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loved ones and their service to our 
country will not be forgotten. 

May God bless them and comfort 
them. 

f 

b 1440 

END THE WAR IN AFGHANISTAN 
(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KUCINICH. Today, a bipartisan 
coalition of Members of Congress have 
introduced a privileged resolution call-
ing for a vote in this Congress to end 
the war in Afghanistan. More than 60 
percent of the American people want us 
out of there. This war is already ap-
proaching the cost of a half trillion 
dollars. We have Americans who are 
losing their jobs; their wages are being 
knocked down. We have Americans los-
ing their homes, losing their retire-
ment security. They can’t send their 
kids to the colleges they want, and 
we’re spending all this money on a war 
that is a waste of time, money, blood, 
and treasure to try to prop up a cor-
rupt regime in Afghanistan. Our occu-
pation over there is fueled in insur-
gency. 

It’s time for Congress to take its con-
stitutional responsibilities under Arti-
cle I, section 8. We haven’t really done 
that with respect to Afghanistan. It’s 
time for us to do that. Let’s have an 
up-or-down vote. That’s what this reso-
lution is about. 

I urge all Members of Congress to 
consider supporting the privileged res-
olution that ends the war in Afghani-
stan. 

f 

THE BUDGET BATTLE 
(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, what is 
the budget battle about? It is about our 
country; it is about our kids; and it is 
about our freedom. 

Imagine if you were borrowing 40 
cents for every $1 that you spent in 
your household. You would change 
your purchasing habits. That’s what 
this battle is about. 

Do we want to leave to our children 
a legacy of billions and billions of dol-
lars in debt which they owe to China? 
That’s what this budget battle is 
about. This is very important stuff. 

We have to put the politics of spend-
ing and positioning and about being 
Democrats and Republicans aside. 
We’ve got to do what’s best for the 
next generation, not the next election. 
We need to come together and come up 
with commonsense solutions, because 
you and I as Americans, we can do bet-
ter and we deserve to give our children 
better than what we’re doing right 
now. 

f 

WHAT ABOUT JOBS? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

HUELSKAMP). Under the Speaker’s an-

nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 
today we want to talk about jobs. The 
people in my district, the 10th Congres-
sional District of California, in Con-
cord, Antioch, Pittsburg, Fairfield, 
Livermore, they want jobs. They want 
to go to work. They want this govern-
ment to create jobs. 

We are now in the 10th week of the 
new majority, the Republican major-
ity, and thus far there has not been one 
significant, useful job bill brought to 
the floor. Instead, we had a CR brought 
to the floor that, in all probability, 
will cost America 700,000 jobs. That’s 
what the CR, the first piece of legisla-
tion introduced by the Republicans, 
would do, 700,000 jobs. And it’s all 
across the board: construction jobs, re-
search, manufacturing jobs, education. 

We just heard one fellow stand up 
here on the floor and say he was wor-
ried about his children. He should be, 
because the bill that he voted for less 
than 10 days ago will destroy thousands 
and thousands of teaching jobs across 
this Nation, including 218,000 young 
children that will not be in the Head 
Start program. We can’t afford that 
kind of a ‘‘jobs’’ program. 

Joining me today is BETTY SUTTON 
from the great State of Ohio, in the 
heart of the once very strong manufac-
turing base of this Nation. 

Ms. SUTTON, if you would tell us 
what’s going on in Ohio and how you 
see these issues. 

Ms. SUTTON. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman, and I thank you for your lead-
ership. 

Boy, that poster says a lot: GOP con-
tinuing resolution destroys 700,000-plus 
jobs, possibly yours. And where did we 
get that number? Before we get to 
Ohio, where did we get that number? 
We got that number from a number of 
places. Ben Bernanke said that the 
plan would cost hundreds of thousands 
of jobs. The GOP’s CR, according to 
Goldman Sachs, would reduce eco-
nomic growth by 2 percent and cause 
the unemployment rate to increase. 
And a study by the International Mon-
etary Fund concluded that the idea 
that fiscal austerity stimulates eco-
nomic activity in the short term finds 
little support in the data. 

We have a group of 300 economists, 
including two Nobel laureates, who 
wrote a letter warning that the short-
sighted budget cuts to ‘‘human capital, 
our infrastructure, and the next gen-
eration of scientific and technological 
advances’’ would threaten future eco-
nomic competitiveness as well as our 
current recovery. 

So that’s where we begin. Despite all 
of this forewarning about what this 
path will lead us to, we still see a con-
tinuing resolution that indicates we’re 
going to lose 700,000-plus jobs. 

In the State of Ohio, I’m sure that a 
number of people, most of the people 

out there, have seen at the statehouse 
where we’re witnessing democracy in 
action, at least from the outside, be-
cause for a while there the statehouse 
doors were closed when all of the work-
ers and fair-minded Ohioans descended 
upon our State’s capitol to protest 
against what the Republican Governor 
there is trying to do to public sector 
workers. 

Under the guise of taking care of our 
deficit, an attack on workers’ rights is 
being waged not only in Ohio but 
across this country, from Wisconsin to 
Ohio to the floor of Congress where 
we’ve seen attack after attack. And it’s 
really a sad thing, because we all know 
we should be focused—and the other 
side should join us in focusing—on pri-
ority one, which is putting people back 
to work. 

In Ohio, the key to our budget prob-
lems is more people working than you 
have revenue to pay for the public serv-
ices and the public sector employees 
who help to make our world turn. Can 
you imagine the idea? 

It was not the workers in Wisconsin 
or Ohio or across this country that 
drove our economy off the cliff. It was 
not those teachers or those firefighters 
who rush into those burning buildings 
when we run out of them. It was not 
the police officers who are out there on 
our streets protecting us and keeping 
our communities safe. It was not the 
workers. 

The workers are not the problem. 
They are part of the solution of where 
we need to go. But the bottom line is 
we need to be focused on creating jobs. 
And it’s just amazing that not only are 
our friends across the aisle, the Repub-
licans, not interested and focusing on 
that—10 weeks on the job, zero jobs— 
they’re actually looking at cutting 
those people who do have jobs, their 
rights. It’s just fundamentally unfair 
and it’s counterproductive. 

We all know that we need to trim 
back our budget. We should always be 
willing to trim back the budget, but 
only by engaging in smart cuts, not 
just indiscriminate cuts. 

What happens when a person doesn’t 
have a job? What happens when 700,000 
people don’t have a job? Do we think 
they just disappear, that they are no 
cost to our government, to our coun-
try? Not to mention the loss of dignity 
and the loss of opportunity, everything 
that our country stands for, having a 
chance to make a way for your family, 
to feed your family and take care of 
your family. 

b 1450 

It’s a crazy idea to say that we can 
make cuts that cut hundreds of thou-
sands of jobs and somehow that will 
lead us to prosperity. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. And reduce the 
budget deficit. 

Our President in his State of the 
Union said that we have to out-edu-
cate, out-research, out-manufacture 
and out-build the rest of the world. Yet 
the first significant piece of legislation 
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that the Republicans moved through 
this House goes in exactly the opposite 
direction. It does in fact reduce the 
education. I guess 20,000 or 30,000 teach-
ers are going to lose their jobs. Kids 
will not be there. 

But the thing that really struck me— 
we were talking earlier with my col-
league from Maryland about this—is 
the research. In the area of research, 
which are tomorrow’s jobs, what does 
this CR do? What does the Republican 
Caucus want to do? They want to cut 
back on the research. You’re looking at 
a significant number. I think it’s over 
5,000 key researchers. 

Could our colleague from Maryland 
share with us her experience and her 
knowledge, because you are in one of 
the research centers. 

Ms. EDWARDS. I want to thank the 
gentleman from California for bringing 
this to our attention. I’ve been think-
ing a lot about the role of research and 
development to the 21st century and to 
21st-century job creation. In fact, I’ve 
introduced along with you and a num-
ber of our colleagues, my colleague 
from Maryland, Republican ROSCOE 
BARTLETT, H.R. 689 which is the 21st 
Century Reinvestment Act. The goal is 
to invest in research and development, 
expand our tax credit for research and 
development, make it permanent, and 
then link it to manufacturing. 

Here has been my experience. In the 
Fourth Congressional District, we are 
home to some of the most fantastic re-
search innovation that’s happening 
anywhere in the country. That’s true 
all across the country, but these sorts 
of robust and innovative firms, many 
of them are small firms. They can’t af-
ford to just front-load R&D to create 
manufacturing jobs, but they need the 
government to have a tax policy that 
actually encourages that. So I am all 
in favor, actually, of a tax policy that 
encourages the positive things that we 
want, research and development, job 
creation, manufacturing. 

Instead, what did we get out of Con-
gress? We got a tax bill that rewards 
the top 2 percent with tax breaks that 
they’re never going to put back into 
the economy. We’ve had 10 weeks of a 
Republican revolution here in the 
House of Representatives that has cre-
ated zero jobs, and, in fact, a con-
tinuing resolution out of this House of 
Representatives, this Republican-led 
House of Representatives, that would 
destroy 700,000 jobs. It is as if we’re 
saying, No, we don’t really like the 21st 
century. We want to go back to the 
19th and the 20th century. That is not 
how you rebuild a manufacturing base 
in this country. 

I have actually been struck traveling 
throughout my congressional district 
at small firms like Wabtech up in Gai-
thersburg, Maryland, which is doing 
some really innovative R&D, research 
and development, to develop signaling 
systems that will help us with high- 
speed rail. Guess what: they’ve just had 
to lay off workers because we are not 
making the right kinds of investments 

into research and development and 
technology that’s about jobs for the 
21st century. 

The President got it right. He said we 
have to out-innovate, out-educate and 
out-build. The way that we do that, of 
course, is to invest in our educators; 
invest in our young people. We’re doing 
exactly the opposite. The Republican 
majority is doing the exact opposite 
here in this Congress. Again, 10 weeks 
of work and not a single job. 

In fact, Congressman PETE SESSIONS 
from Texas has just said: you know 
what, we’re not going to create a jobs 
bill at all. We’re not interested in jobs. 
All we’re interested in is cutting gov-
ernment spending. 

Well, let’s look at what they’re cut-
ting, some of the most innovative re-
search that’s going on in this country. 
NOAA, that looks at our weather serv-
ice, that makes sure that our farmers 
understand what’s happening with our 
climate and our weather so that they 
can engage in production of products 
throughout this country. 

What else are we doing? They say the 
National Institutes of Health doesn’t 
need $2.5 billion to continue innovative 
research in cancer and other things, 
things that actually play out in terms 
of the marketplace, creating private 
sector jobs in a new economy. 

I am really struck by the language of 
small business, the language of innova-
tion, the language of job creation but 
not a single job. Zero jobs. Ten weeks 
of a Republican revolution, zero jobs; 
700,000 jobs lost. 

I would urge my colleagues that if 
they really want to be about the 21st 
century, then they should join us in ex-
panding the research and development 
tax credit so those innovative firms 
can invest in all the technologies of the 
future, so that we can produce the 
Ph.D.s who are needed to conquer the 
21st century and then link that to man-
ufacturing so that the small firms in 
my district and all across the country 
can take advantage of a research and 
development tax credit because they 
are making things, where, making it in 
America. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If America is 
going to make it, we must once again 
make it in America. Manufacturing 
matters, and the first step in the man-
ufacturing of this century is the re-
search. It’s the well-educated work-
force that’s capable of doing the new 
things and the research that goes with 
it. You are very fortunate in your dis-
trict to have some major research fa-
cilities. NOAA and NASA are in this 
area. In my own district I have the 
Lawrence Livermore labs and, adjacent 
to it, the Lawrence Berkeley labs and 
the Berkeley campus as well as the 
University of California-Davis campus 
where research is what it’s all about. 

In the continuing resolution, 700,000 
jobs. That’s a big number, and we just 
don’t focus on that. But we’re talking 
about real people. This is the job next 
to you that’s going to be lost. Sandia 
Laboratories was in my office no more 

than an hour ago talking about re-
search for nuclear power and how we’re 
going to deal with that. I told them if 
the Republicans get their way, 5,500 re-
searchers at the national labs are going 
to lose their jobs. So what of tomor-
row’s energy systems? $1.7 billion 
would be taken out of the Department 
of Energy’s future energy research. So 
solar, photovoltaic, advanced biofuels, 
the research for tomorrow so that we 
can actually wean ourselves from for-
eign oil, gone. Gone. 

You go, What is this, just a feeding 
frenzy? Is it wise? Is there any real 
thought put on this? I think the answer 
for me is no. 

I notice that our colleague, new to 
the House but not new to the issues 
from Rhode Island, has joined us. How 
does this affect Rhode Island? What 
does this mean to your State? 

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gen-
tleman from California for organizing 
this Special Order. I’m new to this 
Chamber, I’ve been here 2 months, but 
I think the poll that was released 
today, the Bloomberg poll released this 
morning, again found that America’s 
top priority is jobs and getting people 
back to work. 

We’ve been here 10 weeks and the Re-
publican-controlled Congress has pre-
sented zero jobs. It hasn’t presented a 
jobs bill. It has presented a spending 
plan that will cost 700,000 jobs. That’s 
an analysis done by respected econo-
mists across the country. 

Rhode Island is a State that has a 
very rich manufacturing history. We 
are the place where the Industrial Rev-
olution began, home to some of the 
greatest manufacturing. I think, like 
many States, we have suffered in this 
recent economy. Rhode Island has been 
particularly hard hit. But I think if we 
are going to remain a world economic 
power, we absolutely have to make 
things again in America. If you ask 
people who believe that we’re losing 
that position as a world economic 
power, you ask them, who do they 
think is the world economic power, 
they say China. If you say, why China? 
They say, because China makes every-
thing. 

I asked my constituents during my 
campaign, go into a store in Rhode Is-
land, try to find something made in 
America. It’s almost impossible. I real-
ly hope that the 112th Congress will be 
the Congress that revitalizes manufac-
turing in America. That means work-
ing hard to be sure we have a national 
manufacturing policy, to be sure that 
we provide manufacturers with the 
tools that they need to compete in the 
21st century, to be sure that we have 
trade policies and workforce invest-
ments that allow them to compete 
globally, and to be really making the 
kinds of investments in manufacturing 
that are necessary not only to create 
jobs in the short term but to ensure the 
long-term economic health and pros-
perity of our country. 

b 1500 
What I am afraid the Republicans 

have proposed in their budget proposal, 
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in an effort to make cuts now, are seri-
ously compromising our ability to lead 
the world as an economic power. Look, 
we have to cut spending. We have to be 
responsible about managing this def-
icit. But we have to do it in a smart 
and strategic way that protects our in-
vestments in education, in innovation, 
in science and research so that we can 
make the new discoveries, develop the 
new products, and then manufacture 
them and lead the world as an eco-
nomic power. 

This is an opportunity to really un-
derstand the urgency of supporting 
manufacturing so that we can start 
making things again in this country, 
start selling goods. That’s how the 
middle class was built in America, was 
through manufacturing. That’s what 
built this country, a strong middle 
class. And the ongoing decisions that 
have been made by my friends on the 
other side of the aisle are undermining 
the middle class, are weakening the 
ability for manufacturing to grow. And 
I think they are the wrong decisions 
for our country. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you very 
much for the perspective from Rhode 
Island. I was, years ago, on the Black-
stone River, which I think was the 
heart of the Industrial Revolution here 
in the United States; and they were 
using water power for the mills at that 
time. A fascinating, great history. And 
now the most advanced technology is 
also done in Rhode Island, a lot of it 
having to do with the construction of 
submarines and the like. Very, very ad-
vanced. But all of that comes from the 
research, the engineering, the STEM 
education: science, technology, engi-
neering, mathematics. 

I would like to turn back to our col-
league from Maryland. I see that she 
has a few more thoughts. She was kind 
of anxious to get back into this discus-
sion. 

Ms. EDWARDS. I want to thank you, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, because I am excited 
about the prospect of manufacturing 
again in America. In my home State of 
Maryland, about 40 percent of our eco-
nomic base was manufacturing. Today, 
that’s under 10 percent. And I think 
that that’s a sign of what’s happened 
all across this country. But it doesn’t 
have to remain that way. 

Today, we heard the Prime Minister 
of Australia express a belief in America 
that I want America to express in her-
self in terms of us leading the world in 
technology development and manufac-
turing for the 21st century. We need to 
return to that. There is still a lot of in-
novation that’s going on. 

But let me tell you what’s happened 
over the last couple of decades. The 
United States used to have the number 
one research and development tax cred-
it in the world. Today, we’re number 
17. From number one to number 17. And 
what that means, when you begin to 
lose ahold of your innovation and other 
people are doing that innovation, pret-
ty soon the production lines move to 
where the innovation is taking place. 

So it’s no accident that manufacturing 
is leaving to where some of that inno-
vation is taking place in other coun-
tries. I want to make sure that we’re 
doing it, that we are making it, that 
we are manufacturing it right here in 
the United States. 

Let’s take solar panels as an exam-
ple. All of the great solar technology 
that we have developed right here in 
the United States. Where do we make 
solar panels? Every place else, particu-
larly in China. Well, we should be mak-
ing those in the United States, produc-
tion lines and manufacturing lines that 
are actually close to where the re-
search and development is taking 
place. We can go industry by industry, 
sector by sector and make the argu-
ment for making it in America. We are 
great innovators. 

But we don’t want to be at number 17 
when it comes to incentivizing through 
our tax policy good things, 
incentivizing innovation and manufac-
turing here in the United States, cre-
ating local jobs. I mean, the couple of 
firms that I talked about, they have 200 
employees. And, you know, some of 
those employees graduated high school 
and they’re working on that produc-
tion line, high-paid jobs working on 
that production line. They’re working 
alongside engineers who have Ph.D.s, 
and there are researchers with their 
Ph.D.s all along that production line, a 
couple of hundred employees. Well, we 
should be doubling and tripling that all 
across communities across this coun-
try so that we’re not at 10 percent of 
manufacturing capacity in my State, 
but we’re at 40 and 50 percent, because 
then people are working, they’ve got 
good job jobs, they’ve got great edu-
cation, and we are making it in Amer-
ica. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me pick up a 
couple of the themes that you hit upon. 
One of them, continuing on with re-
search in this area of this part of the 
country, and certainly in the San 
Francisco Bay area, where I represent, 
health care research is huge. It is an 
extraordinarily big part of the econ-
omy, both the research and then the 
spin-offs from it. We call this the 
biotech. And this is almost entirely 
health care-related biotech. We also 
have the biofuels, again coming out of 
research. 

The Republican continuing resolu-
tion reduces funding for the National 
Institutes of Health by $1.6 billion. We 
are talking about 25,000 health-related 
research projects that will either stop, 
be delayed, or pushed off the track— 
25,000. We’re talking about things that 
are really serious to us: heart disease, 
diabetes, cancer, all of the things that 
affect every American and literally ev-
erybody in this world. The research 
would be slowed down, stopped, and in 
some cases terminated as a result of 
the feeding frenzy that went on here on 
this floor where more than 400 amend-
ments were considered with very, very 
little thought. 

Our colleague BETTY SUTTON talked 
about, yes, cuts, but be smart with 

your cuts. Don’t just take whatever is 
on your mind, whatever the latest 
sound bite is, because it may have a 
very detrimental effect. You are look-
ing at in this case the National Insti-
tutes of Health. Human health. Our 
well-being as Americans; and that 
means 25,000 research jobs would be 
terminated. 

Now, the press doesn’t follow the de-
tails. The press follows the game. Is 
the Senate going to act, or will we 
have a government shutdown? That’s 
an interesting game. But underlying 
those will-they won’t-they issues are 
the issues of what actually is in the 
legislation; and this particular piece of 
legislation, 700,000 jobs, critical needs 
that we have as human beings for 
health, jobs that we need in the future, 
whether they are in the science field, 
in the manufacturing field, and jobs for 
today in the construction industry. 

Pulling money out of construction 
for infrastructure; programs to provide 
clean water for our communities— 
thousands of those programs will die as 
a result of the Republican continuing 
resolution which is now before the Sen-
ate. Hopefully, the Senate will be wiser 
than what happened here on the floor. 
We can go on and on. 

I developed a list, I call it the dirty 
dozen, and these are specific things, 
education, I know that’s a big thing in 
your district, University of Maryland, I 
think it’s adjacent to your district, but 
you claim it, don’t you? 

Ms. EDWARDS. Well, let me just go, 
because I am having a conversation 
this afternoon with the president of the 
University of Maryland. I was out at 
the University of Maryland campus 
over the past weekend. Like campuses 
all across this country that are en-
gaged in some of the top-notch re-
search that’s going on in the country, I 
was with 300 young people from kinder-
garten to 12th grade over at the Uni-
versity of Maryland, all interested in 
the STEM fields, interested in science, 
technology, engineering, and math, in-
terested in making a career in those 
fields that are about the 21st century. 

Sadly, here we are in the United 
States Congress completely discon-
nected to communities, completely dis-
connected to young people and their 
aspirations for the future, cutting, 
slashing, burning, cutting programs 
that are about educating our young 
people to take advantage of the 21st 
century. 

And so it just seems that there is a 
complete disconnect between what the 
majority is doing and how that will 
play out for our future. And so I had to 
say to these young people, you know, 
stay with it. Stick with those STEM 
fields, with the science and the tech-
nology and the engineering and math. 
Go on to that engineering school, go on 
into the biosciences that we see coming 
out of the University of Maryland, go 
on into the space program because we 
are investing in technologies not just 
that are going to open up our universe, 
but that actually have real application 
here on Earth. 
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We have to continue to support our 

young people to do that. But it really 
does fly in the face of what’s actually 
being done by this Republican majority 
to cut away at education for the fu-
ture, to say we don’t really want to 
manufacture things here in the United 
States and say that we don’t really 
care whether we make that research 
and development tax credit permanent 
so that small firms can innovate and 
create and hire. 

But we know that America cares 
about those things. That’s why it’s im-
portant for us to have this conversa-
tion with the American people about 
what it’s going to take, really, to 
jump-start the economy and the things 
that are happening in this Congress 
that are going to put a kibosh on that. 

b 1510 

Cutting 700,000 jobs, zero jobs created 
in 10 weeks of this Congress, and not 
investing in our future, not investing 
in our manufacturing. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Precisely so. 
At the University of Maryland, I sus-

pect it’s similar to what I found in the 
California State University system, 
which is the largest university system, 
they would argue, in the world. We 
may want to find out what China’s ac-
tually up to, but it’s a huge system. 

The Pell Grant is a critical element 
in providing the opportunity for stu-
dents to stay in school. Yet the con-
tinuing resolution supported by the Re-
publicans here on this floor, and now 
over in the Senate for consideration, 
would drastically reduce the Pell Grant 
by some $870 per person at the same 
time that the tuition at all of the uni-
versities is going up, literally making 
it very difficult for tens or hundreds of 
thousands of students to stay in school, 
and these are the future workers in the 
high-value jobs that we need here in 
America. 

So, it’s not just the higher education 
and the Pell Grants that are being cut, 
but at the beginning, the Head Start 
program, we’re talking about young 
children who do not have an oppor-
tunity because of their family’s pov-
erty to get started in education, a 
proven program that actually works. 
Now, not every Head Start program— 
and last year, we put together a pro-
gram to weed out those that are not 
successful and bring in new ones that 
would be able to replace them. But 
218,000 young children from impover-
ished families are going to be thrown 
off of the Head Start program, not next 
year, but as soon as this continuing 
resolution becomes law. We can’t let 
that happen. 

So we will fight. Firstly, and hope-
fully, the President, should this some-
how pass the Senate and come back to 
this House and be passed, the President 
should veto it because I know that he 
wants to out-educate, out-build, and 
out-innovate every other country in 
the world; and you cannot do that un-
less you have a highly educated work-
force soon and later, beginning with 

those children in the Head Start pro-
gram. 

Now, this is a program in your year 
that I understand that is important to 
you. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Just yesterday, edu-
cators from my congressional district 
were here on Capitol Hill. They were 
educators from Bowie State Univer-
sity, an Historically Black College that 
is now poised to get research grants 
going to Historically Black Colleges 
and Universities, cut by the Republican 
majority in the continuing resolution. 

There were representatives here from 
the University of Maryland. I’ve spo-
ken again about the wonderful work 
that they are doing in cyber security, 
in aerospace research over at that uni-
versity campus, cut in this continuing 
resolution. 

There were educators from our com-
munity colleges that are training both 
young people and people who want new 
and real skills for this new economy, 
cut in this continuing resolution. 

And you spoke about the Pell Grants. 
What these universities and commu-
nity colleges share in common in high-
er education is that they know that in 
order to bring up the most diverse 
workforce, a trained and skilled work-
force, we also need students who come 
from vulnerable families, whose fami-
lies can’t afford to send them to school. 
And what have we done? We’ve cut out 
of that continuing resolution, the Re-
publican majority has cut $845, $870 
from Pell Grants. And you know what 
that means? That’s books for a semes-
ter, not even two semesters but, you 
know, probably a semester. 

And so I have to wonder what the 
majority is thinking about the future. 
They may be thinking about today, 
maybe—and we can argue about that— 
but they surely are not thinking about 
the future by cutting education, by not 
investing in manufacturing, by not in-
vesting in research, by not investing in 
all of the things that will make us 
competitive for the 21st century. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We kind of brack-
et the United States here. We’ve got 
the east coast with Maryland, and I’m 
out on the Pacific coast, but some-
where in between I believe is the State 
of Colorado, and I noticed our col-
league from the State of Colorado was 
standing over there, and he had that 
‘‘I’ve got to get involved in this’’ look. 
Please join us and share with us Colo-
rado, which has some of these pro-
grams and is very, very important to 
all of us. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Well, your point, 
to my friend from California, is that 
manufacturing matters and having jobs 
in America matters, that, you know, if 
we make it in America, we will make it 
in America. Our focus should be on pro-
viding good jobs here with good infra-
structure, whether that’s education, 
highways, transit, energy, in this coun-
try so that, for ourselves, our kids, our 
grandkids, there’s a prosperous future. 

But the Republicans completely 
missed that entire approach, and I 

liken it to this. Everybody says let’s 
look at this as if it’s family and a fam-
ily has to tighten its belt sometime. No 
question about it, but let’s really look 
at what’s occurred here and talk about 
the country as a family, because we are 
all in this together. You know, some-
times we can do something by our-
selves, but most of the time we’re in 
this together. 

So what’s happened here, let’s look 
at it, is at the beginning of this cen-
tury, back in 2001, 2002, the country 
took a voluntary pay cut. When the tax 
cuts under Bush came down, the coun-
try took a voluntary pay cut. So then 
the next thing that happens is, besides 
taking a voluntary pay cut, that fam-
ily or that person goes out and he 
builds two houses. We went to war 
twice in the Middle East to the tune of 
who knows how much money, but at 
least $1 trillion. So now we’ve taken a 
pay cut. We are building two 
houses—— 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Two wars. 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Which are two 

wars, and all of a sudden the bread-
winner has a heart attack. And that’s 
what happened in the fall of 2008 when 
we had the financial crash. So no in-
come or lower income and lots of hos-
pital bills. And those hospital bills 
came in the form of unemployment in-
surance, COBRA for health insurance, 
and all sorts of things designed to keep 
the country moving forward despite 
the financial crash. 

So now, just as the person begins to 
recover, the breadwinner recovers from 
the heart attack and is starting to earn 
a salary again. Hospital bills start 
dropping, but you still have hospital 
bills to pay. My friends on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle said, Wait a sec-
ond. We should pay them all right now. 

No question that they have to be 
paid, but you’ve also got to get 
healthy. And just as we’re starting to 
add jobs in this country, just as people 
are starting to get back to work, my 
friends on the Republican side of the 
aisle want to blame the debt of this 
country not on the voluntary pay cut, 
the tax cuts, not on the two wars, not 
on the financial crash. They want to 
blame it on Head Start. They want to 
blame it on energy efficiency. They 
want to blame it on education. 

Those are the kinds of things that 
make the patients stronger and 
healthier and this Nation stronger and 
healthier so that we can have jobs 
here, so that we can build things here, 
so that we can have a prosperous fu-
ture for ourselves and our kids. 

And my friends on the Republican 
side of the aisle are so misdirected on 
this that it’s scary, and Americans 
should really sit up and take notice 
that their future is really being put to 
the test by the approach that the Re-
publicans want to take to balancing 
our budget and to building our future. 

With that, I would return the con-
versation to my friend from California. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let’s continue the 
conversation for a few moments here. 
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Presumably, these cuts were made to 

deal with the deficit. We’ve got a def-
icit problem. Thank you so very much 
for going back to the history of how we 
wound up with this huge deficit prob-
lem. It did begin in 2000 when the Clin-
ton administration left office. 

The projection for the decade 2000 to 
2010 was there would be a $5 trillion 
surplus, $5 trillion surplus. Based upon 
the policies that were in place when 
Clinton left office, 2001, $5 trillion sur-
plus, literally paying off all of Amer-
ica’s debt—gone, history. 

What happened? How well you said it. 
Two tax cuts that were not paid for 
that cut the revenue of the Federal 
Government. Two wars, Afghanistan 
and Iraq, not paid for. First time in 
America’s history that we went to war 
without having some way to pay for it, 
that is, some tax policy to pay for it. 
And then on top of that, a Medicare 
program, the drug benefit, again, a 
hundred billion dollar program, not 
paid for, and then the heart attack. 

b 1520 
The crash of the world economy was 

caused by excess Wall Street exu-
berance. In many cases, that exu-
berance was fraud, misdirection, and 
the collapse of the financial industry 
taking down the world economy and 
our economy. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. And to that 
point, the financial heart attack that 
this country suffered and the world suf-
fered, now the country starts to get 
back on its feet. Under Barack Obama, 
on March 9 of 2009, 2 years ago, the 
President had been in office for 1 
month, we hit the bottom of the stock 
market. It had fallen some 6,000 points 
in the last months of George Bush. 
Since President Obama came into of-
fice, the stock market has gained 6,000 
points. Almost 2 years ago to the day, 
the stock market reversed itself under 
his leadership. 

Now, part of that is we put some po-
lice back on Wall Street, not in an ex-
cessive way, but in a way to make sure 
that investors and people dealing with 
the financial industry were getting a 
fair shake. And confidence has been re-
stored to some degree in the financial 
industry. 

Now my Republican friends, that’s 
another place they want to cut. Let’s 
take the cops back off the beat both on 
Wall Street as well as all across the 
country. Again, a very wrong-headed 
move to build the future of this Nation. 

I would like to do just one other fam-
ily analogy if I could. So we’ve had this 
tremendous fall. The family has got to 
manage its expenses. It needs to get its 
income up, and it needs to manage the 
expense side. So what we have is, say, 
okay, we got Aunt Maude, she’s in a 
nursing home. We’ve got Nephew Joey, 
he’s in a preschool down the street, and 
we’ve got Uncle Rex who is an oil com-
pany executive. And we’ve been helping 
all of them. We’ve been helping Aunt 
Maude. We’ve been helping Nephew 
Joey. And we’ve been helping Uncle 
Rex. 

Well, under the Republican approach, 
they want to kick Aunt Maude out of 
the nursing home. They want to make 
sure there’s no preschool for Nephew 
Joey, but they want to keep sending 
the check to Uncle Rex. 

We’re all in this together. If we want 
to manage this deficit, if we want to 
pay down the debt, we are all in this 
together. And the approach that 
they’ve taken just doesn’t make sense. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If we were to look 
at the proposal that President Obama 
put forth in his budget that came out 
about a month ago, he put forth a pro-
gram that would hold government ex-
penditures at a 5-year freeze, that is, 
no increase, but they’re being able to 
continue to pay for those necessary 
programs for Aunt Maude and for 
Nephew Rick—was it Nephew Rick? 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Nephew Joey. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. Nephew Joey. It 

was that other uncle that was making 
off like a bandit. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Uncle Rex. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. So that was to 

freeze the level of expenditure and to 
put in place tax policies so that your 
oil company executive would begin 
paying a fair share, rather than getting 
a very significant tax break, beginning 
to pay their share back into this econ-
omy. 

Over time, and this was about in 7 
years, the percentage of the GDP, the 
gross domestic product, that was to 
debt, or to the deficit, would fall from 
around 11 percent down to about 3 per-
cent, so that it would be managed over 
time. 

Going back to your analogy, you’ve 
got all of those debts built up during 
the 2000 to 2010 period or 2008 period, 
and then, taking time, 6, 7 years, to 
bring it back under control, not with 
the kind of chaotic cuts that are now 
being proposed by our Republican 
friends where we would actually slow 
down the economy, throw some 700,000 
people out of work, reducing tax reve-
nues, increasing unemployment, unem-
ployment expenses go up, hospital, 
emergency room expenses go up be-
cause people no longer have health 
care, and on the other end, people los-
ing their homes. They don’t have a job, 
you can’t pay the mortgage, you’re 
going to lose your home, so the hous-
ing market would also be hit as a re-
sult of the proposal that actually 
passed this floor with Republican sup-
port. I think there were only three or 
four Democrats who voted for it. 

We need to have a wise policy. We 
need to make cuts. To be sure, we need 
to make cuts. And I want to put one 
example on the table here before we go 
any further and people think that 
we’re not supporting cuts. We asked 
last year the Congressional Research 
Office, a nonpartisan group, to take a 
look at governmental programs and to 
tell us where the duplication is, where 
the unnecessary programs are in gov-
ernmental programs. 

That report just came out yesterday. 
And I was thumbing through it quick-

ly. I don’t have it in front of me, but I 
was going through it. And what struck 
me was that most of the duplication, 
most of the unnecessary programs and 
the waste turned out to be in one De-
partment of this government. It hap-
pens to be the Department of Defense. 
No surprise. No surprise. Duplication, 
unnecessary expenditures and line 
after line after line came up that that’s 
where we should be focusing. There are 
other programs, to be sure, but the big 
bucks, the big dollars were in the De-
partment of Defense. 

Now, it is pretty well known, cer-
tainly in my district, and I’d like any-
body else to know, that I think this 
war in Afghanistan ought to end right 
away. That’s $120 billion. Let’s just say 
we leave behind in Afghanistan for so-
cial and economic development, to deal 
like a laser on al Qaeda, the real ter-
rorists that may be there and in Paki-
stan and in other places, let’s just say 
we can take back $100 billion. That 
happens to be $40 billion more than the 
continuing resolution that was put 
forth here. I don’t want to get too far 
off track, but that’s a lot of money. 
And ultimately, we’re going to leave, 
and they’re going to go about doing 
what they need to do over there. But 
we need to focus on the terrorism and 
focus significantly like a laser on that. 

Maybe I got a little bit off track with 
it, but if you want to save $100 billion, 
there’s $100 billion. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Would the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Please. 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. So I just say to 

my friend from California, just going 
back to my analogy, or my metaphor, 
of voluntary pay cut and then all of a 
sudden you’re building two houses 
after you just took a voluntary pay 
cut, being the two wars, but the good 
news, but there still is much work to 
go, is that the war in Iraq, we had 
150,000 people there. Under the Obama 
administration, that’s been drawn 
down to about 50 and is shrinking, 
we’re saving already $100 billion a year 
there alone. Obviously, you’ve got to 
look at Afghanistan and a continued 
drawdown because that’s money that 
could go towards not increasing the 
debt, but ultimately reducing the debt. 

The other thing is that the best way 
to shrink the deficit, just in that same 
analogy I was giving, is to put people 
back to work. The more people that are 
working, the better off we are. We are 
in this together. That’s the whole point 
of this. This country’s motto is ‘‘e 
pluribus unum,’’ from many one. We’re 
in this together. Big guys, those guys 
making a lot of money, God bless 
them. The little guys who are working 
their fannies off, God bless them. We 
are in this together. And the only way 
we deal with problems in this Nation is 
when we deal with them together. 

And this country is a great Nation. 
We will solve these problems. There 
will always be problems in the future, 
and we just take them one at a time as 
they come. We can do this. We will do 
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this. We will have a prosperous future 
for all of us. But we’ve got some work 
to do right now. 

And my plea to my friends on the Re-
publican side of the aisle is don’t cut 
off the Nation’s nose to spite its face. 
We can take care of these responsibil-
ities and pay these bills. That’s what 
America does. It pays its bills. We need 
to do it in a sensible way and not cut 
out the future and the opportunity 
that so many Americans get from their 
education, from the infrastructure that 
needs to be rebuilt, and from making 
things here in this country. 

b 1530 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I am delighted to 
hear the gentleman from Colorado’s 
perspective. 

Two things immediately on my mind, 
and I see my senior colleague from the 
great State of New York has joined us. 
I will call on him in just a second. 

One of the things that we are focused 
on in the Democratic Caucus is making 
it in America, rebuilding the manufac-
turing in America so that America can 
make it. Manufacturing really matters 
because this is where the middle class 
is. This is where the middle class jobs 
are, when you couple that with the 
power of the unions to make sure that 
working men and women, the middle 
class, get a share of the wealth that is 
generated when we manufacture 
things. 

Some what is going on in the Mid-
west, in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Ohio, and other States is really impor-
tant in making sure that the wealth 
that is generated in this Nation is 
available to everyone in this Nation, 
particularly those people who are mak-
ing things in America once more. 
Wouldn’t we all love to go into a Tar-
get store and find on every shelf ‘‘Made 
in America.’’ Chinese, fine, you guys 
are doing okay. But I want those 
things made in America. 

Two pieces of legislation that I have 
introduced, along with many others 
that my colleagues have introduced, 
simply say if it is our tax money that 
is being used to support, for example, 
solar, photovoltaic systems, the wind 
turbines, the biofuel systems, if it is 
our tax money that is being used for 
the production tax credits or to sub-
sidize the solar cells on your house, 
buy American-made cells. Buy Amer-
ican. That is American dollars. Use 
that money in America. 

Similarly, you and I, we are paying 
181⁄2 cents on every gallon of gas to sup-
port traffic, to support highway con-
struction, buses, trains, and light rail 
systems. Our money should be used to 
purchase trains and buses and light rail 
systems that are made in America. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Would the gen-
tleman yield one more time? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Certainly, and 
then I will turn it over to Mr. RANGEL. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. On that point, 
you raise a great point. Here we are fi-
nally making some real progress on en-
ergy efficiency and renewable energy, 

and we know that you have to have the 
whole menu of ways to power this 
country. It’s oil and gas; it’s going to 
be carbon-based fuels; it’s going to be 
nuclear; it’s going to be renewable en-
ergy and energy efficiency. But under 
my Republican colleagues’ plans, we 
are going to go right back to where we 
were as we start to see gasoline start-
ing to go through the roof. So we are 
always going to be at the whim of im-
porting oil. 

I mean, I feel like sometimes my 
friends on the Republican side of the 
aisle, their mantra is: Let’s export jobs 
and import oil. It’s just wrong. It’s 
wrong for this Nation. It’s wrong for 
the future, for our future, and for our 
kids. We really have to be focusing on 
that. This Nation needs to come to-
gether because we can build that better 
future together and not just doing 
some of the I think knee-jerk things 
that the Republican Party has re-
quested of the Congress. It is bad for 
America. It goes way too far, and I 
know we can do better. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. RANGEL, 
please join us here. 

Mr. RANGEL. Well, thank you so 
much. I was in my office doing a lot of 
work, and I couldn’t figure who you 
people were talking about; it must be 
some foreign enemies of the United 
States that really were not supporting 
the things that, as far as I am con-
cerned, it just makes common sense. 
It’s just a patriotic agenda. It’s just 
something that if America has given us 
the opportunity to get to where we are, 
and our parents are where they are, it 
just seems to me that we cannot afford 
to talk like Democrats and Repub-
licans. We’re talking about America, 
an America that can be and continues 
to be a beacon for countries all over 
the world. 

You mentioned manufactured, made 
in the United States. I remember I was 
on a trade mission in the Caribbean 
and there were some difficulties some 
Members had about whether or not we 
should give preferential trade to these 
small countries. My contribution was I 
just walked around everything that 
was in the places where we were. The 
corn flakes came from the United 
States. The cars came from the United 
States. The lamps came from the 
United States. The furniture came 
from the United States. Doing trade 
with them meant we were encouraging 
our base to do what we do best, and 
that is to make things. So it just seems 
to me that when we get a flicker of 
hope coming out of Detroit—and, oh, 
my God, Detroit, when I was a kid 
after World War II, I really thought I 
was in heaven to see middle class peo-
ple with cars and little boats and kids 
going to college, and their parents 
never dreamed it. But they were mak-
ing things. They were making money. 
They were investing in our future. 

And now that they’re coming back, I 
cannot see why any police cars, fire 
cars, commuter cars, anything, how we 
can say that—we ought to go to De-

troit first before we go to Tokyo, be-
fore we go to Taiwan and all of these 
other countries. It is the sense in say-
ing that you made an investment in a 
country that created an atmosphere 
that makes us all proud. 

To me, I like fighting Republicans. I 
mean, it’s what the country should be 
all about. And I have been here for four 
decades. It has been exciting. And peo-
ple said, well, didn’t this happen in 
1994? No; we fought then, but we were 
still friends. We didn’t have people put-
ting down our country. We had dif-
ferent ideas how to reach the same ob-
jectives. We were concerned about jobs 
always, but also education, also health 
care. 

It’s inconceivable how anybody, Re-
publican or Democrat, can cut pro-
grams when, if you go into an emer-
gency ward in a hospital, they don’t 
ask for your voting card. They don’t 
ask whether you are a Democrat or a 
Republican. If you are laid off, and you 
go home and you have to tell your wife 
or pull your kids out of school, the loss 
of self-esteem, the loss of the security 
you have, the embarrassment that you 
are going to lose your house, nobody 
asks, are you a Democrat or Repub-
lican, are you liberal or conservative. 
And it gets contagious as to what hap-
pens in one block when a house is fore-
closed. Then it happens in a commu-
nity, and then is happens to America. 
And that is what is happening today. It 
is happening to our country. 

And so it seems to me that when peo-
ple have campaigned and said that they 
want to stop spending, they want to 
stop borrowing and they want to raise 
revenue, they want to balance the 
budget, that’s not Republican, that’s 
American. But where do you ever get 
the concept that just stopping spending 
in certain areas, it means that you 
have savings? I mean, you can cut 
someone’s foot off, but still you’re 
going to have a problem with the rest 
of the economy. And if, indeed, the spe-
cialists, Republicans or Democrats, 
economists can tell you, that their 
H.R. 1 continuing resolution is going to 
lose 700,000 jobs, how in the world could 
we not debate that? How in the world 
can we not discuss that? 

How can not a group of Democrats 
and Republicans say, well look, we 
made these campaign promises. They 
were ridiculous. We really believe we 
ought to make sensible cutbacks. Let’s 
see how we can cut back without caus-
ing more economic problems for our 
country. Let’s see whether or not the 
environmental problems still are going 
to continue, whether or not health 
problems are still going to be there. 

And my God, education. Education, 
the United States of America. Edu-
cation has been the key to opening the 
doors for imaginations to capture the 
entire world. And you don’t have to 
have any bad feelings about other peo-
ple in other countries; it’s just that 
we’re so used to being proud as Ameri-
cans. We’re so used to saying that if 
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it’s made in America, it must be bet-
ter. And what we’re not used to is ask-
ing for handouts. And what we’re not 
used to is having people say that 
they’re not going to help us with un-
employment insurance when we didn’t 
want that, we wanted employment. 
And they say no, they can’t even give 
us assistance while we’re waiting for a 
break. 

Right here in America, there are so 
many people who have lost their jobs. 
And do you know, JOHN, those jobs will 
never be there for them because pro-
ductivity, technology, has closed the 
opportunity. My God, they have to be 
retrained; and they reach a certain age 
where retraining is not even an option. 

b 1540 

For our young people to go to school 
or for them to continue to believe in 
their communities, in their families 
and in their country, you’ve got to 
have training and education to find out 
what the demand is going to be. It 
won’t be the same demand that we had, 
perhaps, when I was a kid or when my 
parents were kids; but there should be 
great opportunities in the greatest 
country in the world. 

Make no mistake about it: We are 
not broke. We are not broke. We did 
not get into this thing in a Democrat 
way or in a Republican way. People 
made big, big, big mistakes, but it 
wasn’t the guy working on the job or 
the guy in the union who made the 
mistake. It wasn’t that we overcom-
pensated public employees. They didn’t 
cause this deficit. 

It just seems to me, JOHN, that we 
shouldn’t have to have this debate on 
this floor. People listening ought to 
recognize that cutting billions of dol-
lars of resources and causing pain to 
our young people and to our senior citi-
zens is a campaign promise that 
shouldn’t have been made and that cer-
tainly shouldn’t have been carried 
through. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If the gentleman 
would yield, first, thank you so very 
much for joining us and for bringing a 
perspective of four decades of extraor-
dinary work here on the floor and in 
the committees, for keeping us on 
track, and for keeping that vision that 
America is a great place. Americans 
are strong and resilient and really 
want to improve their positions and, 
even more so, want to improve their 
children’s positions. Therefore, the key 
investments that we must make for 
today and on into the future are pretty 
straightforward. 

We need to have the best education 
in the world. We’ve got a long way to 
go. We’re not going to get there by 
eliminating Head Start, by eliminating 
the Pell Grants, by forcing kids out of 
school, by shutting down classes or by 
taking classes from 20 to 35 kids. 
That’s what my daughter faces. She’s a 
second-grade teacher. She now has 33 
kids in her class. She’ll probably have 
35 in a couple of months. She had 20 
last year. We can’t improve the edu-

cation system. Research. That’s tomor-
row. Research is tomorrow. If we don’t 
do it today, we will lose this. 

Already I’m getting companies com-
ing to me, saying we have to improve 
the research. We have to have that re-
search tax credit because what’s hap-
pening is the manufacturing isn’t in 
America—it’s overseas—and now the 
research is following the manufac-
turing. We’ve got to turn that around. 
Yet the continuing resolution cuts re-
search: energy research, research in 
manufacturing, research in health 
care. 

So where is tomorrow? 
Tomorrow is going to be overseas un-

less we return it to America with 
smart investments in the future: infra-
structure; transportation, moving peo-
ple here and there; information infra-
structure. The continuing resolution 
cuts infrastructure. Those are ‘‘today’’ 
jobs that give us the future. We can go 
on and on here, but we are nearly out 
of time. 

What I would ask my Republican col-
leagues is to put the feeding frenzy 
aside and to sit down and look at what 
really can be cut without harming the 
future. We can do this. We can make it 
once again in America if we use our tax 
policy wisely, if we use our tax money 
to support American-made products— 
buses, trains, solar cells, wind turbines. 
Our tax money should be used to buy 
those pieces of equipment that are 
made in America. 

Mr. RANGEL. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I would love to 
yield to you anytime. 

Mr. RANGEL. Just on what you were 
talking about, the tax policy, and 
knowing that the top 1 percent of the 
wage earners, or the income people, in 
this country own 40 percent of the Na-
tion’s wealth. The President of the 
United States has to go to the United 
States Chamber of Commerce and re-
mind them of the hundreds of billions 
of dollars that taxpayers have given to 
them so that they will be able to sur-
vive. Yet they won’t take a gamble 
with their country in terms of helping 
us in partnerships to create the jobs 
that we need so badly. If we cleaned up 
the Tax Code, we could find so much 
that we could reduce the rates and 
make certain the incentives that we 
have would be to encourage people to 
invest in the good USA. 

So let me thank you so much for the 
contribution you’re making. To me, 
anyone watching this ought to throw 
away Republican and Democrat ideas 
and try to find out what’s good for our 
great country. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. This is a great 
country, and we’re going to have a 
great future. We’re in tough times 
right now, and we’ve been in tough 
times in the past. But if we have wise, 
thoughtful policies, we’ll pull this 
country together, and we will deal with 
the deficit. We just can’t do it in ways 
that are not wise and that do not give 
us the investments for the future. 

I think our time has expired. Thank 
you so very much for joining us. Thank 
you for your years of service to this 
Nation as a Member of Congress and as 
a war hero. We thank you. 

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you for your 
great contribution. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

THE CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CARTER) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. CARTER. Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er. I appreciate being recognized. 

In 1994, when the Republicans were 
placed in control of the House and Sen-
ate, they produced a magnificent piece 
of legislation, a legislative weapon 
against the overreaching of govern-
ment. This was done in the Clinton ad-
ministration, and it was signed into 
law by that President. This weapon 
hadn’t been used but once during the 
Clinton administration and not at all 
during the three GOP years of Presi-
dent Bush. 

What it’s called is the Congressional 
Review Act. This is an act that re-
quires all Federal agencies to submit 
any new major regulation to the 
United States Congress for 60 legisla-
tive days prior to its enactment, dur-
ing which time the Congress can vote 
to block these new rules if the Con-
gress sees fit. 

With Mr. Obama in the White House 
and Senator REID still throttling back 
in the Senate, the Congressional Re-
view Act gives the House the potential 
to block or at least to expose the out-
rageous new rules being promulgated 
on the American people. These were 
done by the entrenched leftists in the 
Federal bureaucracy, and they are con-
troversial rules that cost Americans 
jobs. 

If there is one thing that the Amer-
ican people have told us they are most 
interested in, besides the fact that we 
are running away with spending in this 
Congress, it’s that they want jobs. You 
can do whatever you want to a family, 
but if you give a family a job, that 
family has at least the security of that 
employment. Since by that very de-
structive nature these regulations have 
the potential, rather than to create 
jobs, to destroy jobs, they should be se-
riously looked at by this House of Rep-
resentatives. 

One of the things that people don’t 
understand about how the Federal Gov-
ernment works—in fact, we had this 
said to us all the time—is ‘‘you passed 
X law, and it’s really affecting and 
hurting my business,’’ when in reality 
the law, itself, may not do any harm to 
one’s business at all. The regulations, 
though, promulgated by the authority 
that has been given rulemaking power 
on that legislation have the effect of 
law. Yet they’re not passed by this 
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