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denying all those investments with 
this budget, just like this Medicare 
chart which, as you indicate, will have 
seniors receiving 32 cents on every 
health care dollar they require, and 
they’re going to have to fend for the 
rest. 

So we’re asking middle class America 
to pay more, everything but 32 cents on 
the dollar for their health care as sen-
iors qualifying for Medicare, and then 
we’re going to take and destroy this 
economy and snuff out the dreams and 
the opportunities for America’s middle 
class. We were told in November, 
America start growing the economy, 
stop draining and reducing the middle 
class. You are reducing, you’re snuffing 
out that middle class. And that was the 
message. 

And also on taxes I believe America 
is waking up to what has happened 
here with some of these scenarios. 
They understand it is not about who’s 
cutting taxes but whose taxes are you 
cutting? Whose taxes will you cut? 
There’s a big difference. And when you 
do this mindless handout to profit-rich 
oil companies, historically profit rich, 
sitting on about a trillion dollars 
worth of profit, and mindlessly for 
nearly a century we have handed out 
these benefits to oil companies. It’s 
wrong. We can do better. This plan is 
the Road to Ruin. 

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank the gen-
tleman. We have a couple minutes left. 
I would just like to yield to my friend, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, for some closing com-
ments about making it in America. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If America is 
going to make it, we have to make it in 
America. Once again, manufacturing 
matters. The problem with the Repub-
lican budget is it hollows out, con-
tinues the hollowing out of American 
industry by denying the research, re-
ducing research and reducing job train-
ing and continuing the kind of tax poli-
cies that actually give corporations tax 
breaks when they send jobs offshore. 
We want to reverse that. We’re putting 
together the Make it in America agen-
da, a real jobs agenda for the middle 
class. 

Mr. YARMUTH, thank you so very, 
very much for bringing this to our at-
tention and carrying this discussion to-
night. 

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank the gen-
tleman and thanks for his participa-
tion. I just want to say in closing that 
budget battles are more about dollars, 
and I think all of us on both sides of 
the aisle believe that and live by that, 
or want to live by that. Budgets are 
about values. Budgets are about what 
we care for in America. And one of the 
things that I think we have always 
stood for in America is the idea that 
anyone has the opportunity to reach 
his or her full potential, and to be 
wealthy, but certainly to be happy and 
to be healthy. 

What the Republican budget does is 
destroy much of that hope, destroy 
much of that dream, slashing edu-
cation, slashing research and develop-

ment, and slashing investment in infra-
structure while at the same time giv-
ing more and more tax breaks to 
wealthy individuals, millionaires, bil-
lionaires, oil companies, Wall Street 
hedge fund managers, and the people 
who have already had more than their 
share of the American blessing. 

So as we proceed in this debate this 
week on the budget and throughout 
these next few months in the Congress, 
I want to make it very clear that our 
values are at stake, not just our dol-
lars, but our values, and whether you 
call it the Road to Ruin, or as I look to 
call it, the Pay Back for the Pros-
perous, the Republican budget does not 
reflect our values. It does not lead to a 
brighter future for the vast majority of 
Americans, and it should be rejected. 
We should move forward with a budget 
that invests in our dearest, dearest 
asset, and that is the American people. 

f 

THE BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
STUTZMAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the 
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
FORTENBERRY) is recognized for 27 min-
utes. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 
any American that may be watching 
tonight is probably bewildered by all of 
the discussion of budgets and con-
tinuing resolutions and perhaps debt 
ceilings, as well as the appropriations 
process. In order to understand where 
we are currently, it is important to 
look back at where we were. And what 
I would like to do tonight is share a lit-
tle bit of information about what the 
government spends, where the revenue 
comes from, and then how we got into 
this current situation we are in. Right 
now, we have a $1.6 trillion deficit. We 
have $14 trillion of debt. That means 
every man, woman, and child in Amer-
ica, if we were to pay it off right now, 
owes $45,000. And the trajectory of 
spending is simply unsustainable. We 
are borrowing about 40 cents on every 
dollar that we spend. America cannot 
continue to do this. We all know that. 
We all know we are going to have to 
act with bold resolve to get the fiscal 
house in order. 

But let’s look at this chart, Mr. 
Speaker, for a moment. It shows the 
President’s 2011 budget proposal. There 
was no budget in 2011, and this is part 
of the confusion. There was no fin-
ishing of the appropriations process. 
Right now we are trying to finish the 
appropriations process, cleaning up the 
mess from last year by passing what is 
called a CR, continuing resolution, 
that will fund the government for the 
rest of the year. But a lot of the num-
bers are based off a somewhat mythical 
budget, and it’s just easier to talk 
about, I think, the President’s 2011 
budget to get a snapshot currently of 
where we are in terms of the fiscal sit-
uation. 

Here is what the government spends 
and the categories in which it spends. 

If you look at the blue side of that 
chart there, that is what we in Wash-
ington call discretionary spending. And 
defense is about 20 percent of the dis-
cretionary spending here in the United 
States. The other section of the blue 
slice of the pie there is what we call 
non-defense discretionary spending. 
That’s about 14 percent of the overall 
budget. A lot of the negotiations about 
reducing the budget at this time have 
centered around that particular slice of 
the pie. 

The other aspects of government that 
we fund, Social Security, this maroon 
slice right here, is about 20 percent of 
the budget. Medicare is about 13 per-
cent, Medicaid about 8 percent, and 
then another mandatory spending cat-
egory, these are programs that are on 
auto pilot, whatever the demand is, we 
spend, we write the check. And it has 
grown very rapidly since the year 2008 
when it was 11 percent. It is now 17 per-
cent of the budget. This includes unem-
ployment, welfare, supplemental secu-
rity income for the disabled, jobs pro-
grams, as well as some of the TARP 
money, the bailout money for banks 
and Wall Street. That’s the lion’s share 
of the budget here, 57 percent. It is 
called mandatory spending, discre-
tionary, 36 percent spending, that’s de-
fense and non-defense discretionary, 
and then we add interest on the debt, 
that yellow section right there, and 
that’s about 7 percent. So that’s basi-
cally what the government spends 
right here. And that totaled about $3.8 
trillion in last year’s projected budget 
for this year. 

Now, where did the revenues for the 
government come from? 
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It is important to remember this 
number, $2.567 trillion; $3.8 trillion ex-
penditures; $2.567 trillion in revenues. 
In this blue area over here, this is the 
largest area where we obtain income 
for the government, and that is the in-
dividual income tax. That is about 44 
percent of overall revenues to the gov-
ernment. About half of Americans are 
paying income tax. This orange area is 
what we call payroll taxes. That is 
about 36 percent. Anybody who is 
working is going to pay a payroll tax. 
Corporate income tax, this yellowish 
area here, is about 12 percent. And then 
the rest of the budget receipts come 
from estate and excise taxes, as well as 
customs and other receipts. 

But the important number to remem-
ber is $2.567 trillion as opposed to $3.8 
trillion in spending. This shows you 
the imbalance. Again, remember, this 
was last year’s projections. We were 
projecting $1.267 trillion based upon 
this spending level and this amount of 
receipts. But in reality we have just 
found out that the new deficit estimate 
is actually about $1.6 trillion. It is sky-
rocketing. It is simply unsustainable. 

Now, let’s look at the next chart, 
which is the budget proposed for this 
year by the President; and it has 
spending a little less, down from about 
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3.8 to 3.7, revenues up slightly from 
about 2.5 to 2.6, and this is due to some 
spending reductions as well as tax in-
creases, which gives you a different 
balance here. You have a deficit projec-
tion of $1.1 trillion based upon these 
numbers. 

Remember, Mr. Speaker, I said this is 
somewhat bewildering given that we 
don’t have a 2011 budget or finished ap-
propriations bill for this year, and we 
are now beginning to consider a 2012 
budget in the midst of potentially, as 
well, bumping up against a debt ceiling 
vote shortly. 

Again, it is important to understand 
how we got here with such enormous 
deficits. If we look back in time, the 
last 20 years, look at spending. In 1990, 
it was $1.25 trillion. In 2000, it was $1.79 
trillion. This year, $3.8 trillion. The 
size of the Federal Government has ba-
sically doubled in the last decade. If 
you look at deficits as well, in 1990 we 
were talking about $200 billion deficits. 
I was a much younger person then, but 
I remember how shocking that figure 
was back then and how there were de-
mands that something be done. In the 
year 2000, because of extraordinary pro-
ductivity gains in the late nineties, we 
had a $200 billion surplus to the Fed-
eral Government. But this year, a $1.6 
trillion deficit. It is off the charts. Our 
debt in 1990 was about $3 trillion. In the 
year 2000 it was close to $6 trillion. 
Again, this year it will be $14 trillion, 
and it is set to continue to skyrocket 
in the coming years. 

The debt per person, per capita, 
$13,000; $12,900. In 2000, it was $20,000. 
Now it has doubled to about $45,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I used to be on the Lin-
coln City Council in Lincoln, Nebraska. 
One of the responsibilities we had 
every year with our $90 million budget 
was that it had to balance. There was 
never enough money to have the ideal 
number of police officers that we want-
ed or the exact number of firefighting 
apparatus that we would have preferred 
or the street or road or park mainte-
nance that we would have liked, but 
you had to make a decision. You had to 
make a decision about what were ap-
propriate tax rates and reasonable pub-
lic services and balance those. And by 
law, we also had to set a little aside. 

Yet Washington doesn’t have to do 
that. It can get away with enormous 
deficit spending because we have a big 
credit card. And for a long time, it 
really didn’t matter. 

At a negotiating table up here, there 
are really three factors: spending, ben-
efits, and debt. And guess which one 
loses every time, Mr. Speaker? Debt. 
Just pile on the debt, because the con-
sequences can be hidden from the 
American people. But the numbers now 
have gotten to be so shocking and the 
reality is coming home that I believe, I 
know, most Nebraskans and most 
Americans want this Congress to act 
with bold resolve to tighten the belt, to 
ask for some shared sacrifice to get 
this fiscal house in order, because this 
level of spending is unsustainable. 

A business can’t do it. A family can’t 
do it. A government should not be able 
to do it, because the consequences are 
really threefold; and they are no longer 
hidden. They are out in the open. 

This amount of debt and deficits cre-
ates basically three problems: one, it 
pushes off the obligation for the way in 
which we are currently living and 
spending onto children and grand-
children in terms of future taxes on 
them. It is unjust. 

The second problem is that it creates 
the potential for inflation. There is al-
ready an argument going on that the 
Federal Reserve policies are mone-
tizing our debt, basically printing 
money; and now you are seeing com-
modity inflation with price hikes in 
gasoline and other commodities. The 
effects are very real. 

The third problem is we are transfer-
ring ownership of America to foreign 
countries. China officially owns about 
a trillion dollars of this debt; but if you 
look at the numbers more closely, it 
could be as high as $2 trillion. That 
means a transfer of the assets of this 
country overseas. So this level of debt, 
I believe, and I think most Americans 
know, is actually undermining the 
ability of the economy to turn around 
and create jobs. Now it is not only cre-
ating economic volatility and eco-
nomic problems; it creates national se-
curity problems as we transfer more 
and more of this debt overseas and sell 
the assets of the country to others. 

So it is simply unsustainable, Mr. 
Speaker, and we have to act with bold 
resolve. We are staring at white water 
rapids. The choice is we can either 
build a boat, put on life jackets and try 
to navigate those rapids as best we can, 
or we will be swept away by them. We 
are going to have to go through them; 
it is just how we do it. 

That is what all the debates are this 
week, and will be in the coming weeks 
as to how do we set up the right frame-
work of responsible budgets, 
responsible appropriations, so that we 
can reset our economic course, get our 
fiscal house in order, begin to give the 
economy some stability, create jobs 
and, in turn, revenues come into the 
Treasury. So that is the course before 
us. 

Mr. Speaker, I did want to talk about 
another topic tonight as well, and it is 
very important that even in the midst 
of these budget negotiations that are 
going on, we not overlook the fact that 
the State Department recently re-
leased its annual report on human 
rights around the world. This report 
spanning 194 countries calls out those 
governments that routinely and bra-
zenly violate their stated commit-
ments to universal human rights. 

I think it is important that we draw 
back the veil on cruelty that is often 
perpetuated by the world’s most power-
ful against the world’s most vulnerable 
and appropriately elevate the issue in 
our national dialogue, as well as our 
international diplomatic efforts. The 
report spans 194 countries; and to the 

extent it is available, the report details 
the prevailing human rights conditions 
over the past year. 

First, let me start with some good 
news. Of the countries surveyed, Co-
lombia, Guinea, and Indonesia stand 
out for notable human rights improve-
ments, the first democratically elected 
President since independence in 1958, 
and consistent improvements across a 
range of indicators, respectively, in 
those countries. 

Countries where human rights condi-
tions very sadly prompt serious con-
cerns over the past year include Cote 
d’Ivoire, the Ivory Coast, where vicious 
fighting in recent weeks pursuant to a 
contested election has claimed numer-
ous lives; in addition, the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo, where rape is 
used as a political weapon; Iran, which 
still supports the stoning of women; 
Russia, which routinely and often vio-
lently suppresses the freedom of the 
press; and China, which has a history of 
forced abortion and sterilization to its 
demographic detriment. 

Other countries highlighted in par-
ticular this year: Nigeria, Sudan, 
Zimbabwe, Burma, Cambodia, North 
Korea, Vietnam, Belarus, Ukraine, 
Bahrain, Iran, Libya, Syria, Afghani-
stan, Pakistan, Uzbekistan, Cuba, 
Nicaragua and Venezuela, where rapid 
deterioration of civil rights and evi-
dence of tightening dictatorial rule are 
particularly tragic. 

The fundamental message that this 
report conveys to the world is that re-
sponsible governance rests upon two 
pillars. The first is a respect for human 
rights, and the second is a respect and 
responsibility for the rule of law. No 
society can flourish and prosper with-
out these important transcendent prin-
ciples as they are exercised in the form 
of religious liberty, freedom of speech, 
the right of assembly and peaceful pro-
test, as well as fair and free commerce. 

b 2120 

The human rights reports describe 
abuses that shock the conscience and 
tear at the elaborate fabric of the com-
munity of nations in which we live. 
These include the ill treatment of dis-
sidents, appalling prison conditions, 
extrajudicial killings, and, as I men-
tioned, forced abortion and steriliza-
tion policies that treat human beings 
like animals, violating their most inti-
mate and fundamental human dignity. 
The reports present detailed accounts 
of systemic corruption, security forces 
run amok, acting with state-sanctioned 
impunity, kangaroo courts that con-
demn innocents without recourse, 
making a mockery of the rule of law. 
These dark trends are very often deep-
ly entrenched, creating enabling envi-
ronments that fuel violence—and even 
genocide in some countries—toward 
vulnerable persons and ethnic groups. 

The reports address the barbaric 
scourge of human trafficking for sexual 
and other forms of ruthless exploi-
tation, such as forced labor. The re-
ports speak truth to perpetrators of 
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heinous crimes of violence against 
women and children, and they high-
light the feckless enforcement of laws 
to protect civilians against torture and 
other forms of cruel, inhumane, or de-
grading treatment or punishment. 
Taken together with related reports on 
human trafficking and freedom of reli-
gion, these particular reports on 
human rights provide keen insights 
into the state of our world in which we 
live today. 

Mr. Speaker, even as we consider 
these sobering matters, let us also rec-
ognize with due humility that the 
struggle here in the United States for 
the right to life, the most basic of 
human rights, particularly for unborn 
persons as well as the terminally ill 
and elderly and those suffering from 
cognitive disabilities that render their 
deplorable marginalization as ‘‘vegeta-
bles’’ even in our most esteemed med-
ical, political, and social circles, is a 
very deep problem that we must wres-
tle with here in our own country. Yet 
we have one basic advantage. This Na-
tion has learned through bitter experi-
ence that self-determination and rea-
soned discourse are far more powerful 
engines of growth and prosperity than 
subjugation by the nature of a police 
state. Sadly, too many countries in the 
international community lag signifi-
cantly in the development of this fun-
damental ideal, that of the notion of a 
people having a basic say, having a 
voice, in shaping the governments 
under which they live and the ability 
to shape their own futures according to 
transcendent and universal norms of 
justice. 

Over the past year, as natural disas-
ters summon us to compassion for peo-
ple in Japan, New Zealand, Chile, 
China, Colombia, Haiti, Iceland, Indo-
nesia, and Pakistan, as well as other 
nations ravaged by violent storms, in-
cluding our own, we are witnessing an-
other upheaval, a remarkable up-
heaval, in an important world region 
which calls for our focused attention. 
The Arab Spring movement has been 
driven by individuals joining their 
voices, motivated by a common thirst 
to realize their human potential and 
the desire to secure a decent operating 
space within civil society. This move-
ment is emblematic of lessons learned 
throughout the centuries. History has 
shown us that rule by suppression in 
its various forms and degrees is very 
difficult to sustain over the long term, 
particularly now with the opportunity 
we have for the sharing of ideals and 
principles. State-sanctioned force and 
coercion against the innocent, in var-
ious manifestations, has tended to 
backfire against their enforcers and 
enablers sooner or later. 

The human rights reports challenge 
today’s leaders to shake off the archaic 
and destructive patterns of abuse that 
foster so much needless human misery, 
sapping the productivity and vitality 
of countless millions, perhaps hundreds 
of millions, Mr. Speaker, in our world 
today. However, as useful as these re-

ports are, they do not tell the full 
story. As the difficult work of societal 
transformation begins for newly en-
franchised citizens in the key countries 
of Egypt and Tunisia, for instance, 
many people throughout the world, in 
places like China and North Korea and 
Iran, continue to suffer silently with 
no one to tell their story, with no one 
to document their plight, far from the 
gaze of cameras that convey real-time 
images for all the world to see. 

But these reports hold an important 
message for us as well. In this inter-
dependent world of shared technology, 
shared communication, travel, and 
commerce, we have failed to recognize 
a shared vision of justice. The United 
States is constantly called upon by the 
nations of the world to stand up 
against the forces of brutality. We are 
constantly called upon to engage in all 
matters of complexity that are causing 
human misery, which are really due to 
three factors: the generosity of the 
American taxpayer; the philosophical 
ideals that govern us and which do not 
allow us to sit by idly when we see 
human misery and suffering; and the 
fact that we are an exceptional and 
unique superpower. Though other na-
tions are growing in economic 
strength, given our philosophical ideals 
and our historic role as that excep-
tional superpower, it is a bit ironic 
that the world still turns to us, even 
though many other economies are 
growing very, very rapidly, when peo-
ple cry out for justice. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is time to elevate 
at the table of dialogue and negotia-
tion basic norms of human dignity and 
the governmental structures which 
nurture and protect that dignity. Let 
those norms sit alongside the negotia-
tions over trade, commerce, and secu-
rity, for this is ultimately more valu-
able than any economic gain, which is 
transient and passing. I believe it is 
time to focus on the permanent things, 
those which last, which will be the leg-
acy we will leave to the future of our 
country and to the future of the world. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of family 
medical reasons. 

Mr. REICHERT (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today and April 13 on ac-
count of family reasons. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 27 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, April 13, 2011, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1218. A letter from the Acting Congres-
sional Review Coordinator, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Importation of Horses From 
Contagious Equine Metritis-Affected Coun-
tries [Docket No.: APHIS-2008-0112] (RIN: 
0579-AD31) received March 29, 2011, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

1219. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of Lieutenant General 
Benjamin R. Mixon, United States Army, 
and his advancement to the grade of lieuten-
ant general on the retired list; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

1220. A letter from the Legan Information 
Assistant, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Prohibited Service at Savings and Loan 
Holding Companies; Reinstitution of Expira-
tion Date of Temporary Exemption [Docket 
No.: OTS-2010-0036] (RIN: 1550-AC14) received 
March 25, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

1221. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the first progress report of the im-
plementation of Section 3507 of the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act of 2010; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

1222. A letter from the Office of Exemption 
Determinations, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment to Prohibited Transaction Ex-
emption (PTE) 96-23 for Plan Asset Trans-
actions Determined by In-House Asset Man-
agers [Application Number D-11221] (ZRIN: 
1210-ZA09) received April 4, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

1223. A letter from the Policy Advisor/ 
Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Amendment of the Amateur Service Rules to 
Facilitate Use of Spread Spectrum Commu-
nications Technologies [WT Docket No.: 10- 
62] received March 28, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1224. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Control of Electroslag Weld 
Properties [Regulatory Guide 1.34] (Revision 
1) March 30, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1225. A letter from the Chairman, Pension 
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, transmitting 
the Corporation’s Semiannual Report from 
the Office of the Inspector General and the 
Director’s Semiannual Report on Manage-
ment Decisions and Final Actions on Office 
of Inspector General Audit Recommenda-
tions, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. 
Act), section 8G(h)(2); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

1226. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Economic Impact and Diversity, De-
partment of Energy, transmitting the Com-
mission’s annual report for Fiscal Year 2010 
prepared in accordance with Section 203 of 
the Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act), Public Law 107-174; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 
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