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Commissioner; his wife, Christy; their 
sons, Landon, Caleb, and Joel; and his 
sisters, Ann Senetar and Kim Sumner. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. KENNEDY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. VELÁZQUEZ addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

MAKE IT IN AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I 
will engage in a colloquy here, with the 
permission of the Chair, with my col-
leagues to discuss an extremely impor-
tant issue for America—that is, manu-
facturing. If America is going to make 
it, we’re going to have to make it in 
America. 

But before I go into the subject of 
how we can restart and rebuild the 
American manufacturing sector and 
make it in America, I’d like to do a lit-
tle review of history first. 

Years and years ago, I played football 
at the University of California. And it’s 
football season, and my friends have 
often accused me of using football 
analogies, and, well, it happens to be 
true. So, okay, it’s football season. 

Let’s consider for a moment that it’s 
not football that we’re dealing with 
but, rather, it’s the economy. And if we 
were to consider the first quarter, we 

would have to look at the George W. 
Bush and the Republican first quarter. 
What happened? 

Beginning in 2007, we began to see 
the extraordinary crash of the Amer-
ican economy. It just bled jobs. Eight 
million jobs were lost, peaking in De-
cember of 2008, just before the onset of 
the Obama administration. Nearly 
800,000 jobs were lost that month alone, 
totaling 8 million during that period of 
time. So you see this incredible decline 
in the American job market, and this is 
just the private employment sector. 
This was replicated in the public sector 
also. 

So that was the first quarter. How 
did it happen? Why did it happen? 

Well, crazy tax policy for starts. Tax 
policies that gave extraordinary breaks 
to the very wealthy; modest breaks to 
the middle class; two wars that were 
not paid for, the money was borrowed; 
the Medicare drug benefit, not paid for, 
creating an enormous deficit and the 
regulators stepped back. The period of 
no regulation occurred during that 
first quarter. Wall Street went crazy. 
It collateralized debt obligations. The 
meltdown of the housing industry, 
subprime loans. All of those things led 
to this extraordinary decline. 

In January of 2009, President Obama 
came in and we began the second quar-
ter. Tough situation going into that 
second quarter, but we began to see im-
mediate action taken. The Wall Street 
stabilization programs went into ef-
fect, and the way in which that was ad-
ministered began to stabilize Wall 
Street. We had the stimulus program, 
the American Recovery and Reinvest-
ment Act. It went into effect. And we 
saw numerous other pieces of legisla-
tion go into effect during the Obama 
second quarter. 

I’m going to go through some of 
these very, very quickly. 

The stimulus program, 3 million jobs 
as a direct result of that since it went 
into effect in February of 2009. 

We saw also the Worker, Homeowner-
ship, and Business Assistance Act deal-
ing with the foreclosures, trying to 
keep people in their homes and to pro-
vide tax relief for small businesses. 

We saw the Student Aid and Finan-
cial Responsibility Act, the biggest ef-
fort since the GI Bill in the 1940s and 
1950s, to give people an opportunity to 
get job training and to get new skills 
when they got back into the job mar-
ket. 

Cash for Clunkers, stabilizing the 
automobile industry. 

And we also saw the American Gov-
ernment stepping in to save two great 
icons of the American industry and the 
hundreds, in fact, thousands of small 
businesses that depended upon the auto 
industry with the bailout of General 
Motors and Chrysler—to good effect. 
We were able to maintain those small 
business jobs that were directly im-
pacted there. 

We also saw the Credit Cardholders’ 
Bill of Rights. How many of us have 
reached into our pockets for our credit 

cards and we go, ‘‘I just know those 
banks are going to screw me one more 
time.’’ But no more, because we passed 
the Credit Cardholders’ Bill of Rights. 

Other legislation is now pending. All 
of those are laws. 

And one that passed just 3 weeks ago, 
which was the teachers and the med-
ical legislation, that went into effect 
fully paid for; 160,000 teachers across 
the United States will stay in the 
classrooms providing that education 
that our students need, and paid for by 
ending an extraordinarily bad piece of 
policy that’s been in effect for many 
years that gave a tax break to Amer-
ican corporations that off-shored 
American jobs. 

So what do you mean? Do you mean 
to tell me that American corporations 
were able to get a tax break every time 
they sent a job offshore? Yes. That’s 
exactly what is over today as a result 
of action taken. 

On every one of these bills, every sin-
gle effort made by this Congress to 
bring jobs back, to stabilize the econ-
omy, we found virtually no Republican 
support. In the stimulus, none at all. In 
the credit card, only a handful of Re-
publicans. Republican opposition was 
uniform for every single effort made by 
this House, by the Democrats. 

The result of our work without Re-
publican support has been a steady im-
provement, so that for the last 8 
months we have seen private sector 
jobs actually increase—not as much as 
we need, not as much as we want, but 
we have seen a clear differentiation be-
tween the first quarter with the Bush 
debacle and the rebuilding of the 
American economy in the second quar-
ter. 

Where are we today? We’re at half-
time. We’re in the locker room here in 
Washington, D.C. We’re in Congress. 
We’re working to complete our plan for 
the second half—the resurgence and 
the rebuilding of the American econ-
omy. And in this half, we have a series 
of bills that we put forward—some al-
ready law; others that will go into ef-
fect in the months ahead—hopefully 
passed. We’d love to have the support 
of our Republican colleagues, but, as in 
this moment, their seats are empty. 
But when they’re filled, they still vote 
‘‘no’’ on every effort to rebuild the 
American economy. 

So it’s halftime. The question for the 
American public is: Which team’s 
going to go back on the field for the 
second half, for 2011 and 2012? Which 
team’s going back on the field? The 
team that brought us this great deba-
cle, the great crash of the American 
economy, or the team that has slowly, 
but every month, brought progress 
back to the American economy? We’re 
talking now about making it in Amer-
ica. 

Joining me today for this discussion 
is my colleague from the great State of 
Wisconsin, Dr. KAGEN, an extraor-
dinary individual, an entrepreneur in 
his own right, who is going to talk 
about some of the efforts that he’s 
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made and some of the issues that face 
his district in making it in America 
and the things that we need to do. 

Dr. KAGEN from Wisconsin. 

b 1740 

Mr. KAGEN. Absolutely. Well, thank 
you very much for yielding, and thank 
you for organizing this hour, where we 
can begin to have a conversation, a 
very constructive conversation with 
the American people across the coun-
try about making it in America. And 
you know, manufacturing does matter. 
And making it in America really is im-
portant. And just maybe, perhaps we 
should change the slogan from ‘‘Make 
It In America’’ and add on, ‘‘not 
China.’’ 

Because where I live people say, 
‘‘Hey, Doc, we have got to get our jobs 
back from China. We want our money 
back from Wall Street and our jobs 
back from China.’’ And one of my con-
stituents, who is nearly 80 years old, 
sent me this note asking really the 
question about whose side are we on? 
You mention it’s a ball game, a foot-
ball game. Could be peewee, could be 
little league, could be NFL. Look, 
we’re all on the same team. We’re all in 
the same boat, the same canoe. And 
amazing things will happen when we 
begin to paddle in the same direction. 
We got to work together to get through 
the most difficult economic time of our 
generation. 

Elaine from Peshtigo wrote me this 
note: ‘‘I am soon an 80-year old woman 
and a widow. My husband and I farmed, 
and we certainly had hard times the 
first years. But the years now are hard-
er for old people. Oil companies take a 
huge profit. The CEOs make a salary 
no man on earth is worth. Pill compa-
nies are taking huge profits with no 
consideration for old people. The peo-
ple of my generation lived through the 
Depression, World War II, and two 
more wars. And now in our old age we 
face other obstacles.’’ 

Well, Elaine, we are working hard to 
rebuild our economy. We are working 
hard to generate the jobs we need to 
work our way back into prosperity. 
One way that we’ve done it is to pass 
an essential bill on health care legisla-
tion. We now have a new health care 
law that guarantees that, Elaine, the 
doughnut hole is going to be closed 
over a period of time. We’re beginning 
to close it by $250 straight away. We’ve 
made Medicare stronger and better. 
How did we do that? By making sure 
that you have preventative services at 
no additional copay and no deductible. 
So this is coming your way. 

It’s a new American freedom, a new 
day in America, when no longer will 
any family have the fear of going broke 
and losing their home just because of 
an accident or just because someone 
gets sick. 

But we didn’t just act for Elaine and 
every other family in America to guar-
antee them access to health care; we 
lowered their taxes. Now, the quote 
here says, ‘‘Tax bills in 2009 at lowest 

level since 1950,’’ from USA Today. 
We’ve lowered taxes for the people who 
need it the most, the middle class. This 
is not my point of view, this is the 
point of view of the former domestic 
policy adviser to President Reagan and 
Treasury Department economist to 
President George Herbert Walker Bush. 
This was a statement that he made, 
Mr. Bruce Bartlett. Federal taxes are 
very considerably lower by every meas-
ure since Obama became President. 
The $787 billion stimulus bill, enacted 
with no Republican support, reduced 
Federal taxes by almost $100 billion in 
2009 and $222 billion in 2010. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Excuse me, if you 
might yield for a moment, Dr. KAGEN. 
The stimulus bill was actually a tax 
cut bill? 

Mr. KAGEN. It was the biggest tax 
cut in American history. We were in 
such a decline economically, no one 
felt it. We did it the economical way. 
We didn’t mail people a check. We 
made sure they got the tax cut on the 
other end. It was more economical. So 
never before has such a tax cut been 
enacted. And it was the Democrats, 
without the Republicans’ support, that 
guaranteed middle class families would 
pay less in taxes. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If I might, you 
and I were talking earlier about a pro-
gram that you have been doing in your 
district for the last couple of weeks, 
and you have been going to commu-
nities. And along the way you’ve 
reached out and said we need to make 
it in America. And you were talking 
about the paper industry. I suppose you 
have a paper industry in your district? 

Mr. KAGEN. I live in Paper Valley. 
We didn’t invent the manufacturing of 
paper, but we perfected the science and 
technology. Kimberly-Clark, you have 
heard of it. You have heard of Kleenex. 
Let me put in a plug for them. We’ve 
got Procter & Gamble. We’ve got Puffs. 
Everything in the tissue world and the 
paper world is in Appleton and Green 
Bay and the chain of Fox Cities in-be-
tween. 

And one of those manufacturers, Ap-
pleton Coated Paper, tomorrow has a 
case before the International Trade 
Commission. And I brought with me a 
picture of a family. This is the 
Swanningson family. This is Tony, his 
wife Sherry, Corey, and Kayla. And 
they live in Kaukauna on highway ZZ. 
What are they doing? Well, he works at 
Appleton Coated Paper. And they have 
a problem because China has been com-
peting illegally by dumping their paper 
products into our domestic United 
States marketplace below our cost of 
production. 

Now, I know you’re thinking how 
does that happen? But before I get 
there, let me read you the handwritten 
note that Mr. Swanningson sent to me. 
‘‘Congressman Steve Kagen, I have 
been employed in the paper industry 
for 18 years. I am grateful for the abil-
ity to provide for my family that the 
industry has provided. The dumping of 
foreign paper into the United States 

from companies that are subsidized by 
their own governments creates a mar-
ketplace that seriously threatens my 
family and countless other families 
throughout the United States. The 
ability to sell paper at a price that is 
less than the cost to produce it places 
our companies and families at a severe 
disadvantage. I have been able to main-
tain employment through four layoffs 
due to the mill sales and paper ma-
chine shutdowns. But the dumping of 
paper in the United States market is a 
challenge that me and my fellow union 
brothers and sisters throughout the 
United States cannot survive.’’ 

You see, what China’s been doing— 
and I have a case against China. They 
didn’t just manipulate their currency, 
they don’t have any environmental 
protection. They don’t have a social 
safety net. They don’t have an Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion. They don’t have OSHA. They 
don’t have an EPA. They have sac-
rificed their environment for their eco-
nomic development. And they don’t yet 
have a middle class. 

Now, I have nothing against another 
Nation seeking to lift its people up out 
of poverty and create a middle class. 
But they shouldn’t do it at our ex-
pense. We shouldn’t have to sacrifice 
our middle class solely to build up 
theirs. It’s unfair. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. If the gentleman 
will yield on that point, one of the 
issues we’ve talked about today and 
have been for a long time is the issue of 
Chinese currency manipulation by the 
Chinese Government. And we do not 
have to have growth in the United 
States at the expense of growth in 
China. If the Chinese would allow their 
currency to float, it would actually be 
worth more. So the Chinese consumer 
would be able to have more buying 
power for American goods that would 
be shipped over there, for other compa-
nies who are selling within China. 

There is just a small group of people 
within China, who own primarily state- 
owned businesses, who like the cur-
rency low, artificially reduced so that 
they can ship products to the United 
States cheaper and subsidized to put 
American workers out of business. So 
what we’re saying when we say make it 
in America and manufacture again, can 
actually help lift up a lot of these folks 
in countries like China if we play by 
the rules. 

Mr. KAGEN. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Be happy to yield. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Excuse me for a 

moment, gentlemen, but part of our 
agenda as Democrats then is to make 
sure that we have fair trade, that we 
have a fair balance between our Na-
tion, our manufacturers, and those in 
other countries who may be—not may 
be, but are—subsidizing their exports, 
such as China and the currency thing. 

Dr. KAGEN? And this is a colloquy, so 
we will go back and forth here. So 
please. 

Mr. KAGEN. I am getting a little ex-
cited because China has been caught 
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cheating. They don’t just manipulate 
their currency. They provide free en-
ergy, they provide no taxation, they 
provide cheap labor at 82 cents an hour. 
They have been buying raw materials 
for nothing, giving it to a company, 
and then they load it up on a boat and 
float it outside of Oakland and dump it 
into our Nation, into our domestic 
market below our cost of production. 

b 1750 

Let me just put it very succinctly. 
They have targeted everything we 
make for extinction. It’s not just 
paper. It’s high-tech technology; it’s 
automobiles; it’s steel; it’s textiles. 

We have to restore our manufac-
turing base, yes, in part, by compelling 
other nations to stop cheating, by not 
manipulating their currency, by play-
ing fair. One way to play fair is to in-
stead of stealing our jobs, why don’t 
you take our values. Take our values 
about clean air and clean water, be-
cause they are polluting the air that 
we are breathing. 

It’s not that far away. If a tall man 
and an allergist—and I say this—if a 
tall man in China sneezes, you are 
going to get it in the back of your 
head. It’s going to come over here. 

We have studies that scientifically 
show that the great dust storm they 
had in China dropped that dust over on 
our west coast. We are all here in the 
same boat. So, yes, we have to push 
back, not just for fair trade, but for 
balanced trade, in order for our compa-
nies to compete. 

I will just relate one story, one edu-
cational experience in, I believe it was 
in February of 2007, just after I was 
sent here. I had the opportunity with 
my class of 2006 to sit down with eight 
CEOs of major manufacturing compa-
nies, the high-tech companies, HP, 
IBM, Dell and the like. 

I asked them, what’s your biggest 
component of your overhead, and each 
one of them said people, people, people, 
people. I said, well, that would explain 
why you are taking our jobs over to 
India and China because you can hire 
them for less. 

And right across from me was Mi-
chael Dell and he said, Congressman 
KAGEN, I am competing with these 
guys. I have to chase the lowest cost of 
production around the world or I am 
out of business, and I have to, after all, 
represent my people, which are my 
stockholders. 

So we have to make things in Amer-
ica. Manufacturing does matter, but we 
need a level playing field. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let’s continue on. 
I notice that another colleague has 
joined us from the great State of New 
York, but let me turn back to our col-
league that was raising the point about 
the Chinese currency. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes. Well, I would 
say that if it’s balanced, and I think all 
of the workers and the business people 
in America would say this, if China is 
not manipulating their currency, if 
there was some balance with human 

rights and worker rights and the envi-
ronment and those kinds of things, we 
would compete with anybody. But what 
we have now under the current trading 
system, with China blatantly manipu-
lating our currency, we had almost ev-
erybody at this hearing today acknowl-
edging that China is cheating on their 
currency, Democrats and Republicans. 
But we had a lot of Republicans on the 
other side saying, we just don’t think 
this is the approach. 

And it gets back to these multi-
national corporations that have a 
stranglehold on a lot of the politics 
going on here in the United States cap-
ital. But we need to bring this bill to 
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives, and we need to pass it, and we 
need to take on the Chinese. 

We are not going to have a country 
left in a decade or so if we are not mak-
ing things. You get the spinoff. You get 
the technology. You get the patents. 
You get five, six, seven, eight spinoff 
jobs for every one job. You are actually 
making something and moving it to 
you and you improve it and add value 
and you pass it along and add value. 
And then it’s assembled; then its 
trucked. There is the spinoff that we 
get with manufacturing. That’s how we 
are going to resuscitate the middle 
class. 

My fear is that as we have lost manu-
facturing, and if you chart it—you can 
see it decline from 39 percent in post- 
World War II down to under 10 per-
cent—you could see the decline. My 
fear is that as we move into the devel-
opment of solar panels, as we move 
into the development of windmills, 
that’s exactly it. 

As we develop the green technology 
and all of the component parts, you 
will begin to see China taking the lead 
on green manufacturing, and we can’t 
see that ground because that is the fu-
ture. As much as our friends on the 
other side of the aisle want to bury 
their head in the sand and hope this 
goes away, that’s not the world we live 
in. 

So we need to take a firm approach 
with China, respect them, but make 
sure they play by the rules. We have 
got to play by the rules. Everyone else 
has got to play by the rules. 

I will use one example real briefly. 
We had a steel company, Oil Country 
Tubular Products for oil and gas. The 
steelworkers, the trade groups, the 
local businesses, all went around, peti-
tioned the International Trade Com-
mission, got approval. The President 
was kind enough to put on a tariff for 
these Oil Country Tubular goods com-
ing in. They end up investing $650 mil-
lion in a factory in Youngstown, Ohio, 
400 construction jobs, 350 permanent 
jobs, the spinoff, the whole 9 yards be-
cause our government enforced the 
rules and leveled the playing field. 
That’s what we are saying about cur-
rency, tires, paper, textiles, right down 
the line. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me take a mo-
ment here and bring it back to some-

thing you were talking about. You 
mentioned the wind turbines and the 
solar systems. We developed the tech-
nology here in the United States, and, 
in fact, the stimulus bill that provided 
the largest increase ever in research is 
going to once again put the United 
States in a position where we can 
dominate these green industries. 

That research is there. Incidentally, 
not one Republican voted for that enor-
mous research program and tax cut and 
jobs program and infrastructure pro-
gram. Not one Republican voted for the 
program that created 3 million jobs. 

But there is something going on here 
that we need to pay attention to, and 
this is a piece of legislation that I have 
introduced. We are spending billions of 
dollars to promote the wind industry, 
the solar industry. These are tax cred-
its that we give to companies for a pro-
duction tax credit or for someone 
that’s putting a solar cell on their 
house. 

We need to make sure that that tax 
money is spent on American-made 
wind turbines and American-made 
solar panels, biofuels, and other kinds 
of green technologies. If it’s our tax 
money, then Buy America. Buy Amer-
ican. 

A little later here, I suspect, I want 
one of our colleagues, MARCY KAPTUR, 
to come and talk to us about a bill that 
passed out of this House just hours ago 
that would require that you and I, not 
just talk the talk, but that we walk 
the walk and that in the equipment 
that we purchase for our offices, it be 
made in America, once again, Amer-
ican tax money used to buy American- 
made products. 

It’s a piece of legislation I have in-
troduced. I like it. I like it because it’s 
going to create in my industry wind 
turbines that are actually going to not 
only be on the hills but actually made 
in America. 

Enough for me for a few minutes. I 
notice my colleague from New York, 
Mr. PAUL TONKO, has joined us. You 
have been at this a long time. You were 
in one of the original manufacturing 
sectors of America. Please tell us. 

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive GARAMENDI, for bringing us to-
gether. You are right, I do represent 
the area that houses the Erie Canal bed 
that was the main route to the west-
ward movement, and it’s a necklace of 
communities called mill towns that 
were the centers of invention and inno-
vation. That pioneer spirit still exists, 
I am convinced, in America. 

During our recent work-period break, 
where we all went back to our districts 
and had a 6-week stretch to connect to 
our constituents, I did Tuesday tours. 
The Tuesday tours were about manu-
facturing, making it in America, and 
where we need to invest and where the 
success stories might rest. 

It’s amazing to see the stories that 
were impacted by the Recovery Act, 
work done by water efficiency, energy 
efficiency, the MEP program, the Man-
ufacturing Extension Partnership, 
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which, by the way, the previous admin-
istration wanted to zero out. 

I went to a group called X-Ray 
Opticals. Because of MEP program-
ming and SBIR, Small Business Inno-
vation Research, monies, this group is 
employing people they never dropped 
during the recession. They were a 
steady pulse, and they are exporting. 

Just when we want to say we are not 
exporting and, oh, the die is cast and, 
oh, woe is us, we lost our manufac-
turing sector, we lost a third of our 
manufacturing jobs over the last dec-
ade thanks to the weakened policy on 
manufacturing. But we still have 
enough jobs that places us on the top 
of that manufacturing list globally, 
but we can’t afford that present trend 
which would see us losing more manu-
facturing jobs. 

We have turned that around. Those 
one-third of manufacturing jobs lost in 
the last decade equates to 4.6 million 
jobs lost. 

But now, with the Recovery Act, 
with a new focus on manufacturing, I 
think there is a stronger sense that we 
can move forward and proclaim accu-
rately that we want to make it in 
America. 

Representative GARAMENDI, let me 
just tell you that at X-Ray Opticals 
they are exporting to Asia and to Eu-
rope. They are dealing with testing for 
toxins. They manufacture equipment 
that is the testing product for toxins in 
toys, in fuel and a number of items 
where they can save manufacturers in 
another realm a lot of money in the up- 
front part of their process. 

b 1800 
And again, it’s a high-tech operation 

where they had the investment and the 
partnership with the Federal Govern-
ment so that we can do it smarter , not 
necessarily cheaper. We can do it 
smarter, and then we are competitive 
at the global marketplace. 

Another venture was a state-of-the- 
art operation within the baby food in-
dustry. In my district, we have a new 
facility that qualifies for a silver sta-
tus LEED building, a green building 
that has water efficiency and energy 
efficiency as a major aspect of the 
work they are doing, saving them cost 
of production and allowing them to 
stretch again that opportunity to 
translate it into jobs. Now, that was a 
government partnership to provide for 
water and energy efficiency, another 
sort of assistance we can provide man-
ufacturing. 

And then a third visit, if I might just 
share this one with you, was an out-
come of the ARPA-E grant money that 
came with Recovery Act money. Now, 
get a load of this. Before I came to 
Congress, there was an opportunity for 
us to really do the ARPA-E program 
beyond just rhetoric, but the Bush 
Presidency just proclaimed we are 
going to have an ARPA-E program 
with never ever funding it. And finally, 
we had $800 million appear from the 
Recovery Act that went to the actual 
implementation of ARPA-E. 

DARPA, the Defense-related ad-
vanced research project opportunities, 
created situations like Internet for the 
Defense system and stealth bombers. 
We took that success that goes back to 
the NASA days and now overlaid that 
into the energy thinking, into the en-
ergy realm. 

And so ARPA-E, with its research 
project initiatives, is enabling this in-
dustry, SuperPower in Schenectady, 
another tour location, to advance 
superconductive cable and also storage 
for intermittent power. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Before you go to 
the next one, could you share with us 
where the ARPA-E money came into 
the system? 

Mr. TONKO. Sure. It came right from 
the Recovery Act. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Most people don’t 
know what the Recovery Act is. They 
think of the stimulus program. They 
are one and the same, the stimulus pro-
gram and the Recovery Act. 

Mr. TONKO. It is exactly the same 
thing. The majority in this House sup-
ported the Recovery Act. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. That is, the Demo-
crats supported and passed the stim-
ulus program, the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act. 

Mr. TONKO. Our friends on the other 
side of the aisle said ‘‘no’’ to progress. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. ‘‘No.’’ ‘‘No.’’ 
‘‘No.’’ 

So for research-specific programs, for 
energy research and small businesses, 
they got grants and loans to develop. 
The Democrats know that we have to 
improve the private sector to make 
jobs. 

Mr. TONKO. Absolutely. 
Well, let me tell you, Representative 

GARAMENDI, what this means is that 
with that recovery money, with the 
stimulus money that the Democrats 
support and the Republicans said ‘‘no’’ 
to, we were able to, for once now, fi-
nally, appropriate moneys for the 
science, the technology, and the basic 
research. 

What they will do at SuperPower is 
develop that final model that will then 
be deployed into a manufacturing con-
cept that will allow us to create the 
storage potential for exactly what you 
were talking about, solar energy and 
wind energy, which is intermittent in 
nature. If we get the storage issue, the 
battery issue resolved, it becomes even 
more powerful. 

So it’s not just about taking a garage 
idea and creating a manufactured prod-
uct out of it, but it’s also creating jobs, 
which then enables us to create better 
energy solutions. 

So all of this, in a big picture format, 
is a whiz-kid idea where everybody 
from tradesmen to Ph.D.’s all get their 
hands in the action, where we develop 
a product line which requires manufac-
turing jobs, but then that product will 
enable us to respond more favorably 
and fully to the energy solutions that 
we can do here domestically and be 
more energy self-efficient and energy 
independent. It all comes together in a 

master plan that uses the American 
workers’ intellect from skilled labor on 
over to the Ph.D. And it all happens 
with our saying ‘‘yes’’ to a partnership 
like that of the stimulus package. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, we know 
that the central New York area along 
the Erie Canal was one of the birth-
places of the American Industrial Rev-
olution. I think there was something in 
the Midwest, too. My colleagues here 
from the Midwest may have something 
to add to it. Ohio, I believe? Do you 
still make things in Ohio? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes, we do. And 
we are right in line to continue down 
the road of innovation, whether it was 
aerospace with the Wright brothers, 
the steel industry in Youngstown in 
the eastern part of my district, or the 
rubber industry in Akron, which is the 
western part of my district that I share 
with Representative SUTTON. And we 
had, in Youngstown at one point, the 
highest per capita income in the coun-
try in the late fifties, early sixties. 
Steelworkers were working hard, long 
hours, making good money, good 
wages, raising their families, having a 
good middle class. The big bands would 
come through town. They would go to 
Idora Park. The story of America that 
we all remember. 

And today, what we are saying is we 
understand that it’s not going to be 
1950, and Frank Sinatra is not going to 
come back and start singing songs 
again, as much as that would be ter-
rific. We have got to create our own era 
of prosperity, and that means that in 
this country we have got to get tough 
with globalization and enforcing trade 
laws. And that means as a country 
we’ve got to suck it up, and we’ve got 
to say to the multinational corpora-
tions, who, quite frankly, don’t have 
the national interest at heart—they’ve 
got their bottom line at heart, which is 
what they do. But as a country, we’ve 
got the national interest and need to 
protect the national interest. So tough 
with China. Level the playing field. 
Drive investment back into the United 
States so that we can make that bus, 
those solar panels, those windmills and 
the batteries, right down the line. 

And we are not foolish enough. This 
isn’t Pollyanna. We’re not going to 
make everything. We know there is 
going to be stuff that’s manufactured 
in China for the Chinese markets. 
Great. And I hope American companies 
go over there and do that. But what we 
are saying is we can’t be weak-kneed 
with the Chinese. 

I like what I saw today at the hear-
ing we had. I like what I’m hearing 
within our caucus to possibly bring a 
bill to the floor that would get tough 
with China and get us making things in 
America again. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. You said some-
thing a moment ago when you were 
talking about the multinational cor-
porations and whether we’re willing to 
stand up to the multinational corpora-
tions and bring jobs back to America. 
Two and a half weeks ago, we came 
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back from our session working out in 
our districts to pick up a piece of legis-
lation called the Education Jobs and 
Medical Assistance Act. As a result of 
that, 160,000 teachers are employed 
across the Nation, and police and fire-
men, public safety officials and med-
ical services are being provided in the 
communities. 

A major piece of that legislation 
dealt precisely with the issue you dis-
cussed a moment ago about multi-
nationals. Under the previous law, mul-
tinational companies that took jobs 
from America and shipped them to 
China or somewhere else in the world 
actually got a tax break. We closed 
that loophole. We closed that tax loop-
hole, bringing $10 billion back to the 
Treasury and discouraging American 
corporations, ending their incentive. 

Mr. TONKO, if you would like to jump 
into this one. 

Mr. TONKO. I think not only is that 
true, but also I believe during the Bush 
Presidency there was a strong focus on 
a portion of our economy, on our jobs, 
and somewhat a weak commitment to 
other sectors. As we all know, when 
you break down the jobs or the econ-
omy issue, it’s agriculture, it’s manu-
facturing, and it’s service sector. I 
think the emphasis on agriculture and 
manufacturing was extremely weak. 

We see the problems in the agricul-
tural community. I see them in my 
dairy sector in my district. It’s painful 
to see the lack of attention that has 
been paid to a fair price for dairy farm-
ers. 

In manufacturing, it was ignored 
heavily. They wanted to, as I said, zero 
out MEP, the Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership, which produced a lot of 
success for X-Ray Opticals, where now 
they are exporting. But they put all 
their emphasis in the service sector, 
and where they did, they turned their 
back to regulation, to overview, to 
kind of stewardship of a sector of the 
economy that, when left to control 
itself, brought down, because of greed, 
the American economy, and it wreaked 
damage upon us. 

So what I would say is that we need 
to put the focus back into manufac-
turing. The programs we have done 
here, after the damage that was al-
lowed to occur, are now going to bring 
back a strong response to manufac-
turing. And I can’t say well enough 
how strong the Democratic agenda has 
been here to grow the Make it in Amer-
ica campaign. 

Make it in America is something 
that people have been asking for. And 
they can’t understand, why is it our 
manufacturing can’t work here? Well, 
we see where the intellect is being in-
vested in, where we are growing a 
strong partnership with small business, 
the springboard to our economy. They 
are providing the great percentage of 
new jobs in our society. 

So, finally, the Democrats bring a 
working agenda that will be a profit-
able situation for all of us with job cre-
ation and the kind of stability and 

local infusion that is essential after it 
was ignored for far too long. 

b 1810 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let’s turn to our 
colleague from the manufacturing cen-
ter of America. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. You want to talk 
about an example, the illustration of 
what Democrats stand for when it 
comes to manufacturing, come to my 
district. Last week we unveiled the 
rollout of a third shift at the General 
Motors plant that is making the Cruise 
car, a hot car being sold by General 
Motors all over the world. Think about 
what would have happened with manu-
facturing in the United States if this 
President and this House and this Sen-
ate said, Let the auto industry go. I re-
member watching TV programs and 
hearing Senators and Republicans from 
the other side of the aisle saying let 
the free market work. Let it crash. 

We would have lost an essential com-
ponent to manufacturing in the United 
States. We would have lost General 
Motors for sure, sold off in pieces, and 
who knows who would have come in 
and ate up that market share from 
somewhere else in the world. But we 
said, no. We need to have manufac-
turing. We need to be a leader in the 
auto industry. This is something we be-
lieve in, and we are now seeing manu-
facturing increase month after month 
after month because of the stimulus 
package and because of what the Presi-
dent and this Democratic Congress did 
for the auto industry. 

Mr. KAGEN. Would the gentleman 
agree that if you don’t make anything, 
you won’t have anything? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That makes sense 
to me. 

Mr. KAGEN. You have to make 
things to have things. And it is manu-
facturing that brings us our higher 
wage jobs. But when we brought the 
bill you referred to to the House floor, 
only 12 Republicans voted to close the 
very corporate tax loopholes that ship 
our jobs overseas. We cannot continue 
to reward corporations for stealing our 
jobs and taking them overseas. Whose 
side are we on? You have to be on the 
side of the middle class. 

When it came time to consider, as we 
are now in discussions, to making per-
manent tax cuts for the middle class, it 
is the Democratic Party that stands up 
for the middle class to make it possible 
for them to have a permanent tax cut. 
The other side of the aisle is promoting 
what? More and more debt to reward 
the top 1 or 2 percent income earners in 
the United States. That is just not 
right. It is not right for our cities in 
Wisconsin, and it is not right for Amer-
ica. 

The other aspect: The other side of 
the aisle has an idea about Social Secu-
rity, to phase it out. Phase out Social 
Security? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Wait, you mean to 
tell me that the Republican Party ac-
tually has, as one of their policy 
planks, to phase out Social Security? 

Mr. KAGEN. In the State of Wis-
consin, it is in their party platform to 
transform and phase out Social Secu-
rity. But Social Security is a sacred 
contract between one generation and 
the next. It is the most successful so-
cial program ever invented by human 
beings. It guarantees people will be in 
their house, not the poorhouse, when 
they become old. It is not a retirement 
plan, but it is something if you put 
your money in, you did the work, you 
have got to be able to get your money 
out. So when it comes to Social Secu-
rity, we are here to protect it and en-
hance it. Our opposition seeks to de-
stroy it. There should be no question 
about whose side we are on. 

But getting back to making it in 
America, making it in America is not 
only about manufacturing, it is about 
guaranteeing that your children have, 
that the Swanningson family’s chil-
dren, Corey and Kayla, have a great 
education. It is about guaranteeing 
that you have access to affordable 
health care when and where you need 
it. It is about guaranteeing that our 
manufacturing base that creates the 
higher-wage jobs can compete on a 
level playing field. This is something 
that just makes sense. But around 
here, if it makes sense, it is going to be 
hard to do. 

So I would join with my colleagues in 
encouraging your bill to move forward, 
to make certain that this administra-
tion and any administration moving 
forward holds China accountable to 
stop manipulating its currency. 

Now, the big picture that I get to see 
at 30,000 feet that I didn’t see before 
coming here—and you know I am a 
doctor, right? I always tell my pa-
tients, you know, it is going to take 
you just about as long to get better as 
it took you to get sick. It took us a 
while to slide into this deep recession, 
and it is going to take a while to work 
our way back into prosperity. But 
making it—we are going to make it in 
America, not just with manufacturing 
once again, but by making sure that we 
hold China and other Asian nations ac-
countable. 

So what I see happening is the idea 
that free market capitalism has 
bumped into a brick wall, the Chinese 
wall. It is the Asian model of cap-
italism where the government owns the 
corporation, controls the currency, of-
fers slave-like wages for labor, environ-
mental conditions at work that we 
would not tolerate, not even for our 
animals. So what we have to ship over-
seas is not our jobs, but our American 
values. That is who we are. The voters 
will have a chance in several weeks to 
make decisions about whose side we 
are on. When it comes to tax cuts for 
the middle class and to protecting So-
cial Security and making things in 
America, when it comes to closing 
those tax loopholes, the Democrats are 
on their side. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We have talked 
about various ways we can make it in 
America, certainly the fair trade deal-
ing with China’s currency and the 
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whole idea of competition. We have 
talked about the way in which we have 
to make sure that our tax laws support 
programs of hiring in the United States 
rather than off-shoring. In all of these 
things I would hope our Republican 
colleagues would come along with us to 
make it in America. But on maybe 20 
different bills that we have moved out 
of this House, there has been virtually 
no Republican support. 

There are other opportunities, and 
we offer these opportunities to our Re-
publican colleagues to come along with 
us on some other programs. A piece of 
legislation that I am working on deals 
with these buses that were once made 
in the Midwest, in Ohio, and are still 
made in California. Right now we spend 
about $6 billion of our gasoline tax 
money to buy buses, light rail trains, 
intercity rail systems for Amtrak and 
the like. In the law, there are four 
waivers that allow the Department of 
Transportation to ignore the Buy 
American rules, and so what has hap-
pened over the last 20 years or so is 
that those waivers are routinely used 
and transit districts simply buy buses 
that are made overseas. Our tax money 
flows out of the country, our jobs dis-
appear, and our industry, the transpor-
tation industry, is almost gone. 

My legislation tells the Department 
of Transportation, no, no, those waiv-
ers are finished. Three of the four waiv-
ers are gone. If there is an extraor-
dinary cost difference, okay. But we 
want that money spent on American 
jobs so that when in the San Francisco 
Bay area, the Bay Area Rapid Transit 
system, BART, goes out, as they will, 
to buy $300 million of train sets for the 
BART system, where will those trains 
be made? Will they be made in China? 
Given the monetary advantage that 
China has, quite possibly they could 
win the bid. Given the issues of worker 
safety and environmental issues that 
China ignores, they may win the bid. 
But my legislation says no, we are 
going to make these trains in America, 
$300 million there, $6 billion to $7 bil-
lion a year across the Nation for tran-
sit districts everywhere, we can make 
it in America if we bring our tax 
money back. So whether it is wind tur-
bines or solar or buses and trains, it is 
our tax money. Let’s spend it in Amer-
ica, rebuild the American manufac-
turing system, and make it in America. 

Would that be a good thing for Ohio? 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We are all for it, 

and I tell you what, if you think about 
the contrast of the Bush doctrine, 
which Republicans currently want to 
go back to, and I am amazed around 
election time when they are pretty bla-
tant about saying, yup, that is exactly 
what we want to do. We want to go 
back to the Bush doctrine on taxes and 
on energy and all of this, and the econ-
omy and not regulating Wall Street, 
they want to go back to the Bush doc-
trine of economic policy. 

Now I understand that we are having 
this tax debate now because the tax 
cuts for the wealthiest Americans and 

everyone are going to expire. We need 
to remember that these were the tax 
cuts that were going to unleash the 
economy in the United States. We were 
going to have all of this growth be-
cause of the Bush tax cuts. Cut taxes 
for the wealthy, explosion among de-
velopers, explosion among the econ-
omy, and we’re going to have low un-
employment and everything else. And 
where did it end? The absolute collapse 
of the United States economy. 

b 1820 

What we’re saying is not only tax 
cuts for the wealthiest in the country 
but tax cuts to offshore work, incen-
tives for businesses to offshore work 
out of the country. So it’s tax cuts for 
the wealthiest, offshoring work, having 
a prescription drug plan that you don’t 
even pay for, borrowing money from 
the Chinese to run two wars, okay? So 
this is all the Bush Doctrine which 
would privatize Social Security and 
Medicare. This is all the Bush Doc-
trine. 

What we’re saying is don’t privatize 
Social Security and Medicare. Let’s in-
vest back into these programs. Let’s 
give tax cuts to the middle class. Let’s 
give tax cuts to businesses which will 
locate and create jobs in the United 
States. Let’s get a manufacturing pol-
icy in the United States so that we can 
have an auto industry, a steel industry, 
a paper industry, a textile industry, 
and most importantly, engineering, de-
sign and manufacturing economies of 
the future in green—a clear contrast 
between the Bush policies that our Re-
publican friends clearly still trumpet 
and want to go back to. You have on 
that chart there what we have done to 
reverse that trend and to continue to 
invest back into America so we can 
make things again. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. You talked about 
the investment. 

A week ago, President Obama spoke 
to this issue of making it in America 
and of rebuilding the American indus-
tries. He spoke about the need to give 
significant tax breaks to businesses 
that want to invest capital to expand 
their businesses, to expand their manu-
facturing bases. Here is a very, very 
powerful notion. 

I was meeting with three of my 
friends who are in the business commu-
nity. They are manufacturers—one in 
the food industry, another in the high- 
tech industry. I was talking to them 
about this notion of would you increase 
your business, would you increase your 
capital investment on your production 
lines if you could write off in 1 year the 
cost of that capital. They said, Abso-
lutely. You put that into law, and I’m 
investing tomorrow. I’m going to put 
people to work building my manufac-
turing base. 

So the President has now spoken to 
this. It’s one of the proposals that he 
has put forward. Today, I introduced a 
piece of legislation that would do ex-
actly that. Any business that wants to 
increase its capital investment in that 

business—broadband, production lines, 
machine tools, whatever it is—they 
could write it off in year one. We can 
restart the American manufacturing 
system if we are committed to making 
it in America, which is a whole series 
of legislation: ending tax breaks for 
offshoring, ending tax breaks for busi-
nesses that are routinely killing the 
American economy by sending jobs off-
shore, using our tax money to build a 
green economy here in America rather 
than buying it from manufacturers 
overseas, making sure our buses, our 
trains, our planes are made in America. 

Dr. KAGEN, you’ve been in the high- 
tech industry, in the medical industry. 
You understand these issues. 

Mr. KAGEN. Absolutely. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. It affects your 

kinds of businesses. Share with us your 
perspective as we begin to wrap this up 
in the next 6 minutes. 

Mr. KAGEN. Well, I’ll make a brief 
comment. 

The investment tax credit is so crit-
ical for emerging pharmaceutical com-
panies—for biotechnology in par-
ticular. So when you reward people for 
doing good work instead of rewarding 
corporations and people for their 
wealth, you really begin to get that en-
gine of America going, that small-busi-
ness engine that really creates all the 
jobs that we need. I would summarize 
what Mr. RYAN had to say as this: 

The Bush Doctrine, the Reagan Doc-
trine of trickle-down economics has 
failed miserably. It has rewarded peo-
ple for their wealth instead of their 
work. 

What we must begin to do again is to 
encourage people, in small business in 
particular and small banks, to take 
that risk, to take that chance and to 
reward you for your risk-taking and for 
your hard work. That will start the 
economic engine, and it will rebuild 
our economy as we go through this 
transformation over the next decade of 
becoming energy independent. We may 
not be totally independent as a Nation 
as far as growing our own energy, as 
far as developing our own energy, but 
we certainly have the resources here at 
home. Making it in America means not 
just manufacturing, making things 
here; it also means investing our hard- 
earned tax dollars in our own Nation’s 
infrastructure. 

What I object to so greatly is that we 
take our resources, like our children, 
and send them off to Iraq and Afghani-
stan, and we send $2 billion a week into 
Afghanistan, rebuilding buildings we’ve 
never destroyed and building schools 
that they may need, but we need 
schools as well and water treatment 
plants. Look, if we’re going to build an 
infrastructure, it should be here in 
these United States. That is where my 
people live. I don’t represent people 
overseas. 

Finally, with manufacturing, invest 
in infrastructure. We also need to bal-
ance our trade deals, about which you 
and I have had discussions with the 
Asian nations, to make sure that our 
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trade is balanced. That way, we can 
generate the higher waged jobs that we 
need here at home—jobs that will keep 
people in their homes, that will feed 
our tax base, that will rebuild our 
schools, and rebuild our middle class. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Dr. KAGEN, thank 
you so very much for joining us. 

As I started this discussion, I used an 
analogy of a football game. We’re talk-
ing about the most important game of 
all. It’s not even a game. The most im-
portant thing of all is the American 
economy and how to keep it going and 
growing. 

To go back over it, during the Bush 
years, these are all of the reasons we’ve 
stated: Two wars for which money was 
borrowed, creating an enormous def-
icit; the deregulation of Wall Street, 
anything goes; the collapse of Wall 
Street; the issues of tax policy where 
the wealthy were rewarded for their 
wealth, not for their work, which led to 
the largest decline in the American 
economy since the Great Depression of 
the 1930s. 

It was plain to see that when Presi-
dent Obama came in. That was the first 
quarter. In the second quarter, we 
began to see policies that were put 
forth by the Democratic Party and the 
Democratic administration, policies 
that began to restore the American 
economy—a steady upward climb. It’s 
not where we need to be, but we are on 
the road, and we did all of that with al-
most no Republican help at all. If you 
go back through all of those votes, the 
Republican Party was standing over 
there, saying no, no to the programs 
that actually brought us back, and we 
continue on today. We are in the locker 
room, ready for the second half, which 
begins in January 2011. The question is: 

Which team are you going to put 
back on the field? Where do you stand? 

Well, we know pretty clearly where 
the Republican Party stands. It stands 
with the old failed policies of the 
George W. Bush administration. It 
stands for ending Social Security and 
for ending Medicare. It stands for any-
thing goes and no regulation; let it rip 
and it’s ripped us off. It stands for tax 
breaks for the wealthy and the heck 
with the middle class. That’s where the 
Republican Party stands. 

The Democratic Party wants to 
make it in America, to rebuild the 
American manufacturing base and the 
American manufacturing industry. 

If you would, Dr. KAGEN, put the pic-
ture back up of the family, of the fam-
ily in your district in the paper indus-
try. This family is losing its job be-
cause of unfair competition. If we were 
to use the Capital Investment Program 
together with the program that you 
talked about of restoring fairness and 
trade, perhaps that company, that fam-
ily and families in my district would be 
able to have well-paid, middle class 
American jobs. 

Dr. KAGEN, would you like to close us 
off here and bring us back to real 
America. 

Mr. KAGEN. Thank you very much 
for yielding. 

I’ll just summarize that the 
Swanningson family wants nothing 
more than any other family in the 
United States. They want an oppor-
tunity to go to work where it’s safe, 
where they can earn a living wage, 
where they can begin to pay off their 
own debts and make it on their own, to 
have their own home, to have a living 
wage sufficient enough to educate 
themselves and the next generation— 
their children. That is, after all, what 
every family wants. 

This is the American Dream that is 
being stolen away by the illegal dump-
ing of paper into our area, and when 
China has targeted everything else we 
make for extinction, it’s just time that 
we stand up and fight for our own jobs 
here at home. We’re going to make it 
in America when we all begin to paddle 
in the same direction, when we’re all in 
the same boat. So let’s get on board. 
Let’s take that train ride together. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Dr. KAGEN, thank 
you so very much and my colleagues 
for joining us, and thank you to my 
colleagues in the Democratic Party, 
who are committed to manufacturing 
matters and to making it in America. 
We have put forth many, many policies 
and programs. We ask our Republican 
colleagues to join us in making it in 
America. 

I yield back my time, Mr. Speaker. 
f 
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THE ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TONKO). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, the 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. AKIN) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Mr. AKIN. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Good evening. It’s a pleasure to be 

able to join you. I had a chance to lis-
ten in on some of the last hour pre-
sented by the Democrats and their 
views on the economy. It seemed like a 
fair amount of sophistry to me and a 
lot of excuses. It would seem like we’re 
blaming things on Bush and the Chi-
nese. So I am going to be presenting 
and maybe even have some guests here 
presenting a different perspective on 
the economy, and the American people 
will be the judge of that debate and dis-
cussion in November. 

Now I would suggest that the Demo-
crats and their policies are actually de-
structive to the economy. I don’t think 
it’s a coincidence that if you look at 
the 10 cities in America that have the 
highest percentage of people below the 
poverty level, that those cities have 
been managed, every one of them, for 
many years by Democrats. Now you 
can blame the Chinese and you can 
blame President Bush, but I would sug-
gest, and I will show in the next hour 
in plain, simple terms why the Demo-
crat policies are literally destroying 
the economy. 

Now you could say, well, I don’t like 
that, or maybe you’re being partisan. 

I’m not really quite so concerned about 
being partisan or whether we like 
things politically. I’m concerned with 
America. I’m concerned with the peo-
ple that don’t have jobs. And I’m con-
cerned that not only are we creating 
unemployment but we are systemati-
cally destroying the businesses that 
can create employment in the future. 

Let’s take a look at these questions. 
Those are strong charges to say that 
the Democrats are the ones that are 
actually responsible for what’s been 
going on. I think a lot of Americans 
have some sense that that may be true. 
Sometimes it’s fun to take a look at 
some of these political cartoons. We 
have the President here now talking to 
the guy that owns the china shop: 
‘‘Now give me one good reason why 
you’re not hiring.’’ And you have 
health care reform storming in and 
cap-and-tax or cap-and-trade and the 
taxes that are impending and all. The 
point of the cartoon, of course, is the 
fact that the policies that we have seen 
are creating the unemployment. 

Let’s look at that again just a little 
bit closer. Now when we talk about the 
economy, there are different ways of 
measuring it, you can see. Well, is Wall 
Street doing well? Am I doing well? Am 
I happy with my job or are things 
going comfortably for me? Is there a 
lot of employment or unemployment? 
Those are measures that we use. We 
take a look, also, at the rate of the 
Federal Government, how much it’s 
spending money versus how much it’s 
having to borrow. Those are all things 
when we say the economy, what does 
that mean? But particularly it’s very 
personal when we talk about unem-
ployment and it becomes not a polit-
ical issue but a personal issue when it’s 
your job that was just lost. 

We were told that we had to come up 
with this economic stimulus bill last 
year. We were told that if you don’t 
pass this economic stimulus bill, this 
unemployment could get above where 
it is now. It’s going up, could get 
above, but if you don’t pass it, why, we 
could have 9 percent unemployment if 
you don’t pass this stimulus bill. And 
so the Democrats, all by themselves, 
passed this $800 billion bill to sup-
posedly stimulate the economy. After 
they passed it, what happened? Well, 
now we’ve got this unemployment here 
at 9.7 percent. The numbers vary, but 
we’re pretty close to 10. But that 10 
percent is very conservative, because if 
you’ve lost your job more than a year 
ago, you don’t get to count in the sta-
tistics anymore. So, in fact, the unem-
ployment rate is well over 10 percent in 
America. 

Now we were told that if you passed 
the stimulus bill, that we could keep it 
underneath 8 percent. That’s the words 
that the Democrats brought to this 
floor a year ago. The fact is they were 
wrong. Anybody can see they’re wrong. 
Just take a look at what the unem-
ployment numbers are, and they don’t 
bear it out. In fact, they spent $800 bil-
lion, and where did it all go? Did it go 
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