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rising food prices, when working fami-
lies are suffering because gas prices 
have doubled, how can you justify 
sending our hard-earned taxpayer dol-
lars to Egypt, to countries that openly 
show their disdain for us? 

When will we learn? You can’t buy 
friendship, and you can’t convince au-
thoritarians to love freedom with wel-
fare checks. 

America needs to send a clear and 
unequivocal message to Egypt that we 
will not tolerate the detention of U.S. 
citizens on trumped-up political 
charges or otherwise and that we will 
not continue to send welfare checks to 
Egypt, to a country that commits an 
injustice to American citizens. 

I ask unanimous consent today to set 
aside the pending amendment and call 
up my amendment on Egypt that 
would end all foreign aid to Egypt if 
our U.S. citizens are not released with-
in 30 days. I think this is an important 
amendment which deserves discussion, 
and Egypt deserves to hear a message 
from the Senate that we will not tol-
erate this. 

I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
amendment No. 1541. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from California. 
Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, re-

serving the right to object, I want to be 
very clear here that Members on both 
sides of the aisle, Republicans and 
Democrats, have very strong feelings 
that this amendment should not be 
brought up at this time. We need to be 
smart and strategic when we have peo-
ple in harm’s way in other countries. 

Further, I think it is important to 
note what Senator LEAHY has said sev-
eral times, which is already in law—we 
have certain conditions placed upon aid 
to Egypt, and I think that needs to be 
understood and explored. 

So because there is so much objec-
tion to this amendment being brought 
up at this time, I will object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. If it is appropriate, 

I would like to ask unanimous consent 
to speak as in morning business for 
about 15 minutes. 

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

THE BUDGET 
Mr. GRASSLEY. If a Republican like 

this Senator says that the President’s 
2013 budget doesn’t pass the smell test, 
I would probably have half the country 
questioning my judgment. But I would 
like to quote the Washington Post’s 
Dana Milbank’s comments on the 
President’s budget. This was recently 
in the Washington Post, these words by 
a columnist who I think is generally 
pretty favorable toward President 
Obama as a person and his administra-
tion, but there is great disagreement 
by this columnist about the President’s 
budget. 

The White House budget for fiscal 2013 be-
gins with a broken promise, adds some phony 

policy assumptions, throws in a few rosy 
forecasts, and omits all kinds of painful deci-
sions . . . the proposal would add $1 trillion 
more to the national debt than Obama con-
templated a few months ago. 

Dana Milbank added that the Obama 
budget ‘‘is a nonstarter on Capitol Hill, 
where even Senate Democrats have no 
plans to take it up. It is, in other 
words, exactly what it was supposed to 
be: a campaign document.’’ 

So with that background from some-
body who is not a Member of Congress, 
not a Republican or Democrat—I don’t 
know how he might be registered—I 
would like to give my views on the 
President’s budget, but just so that 
people know it isn’t just Republicans 
who disagree with the President’s 
budget. 

I think you could sum up the Presi-
dent’s budget with three words that 
might say you are giving it a D grade, 
and probably most people would give it 
an F grade, but they would be debt, 
deficit, distrust, and disaster—too 
much spending, too much taxing, and 
too much debt. This comes from the 
fact that earlier this week the Presi-
dent submitted—as he has to every 
year—a budget proposal, and this budg-
et proposal was all too predictable. It 
was predictable because it follows the 
same path as his previous three budg-
ets. With breathtaking irresponsibility, 
the President’s 2013 budget would ex-
pand the scope of government by 
spending more money, increase taxes 
on job creators, particularly small 
business, and continue on the path of 
enormous deficits and record debt— 
déjà vu. 

The President’s budget proposal is 
supposed to be a serious document, a 
document that lays out the President’s 
priorities along with the President’s 
ideas on how to address our national 
fiscal and economic challenges. This 
budget fails those goals miserably. 

As a member of the Budget Com-
mittee, I have heard from numerous ex-
perts who come before that committee 
about the need for Congress and the 
President to get serious about the fis-
cal cliff we are approaching. We have 
had deficit commissions—you remem-
ber Simpson-Bowles, as an example— 
we have had task forces, and we have 
had what we call gangs, the Gang of 6, 
six Senators trying to work things out, 
and other Members of Congress. All 
have put forward deficit reduction 
plans. It is going to take more than a 
commission, and the President didn’t 
even back the recommendations of his 
own commission a year ago. It is going 
to take more than task forces, and it is 
going to take more than gangs of Sen-
ators because the single most impor-
tant political and moral leader in 
America is whoever holds the Presi-
dency of the United States. In this par-
ticular instance of this executive budg-
et, that person and that document has 
failed to lead on this critical issue. It 
does not matter how many commis-
sions, how many tasks forces, and how 
many gangs of Senators we have, with-

out Presidential participation a prob-
lem as big as this country’s national 
debt is never going to be solved. 

What President Obama put forward 
on Monday of this week is not a serious 
budget. As I said before, it is a political 
statement. The fact is Americans are 
going to pay a heavy price for the 
President’s unwillingness and inability 
to lead. 

While President Obama claims his 
budget will create an America built to 
last, his budget builds higher deficits 
and debt, a bigger, more intrusive gov-
ernment, and economic decline for fu-
ture generations. 

We want to remember that more im-
portant than the economic points of a 
budget is, when we get a more intru-
sive government, the less economic and 
social freedom people have. 

By nearly every fiscal measure, 
President Obama’s budget makes mat-
ters much worse. Not only has the 
President chosen to ignore the looming 
fiscal catastrophe, he has chosen to 
continue the course and even step on 
the accelerator. 

This year, the Federal Government 
will spend $3.8 trillion—equal to 24.1 
percent of our GDP. During the past 60 
years, we have averaged about 21 per-
cent of GDP. So we quantify govern-
ment growing dramatically from tak-
ing 21 percent out of the economy— 
that government spends, 535 Members 
of Congress spend; instead of 300 mil-
lion Americans—and that is raised to 
24.3 percent. 

Alarmingly, over the 10-year period 
ahead, in the 2013 budget, in this budg-
et, spending never gets below 22 per-
cent. So forever they are growing gov-
ernment and detracting from indi-
vidual freedom. 

The President intends to lock in his-
torically high levels of spending. Do 
not take it from me, but it is right 
here in these budget documents we 
have all been given this week. He is a 
big spender of other people’s money. 

In dollar terms, spending goes up 
from $3.8 trillion this year to $5.8 tril-
lion 2022. Over a 10-year period of time, 
this budget spends about $47 trillion, 
and during that period of time, it in-
creases the national debt by $11 tril-
lion. So it is clear this document the 
President gives to Congress under law 
is built to spend. 

President Obama’s budget is also 
harmful to our fragile economy be-
cause it would impose a $1.9 trillion tax 
increase. 

I always go back to what I thought 
was a very wise decision President 
Obama made about 2 or 3 weeks before 
he actually took the oath of office. 
During the campaign, he reminded ev-
erybody he wanted to raise taxes. But 
when he got to being sworn in, he 
looked at how bad the economy was, 
and he clearly said it is not too wise to 
raise taxes when we are in recession. 

Maybe technically we are not in a re-
cession, but for the 8.3 percent of the 
American people who are unemployed, 
it is not just a recession, it is also a de-
pression for each one of them. 
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So since the unemployment rate 

stands at 8.3 percent, and the President 
seems to be just fine this year, com-
pared to 3 years ago when he was sworn 
in, that hiking taxes is not going to be 
harmful to the economy, it is not going 
to be harmful to those 8.3 percent of 
the people who are unemployed and 
looking for jobs, it is going to be. So 
why has the President flip-flopped on 
this issue of whether you ought to in-
crease taxes when people have such 
high unemployment rates? 

This tax increase will harm the econ-
omy and result in fewer job opportuni-
ties, particularly among the small 
businesspeople who create or provide 
for 25 percent of the jobs in America 
and generally create 70 percent of the 
new jobs in our economy. That is where 
it is going to be very harmful. 

I recently asked Federal Reserve 
Chairman Bernanke about the pros-
pects of a tax increase and the impact 
it would have on our economy. He indi-
cated a significant tax hike could slow 
the economy, slow the recovery. In my 
question to him before the Budget 
Committee, I quoted the Congressional 
Budget Office that says unemployment 
would go up and the economy would 
grow less if we had this big tax in-
crease the President wants. 

The President has spent many hours 
speaking about helping our economy, 
investing in our future, and increasing 
economic opportunities for all Ameri-
cans. While he is saying all those 
things that he is probably sincere 
about, at the same time he does not 
put his actions where his words are be-
cause he does not allow a pipeline to be 
built that will create 20,000 jobs right 
now and 110,000 indirect jobs connected 
with it. 

If he gets his wish to hike taxes by 
$1.9 trillion, it will harm all Ameri-
cans, further prolong this already 3- 
year slowdown, while growing an even 
larger, more intrusive Federal Govern-
ment impinging upon personal liberties 
to a greater extent. 

Maybe the President’s purpose in im-
posing this huge tax increase is an ef-
fort to reduce the Nation’s debt and 
that is probably what he would tell us, 
and he may truly believe that. Unfor-
tunately, that is not what he has 
planned. He wants to spend every dol-
lar. His budget leads to an additional, 
as I said before, $11 trillion increase in 
debt—national debt—over the next 10 
years. Debt held by the public in-
creases from 74 percent of our economy 
today to 76 percent of our economy by 
the year 2022, at the end of this 10-year 
budget window. 

We have to compare that to the his-
toric average since World War II, and 
that was just 43 percent, compared to 
where it is right now: 74.2 percent, 
going up to 76 percent. 

If people believe President Obama is 
putting us on a path to fiscal sustain-
ability by taxing increases, I would 
suggest they look at the annual defi-
cits over the next 10 years. These defi-
cits never drop below $575 billion, and 

actually go up toward the end of his 
budget, rising to $704 billion by 2022. 
This budget puts America on the 
course of deficits and debt as far as the 
eye can see into the future. 

Additionally, the President took a 
pass on proposing any real changes to 
our entitlement programs, which are 
the real driver of future deficits and 
debt. That is only part of it. The main 
part of it is, do we want to preserve So-
cial Security, Medicare, and Medicaid 
for future generations? Because if we 
do not do something about it, it is not 
going to be preserved. Again, he is ab-
sent from the discussion when Social 
Security, Medicare, and Medicaid 
comes up. 

He has offered no solution in this 
budget, even though the Simpson- 
Bowles Commission he appointed—he 
never endorsed their recommendations 
1 year ago; and why he did not endorse 
and trust the people he put in place to 
get a solution to these problems I do 
not know, but even the Simpson- 
Bowles Commission has solutions for 
Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid. That is further evidence that the 
President has chosen not to lead on 
these very difficult issues. 

President Obama has spoken a lot 
lately about the issue of fairness. 
President Obama believes this type of 
budget, with higher taxes, more bor-
rowing, and enormous deficits and debt 
will bring about fairness. 

If the President is referring to shar-
ing in our Nation’s economic decline, 
he is right. If he is talking about shar-
ing in a Japanese-like prolonged period 
of stagflation, he is right. If he is talk-
ing about sharing in an economic col-
lapse such as the one going on in 
Greece, he is right. It may not be to-
morrow, but all signs point down the 
road in those directions because based 
upon the national debts of those par-
ticular countries, that is where we are 
headed. 

The budget proposed by President 
Obama will have all Americans sharing 
in higher taxes, a larger, more intru-
sive government, less freedom, and 
deficits and debt that will lead to eco-
nomic decline for future generations. 

We all know a large budget deficit re-
duces national savings, leading to high-
er interest rates, more borrowing from 
abroad, and less domestic investment, 
which, in turn, would lower income 
growth in our country. 

This will hurt the lower and middle 
class the most. The gains President 
Obama touts in his budget that he is 
delivering to the middle class will be 
dwarfed by the loss of economic activ-
ity caused by deficits and debt. 

This is not a serious document. It is 
a political document. As evidence of 
how out of touch this budget is, few of 
my Democratic colleagues have even 
acknowledged President Obama sub-
mitted a budget, much less defend it. 

I hope the Senate will have an oppor-
tunity to debate and vote upon Presi-
dent Obama’s budget. Last year, we 
had such a vote. Last year, the Presi-

dent’s budget was defeated in the Sen-
ate by a vote of 97 to 0. Not a single 
member of the President’s party sup-
ported his budget. 

So when constituents ask me why we 
cannot do something in a bipartisan 
way in Congress—and we do a lot in a 
bipartisan way that does not get the 
attention of the press, so people are 
cynical about Congress being bipar-
tisan—I quote a 97-to-0 vote about 
whether there is bipartisanship, and 
that was a vote against the President’s 
budget. Every Republican and every 
Democrat agreed. Once again this year, 
if we ever get this to a vote, I predict 
that very few, if any, will support this 
budget. 

Quite frankly, it would be humorous 
if the consequences of inaction were 
not so serious. We have a moral obliga-
tion to offer serious solutions for today 
and for future generations. The Presi-
dent’s budget fails in this responsi-
bility. He has chosen a politically expe-
dient path rather than a responsible, 
forthright path. 

Our grandchildren and great-grand-
children will suffer as a result of this 
failure, and that suffering comes from 
this fact: that for nine generations of 
Americans, each succeeding generation 
has lived better than the previous gen-
eration, and a lot of Americans feel 
that is not going to happen with the 
next generation. That would be a sad 
commentary. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Madam Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Madam Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent to speak 
as in morning business for up to 10 
minutes. 

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

CHINA TRADE 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Madam Presi-

dent, I was presiding earlier today be-
fore the Senator from North Carolina. I 
listened to Senator BOXER talk about 
the importance of this Transportation 
bill, this highway bill, which I under-
score. 

This week we have seen movement on 
extension of the payroll tax and tax 
cuts and unemployment benefits, two 
very important things—with the doc-
tors fix too—very important things to 
keep our economy moving. It made me 
think back what has happened in the 
last couple of years. 

In 2009, when Senator Obama became 
President Obama, we were losing 
800,000 jobs a month in the United 
States. We know what was happening, 
especially to manufacturing and espe-
cially in States such as the Presiding 
Officer’s, North Carolina, and my State 
of Ohio. In fact, we had for 12 years— 
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