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in college if you just try, a lot of them
do that. When we tell them that absti-
nence works, it does work and they see
the proof in the pudding. But if we tell
them nothing, then they have no
standards, no goals to reach.

So I suggest it is working not just be-
cause of statistics I see on paper, but
looking into eyes of students I get to
talk to, and they tell me it is working.

Mr. UPTON. I appreciate the gentle-
man’s leadership. In the days past, and,
obviously, in the days ahead, we have
some big votes next week if we take
this welfare reform bill up. This is an
important component of that. I am de-
lighted we passed it out of my com-
mittee, the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, on a strong vote of 35 to 17,
and we have to make sure we carry the
day when we take this issue to the
House floor for debate next week.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, Heritage Community Services was formed
as a coalition of community-based abstinence
educators from across South Carolina with
combined experience in the field totaling near-
ly 75 years. It was awarded a Title V absti-
nence education grant for implementing a
state-wide program in 1998. Schools and com-
munities have responded enthusiastically.

The Heritage programs are community-wide,
serving more than 29,000 adolescents. The
program’s founder and CEO, Mrs. Anne
Badgley, has been invited to address a num-
ber of Title V training programs across the
country, as well as brief Pentagon undersecre-
taries of defense, the Army and Navy, and has
testified before Congress.

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
subject of my special order just given.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

————

THE ABCs OF SECURING THE
FUTURE OF OUR CHILDREN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. BOYD) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate
the opportunity to address the House
and Nation tonight for a few minutes.
The Blue Dog Coalition is going to use
this hour to talk a little bit about
ABCs.

Mr. Speaker, some may wonder, well,
that is unusual for the Blue Dogs to be
talking about the ABCs, but let me tell
you a little bit about the Blue Dogs.
We are a group of 33 Members of Con-
gress, men and women, from all around
the Nation that spends a great deal of
our focus and efforts and time and re-
sources here in Congress asking the
Congress to act responsibly in its fiscal
and budgeting matters.
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We believe that this Congress and
this Nation in the last year-plus has
moved away from fiscal responsibility,
and, as a result, we are endangering
our children’s future. So what we want
to do tonight, Mr. Speaker, is talk
about the ABCs of securing our chil-
dren’s future.

When Congress considered the budget
last year, Mr. Speaker, the Blue Dogs
warned about the danger of making
long-term commitments for tax cuts or
new spending programs based on pro-
jected surpluses. In less than a year’s
time, we have seen a dramatic reversal
of the once promising budgetary out-
look. We now face projections of defi-
cits and increasing debt for the rest of
the decade that go far beyond the tem-
porary impact of the economic down-
turn or cost of the war on terrorism.

Congress and the President need to
sit down, we need to roll up our
sleeves, and we need to have an honest
and open discussion about what we
need to do as a Nation, as a Congress,
to put the budget back in order, start-
ing with the ABCs of fiscal discipline.

The Blue Dogs have outlined four so-
lutions to avoid leaving our children
and our grandchildren with the con-
sequences of today’s irresponsible
budgeting decisions. The members of
the Blue Dogs who are here tonight to
address this House are going to talk
about those four solutions. I want to
outline them very briefly.

Number one is assuring honesty and
accountability. We believe that the
Budget Act of 1990, which expires later
this year, should be reinstituted by
this Congress. Unless we renew our
budget discipline, Congress will con-
tinue to find ways to break its own
rules and pass more legislation that
puts more red ink on the national ledg-
er.

The Budget Enforcement Act, of
course, has two major provisions. One,
it sets in place discretionary spending
limits for 5 years; secondly, it extends
and expands pay-go rules. The pay-go
rule is simply legislation that says
that mandatory spending or revenues
that increase the deficit must be offset.

Secondly, the “B”’ of the ABCs is bal-
ancing the budget without raiding So-
cial Security. We believe that this Con-
gress should pass a balanced budget
amendment to the Constitution which
makes it a violation of the Constitu-
tion to deficit spend, unless there is an
extraordinary vote of the Congress or
an extraordinary reason to do so.

Thirdly, we believe that the third
point that we would advance is what
we call climbing out of the deficit
ditch. That is, there should be a plan to
restore balance to our Federal books,
and that, of course, is going to be an
issue that we get to talk about a lot in
the near future because of the need to
raise the Federal debt ceiling.

Fourthly, the fourth part of our
ABCs is Defending Our Children From
Paying Our Bills Act. This would re-
quire a supermajority to borrow money
by the U.S. Congress. Many in this
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Chamber have, over the years, proposed
that we would require a three-fifths
vote to consider legislation that would
raise taxes or some other sort of super-
majority. Many of the Members of Con-
gress support this notion, and we think
that there ought to be also legislation
which would require a three-fifths vote
to borrow money.

I would like at this time to call on
Members of the Blue Dogs, Mr. Speak-
er, that are in the Chamber. I would
like to yield first to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. PHELPS).

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my friend and colleague, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BoyD) for
yielding. Let me first express my sin-
cere appreciation for his leadership. He
has been a consistent Member of Con-
gress, not only of our Blue Dog Coali-
tion, that has been steady at the helm
in trying to bring attention to a prob-
lem with deficit spending and the need
for balancing the budget and staying
within our means. I appreciate coming
on after his leadership being here be-
fore I entered Congress and helping us
steer this direction. So I thank all my
fellow Blue Dogs for giving me the op-
portunity to speak about a very impor-
tant issue.

This is not our first and only time of
trying to make this issue more para-
mount and put emphasis on what real-
ly needs to be done as we get through
this session in terms of the money that
is available and what we have hanging
over our heads as debt in this country
and the priority of our spending needs
and how we should look at balancing
the budget.

So tonight I just want to focus my
time on discussing the Blue Dog plan
for putting the budget back in order,
starting with fiscal discipline. The
Blue Dogs have consistently focused on
fiscal discipline, having advocated hon-
esty and responsibility in the budg-
eting process.

When Congress considered the budget
last year, the Blue Dogs warned then
about the danger of making long-term
commitments for tax cuts or new
spending programs based on projected
surpluses. The projected surpluses were
based on the very best of the situation
that we were realizing through the
high peaks of the economy in the last
several years. That is not good, sound
fiscal policy, to base anything on the
very best. I believe we should look at
the more reasonable moderate projec-
tions.

We did not. So, in less than a year’s
time, we have seen a dramatic reversal
of the once promising budgetary out-
look. We now face projections of defi-
cits and increasing debt for the rest of
the decade that go far beyond the tem-
porary impact of the economic down-
turn or cost of the war on terrorism.

Congress and the President need to
sit down, roll up our sleeves and have
an honest discussion about what we
need to put the budget back in order,
starting with the ABCs of the fiscal sit-
uation we bring to your attention to-
night.
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The Blue Dogs have outlined four so-
lutions, as the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. BoYyD) opened up our session to-
night to say, to avoid leaving our chil-
dren and our grandchildren with the
consequences of today’s irresponsible
budgeting solutions.

The reason we Kkeep drilling that
point home about our children and our
grandchildren is because we try to
focus on what all of us hold sacred and
dear, and that very much is an emo-
tional tie back home to the real world.
Sometimes the disconnect out here
makes I think a lot of times people feel
like we are not real people with real
families, with real needs, and that we
are somehow someone different.

We are just like any of you out there,
and that is why we are trying to say we
should treat this budget, which you
have sent us here to lead the country
with, as we would treat our own, that
affects our own household, our children
and our grandchildren.

So, we have outlined four solutions
to avoid this particular problem. We
want to assure honesty and account-
ability, and budget enforcement. Un-
less we renew our budget discipline,
Congress will continue to find ways to
break its own rules and pass more leg-
islation that puts still more red ink on
the national ledger. Enforceable budget
restraints will shine a light on decep-
tive practices and construct a fiscal
guardrail, keeping our spending within
the Nation’s fiscal means.

We are a unique body here. We can
break the rules. We do, too often. And,
guess what? We do not get caught at it
often enough. That is what is hap-
pening here right now as this session
unfolds. We are not dealing with the
real numbers. The American people are
not being told the true story, and yet
they are being led to believe we can do
all the good things that we asked and
requested and promised we would do in
our campaigns to get here to do what
once we get here? To continue the de-
ception? Or to lay it out in real terms,
as we should, in honest measures. So
budget enforcement is a real item.
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Balancing the budget without raiding
Social Security. There is not one poli-
tician, not one campaigner, who said
anything about getting into the Social
Security trust funds or the surpluses.
In fact, we said we have them locked
away, right? Well, someone found the
key. And when we open that door,
there is an IOU there adding on to the
other I0Us that we put on the Amer-
ican people for the past several dec-
ades. So this is adding on to the deficit
that we already have in the Social Se-
curity and Medicare trust funds.

So we want to balance the budget
without raiding Social Security. Well,
how do we do that? Well, we need a
constitutional amendment. We must
vote on a balanced budget amendment
to the Constitution that requires the
President to submit, and Congress to
enact, a budget that is in balance with-
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out using the Social Security surplus.
Now, that takes courageous leaders.
Every one of us claimed that we would
be and that we were in order to be
elected. Now we are here. Let us
produce it. Let us not lend rhetoric; let
us prove that we are those leaders that
can make the tough decisions.

The amendment, to my way of think-
ing, could be waived in times of war or
disaster, military conflict, or other
threats to our national security. That
does not mean that the present war on
terrorism that we are in dictates the
need for us to get into the Social Secu-
rity and Medicare trust funds; it does
not. Without the tax cuts that were
imposed and the surpluses that were
eroded and squandered because of that
and other reasons, because of things
that we did not look at last year or an-
ticipate or ignored, whichever word we
want to use to serve our purposes bet-
ter, that is why we are where we are
now. But we are talking about a mili-
tary conflict or national security being
compromised that is beyond our con-
trol, not because of what we added to
the mistakes to get us to where we are
now.

So I believe that a constitutional
amendment is very much needed, and I
am prepared to support it.

This would also include excluding the
Social Security trust funds. Balancing
the budget is meaningless if we borrow
from our children and our grand-
children, as we said, to do it. This bill
improves on other balanced budget
amendments by excluding the Social
Security trust funds from receipts. It is
more of a crutch to lean on if we still
depend on the Social Security trust
funds to say we are going to have a
constitutional amendment, not to get
into the Social Security trust funds. So
excluding those trust funds from the
receipts would, I think, serve the pur-
pose to keep us fiscally restrained and
on the right path.

It also provides that when the trust
funds begin to run a deficit, then So-
cial Security would be placed back on
budget, requiring that the government
account for deficits elsewhere in the
budget. See, that is what we do not em-
brace too often. We divert the atten-
tion away from those other things that
sort of creep up in the budget, but we
do not want seemingly the American
people to discover what those are, so
we divert it to the other priorities and
things that we know that are popular.
At least some want to do that.

Climbing out of the deficit ditch.
Debt limit with a plan. Now, I have
heard people on this floor of the oppo-
site party say, show us your plan. Well,
the plans that we have had cannot even
get out of the Committee on Rules for
a debate on the floor or to be voted on.
Do we know why? Because they are
afraid it would pass. It makes too
much sense. It would put too much
marginal people running in an election
year on a compromising path. That is
too uncomfortable. Let us deal with
that later. That is the common cry we
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hear. Later, later, and the next thing
we know, we are in our grandchildren’s
generation.

Blue Dogs believe that Congress has
a responsibility to cover obligations
through the end of the fiscal year, Sep-
tember 30, 2002, but that raising the
debt limit by $750 billion as requested
by the President is risky business,
folks. First, the President and Con-
gress must create a plan to put our fis-
cal house back in order, just as a fam-
ily facing financial problems must
work with a bank to establish a finan-
cial plan in order to get approval to re-
finance their debt, all their debts. That
is all we are asking. It makes sense.

Defending our children from paying
our bills. A supermajority, a three-
fifths vote, would be required to borrow
money. That is what I feel would be
one of the four points of our plan that
should be followed. All too often, we as
Congress people and the President have
been unwilling to make the tough
choices to balance our priorities and
have chosen to leave future genera-
tions, as I said and emphasized, to pay
the bill for policies which benefit the
current generation by increasing the
borrowing. Making it harder for Con-
gress to borrow money, just as we
should make it harder to increase
taxes, by requiring a supermajority,
will protect the rights of future genera-
tions who are not represented in our
political system, but will bear the bur-
den of our decisions today.

Finally, just let me leave my col-
leagues with a personal situation.
Being from Illinois, having served 14
years in the Illinois House, I have a lit-
tle bit of knowledge of what goes on
there with the budgetary policies in I1-
linois. Illinois, like probably all of the
State legislatures across our land,
shared the same maybe artificial en-
thusiasm, maybe overexaggerated the
good times of our economic peaks as
we have had in the last few years and
said everything is hunky-dory, no prob-
lems. What that meant is, Members,
bring your projects, bring everything
to the forefront here and smooth sail-
ing, because we are rolling high.

Well, in Illinois, just as here in Con-
gress, a year ago, or even before that,
Illinois was in good shape, fiscally in
good shape. But because of misguided
management from the top in Illinois,
and too many that took advantage of
an artificial, overpromoted situation,
guess what now? We have prisons in my
district, and we have unemployment
rates exceeding 12 to 15 percent down
State, southern-most Illinois. We are
good neighbors in saying, we will take
in the prisons in our communities
where other parts of the State said, no,
we do not want those kind of jobs here
in our community. But we were hurt-
ing enough with the coal mine shutting
down and a lot of other depressed, de-
prived situations in our economy, we
said, we will be a good neighbor.

So I have one of every kind of penal
institution the State has to offer in my
district, even in my old State district,
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and we are proud to promote those eco-
nomic jobs, economic builders. But
now, now the Governor of Illinois and
leaders of the State are saying, we
have to close some of these prisons be-
cause we are broke. Somebody was
asleep at the switch, and our own
comptroller of the State over a year
ago said, you better have a rainy-day
fund, just like you do in your house-
hold when that roof might leak. In-
stead of just continuing to mop it up
and treating the effect; you have to get
the source of the problem where the
hole in the roof is. That is what we
have ignored in Illinois, even though
there are a lot of good leaders who
sounded the alarm, both in the legisla-
ture and constitutional officers, but
not enough of the authority at the top.

So now we even have threatened
Medicaid patients that will not get
their due service, many that are the
most vulnerable of our society, senior
citizens. This is terrible. It could have
been avoided. That is why we are
stressing this four-point plan. Let us
do what is responsible. Let us get to
the source; and the source is recog-
nizing that there should be honesty in
budgeting, recognizing the true source
of funds that we have that the Congres-
sional Budget Office is reporting, in-
stead of turning our heads the other
way, hoping that the economy is going
to get better and maybe make us right
at some point down the road. That may
be too late. Let us embrace what re-
ality obviously is serving us now.

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Illinois. It is
obvious to me, as he described his expe-
rience in the State legislature, that his
State, like mine, is prohibited from
borrowing money and must balance its
budget. I believe that is the way that
the Federal Government should do; and
certainly one of the shortcomings in
the way our Constitution is drafted is
that we are allowed to borrow money
in ordinary circumstances and, actu-
ally, we did run deficits from the late
1960s until about the year 2000, pri-
marily in peace times. So we had a
wonderful opportunity here in the
1990s, or here in the year 2000, 2001, now
that we have worked so hard to get
back into balance to do some really
good things and pay down the Federal
debt. We seem to have passed, or
missed, that opportunity.

Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. MATHESON), a
member of our Blue Dog team who is
actually a rising star in this Congress,
I believe; and he is an excellent blue
puppy.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for his leadership.
As one of the cochairs of the Blue Dog
group, I just appreciate all he does. I
am real proud to be a part of the Blue
Dog Coalition, a group of 33 fiscally-
conservative Democrats who like to
talk about being fiscally responsible.
We have been coming out here many
times, Tuesday night. Every week we
have been coming out here for the last

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

few weeks, and we have been talking
about issues of fiscal responsibility;
and in particular, we have focused on
what we see as a growing concern
about increasing the debt that we incur
in this country.

Now, we have just been talking about
this four-point plan; and I want to talk
about one of those points, which is the
notion that we need to climb out of
this deficit ditch that we have gotten
ourselves into in this country.

The Secretary of the Treasury has
come to Congress three different times
now and said, we are really up against
our debt limit; we need Congress to
raise our debt limit, and we need Con-
gress to raise it by $750 billion. Now,
that is a lot of money. We talk about
numbers and throw out figures in Con-
gress a lot, but $750 billion is a lot of
money. What is unfortunate is that
that request comes in with no plan, no
suggestion of how we are going to get
out of this pattern of deficit spending.
I just do not think it is appropriate,
and the Blue Dogs do not think it is ap-
propriate for us to just give a blank
check to both Congress and the admin-
istration to run up another three-quar-
ters of a trillion dollars in debt.

We have been talking about this
issue for the last few weeks. Some peo-
ple say, why do you keep talking about
it? Because this issue has not gone
away and, no matter what we do in the
short term, this issue is still not going
away. It is not going to go away until
we figure out a way to behave in a re-
sponsible way.

What the Blue Dogs are suggesting is
this, for the short term. We recognize
that this country faces some short-
term deficit pressures. We understand
we have a war on terrorism and home-
land security concerns that are taking
more resources than we thought would
be needed when we passed a budget a
year ago. We recognize the economy is
in a recession. We do not want to force
the government to have to take ex-
traordinary actions because it is bump-
ing up against the debt limit. So as a
short-term proposal, our suggestion is
that we do increase the debt limit by
$150 billion, not $750 billion, but by $150
billion, which is still a lot of money;
but that is the circumstance we are in
right now. We think that will take us
through the obligations of our current
fiscal year, September 30 of this year.

Now, as part of this plan, what we are
suggesting is that we offer this in-
crease in the debt limit of $150 billion,
but that it comes with a couple of
other provisions. First is that we are
going to prohibit any increase in debt
limit beyond September 30 without a
defined plan to balance the budget. It
requires the President to submit to
Congress, and for us to enact, a plan to
balance the budget without using the
Social Security surplus.

Now, we do not have to pass exactly
what the President submits; but he has
to submit something, and we have to
pass something that is going to show
that we get our budget in balance by
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the year 2007. So we are not talking
about something radical that has to be
done instantaneously as of October 1 of
this year; we are allowing some time to
get on the path to a balanced budget.
But we are not going to offer too much
time, because if we do not show some
discipline around here, we are just
going to keep running up more debt.

We also in this legislation, in offer-
ing to raise the debt limit by $150 bil-
lion, we require that the President con-
duct an annual threat vulnerability as-
sessment, so that we can develop a co-
herent homeland security strategy.
How life has changed since September
11. These were not issues that we were
facing as a country, and these are crit-
ical issues; and Blue Dogs support the
efforts of this country to address ter-
rorist threats and provide homeland se-
curity.
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We are adamant that it is important.
We support those efforts, and it is
going to take resources to conduct
those efforts. We understand that.

But we need to address that new
challenge in a rational way, and that
means it is important that we have a
defined homeland security strategy so
that we as Congress can behave respon-
sibly and fund in an appropriate way
what it is going to take to provide rea-
sonable homeland defense.

I think that this is a reasonable pro-
posal. I think the Blue Dogs as a group
feel real strongly about doing this. We
may not be right on everything. We are
open to suggestion. I call on other
Members of Congress from both sides of
the aisle, please discuss this plan we
are promoting tonight. We are very
open to suggestion. That is one of the
hallmarks of the Blue Dogs is that we
are happy to talk with anybody and
put the numbers out on the table and
have a frank discussion. It is too im-
portant for this country not to do this.

So we are going to keep coming back
here and we are going to keep talking
about this issue until Congress behaves
in a responsible way. We are not going
to just go off and agree to raise the
debt limit by $750 billion with no plan,
no sense of how we are going to get out
of this, and dump it on the next gen-
eration. That is just not what we
should be doing here. Our constituents
did not elect us to avoid the tough de-
cisions; they elected us to take on the
tough issues. That is what the Blue
Dogs are trying to do tonight. We are
trying to start this dialogue with this
four-point plan.

I encourage all of our colleagues to
take a look at it, and let us let the dia-
logue begin.

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Utah. He
makes a good point. I think any pru-
dent family or business or local govern-
ment in Utah or in Florida that sud-
denly found themselves in a situation
where their spending obligations were
greater than the revenue they were
taking in would sit down with their
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family or business partners and maybe
their banker and develop a plan in a
hurry to figure out how to get out of
that situation, to get back into black
and out of red ink.

So I want to commend the gentleman
from Utah for his very thoughtful pres-
entation and his involvement in this
process of helping us develop this four-
point plan.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY).

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Florida for
yielding to me and for his outstanding
leadership, not only for the Blue Dog
Coalition, but for this Congress and
what I think are the next generations.

Mr. Speaker, this is not rocket
science. Anybody that can add and sub-
tract can figure this out. We know
what we need to do. A year ago at this
time, the Blue Dog Coalition met with
the director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, Mr. Daniels. He
made a presentation to us at that time.

He said this, and I will never forget
it. He said, our greatest fear is that we
are going to have so much money we
are going to pay off all of the debt, and
no one will have a safe place to invest
their money because there will not be a
U.S. Treasury bond.

When we hear that said now, it seems
absolutely and utterly ridiculous. To
the Blue Dogs at that time, it seemed
a bit risky and foolish to even think
that way, but the fact is, we have
squandered the surplus. We have squan-
dered a great opportunity in this coun-
try. One thing that we know we must
get under control is the spending. We
know that we cannot continue to bor-
row and spend and pass the debt on to
our children and grandchildren.

The Blue Dogs have a four-point
plan. We have worked diligently to
come up with an honest assessment
and an honest plan for what we need to
do in this country to protect our chil-
dren and grandchildren.

We come to this floor almost on a
weekly basis, and have a great debate
about protecting the unborn. I person-
ally believe that we should, and I al-
ways vote to protect the unborn. And
yet, we will come here and vote for a
policy that will allow us to pass mas-
sive debt on to the unborn. We vote for
a policy that allows our fighting men
and women to go overseas and serve
this country with great distinction,
and then we ask them, now, after the
war is over, after their fighting is done,
come back to this country and go to
work, because we borrowed the money
from them to pay for it.

That is not right. It is immoral for us
to continue to do that. Our plan would
provide for the Budget Enforcement
Act of 1990 to be enhanced and reau-
thorized. It would provide that if we
are going to spend additional money or
we are going to reduce the amount of
money coming in to the government,
that we would reduce spending in a
way to go along with that so we main-
tain a balanced budget.
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We provide a constitutional amend-
ment that would allow this country to
have a balanced budget without using
the Social Security trust fund money
to do it. It is not a balanced budget if
we have to borrow the money from the
Social Security trust fund to pay the
bills. It is not a balanced budget if we
just imagine that it is going to be bal-
anced some day, like we have done in
the past year. We cannot continue to
do that.

The Social Security taxes that are
paid in by the senior citizens, that
have been paid in by the senior citi-
zens, and that are paid in today by the
working men and women of this coun-
try are supposed to be used and set
aside in a trust fund to pay the Social
Security benefits when those people
come of age.

But right now, it amounts to only an-
other income tax that is paid by the
working men and women of this coun-
try, because we are spending every
dime of it. We are not making any pro-
visions to preserve the trust fund. We
are not making any provisions to see
that these obligations that we have
when these people come of age to draw
that money, that they are going to be
able to receive it. It is irresponsible,
and we should not continue to let this
happen.

It is amazing to me that we can have
a budget this year that does not pro-
vide for medicine for our senior citi-
zens in this country. We are going to
spend money on a lot of things in this
budget. We are going to appropriate
money for a lot of things. Some of
them are absolutely critical, but very
few are more important than the good
health of our senior citizens.

It is amazing to me that we should
allow one more year to pass in this
Congress and not have a prescription
drug benefit for our seniors because we
have squandered the opportunity. The
Blue Dogs have a plan to get out of the
deficit ditch. We have a plan to prevent
our children from having to pay the
debts that we run up.

I think it is time for the Congress
and the administration to sit down, be
honest, look at the real numbers, look
at what we know we have to do, and
not continue to pass the burden on to
our children and grandchildren.

One of the things I am proudest of in
the time that I have served and rep-
resented the First Congressional Dis-
trict in the United States Congress is
being a member of the Blue Dog Coali-
tion. I think it is one of the most hon-
est, determined groups that exist in
this Congress. I think that their integ-
rity is held together because they be-
lieve this is the right thing to do.

I want to say once again how proud I
am of their plan, and that I think that
the Congress should take a serious look
at this plan and pass these bills that
we are proposing, and do something
real for the future of our children.

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Arkansas
for his leadership. He has been a leader,
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especially on the health care issues, as
a member of the Blue Dogs, and has
worked diligently on the Patients’ Bill
of Rights, a prescription drug plan, and
others, in addition to the fiscal and
budget issues. So I thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY) for
being here tonight.

Next, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. R0OsSS), his
delegation mate, the blue puppy.

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend, the gentleman from Flor-
ida, for yielding to me, one of the co-
chairs of the Democratic Blue Dog Coa-
lition.

We have heard a lot of talk tonight
about the Democratic Blue Dog Coali-
tion. We are a group of 33 fiscally con-
servative Democrats that believe we
ought to get our government, its budg-
et, and our debt under control.

We are a group that is sick and tired
of all the partisan bickering that goes
on at our Nation’s Capitol. It should
not be about what makes the Demo-
crats look good or bad or the Repub-
licans look good or bad; it ought to be
about doing right by the people who
sent us to the Nation’s Capitol to be
their voice in government.

About this time last year, there was
a lot of debate going on in this very
Chamber about a surplus, a surplus
that was projected to exceed $5 trillion
over the next 10 years. Back last year
when we stood here on the floor of the
United States House of Representatives
and talked about this projected $56 tril-
lion surplus, the Blue Dogs tried to
bring some fiscal responsibility to this
Chamber and to the floor of the United
States House of Representatives.

As that debate was going on, I voted
against the Democratic budget last
year. I voted against the Republican
budget. I am trying to be bipartisan
here. The Blue Dogs developed their
own budget, and back in the days when
we thought we had a surplus, when we
were told that we had a surplus of $56
trillion over the next 10 years, here is
what the Blue Dogs had to say about it
1 year ago.

We said that we ought to take that
surplus and take 50 percent of it and
pay down our Nation’s debt, that we
should take 25 percent of it and provide
a tax cut for working families and
those who need it the most, and take
the remaining 25 percent and do things
like truly modernize Medicare to in-
clude medicine for our seniors,
strengthen our national defense, some-
thing we were talking about way before
September 11 ever happened.

Of course, the Blue Dog budget failed.
It did not pass. We passed a budget, or
this Chamber passed a budget, without
my vote, and now we have another
budget before us this year which I
voted against, a budget where in less
than a year we went from talking
about a $5 trillion surplus over the
next 10 years to a budget for fiscal year
2003 that some say will cause us to def-
icit spend $80 billion, on the conserv-
ative side, and some say we will deficit
spend to the tune of $120 billion.
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Throughout the debate last year, we
were told we had a surplus but it will
not materialize. Rather, for the first
time since 1997, this year’s budget, fis-
cal year 2003, will put us back in the
days of deficit spending for the first
time since 1997. But when they were
talking about that supposed surplus
last year, we did not hear a lot of talk
about the debt, a 5.9 trillion national
debt.

Some people think we spend too
much money in this country on food
stamps. That is a couple of billion dol-
lars a month. Some people in this
country think we spend too much on
foreign aid. That is $1 billion a month.

Mr. Speaker, we spend $1 billion
every single day in America simply
paying interest, not principal but in-
terest, on the national debt. How much
is $1 billion? I put that number in my
calculator and I get that little ‘‘e” at
the end.

What does it mean to us in our every-
day lives? I will tell the Members what
it means. One billion dollars can build
200 brand new elementary schools
every single day in America. The $1 bil-
lion we are paying every day in inter-
est on the national debt can complete
important infrastructure projects.

In my congressional district, in the
southern half of Arkansas, I have three
interstates pending right now. There is
Interstate 49. Give me a day and a half
of the interest that we are now paying
on the national debt and I can com-
plete Interstate 49. Give me about a
week of it and I can complete Inter-
state 69. Give me a few hours of it and
I can complete Interstate 530. These
are projects that are vital to provide
economic opportunities for people from
all walks of life.
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That is what this debt means to us in
our every-day lives, and the drain it is
having on being able to do things like
truly modernize Medicare to include
medicine for our seniors. Medicare is
the only health insurance plan I know
of that does not include medicine, yet
it is the plan that nearly every single
senior citizen relies on day in and day
out to stay healthy and to get well.

My grandparents left this country
just a little bit better off than they
found it for my parents. And my par-
ents have left this country just a little
bit better off than they found it for my
generation. But I wonder, is this Con-
gress, is this Government, is our gen-
eration going to leave this country just
a little bit better off than we found it
for the next generation, our children
and our grandchildren?

Social Security is another issue that
involves the debt. We have borrowed,
our Government has borrowed $1 tril-
lion from the Social Security trust
fund with no provision on how it ever
gets paid back. When you and I go to
the bank to borrow money for a car or
a home, what do the bankers ask you?
They want to know how are you going
to pay that money back. How much
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can you pay a month? How many years
will you take to pay it back? And yet
our Government has raided Social Se-
curity trust funds to the tune of over $1
trillion with no provision on how that
gets paid back. And guess what? If we
figure out how it does get paid back,
Social Security as we know it today is
still broke in 2041.

So our response to all this is simple.
On Thursday, April 25, the Democratic
Blue Dog coalition, 33 fiscally conserv-
ative Democrats, outlined four prin-
ciples to prevent our children and
grandchildren from being stuck with
the burdens that our country is accu-
mulating today because of our genera-
tion’s budget decisions. We call these
four principals the ABCs of fiscal dis-
cipline. A, assure honesty and account-
ability; B, balancing the budget with-
out raiding Social Security; C, climb-
ing out of the deficit ditch; and D, de-
fending children from paying our bills.

The ABCs of fiscal discipline say we
need enforceable budget constraints
that will expose deceptive budget prac-
tices and provide our guardrail to keep
our spending within the government’s
means. It says we need a balanced
budget amendment to the Constitution
that requires us to balance that budget
every single year, an amendment that
could only be waived in extraordinary
times such as a war or military con-
flict, and that takes Social Security
completely off the table. It will stop
the politicians in Washington from
raiding the Social Security and Medi-
care trust fund.

I served for 10 years in the Arkansas
State Senate. Our Constitution re-
quired us to have a balanced budget,
and for my 10 years there I took my ex-
perience as a small business owner to
our State capital, and for 10 years I
helped balance that State budget. If we
can do it at the State level, if we can
do it at the small town family phar-
macy that my wife and I own in Pres-
cott, Arkansas, then, yes, the United
States government can do it as well.

It says that if we have to raise the
limits on our national debt that we do
so with a plan that will put our fiscal
house back in order, just like a family
facing financial hardships works to get
approval to refinance their debts. And,
finally, it says that Congress must
have a super majority, a three-fifths
majority vote to approve additional
government borrowing.

We believe following the ABCs of fis-
cal discipline is the right thing to do
for this Congress, for our Nation, and
for the future of our children and
grandchildren.

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Arkansas
(Mr. Ross) for his thoughtful remarks.
He has, I think, outlined it very well.

I, too, as I said earlier, come from a
State legislature in which it was
against the rules of Constitution to
spend money you did not have, that is,
to borrow money. And it meant, Mr.
Speaker, that we had to make some
tough decisions at times. We had to go
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in and redo budgets at times. We had to
go back and cut education and cut
Medicaid, but at least we were not
mortgaging the future of our children,
and then we had to come back and fig-
ure out how we pay for those particular
programs.

Mr. Speaker, it is just not right for
us to, as American citizens today, to
demand that we have these programs
that are very costly and not be willing
to step forward and pay for those and
say to our children and grandchildren,
we are going to have this program
today for us, but we want you to pay
the bill later down the road.

Now I think our business community
is beginning to take a good, long, hard
look also at what this extended deficit
spending that we are looking at over
the next decade is going to mean. Obvi-
ously, we know that we came through
the decade of the 1970s and the 1980s
with some huge deficits over the years.
And who can ever forget in the 1970s
where we had interest rates that went
into the high teens and in some cases
the low 20 percent interest rate? It
made it very difficult. I was in business
then, and I remember how difficult it
was to continue to run my small busi-
ness as I was leveraged pretty heavily.
And so you had to take 20 cents out of
the first dollar that you made and pay
on the interest on your debt. I said
that the business community is begin-
ning to take a look at it.

I want to, Mr. Speaker, read from to-
day’s Wall Street Journal on the front
page and the article is entitled “U.S.
Debt Is Set to Rise Not Fall for Second
Quarter.” It is a very short article. I
want to read it. It says the Treasury
Department said it expected to borrow
a net $1 billion during the April-to-
June quarter. That is three months.
The Treasury Department said it ex-
pected to borrow $1 billion, not repay a
net $89 billion as it said it would do
earlier this year in January.

So in January the Treasury Depart-
ment was predicting that it would
repay $89 billion of the Federal debt
that we owed as a Government, but
today they are saying no, we are not
going to repay $89 billion. We will not
repay anything. We will have to borrow
an additional $1 billion during that
quarter period.

The announcement, the department’s
first official acknowledgment of its dis-
mal tax collections during the impor-
tant April filing season, increases the
likelihood that the Federal budget will
linger in deficit for longer than the two
years cited in congressional estimates.
The government’s troubled finances
could even damp prospects for recovery
by flooding debt markets and driving
up interest rates.

I am sure that does concern the busi-
ness community. “It is really a re-
markably negative commentary on the
government’s financial fortunes,” said
John Youngdahl, an economist for
Goldman Sachs. At a time when the
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economy might be picking up momen-
tum, increasing private sector bor-
rowing, the government’s increased de-
mand for debt runs the risk of creating
more friction and consequently spur-
ring somewhat higher rates than other-
wise would be the case, Mr. YoUuNGdahl
said. That is one thing to be concerned
about.

I think it is something that we are
all concerned about, not only the busi-
ness community. But what you have is
for the home owner who has got a
home mortgage, if he has got a $100,000
mortgage on his home and his interest
rate goes up 200 points, that is $2,000 a
year. Car loans, business loans, per-
sonal loans, I think this thing could be
very, very serious, and we only hope
that it will turn around quickly.

We know how to turn it around. We
have got to plan and we are willing and
ready to sit down with the administra-
tion leaders, the leaders of President
Bush’s administration and the leader of
the Congress, lay out a plan, get us
back into balance. It can be done. We
did it in 1997 and certainly we can do it
again.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. ROSS)
and the others who came to speak here
tonight.

———
WATER SHORTAGE IN COLORADO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. MCINNIS) is recognized for 60
minutes.

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, this
evening I want to talk about a number
of different subjects, but primarily the
subject is going to center around nat-
ural resources and water, especially
water as it pertains to the West.

As many of you know, my district is
the third Congressional district in the
State of Colorado. The State of Colo-
rado is the highest place, when you
take the average elevation, it is the
highest place on the North American
continent. And as a result of that ele-
vation and the mountainous terrain
and the arid region that Colorado is
kind of the apex of, there are a lot of
different issues that deal with the West
that you do not find in the East.

But before I do this, I want to talk a
little about this weekend. I read to-
night, maybe you will read it here in
the next couple of days in the paper,
but I read where a celebrity here in the
United States, a celebrity who has been
the beneficiary of the great things that
this country offers, a celebrity who, to
the best of my knowledge, has never
had to pick up a weapon to defend their
country, a celebrity who has made the
comments that are about to be estab-
lished from his yacht, his 130-foot or
150-foot yacht.

And as I understand these comments,
and, again, this is being credited to
him or it is in this interview, as I un-
derstand these comments from this ce-
lebrity, this celebrity is criticizing the
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Fox News station for being too patri-
otic, for being too patriotic. This celeb-
rity has come out and said that the
station had too much red, white and
blue on their station, on their news
network at September 11.

Can you envision that? Did you ever
think that anyone in this country, that
our forefathers would ever think that a
celebrity who is the beneficiary of all
the fruits that this country has pro-
vided to him, would have the audacity
to say that our country is too patri-
otic?

I want to compare these short-sight-
ed remarks, those selfish remarks, to
what I experienced this weekend out in
Colorado, and all of you have, I am
sure, experienced the same things when
you get out with the people that you
represent.

I was in Pueblo, Colorado. I started
out the day by going to a group of a
number of probably about 200 young
people, I would guess anywhere from 13
years old to 19 years old. These kids,
they were trying to tell them to stay
off of drugs. It was amazing. Drugs, al-
cohol, and drive with your seatbelts on.
It was a great assembly that was put
together. But I was surprised and,
frankly, I was very encouraged and felt
very positive by talking to these kids,
how many of these young people want-
ed as a career to go in and serve our
country in the military, how strongly
these kids felt about the United States
of America. And from this assembly I
went on to a couple of town meetings.

Do you think in any of these town
meetings I heard from constituents any
indication at all that we should be less
patriotic or our news networks are too
patriotic? In fact, what you generally
hear is just the opposite. How come
they never tell the side of the greatest
country in the history of the world?
How come they always make us look
like the bad guys? That is the kind of
things you might hear.

Then that afternoon I have to go and
I listen and I have an opportunity to
participate in awarding the Korean
medal for a former veteran. This vet-
eran had received five bronze stars and
this veteran had his entire family, 70,
maybe 80 people at their function
where we have presented the medal.
And I tell you something, you talk
about pride in this country and you
talk about feeling good about the fu-
ture of this country, the gentleman to
whom I presented the medal served in
the Korean War. He was in his 70s,
maybe in his early 80s, so he had three
generations, he had great-grand-
children there. And the red, white and
blue around that yard, I wish I could
have grabbed that celebrity and
brought him to this yard, back yard in
Pueblo, Colorado, and shown him what
people in America feel about patriot-
ism.

The United States of America has
nothing to apologize about. What this
celebrity ought to be doing is talking
about what America has done for the
rest of the world. There is no country
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in the history of the world, no country
in the history of the world that has
given away more in charity to the rest
of the world, that has educated more
people for the world, that offers better
health care than anywhere else in the
world, that has provided more tractors
and more agricultural resources so
that people can grow food and be more
efficient on the growth of food than
any other country in the world. There
is no other country in the world that
has offered more freedoms than the
United States of America. None, zero,
zip. No other country in the history of
the world that has offered the freedoms
that the United States of America has.
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There is no other country in the his-
tory of the world that has stood up and
put its young men and women, paying
the ultimate sacrifice, at risk in other
continents, to save those continents as
we did in World War I, as we did in
World War II, as we did to try in an at-
tempt, a failed attempt, an attempt to
stop communism from moving on to
Vietnam, as we did in other places, as
we are doing today.

The United States of America is a
great country. It is a strong country;
but it is a strong country that demands
upon every generation, including our
generation, and probably especially on
those of us who were elected to serve
the people, to represent the people, to
pass on to the next generation that
sense of patriotism, that sense of obli-
gation, to make sure that the great-
ness of this country continues to the
generation that follows them, that re-
sponsibility to be good Americans, to
care about your family, to care about
the defense of your country.

Bill Bennett wrote a book and says
why do we fight. My colleagues will
want to read that book. In fact, I think
if I knew this celebrity would get the
book I would buy a copy and send it to
him. I was a little saddened by one of
the people in our country, one of the
people, this celebrity, the fruits he en-
joys today would have been available
to him probably anywhere else in the
world, but in the country which gave it
to him, he decides that maybe one of
the news networks is too patriotic.
Very short-sighted comment and a
comment that I hope that individual at
some point, at least in his own mind,
retracts and begins to appreciate the
sacrifice that a lot of people, genera-
tion after generation after generation
in this country’s history, the sacrifice
that they have given so that people
like him and other Americans can
enjoy the fruits of our country.

What is most exciting to me is all of
the things that go right. My colleagues
do not hear some of these celebrities
talking about what is going right in
this country. It seems to many a lot of
time what comes out of Hollywood is
criticism of the President. We hear the
movie actors that say, well, we are
going to leave the country if George W.
Bush becomes our President, and by
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