July 21, 2010

And speaking of the Wall Street re-
form, every House Republican voted
“no.” The great collapse of the Amer-
ican economy caused by Wall Street
excesses. Republicans stood with Wall
Street; the Democrats stood for re-
form.

The American Jobs and Closing Tax
Loopholes Act passed by the House and
Senate; 90 percent of the Republicans
voted ‘‘no.” Small business, Repub-
licans voted ‘‘no.”

The Home Star Energy Retrofit Act,
how we can improve the efficiency of
our homes and put thousands of people
to work; 93 percent of the Republicans
voted ‘‘no.”

The COMPETES Act, creating an
educated workforce. You and I worked
on this in the Science and Technology
Committee. So what do the Repub-
licans do? They voted ‘‘no.”” This is the
law that gives us science and tech-
nology education, gives us the re-
sources, the research for the next gen-
eration, on and on and on.

We need policies that move the man-
ufacturing of America, that put Cali-
fornians, New Yorkers, Ohioans, Min-
nesotans, Wisconsin and every other
State, those people need to go back to
work. The jobs program, the innova-
tion programs, the manufacturing pro-
grams, those are Democratic agenda
items. We vote them out of this House,
the Republicans vote ‘‘no’”” on them,
and then it goes over to the Senate
where the power of one Senator, usu-
ally a Republican, has stalled it all.

We are not finished. We have just
begun. We are going to put America
back to work. We are going to make it
in America, and Americans will make
it. That’s our agenda. That’s what we
are all about, and we are going to see
that it gets done.

I want to thank my colleagues and
thank you for joining us this evening.
For the American people, we thank you
for your attention.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, American Manu-
facturing has long been the pride of our Nation
and the core of our success. American cars,
textiles, steel, aircraft, timber and other indus-
tries formed a secure base from which we
could provide for our own, with quality mate-
rials and support for a strong export economy.
However, the erosion of this manufacturing
base, with more jobs going overseas, through
trade policies and our own government failing
to “Buy American,” has led us to a point of
crisis.

We are taking steps to right this ship and
return us to a place of strength in manufac-
turing. H.R. 4380, the U.S. Manufacturing En-
hancement Act, MTB, is one of the most im-
portant actions Congress can take to preserve
and expand good American jobs. H.R. 4380
cut the costs of doing business in the United
States and boost American manufacturing ex-
ports. U.S. manufacturers large and small can
use the MTB’s tariff suspension provisions to
obtain raw materials, proprietary inputs and
other products that are not available in our
Nation. This reinvestment is critical, as the
manufacturing sector has been disproportion-
ately harmed by this recession. According to
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, manufacturing
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employment has fallen by 2.1 million jobs
since December of 2007.

| also strongly support Representative LIPIN-
SKI's bill to establish a Manufacturing Strategy
Board and Task Force with a goal of focusing
more attention on manufacturing and coordi-
nating government’s efforts to ensure our Na-
tion’s competitiveness. The manufacturing
sector generates two-thirds of our exports and
employs millions of Americans. Equally as im-
portant is our ability to support our national
defense and to sustain American infrastructure
with American products. If we are going to im-
prove our manufacturing base we must back
our words with a step-by-step plan and solid
goals to reach our vision of a return to the
solid American manufacturing base.

This manufacturing strategy goes hand in
hand with the newly-formed Buy American
Caucus, of which | am a member, that focuses
Congressional efforts to promote American
jobs; reclaim American leadership in manufac-
turing; support small businesses; and close
loopholes in current law to ensure that the fed-
eral government is purchasing American-made
products.

Regardless of political party, we must work
together as Americans to invest in our coun-
try’s long term future and create high-paying
jobs. Right now, American men and women
who are willing to work are still having trouble
finding jobs. As Members of Congress, we
owe it to our constituents to ensure that jobs
created with the assistance of government
funding are American jobs and that the bene-
fits go to the American people.

We must inspire continued demand for
American products to create a rebirth of our
state and nation as the manufacturing world
leader. This effort must start with buying
American products here at home, especially
by Federal agencies, followed by a well
thought-out strategy and all the small steps we
can take to lower the costs of manufacturing
in the U.S. | encourage the Administration and
the Congress to press forward to require a na-
tional manufacturing strategy and to institute
Buy American policies wherever and when-
ever possible.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. AKIN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. AKIN. Good afternoon, Mr.
Speaker, and good afternoon, friends.
This evening we’re going to continue in
the discussion which has been ongoing.

We’ve just been treated to a whole se-
ries of wonderful promises and all the
wonderful things the Democrat Party
is going to do for America and how
we’ve created all these jobs and we’re
doing this and that and the other
thing. The only problem is, it’s not
working.

Now, Republicans, and myself par-
ticularly here on the floor, talked a
year ago about the proposals to create
jobs and what the Democrats were
going to do with the economy, and we
said it’s not going to work. It’s not
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that we’re being naysayers; it’s just
that we understand how the economy
works and the fact that the proposals
that have been made don’t work. The
American public is starting to under-
stand that they don’t work because un-
employment is still very, very high,
much higher than the numbers actu-
ally show because after somebody has
been looking for a job for a year,
they’re taken off the unemployment
list. So when you see 10 percent or 9.5
percent unemployment, the actual
number, because the people who are
not counted, who are not working, is
far higher.

I think it’s helpful to go back and
just understand some basic things
about economics. I was dazzled, I was
amazed Monday of this week as I was
going through the airport and I saw our
President talking and accusing Repub-
licans in the Senate of being hypo-
crites—I think ‘‘hypocrite’” was the
word he was using—in the fact that
they didn’t want to continue people’s
unemployment. You know, the thing
that strikes me as being odd is to have
a whole series of policies that are well
calculated to get rid of private sector
jobs and then be surprised at the fact
that there aren’t any jobs. And you
don’t have to really be a wizard in eco-
nomics to understand that the policies
of the last 18 months have killed jobs.
In fact, there are Democrats that un-
derstand that. We’re going to talk
about one here in just a minute.

I'd like to go back to 2003, when
George Bush was President. I want to
g0 back to September 11 of 2003, which
was the date of an article that ap-
peared in The New York Times, not ex-
actly a conservative newspaper. This
article said, The Bush administration
today recommended the most signifi-
cant regulatory overhaul in the hous-
ing finances industry since the savings
and loan crisis a decade ago. So here’s
2003, the Bush administration says
something is wrong with Freddie and
Fannie. What’s wrong with Freddie and
Fannie? Oh, they lost $1 billion here or
there. Well, you’re not supposed to do
that. Economically it’s considered a
little sloppy on the books.

Well, how did that happen? Well, it
happened because of the fact that we
had created a bunch of laws which said
that you have to, if you’re a bank,
make loans to people who can’t afford
to pay the loans. Now, I suppose this
might have been sold as compassion at
one time, but somehow to me it seems
like to put anybody in a loan that they
can’t afford is certainly not compas-
sionate and is not a wise thing to do.
But anyway, we did that over a long
period of time, the idea being to get
more and more Americans to own their
own homes, which is nice if they can
afford it.

Well, what happened, under the last
year of Clinton’s administration they
increased the percentage of the loans
that had to be made that people
couldn’t afford to make. And what hap-
pened also at the same time, the Fed-
eral Reserve dropped the interest rate
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to almost zero and so there was this
huge housing bubble starting up.
Houses got more and more and more
valuable and people could buy a house,
get a loan from someone saying you
don’t have to make any down payment
and you don’t have to make any pay-
ments at all for 3 years. So you could
let the government finance this new
big house you built, and 3 years later it
might have come close to doubling and
you could sell it and just pyramid your
money. It was a great deal as long as
the music didn’t stop.

Well, President Bush said we need to
have more Federal authority in
Freddie and Fannie. Freddie and
Fannie are quasi-public, quasi-private
companies. And so what happened over
this period of time is that Freddie and
Fannie essentially went bankrupt. And
when they did, boy did it hit the fan.
So we are going to see, this is what
Bush was saying he wanted to do. Here
was the response of some of my Demo-
crat friends. If they were so good at ec-
onomics, they wouldn’t have gotten it
this far wrong.

Here it is: Freddie and Fannie are not
facing any kind of financial crisis. Oh,
they’re not facing a financial crisis,
huh? Okay. Who is this? This is Con-
gressman FRANK, who is now in charge
of fixing this problem, which he hasn’t
fixed yet. These two entities, Freddie
and Fannie, are not facing any kind of
financial crisis. They’ve got plenty of
lobbyists with plenty of money to slop
around on Capitol Hill, so we Kkind of
like them. The more people exaggerate
these problems, the more pressure
there is on these companies, the less
we’ll see in terms of affordable hous-
ing. Interesting. They’re not in any
kind of financial problem, huh? They
brought the entire world economic sys-
tem down because of these policies.

Now, people had the gall to say that
free enterprise doesn’t work. My good-
ness, it wasn’t free enterprise when
people are forced to make loans that
they can’t afford to pay. The loans
were then cut and sliced in pieces and
sold all over the world. So everybody
had these things, and there was no
market anymore for them. And so we
were called in in Congress a number of
years ago, a couple of years ago—not
quite 2 years—and told, hey, you’ve got
to do this big bailout, $700 billion
you’ve got to give to get the economy
back in line. Why? Because of the fact
that we didn’t manage this thing cor-
rectly.

Now, the interesting thing is, now
with the economy going bad, the
Democrats in power, with that going
on, they came up with how to fix the
economy. We’re going to talk about
that and why it is that—it’s not that
we’re mean spirited, we’re just saying
mechanically, economically, it won’t
work.

I'm joined tonight by a very fine Con-
gressman from the State of Georgia. I
think he may be the newest Congress-
man from the State of Georgia and just
did very well in his election the other
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day. I think he’s got one more election
to go, and he’ll be down here more per-
manently. But we’re delighted to have
Congressman GRAVES from the great
State of Georgia. And I don’t remember
exactly where your district is. Could
you give a little intro about where
your district is?

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Sure. I am
from Georgia’s Ninth Congressional
District, which is north Georgia, north
Georgia mountains, a beautiful part of
the State.

Mr. AKIN. That’s God’s country up
there. Is that the Blue Ridge Moun-
tains?

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Yes, Blue
Ridge. The city of Blue Ridge is part of
the district. And I live in the small
town of Ranger, a little bitty town, a
little farm community.

Mr. AKIN. How close is that to the
Chattooga River?

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. To the
Chattooga River.

Mr. AKIN. That’s about an hour or
two drive from Atlanta.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Yes, that’s
not far away at all, you’re right.

Mr. AKIN. My brother is a ‘‘rambling
wreck from Georgia Tech.”” He used to
go kayaking on the Chattooga and got
up into that country. It’s a beautiful
area, and I think the citizens from up
there are wise to have elected you,
Congressman. We enjoyed a conversa-
tion last week on the floor.

I'd like you to jump in if you’d like
to about how this whole thing is going.
I was coming through the airport on
Monday, and I heard the President
screaming and yelling at Republicans
about the fact that we didn’t want to
continue year after year after year
paying people for not working and
screaming at us that we’re insensitive
to the job situation. And I'm thinking,
this guy has done more to destroy jobs
in America than anybody in the his-
tory of the country just about, and he
has the gall to say that.

And it made me think, it’s so simple,
I don’t see how people can miss it. If
you hammer businesses, then you’re
not going to have jobs. If you destroy
companies, then there are not going to
be jobs because jobs come from compa-
nies. And if you hate companies and
you hate the private sector, then how
are you going to have jobs? So how can
you, with a straight face, complain
about jobs when you’re trying to de-
stroy the companies that make the
jobs? It seems sort of straightforward
to me. I don’t even know how to ex-
plain it any simpler than that. Please
join us.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Well, what
you’re addressing is free market cap-
italism. We know it works, and Amer-
ica was founded on that. And the fact
that the administration today con-
tinues this crazy level of spending and
then blames businesses for not hiring—
and we’ve heard about hope and change
and saved and created jobs, all these
different theories out there. But the
one theory we know they’re using right
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now is that Keynesian theory of eco-
nomics, and that is, the infusion of
money through the government into
choices of their own.

So they’re spreading that wealth
that we all know that they said they
would not do, but spreading wealth.
And where does that money come
from? Where does that wealth come
from that’s being spread? It’s coming
from the citizens of the United States,
the taxpayers themselves, the small
business owners.

So if we’re going to turn this econ-
omy around, we’ve got to apply a new
theory of economics, the supply side
theory of economics—free markets,
capitalism, competition, all those
things that just energize the economy.
That’s what I look forward to, a new
governing majority here in Congress
that is going to bring free market and
capitalism back to the United States.
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Mr. AKIN. Well, I’'ll tell you some-
thing. I sometimes wish the Democrats
would just learn from themselves and
from their own mistakes, you know,
because here is a guy, Henry Morgen-
thau, who was a contemporary of little
Lord Keynes, and he tries this idea. I
think it is the equivalent of, if you’re
from Texas, having those boots with
the loops in the back, and you reach
down and grab those loops and lift hard
and try to fly around the room.

The theory is, if the government
spends enough money, the economy is
going to get better. Now, if any father
of a family in this country did some-
thing as stupid as that, they’d probably
lock him up and put a little white suit
on him, you know? To think that if
you’re in trouble economically that
what you should do is go out and spend
a ton of money—I mean maybe the the-
ory is to spend a whole ton of money,
eat, live and be merry because tomor-
row we die, but as an overall theory of
economics, this is really silly.

They tried it. FDR tried it. This is
this guy, Morgenthau, who has come
back after 8 years, after taking a reces-
sion and turning it into a Great De-
pression. This wasn’t just harming free
enterprise and companies. Literally,
those companies closed their doors. It
wasn’t that they were just sort of
hunkered down. It wasn’t that they
were just sort of lean and waiting for
better times. They closed the doors and
stopped the businesses. So this is what
he said. In Congress, he said this:

We have tried spending money. We
are spending money, more than we
have ever spent before, and it doesn’t
work.

I wish the Democrats could just lis-
ten to their own people. It doesn’t
work.

He says: After 8 years of the adminis-
tration, we have just as much unem-
ployment as when we started and an
enormous debt to boot.

This is Henry Morgenthau.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Was that in
20107 It sounds like today, doesn’t it?
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You know, it’s interesting you bring
that up because that’s what we’re deal-
ing with here in the Congress. What
the Senate is voting on, whether today
or tomorrow, is the extension of unem-
ployment benefits, right?

Mr. AKIN. Right.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. If the poli-
cies of the Obama administration were
working so well and if they were saving
and creating so many jobs, then why do
we need to extend unemployment bene-
fits? Doesn’t it seem like an admission
to the fact that it doesn’t work, that
they are failed policies?

Mr. AKIN. That’s why I said I have a
hard time understanding how you do
this with a straight face.

We’ve just heard of all these fan-
tastic Democrat programs that are
working fantastically, that are going
along, and everything is fine. Yet we’re
saying, But we’ve got this little prob-
lem of no jobs. So the government
spent even more money, and instead of
understanding the nature of Ameri-
cans—that ‘‘can do” spirit that makes
America such a special place—and in-
stead of trying to set a system up
where people can have jobs and bites at
the American dream, we say, ‘‘No,
we’re just going to pay you not to
work.”

You know, that’s kind of degrading
to people.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. You hit on
the solution, which is, if we empower
the American people—empower the
taxpayer, empower the business own-
ers—they will drive us through these
tough economic days without any prob-
lem because of that entrepreneurial
spirit, that ‘“‘can do’ spirit, that grit,
that willingness to dig deep and to
work hard. We know that has pulled us
through so many challenging days. You
know, what we’ve heard for the last
couple days—I've heard and I'm sure
you have—is the Democrats blaming a
previous administration over and over
and over.

Mr. AKIN. Oh, man. It wasn’t just
the Bush administration that brought
Hurricane Katrina. It brought every
bad thing that ever happened in the
whole world.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. They failed
to take responsibility for the fact that
they took the majority in 2006, that
they swore in their very own Speaker
in 2007 and yet failed to take responsi-
bility for the actions with the unem-
ployment and with the job losses that
we see today. Just blame it on someone
else, a previous administration.

Mr. AKIN. You know, there is one
thing that is awful hard to argue
with—just the plain numbers.

In this year of 2008, Bush was Presi-
dent, but NANCY PELOSI was Speaker of
the House. This was the worst spending
year of the Bush administration. Did
the Bush administration spend too
much money? I would say, as a con-
servative, yes, he did.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Well, let me
ask you this.

Mr. AKIN. $459 billion right here.
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Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Well, where
does spending originate? We have
branches of government, right? We
have three of them.

Mr. AKIN. Right.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. I believe
spending and allocation of appropria-
tions originates in the House of Rep-
resentatives, not in the executive
branch, but in the House of Represent-
atives.

Mr. AKIN. Right.

In 2008, that was Bush’s worst year—
$459 billion. Now take a look at the
first Obama year. I mean talk about a
runaway deficit. This cannot continue
without the Nation’s literally falling
apart economically. So what you are
seeing is the result of this incredible
level of Federal spending, and its effect
is very corrosive to jobs.

So how is it that you can say, ‘“Oh,
Republicans don’t want to keep paying
people for not working, and they don’t
care about unemployment’? It’s like
you guys are the ones who are doing
everything possible to create the un-
employment.

I am joined by my good friend, Con-
gressman BISHOP, if you would like to
join us.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Thank you.

I am actually very honored to be here
with two friends who are talking about
the significant problems we have in
this country—simply, the lack of jobs.
As we all know, government does not
create jobs, but government can create
a policy to discourage jobs, and that is
specifically where we are today.

If I could, I'll just go in a slightly dif-
ferent direction from where the two of
you have headed so far.

Mr. AKIN. Yes.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I have my good
friend here—the newest Member from
the good State of Georgia, so we’ve got
a good southerner here. We have some-
body from the Midwest, and I am actu-
ally from the West. With all due re-
spect, I think my part of the Nation is
taking a bigger hit in this economy,
because of government decisions, than
are the others. The unemployment rate
in the West is actually higher than any
other section in this country.

Mr. AKIN. Wow. Why is that?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. It has been that
way for the last 12 months. So, some-
where, somebody has to figure out
what is unique about my State and
about our area in the West that has
given us this wonderful distinction of
having the best joblessness in the Na-
tion for well over a year.

I think, obviously, there are a num-
ber of causes, but it is also, I think we
can say for a certainty, that many of
the new policies and regulations that
have been adopted during this adminis-
tration, coming out of Washington, are
flat out not helping when we could be
unleashing economic upturn as well as
providing domestic energy independ-
ence for this country, which is a boon
to economic development. Yet we’re
doing the exact opposite.

Let me show you three charts, if I
could, simply to illustrate.
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You know, every time I come here, 1
rant about the amount of public lands
that we have. The Federal Government
owns 650 million acres. That means
that 1 out of every 3 acres in this coun-
try is now owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment. Unfortunately, in my area—
the West—1 out of every 2 acres is
owned by the Federal Government.

For example—and this is a different
chart than I have used before—if the
amount of land owned in the West by
the Federal Government were owned in
the East, that is how much area, the
area in blue, would be owned and oper-
ated and controlled by the Federal
Government. If, on the other hand, we
in the West had as much land owned by
the Federal Government as you out in
the East—and by that, I mean every-
thing east of the Rocky Mountains,
that is how much of our territory
would be controlled.

So, obviously, there is a unique ele-
ment there, which simply means, of the
12 States that have had the slowest
growth in their economies, the biggest
joblessness increase—and I hate to say
that—then 6 of those 12 are in the
West. Georgia gets in there. I'm sorry.
I didn’t leave you out. Six of those 12
have to be found in the West.

If you want to go one step further
and look at the 20 largest counties with
25,000 or more inhabitants, counties
which have the highest unemployment
and joblessness rates, of those 20, 19 of
the 20 are found in the West. You have
to go down to number 20 before you fi-
nally have somebody—in this case, it’s
Michigan—that breaks through with a
higher unemployment rate than West-
ern counties have.

So I am going to make the conten-
tion that there is a reason the West has
been hit very hard in what I simply
like to refer to as an ‘‘inexplicable war
on the West.”” I think the numbers bear
it out, and part of it is because of poli-
cies. Without taking too much of your
time, let me just list off a couple, a
slew, of some of those administrative
decisions.

Mr. AKIN. Well, I am really inter-
ested in what you’re going to say be-
cause it seems to me that there is a
war on Missouri going on and a war on
free enterprise going on, but I didn’t
know about the war on the West, so I
am all ears. Please.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Well, we’ll all
join in the battalion because we are all
faced with the results of these deci-
sions.

Let me just check off a couple of
things that have happened in the West
that have destroyed jobs in the West.

Obviously, in my State, the first
thing this administration did is cancel
77 oil and gas leases in the State of
Utah, but what we don’t know is they
have also halted scheduled oil and gas
lease sales in Montana, South Dakota,
and North Dakota. Wyoming, because
of the climate of this administration,
only is able to lease about 5 percent of
the leases that are put on bid because
of what we are doing here.
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This administration banned uranium
mining permits in the State of Arizona.
They put multiple restrictions on oil
shale development causes.

In California, they blocked water
that goes to ranchers in the central
valleys there. So, in some communities
in California, up to 40 percent of those
agricultural communities are now
faced with unemployment. This admin-
istration tried to provide $400 million
in stimulus to that area. Well, it’s sad.
They didn’t need to do that. All they
needed to do was to turn the water on,
and it’s free. Unfortunately, much of
that stimulus money went to districts
that voted to keep the water turned
off, which created the unemployment
in the first place.

I spoke to the economic development
director from the State of Utah, who is
in charge of tourism and movies. The
West is a great set for lots of movies,
but one of the problems the movie in-
dustry is facing in the West is, when
you go on government lands, the per-
mitting process to just go on there and
do this clean energy of companies is
taking so long that we basically don’t
have the situation taking place.

Mr. AKIN. So wait. Now you’re really
making a case. What I’m hearing you
saying is there is a systematic series of
decisions which literally creates unem-
ployment. They are government deci-
sions. It is worse in the West because
the government controls more of the
West, and those decisions systemati-
cally destroy jobs while the President
comes on and, with a straight face,
says that Republicans are hypocrites
because of the fact that we don’t want
to keep paying people for not working.
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It just amazes me.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Let me throw a
couple more statistics at you, and then
I want to do some dialoguing here be-
cause the numbers are good, but we
have to put them in context eventu-
ally.

This administration is always big
about saying, well, we need to have al-
ternative energy sources to help our
economy grow. I think we need to have
all kinds of energy sources. But the
Chamber of Commerce has identified
380 renewable energy projects that
have been blocked or stalled over the
past 4 years. The total cost of those
stalled projects is $560 billion in lost
economic activity and approximately a
quarter of a million jobs that were not
allowed simply because—it doesn’t
matter whether we’re talking about
fossil fuels or wind power or solar
power or nuclear power—we’re not
doing anything to develop new energy
sources.

Western Energy Alliance did a survey
to find out what would be taking place
in the West, these areas that I'm say-
ing have been heavily hit. Seventy-four
percent of the respondents to the sur-
vey by the Western Energy Alliance
said their companies are downsizing
capital investment in the Rocky Moun-
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tain area. That’s $1.1 billion of invest-
ment that has been shifted from the
Rocky Mountains to other parts, sim-
ply because of the inability of the gov-
ernment to try and help us to develop
energy sources. That is $2.8 billion in
infrastructure that would have come
into the West and has not.

And it has a ripple effect. If you stop
an oil lease or a gas lease or a wind
power project or a solar power project
in the West, you also stop projects that
are on private lands abutting that
area, and you stop the need of having
truckers bring the equipment in and
bring people in. And then you lose the
mechanics jobs, and you lose the jobs
from the hotel industry where they are
surfaced.

Ninety percent of the respondents
say that their company will continue
to divert investment in the Rockies
until there is a change in the regu-
latory process.

We don’t have to have this jobless-
ness. This government is creating it by
policies that are not intended to build
jobs but actually prevent jobs from
being created.

I yield back.

Mr. AKIN. The question I have is:
How does the President think he can
get away with doing this? I mean, all of
these people that work in these dif-
ferent companies, when those decisions
are made and they get rid of jobs—we
were doing the same thing, weren’t we,
with telling people they couldn’t drill
for oil in the gulf? Didn’t that put lots
of people out of work? I don’t under-
stand why people don’t see that and re-
alize that you can’t have a war on pri-
vate business in America and, at the
same time, say you’re worried about
jobs, because it seems like, to me, peo-
ple get jobs in businesses. And if you
destroy businesses—of course, their
concept of jobs is, We’ll hire more peo-
ple for the census workers, I suppose.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. If I might
interject real quick here, and I'm going
to have to leave the conversation in a
few minutes, but what we’ve seen for
over 12 months now is unemployment
at, what, 9.5 percent, and we’ve heard a
lot about saving and creating jobs.
We’ve seen a lot of bailouts, buyouts,
stimuluses, cash for clunkers, financial
reform, TARP 1, 2, and I'm sure there
will be many more. The fact is they’re
not working.

But we’re going into January of this
year and taxes are going to go up on
every citizen of the United States.
Every tax bracket will be raised. Cap-
ital gains will go up. The dividend tax
will go up. Inheritance tax goes up. The
marriage tax goes up as well.

And I’'m curious, how does this ad-
ministration, how does the leadership
of this House face the American people
this November and say that is going to
create jobs, that’s going to get you
back to work? Taxing you more to fund
failed programs of the last 12 months is
going to get you back to work. I don’t
know how they’re going to do it.

But I'm going to stand before my
constituents with a positive message
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and let them know that there are men
like you and me and others in this
Chamber that are going to stand up
daily and stand up and put forth posi-
tive solutions to get this country back
on track. And we’re going to get it
back on track, but it’s going to take a
lot of work, and it’s going to take
pushing government out of the way and
empowering the American people to
once again dream and dream big.

Mr. AKIN. That is such a refreshing
breath, or a little breeze anyway. We're
hoping it will be even more refreshing
in November.

But what you’re saying is, and the
bottom line is, the government is not
the thing that creates the jobs. And
what we’ve seen is, for 18 months, a
policy that says the government is
going to take over everything. They
fired the President of General Motors.
They’re going to take over insurance
companies. They’re going to take over
banks. They’'ve decided not only are
they going to take over the insurance
of flood insurance, they’re going to
take over the loans for students.
They’re going to take over whatever it
is, one-sixth of the economy with their
socialized medicine.

If they could have, they wanted to
take over the energy sector with their
cap-and-tax bill, which would do noth-
ing for global warming except for more
taxes and more big bureaucratic gov-
ernment. And the solution to every
problem is more taxes and more gov-
ernment, and they don’t learn from the
people, from their own party. You
know, JFK understood that you’'ve got
to back off on taxes.

I thank you very much, gentleman,
for joining us, the Congressman from—
Mr. GRAVES District, I think it’s the
Ninth District of Georgia, and really a
fine addition here. And I appreciate the
fact you have some business sense and
some common sense, because America
really needs to get back on that.

And I also appreciate my good friend,
Congressman BISHOP from Utah. We’ll
get back to him in just a minute. But
the talk about it was the largest tax
increase in history. This is the dumb-
est thing in the world to do when you
have a bad economy and no jobs. JFK
understood what to do. He cut taxes
and cut government spending.

And what are we doing? We’'ve got
the largest tax increase in history com-
ing up here. Those paying 10 percent
will pay 15 percent. Those paying 25
will pay 28. Those paying 28 will pay 31;
33 goes to 36; 35 goes to 39. That’s the
biggest tax increase in the history of
our country. It’s exactly the wrong
thing to do.

It’s not that we’re being naysayers.
It’s not that we’re being critical. It’s
just that it won’t work. And the solu-
tions are straightforward. What you
want to do, you want to cut spending
and you want to cut taxes.

And here, this is this wonderful re-
covery plan. The Democrats said, if
you vote for this $800 billion jobs bill,
if you vote that, this is what’s going to
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happen is this blue line. They said, if
you don’t vote for it, this light blue
line is what’s going to happen. You
could have unemployment as high as 9
percent if you don’t vote for us spend-
ing $800 billion, supposedly get the
economy back and going.

And so, on a strictly party line vote,
the Democrats put in their nifty plan,
and here’s what happened, actual un-
employment. And they’re saying the
economy is so good and so strong that
we now need to extend people’s unem-
ployment benefits. There’s something
about that that just doesn’t add up.

My good friend from Utah.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. And I appre-
ciate that. I think if you keep—I don’t
know if they can keep the cameras on
that particular chart, but it is a telling
chart. And it’s one of the things that I
think you are trying to say, that we
have yet to learn lessons from history.

It is very clear that we are trying
with the stimulus bill, a few of the
other bills, right now, creating jobs by
having tax-funded jobs being created.
Unfortunately, that’s a sector that’s
growing, but that’s not a sector that
will continue and build and has a mul-
tiplier effect in the economy. To do
that, you have to have the private sec-
tor involved.

I hate to say this, but when we went
into the Great Depression, there was
the history. We’d already learned after
the end of World War I how lowering
tax rates actually increased the
amount of revenue and spurred the
economy. Same thing you mentioned
also that took place in the 1960s that
President Kennedy clearly understood,
and it’s happened several other times
in the history of this country.

But at the beginning of the Depres-
sion, there were many people within
the business community who had
money to invest in business that could
have spurred the economy, created
jobs, and grown our economy out of the
Depression. But they did not invest
that money, primarily because they
were afraid of what the tax and regu-
latory policies of the government
would do, and, therefore, they simply
sat on it. That’s what happened as part
of the problems we had in the Depres-
sion. People with investment opportu-
nities did not do so.

Unfortunately, I think we find our-
selves in that same situation.
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The future tax policies, and you just
mentioned we don’t know what will
happen at the end of this year, but it
could be catastrophic in raising taxes.
But in addition to the regulatory poli-
cies that we have placed in effect, the
effort of the continuous deficit spend-
ing that we have done, all of those have
added to a portion of unrest within the
business community and it simply
says, ‘“‘I'm going to wait to see where
I'm going to invest to see what actu-
ally happens eventually.” That is why
the government doesn’t actually create
jobs, but the government policies can
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destroy the ability for those jobs to be
created at the same time.

So I appreciate what my good col-
leagues have been saying, because it is
true. Our regulatory policies and our
tax policies have created so much nerv-
ousness within the system, we are not
doing that which could encourage a
multiplier effect within our economy,
and that is exactly what we need at
this particular time.

Mr. AKIN. So what we have seen, ac-
cording to what you’'re saying, is very
clear. First of all, you’ve got the tre-
mendous, tremendous level of spend-
ing, which is exactly the wrong thing.
And what is happening with that tre-
mendous level of spending, you’'re get-
ting what you would expect, you’re
getting a lot of unemployment, and
that’s making it worse and worse.

As you do that spending, of course,
we have a question of who owns our
debt. In 1970, the foreign debt holdings
were 5 percent. It doesn’t seem like
1970 was so long ago to me. In 1990, 20
years later, foreign holdings had gone
from 5 to 19 percent. Now 2010, another
20 years later, total foreign debt is now
47 percent. Those are not numbers that
make people who understand business
and understand economics comfortable
with where we are in this country.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Before you ac-
tually put that chart down, I think you
understated that sentiment. It’s not
just people who understand business
are not comfortable with that. I don’t
understand business and I look at that
chart and I'm not comfortable with
that. Any normal American would look
at that and say something is des-
perately wrong with what we are doing.

Mr. AKIN. What we have is foreigners
basically bailing us out. As long as
they’re willing to do that. But pretty
soon they’re going to say, If you want
us to bail you out some more, you're
going to have to pay me more interest.
And boy, it’s going to be a problem
then.

This is a comparison. Sometimes it’s
helpful because when you start talking
about billions and trillions of dollars,
you say, man, the only thing I can un-
derstand is a hundred or a thousand
dollars. And so here we are compared
to other countries. This is deficit as a
percent of gross domestic product. This
is the United States here. We are third
only to Spain and the United Kingdom
in terms of our deficit. The United
States is third only to Greece and
Italy.

You take a look at these European
countries, and they’re not just in nifty
economic shape. In fact, I heard a sta-
tistic today, I don’t know if you had
heard this before, gentleman, but I was
told that if you take a look at what we
call the poverty level in America, a
person in America living at the poverty
level is doing better than a person in
the middle of the middle class in Eu-
rope. That’s what socialism buys you.

I will say that again. A person at the
poverty level in America is doing bet-
ter economically, right at the poverty
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level line, than somebody who is a mid-
dle class person, an average middle
class person in Europe. That says that
all of this Keynesian socialistic stuff is
terribly inefficient. And here we go
right down the line trying to imitate
the examples of Greece and Italy and
the United Kingdom with the fact that
we’re just overspending radically.

We go back to this thing. It just
seems like, I've talked about this a lot
of weeks, you’ve joined me, and this
isn’t that complicated. There are
things that kill jobs. One of them is ex-
cessive taxation. When the government
takes too much money, the people that
have the businesses can’t invest be-
cause they’re giving their money away.
So what are you going to do? You tax
all the well-to-do people. It’s well-to-do
people who own the businesses. You
can’t have it both ways. If you want to
destroy the businesses, you're not
going to have any jobs. It can only be
one of two ways.

Insufficient liquidity. We have the
wrong laws in terms of that policy.
You have just given us an incredible
example of red tape and government
mandates just destroying the job mar-
ket out west. Those are amazing num-
bers.

Did your office pull those numbers
together, gentleman?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Actually some
of them we did, but the one especially
about renewable energy products, the
380 renewable energy products that
have not been allowed to go forward,
which would be another quarter of a
million jobs and $500 billion in eco-
nomic input, that was done by the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce. That actually
happens to be nationwide; not just in
the West.

Mr. AKIN. Wow.

And then, of course, the economic
uncertainty as you're saying. When
you see the government taking over
the auto industry and the insurance in-
dustry and then going to take over the
health care industry, that makes peo-
ple that understand economics very un-
certain. They’re not going to put a lot
of money into trying to create jobs.
They’ll make jobs. There’s a president
of a company in St. Louis called Emer-
son Electric. Emerson Electric says,
we’ll make jobs; we're just not going to
make them in the United States be-
cause we can’t afford to.

We have created a set of policies that
are so toxic, we have done so well with
this list of job killers and doing every
one of these things very well that he
said, Yeah, we’ll create jobs, but
they’re going to be in foreign countries
because we can’t afford to do business
in this country because we’ve made the
environment so toxic.

And yet we talk about saying, oh, my
goodness, we’ve got unemployment,
we’ve done all this wonderful stuff, but
now we’ve still got to do more to help
the unemployment, if what we’re doing
was so wonderful.

Take a look at these policies. Some-
times a picture is worth a thousand
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words. Here we have the President say-
ing, “Now give me one good reason why
you’re not hiring.” You’ve got the gov-
ernment taking over health care, the
cap-and-trade, the global warming
thing, and all these other taxes that
are coming along. As it turns out,
health care has got a lot more hidden
taxes than we realized in it.

Here’s the poor shop owner of the
china shop with these bulls marching
around; he feels like hiding behind his
desk here because of the fact that we
just can’t seem to understand some
very, very basic economics.

Here is what we’re doing. One of the
big killers, of course, is tax increases.
These are the corporate tax rates
across the entire world. You see the
green line over there, it says the
United States has the second highest
corporate tax rate. We say, gosh, I
can’t figure out why we don’t have
more jobs. But look at what we’re
doing. It’s foolish policy.

And then you can take a look at the
largest tax increase that we’re looking
at starting in 2011 unless Congress acts.
Married people; the standard deduction
is going to be changed.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Would the gen-
tleman from Missouri simply restate
what that first line in black actually
means. Unless Congress acts, taxes will
20 up.

Mr. AKIN. Yes.

Well, if you recall, in 2001, the Repub-
licans inherited a recession. So they
had to do something about it. As Presi-
dent Bush was running for office the
first time, he said, what we’ve got to
do is cut taxes and cut spending. So
what they did was we cut taxes three
different times in different ways. Those
taxes, because of the way the Senate
worked, they were going to go along
until 2011, so it was a 10-year tax cut.
At 2011, the taxes were going to revert
back to the way they were at 2001 when
we were in the middle of a big reces-
sion.

So we did those tax cuts, particularly
a tax cut in 2003 or so, and that was
dividends and capital gains. What that
did by cutting those things, we allowed
those businessmen to invest in their
own business. And we saw employment
jump up. We saw the economy jump up.
And ironically by cutting taxes, the
Federal Government raised more
money than they had when the taxes
were higher. And that worked fine.

So now with the economy in the pits,
what we’re going to do is raise these
taxes, which is just plain crazy. I don’t
know how long we have to stand on the
floor and say, look, the idea of con-
tinuing to spend and tax is not what’s
going to create jobs.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. So what the
gentleman is telling me is that if Con-
gress does nothing, there will auto-
matically be a marriage penalty in-
crease. Child deductions will go down.
There will be another death tax in-
crease. There will be a capital gains
tax increase; a dividend tax increase.
Unless we do something proactive, it
will automatically happen.
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Mr. AKIN. That’s correct.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. And so far we’re
a half a year away from the deadline
and we have yet to do anything
proactive about it.

Mr. AKIN. Not only have we failed to
do anything proactive, but the Demo-
crats have made it absolutely clear
that they will not renew these tax cuts.
They’re not going to do this. So we
know that we’re going to end up with
the biggest tax increase in our history
right on top of this huge unemploy-
ment and a recession going on. This is
not wise.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. While you’re
there, if the gentleman wouldn’t mind
for just a minute, let me talk about an-
other concept of taxes which I don’t
think many people are aware. These
are things that will automatically hap-
pen. But there are bills that will be
coming to the floor sometime soon
that deal with tax increases on our
form of energy production.

Now one of those things listed in
there in the cost of doing business is
also the cost of energy that takes
place. There is a bill that passed the
Natural Resources Committee, it’s
called the CLEAR Act, which purport-
edly dealt with what is happening in
the Gulf of Mexico which is a terrible
crisis and needs to be changed in some
way.
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But deep within the bowels of this
bill is a $2 per gallon tax increase on
all oil produced in the Gulf of Mexico,
and a 40 cents I think it’s per trillion
cubic feet of natural gas that will be
produced in the Gulf of Mexico. And
one would assume, if we are dealing
with the Gulf of Mexico, that money
could be for restoration work, for
cleanup work, for those who have lost
jobs and lost income during that period
of time. Unfortunately, that’s not what
that money will be used for if this bill
passes.

That money is all going to go to the
Federal department into a specific fund
which would now bypass appropriations
and be just under a billion dollars a
year to buy more land in the Federal
inventory. So the amount of blue on
this chart could grow in every section
of this country, but once again pri-
marily I get the fun of it in my State,
where most of the public land is.

That is a tax increase on business
solely so the government can grow its
hold on the amount of property we own
here, and in so doing will infringe upon
the ability of producing better energy
in the future. And like I say, if we were
actually moving forward in alternative
energy, as we say we want to, maybe
that wouldn’t be so bad. But this ad-
ministration is also shutting down al-
ternative energy projects at the same
time it is shutting down traditional en-
ergy projects. And that’s another tax
that goes onto that multitude of taxes
you are talking about, and actually
goes on to compound the amount of
spending that we’re doing.
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Mr. AKIN. I think that what you are
saying is the list I gave you before is
incomplete. I said the government
wants to take over autos, they want to
take over insurance, they want to take
over student loans, they want to take
over flood insurance, they want to take
over whatever it is, a sixth of the econ-
omy with socializing medicine, but it’s
not enough for them to own all that.
What they also want is they want to
own the land.

So they’re going to tax businesses
with some sort of a pretext this is a lit-
tle tax because of the gulf oil spill, and
they’re just going to use it as a slush
fund to buy up more land. It goes back
to Rahm Emanuel, he is chief of staff
for the President, his incredible state-
ment that let no crisis go without tak-
ing full advantage of it.

So we’ve got a crisis that is largely
perpetrated by the Federal Govern-
ment in the gulf. Certainly BP was cul-
pable for doing some things wrong. But
their poor decision-making seems to be
eclipsed by the total failure of the Fed-
eral Government to deal with some-
thing that’s fairly fundamental. It’s
called a hole in the bottom of the
ocean. And if you were really going to
be on top and show people that the
Federal Government was something
you could really trust, you would put a
fusion cell together, you would get peo-
ple to make decisions, instead of Gov-
ernor Jindal asking the Federal Gov-
ernment for permission to dredge up a
little sandbar to stop the oil and wait-
ing more than a month, as the oil
comes into his wetlands, to get an an-
swer.

I mean the Federal response to this
thing, and a lot of the problems on the
oil rig, were because of all kinds of
Federal regulations as well. So we have
this idea of the containment dome.
Here’s another containment dome
that’s not working. We’re spending
some money, and we’re spending it at
an unusual rate, a rate that would de-
stroy our country if it continues that

way.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate the
gentleman expressing I think the frus-
tration that many of us in Congress are
feeling in the direction in which this
country is going, and that we can look
at concept after concept of either out-
rageous spending, poor policy that
deals with tax policy, poor regulatory
policy, poor energy development pol-
icy, put those all together, and it still
spells a lack of jobs. And what was sup-
posed to be a time period where we
were going to be creating all sorts of
jobs is simply one where we have lost
jobs.

Unfortunately, what we are also find-
ing unique about this recession is peo-
ple who have lost their job are staying
unemployed longer or taking part-time
jobs instead. The length of the jobless-
ness is unusually long in this type of
recession. And I think part of that goes
back to the policies that this country
is pushing forward that do not encour-
age investment in our economy and do
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not multiply our economy impact,
when we have historical evidence of
how that could easily happen. We are
ignoring that.

Mr. AKIN. I think we need to make
sure that given a particular period of
time—and I appreciate your joining me
here. Thank you very much, Congress-
man. I am so thankful for some of the
very, very fine people that are good
thinkers, very thoughtful, coming from
all areas of our country that have a
deep interest in America.

What you have going on here is a sys-
tematic attack on the fabric of what
America really is. And you have a be-
lief system if there is a consistency in
Federal policies, and that consistency
is that the government is taking every-
thing over, and the American public, at
least a certain percentage of the Amer-
ican public, is really getting concerned
about that. They are concerned be-
cause they feel like we’re losing our
country. The government is not our
friend, the government is not our serv-
ant. The government is becoming our
master. It’s becoming a tyrant. And
it’s taxing us to the point and it’s
spending to the point that it’s going to
destroy our country.

You take a look at what’s going on in
Europe, and you see that we’re com-
peting with some of the most fiscally
irresponsible nations in Europe in
terms of our numbers, in terms of our
spending, in terms of our taxation. And
this has got a lot of people scared, a lot
of people scared. And they have very
good reason to be. And the fact of this
matter is you can hear all Kkinds of
economists talk about fancy theories,
but it’s not very complicated. It’s as
simple as a lemonade stand.

If you tax that lemonade stand too
much, the guy that runs it can’t afford
to keep it going. If you tax it just less
than too much, you make it so he is
never going to add any new lemonade
stands, because that takes extra
money, and you took all his extra
money away. So when the government
takes money and creates jobs, or hires
more people, now the government—
supposedly, the rate of pay of a govern-
ment employee is twice what it is of an
employee in the private sector. If the
government Kkeeps doing that, what
happens is it pulls money out of the
economy. That creates the unemploy-
ment, and then you start to go into
this joblessness situation.

So here we are. These things are not
complicated. Too much taxation. JFK
understood that you can’t do that.
You’ve got to cut taxes. Ronald Reagan
understood that. George Bush under-
stood it. And when they cut taxes,
what happened was we pulled out of the
recession.

Insufficient liquidity. This is one of
those policies just like Congressman
BisHOP was talking about, where the
Federal Government is making bad
business decisions, making it hard for
businesses to get loans. And most of
the businesses don’t even want loans
because the environment is so toxic for
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business there is what we say in Mis-
souri, they are hunkered down like
toads in a hailstorm. Because they’re
saying, oh, my goodness, we’'ve got all
this economic uncertainty and all this
red tape that’s being generated, we
don’t know what’s going on next. And
as that happens, they’re not investing
the money. So what happens? We don’t
have jobs.

So this is all very predictable. It’s
about as simple as a lemonade stand. If
the government red tape tells you that
you’ve got to test every glass of lem-
onade you make, and you have to put
10 different tests on it, it makes it so
expensive that you can’t sell the lem-
onade. This stuff is not that com-
plicated.

What’s happened is the government
is no longer the servant of the people;
the government is taking over massive
sectors of the economy, and they are
spending way beyond what there is any
possibility that we can maintain. And
most people, when they take a look at
this level of deficit spending, they real-
ize that something has to change.

Now, there’s a couple different ways
that you can change it. The first you
could do is you could just take every-
thing the Federal Government’s doing
and try to freeze it or reduce it. The
problem is that’s not going to get it.
The second thing you could try to do is
get rid of the waste, fraud, and abuse.
Well, there are no line items that say
waste, fraud, and abuse. And you’re not
going to fix this problem by getting rid
of waste, fraud, and abuse.

What has to happen is we have to go
back to some sense of sanity and real-
ize that the Federal Government’s job
is not to play God, not to try to be all
things to all people, but have the Fed-
eral Government become limited once
again and do the things that it must
do. Most of the things we’re trying to
do now could be done by States. We
should send those decision-making
policies back to the States. And what
we need to do, instead of spending this
much money, we need to do the few
simple things that the Federal Govern-
ment can do and must do.

What are those things? Well, first of
all national security. States are not
going to be able to run our military.
That’s not the job for State govern-
ment. That’s a job for Federal Govern-
ment. And the other thing is, of course,
our law enforcement system, the fact
that we don’t want terrorists running
around inside our country. So the jus-
tice that the Federal Government
should be rendering is external, that is
our military, and internal in the sense
of our police, and laws, justices, courts,
et cetera, and jails.
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So those are the basic things the
Federal Government has to do.

When the country started a long time
ago, Washington, D.C. was a boring
place. They only had a couple of laws
on the Federal books. One of them was
against piracy on the high seas. That
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was something that the States weren’t
having to deal with. That was a Fed-
eral job. Piracy on the high seas. An-
other one was counterfeiting. The Fed-
eral Government makes the money
supply. You don’t want people counter-
feiting. That was a Federal law. And so
you had a few Federal laws, but all
kinds of other things were done at the
local and State level.

But here what we’ve got going on is
the government is trying to be God to
everybody, trying to be all things to all
people; and what’s happening is it
doesn’t work. It never worked in other
countries. I'm amazed that we would be
foolish enough to do this level of spend-
ing.

We saw a country, it was called the
US—It’s something that I recall his-
torically, called the US, and they had a
philosophy of government in this par-
ticular US that said the government is
going to give you food and housing and
education and a job, and it’s also going
to give you health care. That country
was called the USSR. That country
economically failed and collapsed. We
all saw it coming. We were frightened
of it because of their nuclear weapons,
but we saw that their economy didn’t
work.

And what are we doing with this?
Every single thing the Soviet Union
was doing, which is the government is
going to take care of your housing, it’s
going to take care of your food, it’s
going to take care of your health care,
going to take care of your education,
and your job because the government is
taking over all of these businesses.
We’re repeating the same thing that
didn’t work. And Americans all across
this country—I'm not talking about
just Republicans, Democrats, and inde-
pendents—it’s just people are starting
to get it that we’re on the wrong track.

So it led to the bumper sticker that
said, Had enough change yet? I think
that’s one of the things the President
promised was change. And I think he’s
certainly keeping his promise in that
regard, if in no other.

So these are things that are really
upsetting people; and when you take a
look at the combination of what’s
going on, these are really, really seri-
ous. The comparison of these other
countries I think is really telling.
When you see deficit as a percent of
GDP and the United States is third
worst in terms of deficit—debt is a per-
cent of GDP; United States is the third
worst. You go, This is not good at all.

Then you find out the statistic that I
just heard about today, which says
that the poverty level, the line that
says you’re in the poverty level in
America, that line is the average of the
middle class in Europe. The average
person in the middle class in Europe
lives below our poverty level.

So do we want to go down the direc-
tion of what these European countries
are doing with the government taking
everything over, all kinds of rules and
regulations that hamstring the free en-
terprise system? I think not.
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I'm going to close this evening by
talking a little bit about the America
that I love.

The America that I love was popu-
lated by these crazy people that came
here, and they had dreams to do amaz-
ing things, things that a lot of people
would have said in Europe that you
can’t do that. And yet these people
came to this country with these
dreams, and the dreams as they worked
on them became a vague possibility
and then even a possibility. And finally
they became a reality. And so America
was built one dream at a time by dif-
ferent creative people that came to our
land.

I think first of all of my favorite his-
toric group of people, the Pilgrims
coming to this land; and just over a
hundred Pilgrims came. They had a
dream of creating a civilization dif-
ferent than anything in Europe. You
know, the teachers always say the Pil-
grims came here for religious freedom
which, of course, is silly. They had reli-
gious freedom in Holland. They didn’t
come here for that reason. They came
with a much more grandiose idea. They
wanted to build a new civilization un-
like anything they’d seen in Europe.

And so they gave us certain ideas.
They separated church government
from civil government. They wrote a
written Constitution called the
Mayflower Compact, the first time in
all of human history that a group of
free people under God created a civil
government to be their servants. The
civil government servant, not master.
That piece of paper signed on the great
table of the Mayflower. In ye name of
God, Amen. Goes on to say, We do cov-
enant and combine ourselves together
into a civil body politic for the glory of
God, the advancement of the Christian
faith, and to frame such just and equal
laws would be meet and necessary.

The first time there was a written
Constitution under God of a group of
free people making a civil government
to be their servant, the entire founda-
tion of the American civil government
founded in 1620 because these people
dared to have a dream, and when they
came here within the first 3 months,
half of them died. And the Mayflower
going back to England said, You guys
better give up. You started here as a
little over a hundred, 103 people. Now
you’re down to barely just 50. You need
to come back to England and give up.
They said, No. We believe God called us
here for a purpose.

So they said as they were dying as
they got older and as Plymouth Colony
survived and did well, they said they
thought that they were stepping stones
for people who were going to come
after to build a new nation because
they had a dream in their hearts of
what this country could be. By the
way, they threw out Socialism in
Plymouth Colony because they knew it
was unbiblical. They understood in 1620
what we don’t understand in 2010.

They were followed by other kinds of
people, all of the diversity of these peo-
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ple that came with all of these crazy
ideas. One of them built a hundred
light bulbs and not one of them
worked. And his attitude was very
cheery. He said, Now I know a hundred
ways to not make a light bulb. He kept
trying and pretty soon Thomas Edison
made his first light bulb.

So America was built this way on
free enterprise by people having the
courage to take a try at something and
fail and try again. But it wasn’t built
by the government trying to give ev-
erybody jobs and the government tak-
ing everything over. They were trying
to get away from those big kings of Eu-
rope. They wanted the government to
be simply a servant, just a facilitator,
a facilitator so people could enjoy what
they believed were their God-given
rights, to life, to liberty, and to the
pursuit of happiness. They could pur-
sue happiness. They knew the govern-
ment could never guarantee happiness.
But they just new that they could try.

And so it was for generations and
generations. America became one of
the most unique and exceptional coun-
tries in the world because it was based
on a new idea, a new set of principles.
Some people call it free enterprise.
Some people call it the American
Dream. Some people talk about it as
the can-do attitude. And what we’re
doing is we’re killing that dream.

And that’s why we stand here on the
floor and talk about these policies.
What we’re trying to do is to turn
America back into Europe. We left Eu-
rope. We don’t want to go back to Eu-
rope. Some people may want to go back
to Europe. Be happy if they’d take a
one-way ticket over there. Don’t turn
us into Europe with the socialistic
policies of the government taking over
everything.

We’ve seen so many examples of the
Federal Government being lousy at
doing what it does. We think about the
efficiency of the post office, the com-
passion of the IRS. Think about the
Energy Department. The Energy De-
partment—people aren’t aware it was
created so that we wouldn’t be depend-
ent on foreign oil and ever since the
Energy Department was created, we’re
more and more dependent on foreign
oil. Talk about something totally fail-
ing in its mission.

And we’ve just seen what happened in
the gulf oil spill. We’ve seen taking the
President 50 days before he even con-
tacted the head of BP. The President
having the authority to put a team to-
gether of the best resources not only in
the country but in the world and being
unwilling to take these big ships that
foreign countries owned that could
come and suck up all of that oil and
process the oil and spit the water out.
But no, we’re not going to do that.
Dithering around with more and more
government bureaucracy. Is this the
sort of thing that we really want to put
more trust in our Federal Government?

We’ve seen historically that federal
governments of foreign countries have
killed more people of their own citizens
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than all the wars of history since the
time of Christ. If you add up all of the
people killed in wars since the time of
Christ historically, there are less peo-
ple killed by war than there are by gov-
ernments killing their own citizens. Do
we not have some natural fear of exces-
sive government? I don’t understand
why we have this irrational faith in the
efficiency of big government. It seems
to me that it’s just a very, very unwise
place to be putting our faith. Why do
we want to go back to HEurope? It
doesn’t make sense.

I think we need to think, rather, in
terms of the bright light and the free-
dom that comes from people being al-
lowed to succeed or to fail, for people
to be able to pursue their dreams. The
Bible tells us that for every single
human being in this world, God made a
special job for them to do. And when
people have the courage to just chase
after what’s in their heart, the dream
that’s in their heart, that’s what
makes great civilization. That was one
of the things that distinguished Amer-
ica that made it such a unique and dif-
ferent Nation because people were able
to follow the dream that was in their
own heart.

And how can you do that if the gov-
ernment starts to keep taking every-
thing over and taking more things over
and taxing you and making it impos-
sible for you to do the kinds of things
that Americans for generations have
done?

There are two views of America that
we see. The view that you see now is
the view that reflects the Democrat
Party. What you have seen for 18
months is total Democrat decision-
making. The Republicans on most of
these issues vote ‘“‘no,” and we are to-
tally ignored because we are, quite
frankly, 40 votes short in this Cham-
ber. And ignored in the Senate as well.

So what you see is Democrat policy,
what you see is European policy, and
what you see is the destruction of the
American Dream. And that must stop.

————
O 1900
THE GULF OIL SPILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. RICHARDSON) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days to enter
their remarks into the RECORD on this
topic of the gulf oil spill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. RICHARDSON. I appreciate the
opportunity to anchor this special hour
tonight. My name is Congresswoman
LAURA RICHARDSON, and I represent
California’s 37th Congressional District
which includes the cities of Long
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