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 

the Senate on January 4, 2012; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4528. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Partial Approval and Partial Dis-
approval of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans; California; San Joaquin Valley; Rea-
sonably Available Control Technology for 
Ozone’’ (FRL No. 9616–5) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 4, 2012; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–4529. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State 
Implementation Plans; State of Colorado; 
Interstate Transport of Pollution Revisions 
for the 1997 PM2.5 and 8-Hour Ozone 
NAAQS. . . .’’ (FRL No. 9506–8) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 4, 
2012; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–4530. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; District of 
Columbia, Maryland, Virginia, and West Vir-
ginia; Determinations of Attainment of the 
1997 Fine Particulate Standard for the Met-
ropolitan Washington, DC-MD-VA and Mar-
tinsburg-Hagerstown, WV-MD Nonattain-
ment Areas’’ (FRL No. 9616–6) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 4, 
2012; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–4531. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans; Georgia; Rome; Fine Par-
ticulate Matter 2002 Base Year Emissions In-
ventory’’ (FRL No. 9617–2) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 11, 
2012; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–4532. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Revisions to the California State Im-
plementation Plan, San Joaquin Valley Uni-
fied Air Pollution Control District’’ (FRL 
No. 9615–5) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 11, 2012; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4533. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘New Mexico: Final Authorization of 
State-initiated Changes and Incorporation- 
by-Reference of State Hazardous Waste Man-
agement Program’’ (FRL No. 9613–6) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 11, 2012; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–4534. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval, Disapproval and Promulga-
tion of Air Quality Implementation Plans; 
Colorado: Smoke, Opacity and Sulfur Diox-
ide Rule Revisions; Regulation 1’’ (FRL No. 
9614–8) received during adjournment of the 
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Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 11, 2012; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4535. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Revisions to the California State Im-
plementation Plan, Antelope Valley Air 
Quality Management District and Imperial 
County Air Pollution Control District’’ (FRL 
No. 9617–4) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on January 12, 2012; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–4536. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Revisions to the California State Im-
plementation Plan, Placer County Air Pollu-
tion Control District’’ (FRL No. 9618–2) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 12, 2012; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–4537. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Incorporation of Revised ASTM 
Standards that Provide Flexibility in the 
Use of Alternatives to Mercury-Containing 
Industrial Thermometers’’ (FRL No. 8880–4) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 12, 2012; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, and Mr. BROWN of Ohio): 

S. 2034. A bill to impose sanctions with re-
spect to human rights abuses committed 
against the people of Syria, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

By Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S.J. Res. 35. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to authorizing regula-
tion of contributions to candidates for State 
public office and Federal office by corpora-
tions, entities organized and operated for 
profit, and labor organizations, and expendi-
tures by such entities and labor organiza-
tions in support of, or opposition to such 
candidates; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CONRAD (for himself and Mr. 
HOEVEN): 

S. Res. 353. A resolution congratulating the 
North Dakota State University football 
team for winning the 2011 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association Division I Foot-
ball Championship Subdivision title; consid-
ered and agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 20 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Alabama 

(Mr. SHELBY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 20, a bill to protect American job 
creation by striking the job-killing 
Federal employer mandate. 

S. 84 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 84, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow refunds 
of Federal motor fuel excise taxes on 
fuels used in mobile mammography ve-
hicles. 

S. 424 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 424, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
preserve access to ambulance services 
under the Medicare program. 

S. 490 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
490, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to increase the maximum 
age for children eligible for medical 
care under the CHAMPVA program, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 504 
At the request of Mr. DEMINT, the 

name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 504, a bill to preserve and protect the 
free choice of individual employees to 
form, join, or assist labor organiza-
tions, or to refrain from such activi-
ties. 

S. 509 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of Colo-

rado, the name of the Senator from 
Alaska (Mr. BEGICH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 509, a bill to amend the 
Federal Credit Union Act, to advance 
the ability of credit unions to promote 
small business growth and economic 
development opportunities, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 539 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

the name of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 539, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Services Act and the Social Se-
curity Act to extend health informa-
tion technology assistance eligibility 
to behavioral health, mental health, 
and substance abuse professionals and 
facilities, and for other purposes. 

S. 672 
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER, 

the names of the Senator from Maine 
(Ms. COLLINS) and the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 672, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
extend and modify the railroad track 
maintenance credit. 

S. 704 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 704, a bill to provide for duty-free 
treatment of certain recreational per-
formance outerwear, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 707 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 707, a bill to amend the Ani-
mal Welfare Act to provide further pro-
tection for puppies. 

S. 847 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the names of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and the Sen-
ator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 847, a bill to 
amend the Toxic Substances Control 
Act to ensure that risks from chemi-
cals are adequately understood and 
managed, and for other purposes. 

S. 1035 

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1035, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to include auto-
mated fire sprinkler systems as section 
179 property and classify certain auto-
mated fire sprinkler systems as 15-year 
property for purposes of depreciation. 

S. 1214 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1214, a bill to amend 
title 10, United States Code, regarding 
restrictions on the use of Department 
of Defense funds and facilities for abor-
tions. 

S. 1251 

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1251, a bill to amend title 
XVIII and XIX of the Social Security 
Act to curb waste, fraud, and abuse in 
the Medicare and Medicaid programs. 

S. 1301 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1301, a bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal years 2012 
through 2015 for the Trafficking Vic-
tims Protection Act of 2000, to enhance 
measures to combat trafficking in per-
sons, and for other purposes. 

S. 1354 

At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1354, a bill to authorize 
grants to promote media literacy and 
youth empowerment programs, to au-
thorize research on the role and impact 
of depictions of girls and women in the 
media, to provide for the establishment 
of a National Task Force on Girls and 
Women in the Media, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1360 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) and the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1360, a bill to 
amend the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 to require shareholder authoriza-
tion before a public company may 
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make certain political expenditures, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1369 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

names of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. KOHL) and the Senator from Wyo-
ming (Mr. ENZI) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1369, a bill to amend the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act to ex-
empt the conduct of silvicultural ac-
tivities from national pollutant dis-
charge elimination system permitting 
requirements. 

S. 1381 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the name of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. BROWN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1381, a bill to provide 
for the expansion of Federal efforts 
concerning the prevention, education, 
treatment, and research activities re-
lated to Lyme and other tick-borne dis-
ease, including the establishment of a 
Tick-Borne Diseases Advisory Com-
mittee. 

S. 1435 
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1435, a bill to amend part A of 
title IV of the Social Security Act to 
exclude child care from the determina-
tion of the 5-year limit on assistance 
under the temporary assistance for 
needy families program, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1440 
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1440, a bill to reduce preterm 
labor and delivery and the risk of preg-
nancy-related deaths and complica-
tions due to pregnancy, and to reduce 
infant mortality caused by pre-
maturity. 

S. 1451 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1451, a bill to prohibit the sale 
of billfish. 

S. 1576 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1576, a bill to measure the 
progress of relief, recovery, reconstruc-
tion, and development efforts in Haiti 
following the earthquake of January 
12, 2010, and for other purposes. 

S. 1616 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1616, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
empt certain stock of real estate in-
vestment trusts from the tax on for-
eign investments in United States real 
property interests, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1747 
At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. COBURN) was added as a cosponsor 

of S. 1747, a bill to amend the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 to modify 
provisions relating to the exemption 
for computer systems analysts, com-
puter programmers, software engi-
neers, or other similarly skilled work-
ers. 

S. 1781 
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1781, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude from 
gross income amounts received on ac-
count of claims based on certain un-
lawful discrimination and to allow in-
come averaging for backpay and 
frontpay awards received on account of 
such claims, and for other purposes. 

S. 1798 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 

Mexico, the name of the Senator from 
Nevada (Mr. HELLER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1798, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to estab-
lish an open burn pit registry to ensure 
that members of the Armed Forces who 
may have been exposed to toxic chemi-
cals and fumes caused by open burn 
pits while deployed to Afghanistan or 
Iraq receive information regarding 
such exposure, and for other purposes. 

S. 1832 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 

of the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
BINGAMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1832, a bill to restore States’ sov-
ereign rights to enforce State and local 
sales and use tax laws, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1838 
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1838, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot 
program on service dog training ther-
apy, and for other purposes. 

S. 1850 
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1850, a bill to expand and im-
prove opportunities for beginning farm-
ers and ranchers, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1868 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
INOUYE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1868, a bill to establish within the 
Smithsonian Institution the Smithso-
nian American Latino Museum, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1872 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1872, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for the 
tax treatment of ABLE accounts estab-
lished under State programs for the 
care of family members with disabil-
ities, and for other purposes. 

S. 1884 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

names of the Senator from Georgia 

(Mr. CHAMBLISS) and the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. LAUTENBERG) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1884, a bill to 
provide States with incentives to re-
quire elementary schools and sec-
ondary schools to maintain, and permit 
school personnel to administer, epi-
nephrine at schools. 

S. 1897 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1897, a bill to amend Pub-
lic Law 101–377 to revise the boundaries 
of the Gettysburg National Military 
Park to include the Gettysburg Train 
Station, and for other purposes. 

S. 1911 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1911, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide recruitment and retention incen-
tives for volunteer emergency service 
workers. 

S. 1925 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

names of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1925, a bill to reauthorize 
the Violence Against Women Act of 
1994. 

S. 1935 
At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1935, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint coins in 
recognition and celebration of the 75th 
anniversary of the establishment of the 
March of Dimes Foundation. 

S. 1947 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the name of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1947, a bill to prohibit 
attendance of an animal fighting ven-
ture, and for other purposes. 

S. 1964 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1964, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
empt from the harbor maintenance tax 
certain commercial cargo loaded or un-
loaded at United States ports in the 
Great Lakes Saint Lawrence Seaway 
System. 

S. 1979 
At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1979, a bill to provide incentives 
to physicians to practice in rural and 
medically underserved communities 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2003 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

names of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) and the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 2003, a bill to clarify 
that an authorization to use military 
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force, a declaration of war, or any simi-
lar authority shall not authorize the 
detention without charge or trial of a 
citizen or lawful permanent resident of 
the United States and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2030 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2030, a bill to provide protection for 
consumers who have prepaid cards, and 
for other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 29 
At the request of Mr. UDALL of New 

Mexico, the name of the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. TESTER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S.J. Res. 29, a joint resolu-
tion proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States re-
lating to contributions and expendi-
tures intended to affect elections. 

S.J. RES. 34 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, his 

name was withdrawn as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 34, a joint resolution relating 
to the disapproval of the President’s 
exercise of authority to increase the 
debt limit, as submitted under section 
3101A of title 31, United States Code, on 
January 12, 2012. 

At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the names of the Senator from Okla-
homa (Mr. COBURN), the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) and the 
Senator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL) 
were added as cosponsors of S.J. Res. 
34, supra. 

S. RES. 285 

At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 285, a resolution sup-
porting the goals and ideals of World 
Habitat Day, October 3, 2011. 

S. RES. 352 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. LAUTENBERG) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. Res. 352, a resolution 
expressing the sense of the Senate that 
the United States should work with the 
Government of Haiti to address gender- 
based violence against women and chil-
dren. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 353—CON-
GRATULATING THE NORTH DA-
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY FOOT-
BALL TEAM FOR WINNING THE 
2011 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE ATH-
LETIC ASSOCIATION DIVISION I 
FOOTBALL CHAMPIONSHIP SUB-
DIVISION TITLE 

Mr. CONRAD (for himself and Mr. 
HOEVEN) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 353 

Whereas the North Dakota State Univer-
sity (referred to in this preamble as 
‘‘NDSU’’) Bison won the 2011 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association Division I Foot-

ball Championship Subdivision title game in 
Frisco, Texas, on January 7, 2012, in a hard 
fought victory over the Sam Houston State 
University Bearkats by a score of 17 to 6; 

Whereas the NDSU Bison and coach Craig 
Bohl had an incredible 2011 season with a 
record of 14 wins and 1 defeat; 

Whereas the Bison had a season full of 
highlights, including a 37 to 24 win over the 
University of Minnesota Gophers on Sep-
tember 24, 2011; 

Whereas, during the championship game, 
the NDSU Bison offense scored 17 points 
against the Sam Houston State Bearkats, led 
by key plays from quarterback Brock Jen-
sen, running back D.J. McNorton, and punter 
Matt Voigtlander; 

Whereas the stifling Bison defense shut 
down the Bearkats, limiting the Bearkats to 
just 2 field goals; 

Whereas Bison linebacker Travis Beck, the 
Most Outstanding Player of the game, se-
cured a momentum-changing interception in 
the final minutes of the game to preserve the 
win for the Bison; 

Whereas the Bison, who were previously a 
dominant force in the National Collegiate 
Athletic Association Division II, have con-
tinued to strive for excellence since moving 
up a division in 2004 and have proven they 
are able to compete and win in Division I; 

Whereas Coach Bohl and his staff have in-
stilled character and confidence in the NDSU 
players and have done an outstanding job 
with the Bison football program; 

Whereas the leadership of President Dean 
Bresciani and Athletic Director Gene Taylor 
has helped bring both academic and athletic 
excellence to NDSU; 

Whereas the 2011 National Collegiate Ath-
letic Association Division I Football Cham-
pionship Subdivision title was a victory not 
only for the NDSU football team, but also 
for the entire State of North Dakota: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) congratulates the North Dakota State 

University football team, the 2011 National 
Collegiate Athletic Association Division I 
Football Championship Subdivision cham-
pions; 

(2) commends the North Dakota State Uni-
versity players, coaches, and staff for their 
hard work and dedication; and 

(3) recognizes the students, alumni, and 
loyal fans for supporting the Bison on their 
successful quest to capture the first Division 
I trophy for North Dakota State University. 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs will meet on Thurs-
day, February 2, 2012, at 2:15 p.m. in 
room 628 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building to conduct a hearing on the 
following bills: S. 1739, a bill to provide 
for the use and distribution of judg-
ment funds awarded to the Minnesota 
Chippewa Tribe by the United States 
Court of Federal Claims in Docket 
Numbers 19 and 188, and for other pur-
poses; S. 356, a bill to amend the Grand 
Ronde Reservation Act to make tech-
nical corrections, and for other pur-
poses; and S. 908, a bill to provide for 
the addition of certain real property to 
the reservation of the Siletz Tribe in 
the State of Oregon. 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at (202) 224–2251. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Mr. AKAKA. Mr. President, I would 

like to announce that the committee 
on Indian Affairs will meet on Thurs-
day, February 9, 2012, at 2:15 p.m. in 
room 628 of the Dirksen Senate Office 
Building to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘U.S. Department of Justice Opinion 
on Internet Gaming: What’s at Stake 
for Tribes?’’ 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at (202) 224–2251. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on January 24, 2012, at 9:45 a.m. 

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

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.J. RES. 98 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that following any lead-
er remarks on Thursday, January 26, 
the Republican leader or his designee 
be recognized to move to proceed to the 
consideration of Calendar No. 294, H.J. 
Res. 98, a joint resolution relating to 
the disapproval of the President’s exer-
cise of authority to increase the debt 
limit; that the time until noon be for 
debate on the motion to proceed, with 
the time equally divided and controlled 
between the two leaders or their des-
ignees; that at noon, the Senate pro-
ceed to vote on the adoption of the mo-
tion to proceed; that if the motion is 
successful, then the time for debate 
with respect to the joint resolution be 
equally divided between the two lead-
ers or their designees; that upon the 
use or yielding back of time, the joint 
resolution be read a third time and the 
Senate proceed to vote on passage of 
the joint resolution; finally, that all 
other provisions of the statute gov-
erning consideration of the joint reso-
lution remain in effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE NORTH DA-
KOTA STATE UNIVERSITY FOOT-
BALL TEAM 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
353. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 353) congratulating 

the North Dakota State University football 
team for winning the 2011 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association Division I Foot-
ball Championship Subdivision title. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 
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Mr. REID. Madame President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, the motions to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, that there be no inter-
vening action or debate, and that any 
statements be printed in the RECORD. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 353) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows: 
S. RES. 353 

Whereas the North Dakota State Univer-
sity (referred to in this preamble as 
‘‘NDSU’’) Bison won the 2011 National Colle-
giate Athletic Association Division I Foot-
ball Championship Subdivision title game in 
Frisco, Texas, on January 7, 2012, in a hard 
fought victory over the Sam Houston State 
University Bearkats by a score of 17 to 6; 

Whereas the NDSU Bison and coach Craig 
Bohl had an incredible 2011 season with a 
record of 14 wins and 1 defeat; 

Whereas the Bison had a season full of 
highlights, including a 37 to 24 win over the 
University of Minnesota Gophers on Sep-
tember 24, 2011; 

Whereas, during the championship game, 
the NDSU Bison offense scored 17 points 
against the Sam Houston State Bearkats, led 
by key plays from quarterback Brock Jen-
sen, running back D.J. McNorton, and punter 
Matt Voigtlander; 

Whereas the stifling Bison defense shut 
down the Bearkats, limiting the Bearkats to 
just 2 field goals; 

Whereas Bison linebacker Travis Beck, the 
Most Outstanding Player of the game, se-
cured a momentum-changing interception in 
the final minutes of the game to preserve the 
win for the Bison; 

Whereas the Bison, who were previously a 
dominant force in the National Collegiate 
Athletic Association Division II, have con-
tinued to strive for excellence since moving 
up a division in 2004 and have proven they 
are able to compete and win in Division I; 

Whereas Coach Bohl and his staff have in-
stilled character and confidence in the NDSU 
players and have done an outstanding job 
with the Bison football program; 

Whereas the leadership of President Dean 
Bresciani and Athletic Director Gene Taylor 
has helped bring both academic and athletic 
excellence to NDSU; 

Whereas the 2011 National Collegiate Ath-
letic Association Division I Football Cham-
pionship Subdivision title was a victory not 
only for the NDSU football team, but also 
for the entire State of North Dakota: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) congratulates the North Dakota State 

University football team, the 2011 National 
Collegiate Athletic Association Division I 
Football Championship Subdivision cham-
pions; 

(2) commends the North Dakota State Uni-
versity players, coaches, and staff for their 
hard work and dedication; and 

(3) recognizes the students, alumni, and 
loyal fans for supporting the Bison on their 
successful quest to capture the first Division 
I trophy for North Dakota State University. 

f 

DISCHARGE AND REFERRAL—H.R. 
1791 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Homeland Security and Gov-
ernment Affairs Committee be dis-

charged from further consideration of 
H.R. 1791 and the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

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

Mr. REID. I note the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate recess until 8:30 p.m. 
tonight and proceed as a body at 8:40 
p.m. to the Hall of the House of Rep-
resentatives for the joint session of 
Congress provided under the provisions 
of H. Con. Res. 96; that upon the dis-
solution of the joint session, the Sen-
ate adjourn until 9:30 a.m. on Thurs-
day, January 26, 2012; that following 
the prayer and pledge, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, and 
the time for the two leaders be re-
served for their use later in the day; 
that following leader remarks, the Sen-
ate begin consideration of the motion 
to proceed to H.J. Res. 98 under the 
previous order. 

Madam President, before we move on 
that, the reason we are not going to be 
in session tomorrow is the Republicans 
are having a retreat. These are nor-
mally done at the beginning of every 
Congress. We are going to do ours in 
the next week or so—the next week or 
2 weeks, I should say—and we will be 
out of session that day also. So this is 
why we are not working tomorrow. 

We have work that we are going to 
complete Thursday, and the next week 
we have some fairly heavy legislation 
we are going to start. The reason we 
have not been working real hard this 
week is the IP bill, which we expected 
to work on this week and next week, 
things came up and we were unable to 
do that. 

So I ask the Chair to rule on my re-
quest. 

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

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. REID. Madam President, the 
next vote will be on Thursday at 12 
p.m. on the motion to proceed to H.J. 
Res. 98. 

f 

RECESS 

Mr. REID. If there is no further busi-
ness to come before the Senate, I ask 
that it recess under the previous order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 8:30 p.m. 

Thereupon, at 4:41 p.m., the Senate 
recessed until 8:30 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. UDALL of Colorado). 

f 

JOINT SESSION OF THE TWO 
HOUSES—ADDRESS BY THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will proceed to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives to hear a 
message from the President of the 
United States of America. 

Thereupon, the Senate, preceded by 
the Deputy Sergeant at Arms, Martina 
Bradford, the Secretary of the Senate, 
Nancy Erickson, and the Vice Presi-
dent of the United States, JOSEPH R. 
BIDEN, proceeded to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives to hear the 
address by the President of the United 
States, Barack Obama. 

(The address delivered by the Presi-
dent of the United States to the joint 
session of the two Houses of Congress 
is printed in the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives in today’s 
RECORD.) 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL THURSDAY, 
JANUARY 26, 2012, AT 9:30 A.M. 

At the conclusion of the joint session 
of the two Houses, and in accordance 
with the order previously entered, at 
10:23 p.m., the Senate adjourned until 
Thursday, January 26, 2012, at 9:30 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

JESSICA LYNN WRIGHT, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE AN 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, VICE DENNIS M. 
MCCARTHY, RESIGNED. 

JAMES N. MILLER, JR., OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR POLICY, VICE MICHELE A. 
FLOURNOY. 

FRANK KENDALL III, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR ACQUISITION, TECHNOLOGY, 
AND LOGISTICS, VICE ASHTON B. CARTER, RESIGNED. 

ERIN C. CONATON, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR PERSONNEL 
AND READINESS, VICE CLIFFORD L. STANLEY. 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

JEREMY C. STEIN, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL 
RESERVE SYSTEM FOR THE UNEXPIRED TERM OF FOUR-
TEEN YEARS FROM FEBRUARY 1, 2004, VICE KEVIN M. 
WARSH, RESIGNED. 

JEROME H. POWELL, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL RE-
SERVE SYSTEM FOR THE UNEXPIRED TERM OF FOUR-
TEEN YEARS FROM FEBRUARY 1, 2000, VICE FREDERIC S. 
MISHKIN. 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION 

MARIETTA S. ROBINSON, OF MICHIGAN, TO BE A COM-
MISSIONER OF THE OF THE CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFE-
TY COMMISSION FOR A TERM OF SEVEN YEARS FROM OC-
TOBER 27, 2010, VICE THOMAS HILL MOORE, TERM EX-
PIRED. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

ADAM E. SIEMINSKI, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE ADMIN-
ISTRATOR OF THE ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRA-
TION, VICE RICHARD G. NEWELL. 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

ANTHONY T. CLARK, OF NORTH DAKOTA, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMIS-
SION FOR THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 30, 2016, VICE MARC 
SPITZER, TERM EXPIRED. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

JAMES J. JONES, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
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OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, VICE 
STEPHEN ALAN OWENS, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
LINDA THOMAS-GREENFIELD, OF LOUISIANA, A CA-

REER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, 
CLASS OF MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE DIRECTOR GEN-
ERAL OF THE FOREIGN SERVICE, VICE NANCY J. POW-
ELL, RESIGNED. 

PAMELA A. WHITE, OF MAINE, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF CAREER MIN-
ISTER, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLEN-
IPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE REPUBLIC OF HAITI. 

JOHN CHRISTOPHER STEVENS, OF CALIFORNIA, A CA-
REER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, 
CLASS OF COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO LIBYA. 

TRACEY ANN JACOBSON, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA, A CAREER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERV-
ICE, CLASS OF MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF 
KOSOVO. 

SCOTT H. DE LISI, OF MINNESOTA, A CAREER MEMBER 
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER- 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF UGANDA. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

DEBORAH S. DELISLE, OF SOUTH CAROLINA, TO BE AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY FOR ELEMENTARY AND SEC-
ONDARY EDUCATION, DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, VICE 
THELMA MELENDEZ DE SANTA ANA. 

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 

CONSTANCE B. TOBIAS, OF MARYLAND, TO BE CHAIR-
MAN OF THE BOARD OF VETERANS’ APPEALS FOR A 
TERM OF SIX YEARS, VICE JAMES PHILIP TERRY, TERM 
EXPIRED. 

f 

WITHDRAWALS 

Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on January 

24, 2012 withdrawing from further Sen-
ate consideration the following nomi-
nations: 

SCOTT C. DONEY, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE CHIEF 
SCIENTIST OF THE NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOS-
PHERIC ADMINISTRATION, VICE KATHRYN D. SULLIVAN, 
WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON JANUARY 26, 2011. 

TIMOTHY CHARLES SCHEVE, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE OVER-
SIGHT BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIRING SEPTEMBER 14, 
2015, VICE NANCY KILLEFER, TERM EXPIRED, WHICH WAS 
SENT TO THE SENATE ON JANUARY 26, 2011. 

GINEEN MARIA BRESSO, OF FLORIDA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION FOR A 
TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 12, 2013, (REAPPOINTMENT), 
WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE ON MARCH 17, 2011. 

GLORIA WILSON SHELTON, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A 
JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
VETERANS CLAIMS FOR THE TERM OF FIFTEEN YEARS, 
VICE A NEW POSITION CREATED BY PUBLIC LAW 110–389, 
APPROVED OCTOBER 10, 2008, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE 
SENATE ON JUNE 22, 2011. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:51 Jan 25, 2012 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00029 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 9801 E:\CR\FM\A24JA6.001 S24JAPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

7T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2012-01-25T05:34:46-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




