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home parish of St. John of the Cross in
Western Springs.

My own Catholic education in Chi-
cago gave me the knowledge, dis-
cipline, desire to serve and love of
learning that enabled me to earn my
doctorate degree and become a teacher
before being elected to Congress. In
recognizing Catholic Schools Week, we
pay a special tribute to dedicated
teachers and administrators who sac-
rifice so much, in many cases working
for less than they could earn elsewhere.
Many of my favorite memories are of
teachers, including many nuns who
taught me the value of faith and serv-
ice. Throughout the United States,
millions of others have similar memo-
ries of their dedicated sisters, priests
and lay teachers who gave their hearts
and souls to touch the lives of their
students.

Mr. Speaker, next week I look for-
ward to attending Catholic Schools
Week events in my district to deliver
the praise, support and gratitude that
they deserve. I encourage my col-
leagues to do the same.

——————

BLM MISMANAGEMENT OF WILD
HORSES

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, last week, at the request of a lady
named Madeline Pickens, I met with
Mr. Bob Abbey, who is the head of the
Bureau of Land Management, to talk
to him about dealing with the wild
horses, the mustangs that roam out
west in the western States. The Bureau
of Land Management has somewhere
between 35,000 and 40,000 of these mus-
tangs in pens around the country; and
the cost of this is estimated to be as
much as $2,500 per horse per year. The
Bureau of Land Management just last
week started rounding up another 3,000,
4,000, 5,000 of them to take them to
holding pens and move them to OKkla-
homa.

Now, the thing that’s interesting
about this is that when I talked to Mr.
Abbey, he admitted that they want to
move these horses from Nevada 1,000
miles to Oklahoma in order to put
them in these pens. Now Ms. Pickens,
she is very concerned about these mus-
tangs because they’re part of America’s
heritage, and she wants to protect
them as much as possible. Toward that
end, she bought two ranches, the
Spruce Ranch, which has 14,000 acres in
it, and the ranch next to it in Nevada,
the Warm Creek Ranch, which has
about another 4,000 acres; and then she
got permits for another 550,000 acres so
that they could put those horses on
this land, protect them, and save the
taxpayer money and make sure that
these horses will not be put in pens and
shipped all over the country.
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But the Bureau of Land Management
is recalcitrant. They want to move
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these horses 1,000 miles into these pens,
and they want to keep them there at a
cost of as much as $2,500 per year per
horse.

Now, Ms. Pickens says that for $500 a
year, she can keep them on her range
and protect them, create a kind of mu-
seum for these horses so that people
can come and see them in the wild. And
she would have them injected so that
they can’t reproduce; therefore, they
wouldn’t have to worry about an ex-
panding population of mustangs, but
they would be protected. But the Bu-
reau of Land Management wants to
move them a thousand miles, where
her ranch and her permits are within
just a few miles of where the horses are
right now.

Now, when I talked to Mr. Abbey last
week, he said that they couldn’t reach
an agreement with Ms. Pickens, that
there’d have to be some major changes
made over at the Bureau of Land Man-
agement in order for them to facilitate
what she wants to do.

This is another bureaucratic night-
mare that we in this Congress should
not—and I don’t believe will—put up
with. And I’'m going to ask the Appro-
priations Committee to cut the budget
of the Bureau of Land Management be-
cause they’re wasting the taxpayers’
money by millions and millions and
maybe hundreds of millions of dollars.

Last year, the government spent
about $144 million managing private
livestock on Federal public lands, and
they only collect $21 million for graz-
ing rights. So they lost at least $123
million per year. And some people esti-
mate that they lose as much as $500
million a year, half a billion dollars, by
keeping these grazing lands in private
hands where people get them for al-
most nothing. $21 million was what the
fee was that they got last year.

So they’re losing as much as $500 mil-
lion; they’re moving these horses up to
a thousand miles, and they’re doing it
for no good purpose other than the bu-
reaucracy wants to keep control of
them.

Now, the reason Ms. Pickens started
this organization to protect these mus-
tangs was because, in 2008, the Bureau
of Land Management said, well, they
weren’t sure they could take care of all
of these horses—they have almost
40,000 in these pens right now—so they
were thinking about killing them, eu-
thanasia, starting to kill these horses.

Well, the people who love these mus-
tangs and love the West the way it was
don’t want this to happen. So they
came up with this organization to deal
with the problem in a realistic way so
that the horses wouldn’t be killed. The
organization they started when they
heard they were going to euthanize
them was called Saving America’s
Mustangs, and they offered to enter
into a contract with the Bureau of
Land Management to relocate at least
9,000 of these horses into these lands
that they just bought and got permits
for so they wouldn’t have to be shipped
to these pens a thousand miles away.

January 24, 2011

Now, it makes absolutely no sense to
me, at a time when we’re fighting fis-
cal problems in this country—we’ve got
trillions of dollars in debt, and unless
we start cutting spending, we’re going
to see this country go into bankruptcy.
Moody’s has already said they may
have to reevaluate the bond rating for
the country.

Let me just end up, Mr. Speaker, by
saying it seems to me that we ought to
be frugal with the public’s money. We
ought to cut the Bureau of Land Man-
agement’s budget so that we can save
the money and save the mustangs.
That’s what this is all about—a hu-
mane way of treating the mustangs in
this country, which are a part of our
heritage.

e —

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

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.)

————

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.)

————
MAKE IT IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I'm
joined this evening by my friend from
the great State of New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE), and tonight we want to talk
about the economy. We want to talk
about what’s happened over the last 2
years, how the United States economy
has pulled itself out of the Great Re-
cession and moving towards a much,
much brighter future.

Earlier today, or actually yesterday,
it was reported that our esteemed ma-
jority leader on the opposition side
issued a statement taking credit that
in just 3 weeks, the return of the Re-
publican Party to the majority in this
House has led to an astounding im-
provement in the economy. Well, that’s
kind of like—I don’t know how exactly
to describe that as to say that’s just an
overemphasis of the facts and a com-
plete distortion of what actually has
happened.

In the previous 2 years, as the Obama
administration and the majority then
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held by the Democrats, my colleagues,
worked to pull the American economy
out of the Great Recession, the Repub-
lican minority voted ‘‘no’” on every
single bill to address the problem of
the economy.

Starting with the American Recov-
ery Act, the stimulus bill, not one Re-
publican voted for it, even though that
bill clearly, by all economic studies,
created or allowed to continue well
over 2 million jobs in this Nation. In-
frastructure projects that were in my
district and in every other district of
this Nation were funded by that piece
of legislation—yet not one Republican
vote.

In the effort to reform Wall Street
and to create a stable banking system
in this Nation, once again, not one Re-
publican vote. On all of the jobs bills,
not one Republican vote. On every sin-
gle piece of legislation that was passed,
not one Republican—or only a handful
of Republicans voted for those bills
that actually stopped the Great Reces-
sion and began to return America to
employment.

Now, really our subject matter for
tonight is Make It In America. But be-
fore I get there, the comments that
were made by the new majority leader
deserve a complete analysis.

This is a chart of private sector
growth that goes back to December of
2007 when the Great Recession began.
And you can see here the decline of pri-
vate sector jobs, 2007, 2008, until Janu-
ary of 2009, when the new Obama ad-
ministration came into power.

At that point in January of 2009, the
Recovery Act was passed and then fol-
lowed by other pieces of legislation
that turned the American economy
around. And so the job loss began to
taper off so that here we are in Decem-
ber of 2009, we began to see private sec-
tor job growth. These are not govern-
ment jobs. These are all the private
sector job growth.

So that beginning in the fall of 2009,
we began to see the private sector
come back to life and no longer shed-
ding jobs but, rather, adding jobs. And
every quarter since that time, all of
2010 and again now in January of 2011,
we are continuing to add private sector
jobs.

So the fact of the matter is—and you
can say whatever you want to say—but
at some point you really need to look
at the facts. The facts were that every
major bill to restart the American
economy the Republican Party opposed
in this House either by a unanimous
“no”” vote or by just a handful of Re-
publicans voting for those pieces of leg-
islation.
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So that’s really where we are today,
is the situation where we are beginning
to see the American economy come
back. Job one for all 435 Members of
this House, job one is jobs for Ameri-
cans. American jobs now, not later.
Our total emphasis must be on Amer-
ican jobs now.
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And to bring those jobs back, one of
the principal issues that the President
will be talking about tomorrow is jobs
and make it in America. It’s high time
that we can go once again to auto deal-
erships, to WalMart or Target and find
‘““Made in America’ on the products on
those shelves. America still is a very
strong manufacturing Nation, and in
the strength of manufacturing we find
America’s economic strength.

And so we are setting out, as we did
last year, on a set of policies that will
rebuild the American manufacturing
sector. And we call it the strategy to
Make it in America, American jobs
now in the manufacturing sector be-
cause manufacturing matters. This is
where the great middle class jobs are
to be found, in the manufacturing sec-
tor.

And actually back to the original
thing I was talking about, General Mo-
tors, flat on its back, Chrysler, flat on
their back, about to go bankrupt. The
Obama administration, the Democratic
Congress stepped forward and poured
billions of dollars into those compa-
nies, stabilizing General Motors and
tens of thousands of companies that
were providing parts and services to
General Motors. And now we find Gen-
eral Motors back healthy, strong, and
reentering the private stock market.
America, our public investment is now
being recouped as General Motors once
again becomes a strong, vibrant part of
the American manufacturing sector.

How many Republicans supported
that? Nary a vote. Nary a vote. But we
have General Motors and Chrysler back
on their feet, once again providing
great manufacturing jobs. That’s the
theme of tonight’s discussion, How can
America make it? By making it in
America, rebuilding the great manu-
facturing industries of America.

Joining me tonight is my colleague
from the great State of Pennsylvania,
and we are going to continue our dis-
cussion. So with permission of the
Speaker, we would like to carry on a
colloquy here. FRANK?

Mr. PALLONE. Thank you. First of
all, I wanted to thank my colleague
from California for coming down here
tonight and many nights and talking
about the Make it in America agenda
and why manufacturing matters. And
the fact of the matter is that manufac-
turing, there was a recent report out
that said that manufacturing, last year
for the first time more jobs were cre-
ated in manufacturing than were lost.
And I think that was the first time in
10 years. And we had, as you know, I
think you mentioned over a million
private sector jobs created in 2010.

I don’t like to talk about how won-
derful everything is, because I know
that it’s not. I know that unemploy-
ment continues to be high, and many
of my constituents talk to me all the
time about how hard it is to find a job
and how difficult it is for them to
make ends meet; but the fact of the
matter is that we are improving
things. And we are beginning to see
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signs of the recovery; and most impor-
tantly, we are actually seeing more
manufacturing jobs. So anybody says
to me, well, you can’t make things in
America anymore, I simply say look at
the facts. The facts are that manufac-
turing jobs are on the rise.

You know, I wanted to say, I was
amazed today because I came down to
the floor, we came in, I guess, we had
debate around 5:15 and then we voted
around 6:30, and I look at the agenda
for the week, and we are now into the
fourth week of the Republican major-
ity in the House, and to my knowledge
not a single thing has been done or has
been proposed to be done this week
that would actually create jobs or ad-
dress the economy.

In fact, I was listening to the debate
on this budget resolution, and one of
your colleagues from California, Mr.
DREIER, started talking about the def-
icit and health care, the health care re-
peal again. You know, for 3 weeks, or
at least for 2 weeks, and 1 week of
course we had the tragedy with our col-
league GABBY GIFFORDS, but for the
last 3 weeks all the talk has been about
repealing health care reform, which of
course is not going to happen because
the Senate’s never going to take it up
and the President is never going to
sign it. So it’s a complete waste of
time. And he was talking again about
how that’s going to reduce the deficit,
the repeal would reduce the deficit.

And I got up and I said, well, it’s just
the opposite. The CBO, which at least
has provided us with numbers—your
budget resolution that’s coming up to-
morrow that the Republican have
doesn’t have any numbers—but we
know that the CBO told us that the
health care reform actually reduces the
deficit over the next 10 years by $230
and a trillion dollars in the second dec-
ade. And I said, you know, what is your
plan? What is the Republican plan to
reduce the deficit? What is the Repub-
lican plan to create jobs? What is the
Republican plan to help the economy?
And I don’t see anything.

I mean, all I see is, again, 3 weeks on
repealing health care reform, now some
budget resolution that has no numbers
about, you know, what the budget’s ac-
tually going to be, and nothing to indi-
cate how it’s really going to create jobs
or reduce the deficit. And then I saw
that on Wednesday we are taking up a
resolution which will repeal the Presi-
dential election public financing sys-
tem, which again is nothing but an-
other corporate giveaway, because
what it means is that if we don’t have
public financing of the Presidential
elections, then we are probably going
to rely more and more on these cor-
porate ads, these secret corporate ads
that were used this last November that
we don’t even know where the money
came from. It’s all corporate money.
And, again, I don’t see anything being
done by our Republican colleagues to
address the issue of jobs.

Now, on the other hand we have the
President and you, Mr. GARAMENDI,
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talking about this every day. I mean,
the President, you know, we sort of got
a little prelude to what he is going to
do in the State of the Union tomorrow,
but the whole focus is going to be on
jobs. And we will wait and see, but
that’s what we are hearing. We are
hearing it’s going to be about innova-
tion; it’s going to be about investment
in things like R&D, in transportation
infrastructure, in education, a vision
for the future that trains Americans
for better jobs, that creates the infra-
structure, the mass transit, the high-
ways so that our goods can travel
around the country, the R&D to put us
ahead.

You know, in my district a lot of
R&D is done in the manufacturing of
drugs and new products, medical de-
vices. I mean, this is what the Presi-
dent’s talking about. And I assume
that my colleague from New York’s
going to talk about his visit to your
district, which was all job oriented.
And then when the President, or Pre-
mier, of China came, President
Obama’s whole message to him was you
know, you got to let in our exports.
You got to lower the barriers so that
we can create things here and export
them to China because you have to
open your markets.

So, you know, the President like a
laser beam is focusing on jobs. I know
the Democrats in the House with the
Make it in America agenda are focus-
ing on jobs. I don’t think you men-
tioned it, but I have a paper here that
says that this week, Congressman
GARAMENDI, you are going to address
two Make it in America bills. Maybe
you should talk about that, and Mr.
TONKO can talk about the President’s
visit to his district. But all our focus is
on creating jobs, and I don’t hear any-
thing from the other side of the aisle,
from the Republicans on this issue.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you very
much, Mr. PALLONE, for pointing out
the facts. The facts are that 4 weeks
into this and not one discussion from
our Republican colleagues about the
central issue of America, which is jobs,
how are we going to create jobs.

You are quite correct, our colleague
from the great State of New York,
which was and is and will be an even
greater manufacturing center, General
Electric, Schenectady, New York. You
wouldn’t know where that is, Mr.
TONKO, would you? If you do, please
join us and tell us about it.

Mr. TONKO. Well, you know, it’s
great to represent Schenectady, which
is dubbed The City that Lights and
Hauls the World. It was the birthplace
of an energy revolution over a century
ago. And to have the President visit
just the other day, on Friday, to tout
the efforts at GE, where he speaks to
the vibrancy of American manufac-
turing. You know, we lost a third of
manufacturing jobs during the decade
that preceded this administration. I
think it was through neglect.

Mr. GARAMENDI. That was the
George W. Bush administration.
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Mr. TONKO. Right, and I think it was
through neglect on manufacturing.
They focused on the service sector, pri-
marily the financial services. They ig-
nored agriculture, they ignored manu-
facturing, and now we are paying the
price. Even though we lost a third of
the manufacturing jobs in this coun-
try, we are still perched as number one
in the global race. However, if we are
to allow that neglect to continue, we
would eventually fall out of the num-
ber one position.

So the 4.6 million jobs lost, manufac-
turing jobs lost due to that neglect,
that trend has to be turned around, and
I was so delighted to hear the Presi-
dent speak to a progressive agenda, a
proactive quality, to the tone he was
establishing at that center with his
speech. He talked about the strength of
America’s manufacturing and how we
can impose a strong uplift for the mid-
dle class of this country.

You know, 66 percent of the wealth
that was generated, of the recovery
during 2001 and 2007, went to 1 percent,
of the top 1 percent of wealth in this
country. So they accumulated all that
wealth, and it’s middle class America
that needs to get that clout now. We
can do that because the investment in
R&D, the investment in basic research
that transforms into jobs that allows
us to be more productive in our start-
er-up small businesses and in our big
industries like GE.

If we introduce a soundness of basic
research in R&D that then equates into
jobs that translates into an empower-
ment of the middle class. I think that’s
an important message that was shared
by this President, and the Nation ac-
cepted that speech. It was shared
across this country, and it was ema-
nating from GE, from the floor, from
the factory floor where innovation and
invention were coming from the work-
ing class on the assembly line.

It was their ideas, their creative ge-
nius that allowed us to have all the
mills in that Erie Canal corridor that I
so proudly represent become the
epicenters of innovation and invention
in their heyday. That is still within
our DNA. That is our pioneer spirit
that is uniquely American. The Presi-
dent wants to tap into that spirit, and
he wants us to be that innovation econ-
omy.

You know, the other day, many of us
on this floor here shared in the fiftieth
anniversary celebration of JFK, that
remarkably strong and powerful and
inspirational inaugural address. And so
many people highlighted many of the
challenges that President Kennedy
issued in that address, amongst them,
exploring the heavens, exploring the
heavens.

And what it did was empower us, just
the tone he established, enabled us as a
nation to embrace with a great degree
of passion a resolve to win that race.
And we entered that global race in
space to win it. And we won it, and we
unleashed untold, untold amounts of
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technology, science and technology
that has strengthened every dynamic
of life.

Here, fast forward some 40 years
later, some 40-plus years later, a rather
youthful President is challenging a na-
tion to enter a global race, this time on
the clean energy economy, the innova-
tion economy. We should have within
us the fortitude to go forward and in-
vest in a way that allows us to em-
power our working families, the middle
class of this country, through invest-
ment, in soundness of manufacturing
that enables us to build it in America,
make it in America again and be proud
of that.

So, Representative GARAMENDI,
thank you for bringing us together this
evening to voice our support for the
President’s vision, for the vision that
we share as a caucus in this House, I
think it’s the empowering vision that
enables us to go forward with a Make
It in America mantra that enables us
to promote the correct policy and the
resources associated with that policy
to truly make a difference.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, Representa-
tive ToONKO, I think you were at the
President’s speech there in your dis-
trict.

Mr. TONKO. We flew up from Wash-
ington on Air Force One and then re-
turned with the President because we
had our jobs conference in Maryland.

Mr. GARAMENDI. You and I had this
colloquy on the floor where we dis-
cussed American manufacturing in
making it in America. But I can see
you came back charged up from that
visit.

Mr. TONKO. We are charged up. We
are fired up.

Mr. GARAMENDI. General Electric
and the great Erie Canal manufac-
turing sector is about to rise up, but I
am not going to take second fiddle to
your place because I represent the
great innovation part of California, and
we, too, know that we have the poten-
tial to really drive the American econ-
omy forward, the innovation economy.

One thing you said when you
harkened back to the space race and
President Kennedy calling upon us to
explore the heavens; his next state-
ment, not in the inaugural address but
shortly thereafter was, we will put a
man on the Moon within a decade. And
the Federal Government collected the
resources of this Nation and met that
challenge, and within a decade, we,
Americans, were on the Moon.

The lesson here is the focused atten-
tion of America on a goal, and in that
case and in this case the investment
that America must make to succeed. It
was an American investment. A lot of
tax dollars went into that.

But not only did we put a man on the
Moon, but we created an enormous in-
dustry that gives us everything from, I
don’t know, the ability of this iPhone
to work, satellite, all of the great tech-
nologies that we have, many of the
great technologies we have today on
communications and travel and defense
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came directly from that initial invest-
ment that was made by the American
people to put a man on the Moon.

And when the President talks about
the innovation economy, he is talking
about the same kind of let’s do it, let’s
build this thing for the future. And
from that leadership, we will find the
opportunity to really grow our econ-
omy and enter a whole new industry.
You talked about the electrical indus-
try that was generated a century ago,
and now you talked about the great
space industry, and we are going to
enter a new industry.

It will be the solar technologies, it
will be the wind, the energy tech-
nologies, it will be transportation.
When one talks about transportation,
you have got to figure out some way to
get to and out of the cold of the middle
America.

Joining us today in the warm 20-de-
gree temperature of Washington, D.C.,
is Representative ELLISON from the
upper Midwest, where it is somewhere
below zero.

Mr. ELLISON. Somewhere. But you
know what, Congressman, although the
weather is cold, our spirits are warm.
Every time we hear about Making it in
America.

This campaign that we are on——

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thought you
were going to talk about Green Bay
and the Packers and all of that.

Mr. ELLISON. You know what, if the
Vikings aren’t in it, I don’t know.

Mr. GARAMENDI. That’s right. You
are from Minnesota and the Minnesota
Vikings. Okay, we will get past that.

Mr. ELLISON. I think the Vikings
for the NFC north, hey, hope springs
eternal next year, right? But we are
happy to see the Green Bay Packers
and the Bears fight it out, definitely.
We are known as the black and blue di-
vision, and they definitely played hard.

But the truth is we are used to mak-
ing things in the Midwest, whether you
are talking about from Pittsburgh to
Detroit, to Cleveland, to Milwaukee, to
Minneapolis, we make stuff in the Mid-
west as you do in the West in Cali-
fornia, and as they do in the East in
Congressman TONKO’s district, Con-
gressman from upstate New York. The
fact is that manufacturing and making
things is an American value.

But, Congressman, the thing I want
to say is that this campaign of Making
it in America, before we make any-
thing, we have to believe that we can
make things in America again.

We have to believe that we can com-
pete on quality, we can compete on ef-
ficiency, and that the goods manufac-
tured by American workers are among
the best in this world and can be bet-
ter. It is a matter of belief, it is a mat-
ter of commitment, and it is a matter
of vision.

So we set forth a vision, Congress-
man, and we say that, you know what,
in this great Nation we can forge these,
we can make this steel, we can build
the roads.

We can have a vision that this coun-
try can build things that the whole
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world needs and wants. And if we have
that desire, that innate desire at the
cellular level, we will begin to see the
innovative capacity of this country
making the windmills, making the
semiconductors, making the cars, mak-
ing anything and everything. But it’s
matter of vision, it’s a matter of will,
it’s a matter of commitment. And that
vision and will has to be backed up by
sound policy, hard work, and the spirit
of entrepreneurship. And if these
things come together we can certainly
do it.

But I believe on this House floor, and
in shops across America, unions and in
management, people are saying, You
know what? We can make stuff in
America. America is still the world’s
leading manufacturer. That’s impor-
tant to bear in mind. We can’t forget
that we are still the world’s leading
manufacturer, and we have the highest
quality steel, the best technology, the
strongest workers.

But you know what, when people
want to be penny-wise and pound-fool-
ish, they might want to offshore jobs
because they say, well, maybe we can
get somebody to do it for less.
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But can you get somebody to do it
better? And the world wants something
that’s quality. The world wants some-
thing that’s made well, that’s made
right. And that’s what Make it in
America is all about.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me pick up on
a couple of those themes before I turn
back to Mr. PALLONE.

A lot of this has to do with the will,
the desire, and the determination to do
a task. It also has a lot to do with pol-
icy, which you just said, policy. For ex-
ample, before last year, there was a
policy in America that American cor-
porations would get a tax break when
they shipped a job offshore. Hello?

Mr. ELLISON. Bad policy.

Mr. GARAMENDI. What did you say,
Congressman?

Mr. ELLISON. Bad policy.

Mr. GARAMENDI. American corpora-
tions received a tax reduction when
they shipped a job offshore. In this
House, a bill was introduced. It elimi-
nated that tax deduction, bringing
back $12 billion annually to the Treas-
ury, helping the deficit. Our Repub-
lican colleagues voted ‘‘no.” They
wanted to continue that tax break. We
need to understand that we make deci-
sions here. Policies are important. One
example of a policy to use our tax sys-
tem to help or to hurt American work-
ers, just one. No support from our Re-
publican colleagues to end that tax
break. This is about policies that will
drive the American economy.

We are going to spend the next 30, 40
minutes here focusing on some of those
policies and investment. Mr. TONKO
talked about space. That was an in-
vestment the American people made,
and it paid off big-time, whole new in-
dustries, millions of jobs were created.

Mr. PALLONE, you come from an area
where manufacturing matters, where
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it’s important, where people do make
things, also where they have a little bit
of fun on the New Jersey beaches, but
we’ll let that go tonight.

Mr. PALLONE.

Mr. PALLONE. I'm glad you talked
about my district. I want to talk about
my district, and I also want to talk
about Mr. ToNKO and his district and
what the President did last weekend
because, as you know, it was a GE
plant that he visited in Schenectady.
But in addition to that, the president
of GE is the guy that President Obama
has now tapped to be the head of the
Council on Jobs and Competitiveness.
And he wrote an opinion piece in The
Washington Post talking about what
he wants to do, which I wanted to ref-
erence because it harks back.

I wanted to mention my district first
and just say briefly that we in my dis-
trict pride ourselves on being the in-
vention center of the country, or the
world, because the heart of my district
is Edison, New Jersey, named after
Thomas Edison. And Menlo Park where
he invented the light bulb and so many
other things, is located in Edison.
That’s why it was named after him
after he passed away. And Edison, of
course, is the epitome of someone who
used invention and research to prac-
tically come up with solutions that
made a difference for people’s lives and
created a tremendous amount of jobs.

What the President is saying, let’s
just talk about the R&D, because 1
know he’s going to talk about that to-
morrow. And of course it’s going to in-
volve some money that’s going to have
to be spent by the Federal Govern-
ment, but it is a wise use of funds.
Maybe we’re going to have to cut some-
where else in the budget in order to
fund things that create jobs; but we are
going to, as I said, with a laser beam
look at things that create jobs.

Now, let you me just give you an ex-
ample, big manufacturing, and also I
should say big research, in my district
is with the pharmaceutical industry.
J&J is headquartered in New Bruns-
wick. Johnson & Johnson is in my dis-
trict. And one of the things that I read
about, that I was told about actually,
the other day was that the President
has decided to create a new R&D func-
tion, if you will, within the FDA be-
cause he has realized that a lot of the
drug companies have lagged a little bit
in doing a lot of new innovation to cre-
ate new drugs because of the recession.
They don’t have the money, whatever
reason.

And so now the Federal Government
is going to concentrate on that and do
more research themselves, applied re-
search in the HEdison-type of applied re-
search arena, to sort of jump-start
these drug companies so that they can
create and do more research to create
more innovative drugs. Now there’s a
good example. We’ve always been a
leader in the world with drug or phar-
maceutical innovation. Now we’re
starting to lag a little bit. So the gov-
ernment is going to step in and help to
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give us some money and more re-
sources, if you will, into that R&D
function, which will create more jobs
and boost up the existing pharma-
ceutical industry.

The same is true, I understand when
he went to GE these are turbines or
something that are being used for a
project in India. So these are going to
be shipped overseas. And my under-
standing is you talked about 1,200
American manufacturing jobs and
more than 400 American engineering
jobs just with that GE plant.

I will yield to you, but I want to
come back to what the president of GE
is saying about this council.

Mr. TONKO. Absolutely. Thank you,
Representative PALLONE. The impor-
tance I think of hosting an event like
that which the President joined is that
we can showcase that there are great
things happening. I for one am not
going to submit to this notion that
manufacturing is dead in America. I
cannot, with a pioneer spirit that I de-
tect all the time, for one, for any mo-
ment submit to that logic or that
thinking. As the President was hosted
by GE, specifically by its CEO, Jeff
Immelt, he and so many others believe
in the workforce and in the creative ge-
nius, leaders, labor leaders like the
late Joe Battaglino who was a union
voice for GE workers, Helen Corinne in
the past, all of whom fought for the
dignity of the worker because that
worker was providing the intellect to
take us to the next plateau.

And so what they talked about here
was the fact that not only are Amer-
ican workers producing a high-quality
turbine, but were also exporting to
places like India.

And as the President said in his
speech, we have bought many a Chinese
good in this country. It is time for
China to buy our products. And I think
he is setting a good tone so that there
is this fairness that is associated with
the trade out there and that we as a
Nation not only need to make it in
America, but we have to put an empha-
sis on exporting. And when those em-
phases are put into play, we will then
prosper as a Nation.

You talk about the turbine and the
manufacturing going on at GE, but the
President was also updated with right
next door and the activity right next
door which is an advanced battery
manufacturing center. And it’s not the
traditional lithium ion of which many
people speak as the cutting-edge bat-
tery.

This one that GE is creating can deal
with heavy fleets, specifically helping
that niche of battery application. It
can be used for energy generation. And
then perhaps one of its greatest func-
tions, it can be used to store intermit-
tent power. So if we reach to the sun,
the soil, and the wind to produce our
energy needs, and it has an intermit-
tent nature to it, we then put value
added into that supply of energy be-
cause of the storage potential of this
new battery.
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And then they also have, across the
street from this plant, GE’s global re-
newable energy center. And what
they’re doing there is doing this global
strategy on renewables. And so the tur-
bine blades that are manufactured
there, all of this is that cutting-edge
technology that enables us not only to
create jobs, made in America, export-
ing around the world, but also growing
our own energy independence and our
energy self-sufficiency, which to me is
a strategic bit of policy.

So this should not be about Repub-
licans fighting Democrats or Demo-
crats competing with Republicans.
This should be America moving for-
ward with a progressive plan, with a
laser-sharp focus joined with the mes-
sage of the President to make certain
that we compete not with each other
but with other nations. Is it robust?
Probably. Is it very hard-fought? Most
likely. But we’ve got to be in it, and we
have to have the passionate resolve to
make a difference by investing in those
key functions like education, higher
education, basic research, R&D and
modernization of our manufacturing
centers.

People will tell me when they hear
this manufacturing thing, they said we
can’t compete. Other nations will do it
cheaper. We don’t have to do it cheap-
est. We need to do it smartest—smart-
est. And when we do it smartest, we
win. We sharpen our competitiveness,
and we can win on the global scale.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I think Mr.
PALLONE would like to come back and
pick up this investment strategy that
you talked about.

0 2020

Mr. PALLONE. Well, I wanted to just
mention briefly, because Mr. TONKO
has been talking about GE and the
president of GE who is now the head of
this new Council on Jobs and Competi-
tiveness, I just thought it was inter-
esting. In last Friday’s Washington
Post, he wrote an opinion piece about
how to keep America competitive. The
gist of it was not only can we manufac-
ture things here and do things better
here, but we have to. In other words,
we cannot grow our economy unless we
spend a significant amount of re-
sources, primarily in the private sec-
tor, but some government as well, in
creating and improving the manufac-
turing sector. It is crucial to the econ-
omy. It is not something that we can
just ignore.

He talked about, and one of the
things I try to do is dispel the idea that
we can’t manufacture things here or
that we can’t be competitive because it
is almost like a defeatist attitude. As a
Member of Congress, you have to dispel
this myth that it can’t be done.

He says, and I will read his last sec-
tion: ‘It is possible to become a com-
petitive global enterprise and still care
about your home. In fact, it is not just
possible; it’s imperative. There is no
easy solution to fix the American econ-
omy with persistent and high unem-
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ployment, but the pessimism it breeds
should not be accepted. We must work
together to construct an economy that
creates more opportunity.”

That is what I want to stress. It
pains me when I come here, and I don’t
want to be negative, but it pains me
when I come here and I see the Repub-
licans talk about repeal health care,
repeal Wall Street reform, a budget
resolution that has no numbers, get rid
of Presidential election public financ-
ing, all these things, and it is almost as
if they don’t believe that we can have
a vision for the future and don’t want
to act on it.

And the beautiful thing about the
President in the last few weeks, and
from what apparently he is going to
say tomorrow in the State of the
Union, is that he has a vision of Amer-
ica of opportunity. That is what the
president of GE is talking about when
he talks about creating opportunity for
people. We have to have a vision that
says that this is the land of oppor-
tunity and that we can be better and
we can continue to be the manufac-
turing leader and the greatest power in
the world.

Mr. GARAMENDI. We can do those
things, but we have to have wise public
policy accompanying the spirit of
America. The desire for opportunity
and the desire to better ourselves has
to be accompanied by wise public pol-
icy. For example, right now many of
our tax dollars are being used to buy
buses and solar and wind turbines that
are manufactured overseas. Our tax
dollars are going overseas to support
the foreign industries. Those tax dol-
lars ought to be brought back home to
support American-made equipment,
whether it is a bus or a train or a pho-
tovoltaic system or the like. That is
one of the bills that I have introduced.
It is very simple. If it is our tax money,
use it to buy American-made equip-
ment. If you want to spend your own
money, buy whatever you want to buy,
but not our tax money, whether it is
solar buses or the like. Just some little
policy tweaks that will support the in-
novation that comes from General
Electric or from Joe Schmidt’s new
photovoltaic system that is invented
out in the Silicon Valley.

I notice that our esteemed leader has
joined us, Mr. STENY HOYER, who is
now whip of the Democratic caucus.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I want to call to the attention of my
colleagues, as the four of you have
done so well tonight and in nights past,
we just had a very significant con-
ference on the eastern shore of Mary-
land. In that conference, we discussed
the agenda that we call Make It In
America. Make It In America, as I am
sure you explained earlier in the
evening, I heard much of what you had
to say, not all, but Make It In America
is about succeeding in America, mak-
ing it. There are a lot of Americans
who are not sure that they, or at least
their children, are going to make it.
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In addition, Americans overwhelm-
ingly respond, and we hear a lot of talk
about listening to the American public,
I think that is something we ought to
do, but they overwhelmingly respond
that their belief is in order for us to
continue to be the great economic en-
gine for opportunity in this country, it
will be necessary for us to continue to
make things in this country. To make
it in America, whatever “it”’ is. In ad-
dition to that, to grow things in Amer-
ica, as we do so well, and sell them not
only domestically but around the
world. That’s the President’s focus on
doubling our exports. He knows, as we
know, that if we are not making
things, the possibility of doubling our
exports is zero.

I believe that people around the
world respect and want to buy Amer-
ican products. Unfortunately, we are
not making as many products as we
used to. The President has asked Jef-
frey Immelt of GE to head up a task
force which looks, in effect, to enhance
our ability to make it in America, to
grow jobs in America, to grow good

paying jobs with good benefits in
America.
The American people understand

that if we don’t do that, 20 years from
now the United States of America will
not be, as it is today, the economic en-
gine of the world. It is true our com-
petitor in some sense in China is grow-
ing, but they still have a far way to go
before they match the United States’
ability to produce goods and services.

The founder of Intel, Mr. Grove, has
written an article about how we need
to make it in America; his point being
that we are the center of innovation,
inventiveness, and development in the
world. But his point is then made that
in too many instances we are inventing
products, innovating how they can be
used, developing them, but then bring-
ing them to scale—that is, manufac-
turing them for consumption on a
broad basis—overseas. His premise is,
and I agree with him on this conclu-
sion, that if we continue to do that,
that our inventors and innovators will
migrate to where the product is being
taken to scale or, in other words, man-
ufactured for large-scale consumption.

I am hopeful that Republicans and
Democrats can join together in this
Make It In America agenda. We passed
a number of pieces of legislation in the
last Congress that were supported on a
bipartisan basis, some of which have
already been signed by the President,
because on both sides of the aisle there
is an understanding and I think a com-
mitment to create an environment in
which it is possible to make it in
America and profit by doing so.

I think we are all harkened by the
fact that Ford has brought plants back
from Mexico and China, that Whirlpool
has brought plants back, that GE has
brought plants back, as well as others,
and decided to manufacture things here
in America and do so profitably; that
they can make a quality product here
with skilled labor, well-educated labor
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that will produce a quality product,
higher productivity, and therefore re-
sult in profits.

I want to congratulate particularly
the gentleman from California, a
former State leader in California, still
a great leader from California, but he
has come to this body just a few years
ago to succeed Ellen Tauscher, who be-
came Assistant Secretary of State. He
has done an extraordinary job in a very
short period of time, and his focus on
this Make It In America is unsur-
passed, unequaled in this Congress. I
want to thank him for his leadership
and focus. And I want to thank Mr.
ELLISON and Mr. PALLONE and Mr.
ToNKO for their focus, because I think
we are on the right track on this.

I think our Republican colleagues
hopefully will join us as partners not
to take partisan credit for this but,
that America will be advantaged,
America’s people will be advantaged.
The reduction of our deficit as we grow
the economy will be advantaged, and
we will see an America that is on the
rise in terms of growing our economy,
creating jobs, good paying jobs, and op-
portunities and future for our people.

So I congratulate and thank the gen-
tleman from California, the gentleman
from New York, the gentleman from
New Jersey, and the gentleman from
Minnesota for their leadership and
communication to the American people
of what this Make It In America agen-
da is all about.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tleman from Maryland. You have been
a long, long time leader in this House
and on the subject of jobs and eco-
nomic opportunity. I thank you very
much for your kind comments.
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Mr. GARAMENDI. For me, my work
on this actually began in the mid-1980s,
in California, where we developed a
strategy of how to keep California
competitive in this century. Well, this
century is now here. We are 10-plus
years into this century, and we have a
big task.

We said back then in the work that
we did that we needed to do six things:

You have to have the best education.
That’s a public investment that pays
off over and over and over again.

Then you have to have the best re-
search and development. That’s the in-
novation economy that our President
is talking about. So the research and
the innovation go together.

From that, you create the oppor-
tunity to make the new things—to
manufacture the new electric cars.
General Motors was flat on its back,
about to disappear, when the Obama
administration and Congress stepped
forward and brought General Motors
back. Now the innovation of an electric
car—the Volt—is in place. It’s going to
happen, and we’re going to capture the
next round of automobile manufac-
turing.

Infrastructure is another great and
absolutely necessary investment. If
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you take that infrastructure and if you
apply the Make It In America theme—
the steel, the trains, the buses, the
bridges—American made for America’s
future, it’s possible. You also have to
change. You can’t do what you did yes-
terday.

Those are the strategies that pay off.

We need to add to that an energy
strategy that frees America from the
grips of the petrol dictators.

This is all of our future. This is what
we want to do, and this creates the op-
portunity for Americans, for all Ameri-
cans, to make it. Making it in Amer-
ica, that’s what we all want.

I notice that my colleagues have
stood up here.

Mr. ELLISON, you were grabbing that
microphone with an intensity that re-
quires attention.

Mr. ELLISON. Congressman
GARAMENDI, I don’t want to go long be-
cause I do want to hear from all of our
colleagues, but I just want to mention
two quick points. I was inspired by Mi-
nority Whip HOYER as he spoke.

Two points:

One is that manufacturing has his-
torically been the high-wage sector for
American workers. The middle class
was essentially built because we were
making things. The higher wages asso-
ciated with manufacturing employ-
ment have been proven to be much
higher than your average service jobs.
So manufacturing is definitely in the
interest of American working and mid-
dle class people, and it is something
that I think we should get a lot of sup-
port for from around the country.

The other thing is that, in order to
really bolster a strong manufacturing
sector, we need a strong infrastructure.
There are over $1 trillion in infrastruc-
ture needs around our country just to
keep pace with maintenance. I'm talk-
ing about making sure the gusset
plates on these bridges are working,
that there’s not the rust and the crum-
bling of concrete, and making sure that
the bridges and the roads are safe. I'm
talking about basic infrastructure.

Now, if we really want to go beyond
that by building the transmission lines
so that we can move power around and
all the new innovative infrastructure—
that smart grid—then there is a lot
more to do.

The point is that I just want folks to
know, before I leave it to our col-
leagues, that manufacturing is good for
the middle class and also the attendant
and connected jobs that you need to
support manufacturing, like infrastruc-
ture development. There are also high-
wage jobs that we need to invest in so
that we can put America back to work.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, tomorrow
night on this floor, the President of the
United States will be here for his State
of the Union Address. He has already
signaled that he is going to talk about
the innovation economy—that’s edu-
cation and research. He is going to talk
about infrastructure, and he is going to
talk about creating jobs—making it in
America.
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So, as we prepare for that, I noticed
our colleague from the great State of
Texas has joined us.

Please.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I want
to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia very much.

I want to add my words of apprecia-
tion for having the opportunity to join
you tonight and to join the minority
whip, still my majority leader, Mr.
HOYER, who coined the phrase, as we
were beginning to speak to the Amer-
ican people, of how important it is for
us to go back to our roots.

I am also delighted to be able to be
here with the gentleman from Min-
nesota, the gentleman from New Jer-

sey, and the gentleman from New
York.

But I want to spin it in a different
way.

I want us to reclaim America’s ge-
nius. I could go back, of course, to the
Model T or maybe even to Thomas Edi-
son, with the light bulb. There is an ex-
citement about being able to build, cre-
ate, and invent—frankly, when I came
to Congress, I wondered why we were
not making submarines anymore. As
you well know, we had a shipbuilding
industry in Virginia and, of course, in
Mississippi—because genius also is part
of building. You must have the kind of
technology, the kind of expertise to
make it the best equipment you pos-
sibly can have. That’s what I sense
that we have lost, and there is an ex-
citement when young people can be
part of the genius of America.

I come from Houston, Texas. We are
one of the new starts in light rail, and
we have been trying to get there for
about 30 years. We are just about there
when we would be on the precipice of
funding for light rail. Yet at the same
time, as we talk about putting tracks
down, there is a technology of the new
light rail cars. We need to, in fact,
build those cars here in the United
States. Many people view Houston as
the energy capital of the world. You
don’t know that we have wind and
solar businesses that are headquartered
in my congressional district. The point
is, of course, that the turbines, unfor-
tunately, are not built here.

My point is, when the President so
appropriately makes the point about
investing in America and also of build-
ing infrastructure, he is speaking the
language of capturing the genius of
America.

I would just hold this up because I
think this is an example of where we
are going. We are going onward and up-
ward. The red is the past administra-
tion, which is when no jobs were cre-
ated or maybe a minimum of a million.
We can see we have had some hard
times. We don’t ignore the fact that we
have been in a hard, hard recession.
But look where we’re going. How can
we go backwards? How can we not cre-
ate more jobs?

We in Houston would really like to be
part of not sending our tax dollars
overseas. We want to be able to build
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buses, railcars, ferryboats, submarines,
and large-sized ships, if you will, be-
cause that is capturing the genius of
America.

So let me thank the gentleman for
yielding. I am hoping the President
will indicate to us, Mr. HOYER and to
all who are here on the floor, that he is
going to go forward on his investment
in infrastructure and in recapturing
the genius of America.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you very
much. Indeed, if it’s our tax dollars,
they ought to be used to buy things
that are made in America.

We’re going to do a lightning round
here. We’ve got about 6 minutes, and
we’ve got about five of us.

So, Mr. HOYER, our whip.

Mr. HOYER. TI'll try to take a
minute.

Let me say what I think is so good
about this agenda Make It In America.

It is an agenda that, unlike some,
brings us together and doesn’t divide
us. From left to right—Republican,
Democrat—people all over this country
understand that, if we are going to be
a great country, as we are today, and if
we are going to remain so in the fu-
ture, it will be because we continue to
be a manufacturing country, a country
that makes it in America.

I have talked to the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers, the Chamber
of Commerce, and organized labor. This
is an agenda item that will bring labor
and management, business and workers
together to cooperate so that America
will continue, not only to make it in
America, but to do so in an expanding
way rather than in a shrinking way.
We’ve been doing some growth in the
last few months, in the last year, in
the last 2 years, in the last 3 years, but
not enough. We can do more.

Make It In America is the agenda for
the future.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you very
much.

Our colleague from the great State of
New York and Schenectady.

Mr. TONKO. I again thank the gen-
tleman from California.

Look, I am ecstatic about the Presi-
dent’s choice of Jeff Immelt, the CEO
of GE, to be the chair of the Council on
Jobs and Competitiveness. We can
probably remove a lot of the struggle
that occurs on this House floor by lis-
tening to the business minds out there,
who will advise us about the strength
we can provide to create jobs through
invention and innovation.
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Here is a voice that’s highly re-
spected; he is tremendously strong in
his beliefs in American manufacturing
again. And so we must let those voices
speak and resonate in this discussion,
in this dialogue on where we go and
how we build our economy.

The President made it very clear: he
spent his first couple of years stopping
the bleeding of the recession. We were
losing 750,000 to 800,000 jobs a month,
8.2 million jobs lost to this economy.
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Now our assignment is to plan strategi-
cally the growth of jobs, what is sus-
tainable.

What is sustainable? Manufacturing,
because it incorporates from the trades
people over to the Ph.Ds. Everyone has
a shot at that economy. It’s the muscle
we need, it’s the American know-how,
it’s the American intellect. And I
thank you again for bringing us to-
gether this evening.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tleman from New York. Let’s hear
what New Jersey has to say.

Mr. PALLONE. I'm really excited
about the President’s speech tomorrow
because I know he’s going to stress the
whole idea of investment and innova-
tion.

He talks about the fact that right
now many of the corporations in this
country are actually sitting on a lot of
profit. I mean, in the last year or so
many of them have actually made
quite a bit of money, And we want
them to reinvest that money in cre-
ating private sector jobs here. But one
of the points he makes, and I talked a
little bit about it tonight, is that the
Federal Government has to incentivize
all of this. In other words, I used an ex-
ample with the drug companies that
the Federal Government, by doing
some research on new drugs, can
incentivize the drug companies in my
district to do more and create more
jobs. But there is also an educational
component to it as well. We need to do
more in terms of education.

It’s no surprise that in the middle of
this pharmaceutical industry in my
district sits Rutgers University. There
is a lot of money through the stimulus
act, for example, that went to Rutgers
to do R&D that is then taken up by the
drug industry. So it’s part of a whole
package, and I am very excited about
it. And I just wanted to thank the gen-
tleman again for all that he has done
on this.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you very
much for joining us.

Ms. JACKSON LEE, why don’t you take
1 minute and I will take 1 minute and
we will wrap this thing up.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Thank
you so very much.

I just thought of something that I did
want to add to the discussion. First of
all, GE is an inherently American com-
pany, so I applaud the selection that
allows a creator to move forward to
create jobs for all of America. But I
want to keep in mind that manufac-
turing is the employer of all people—
women, persons with college edu-
cations, those that are in the trades,
men, and young people. So families can
be hired by manufacturing. And it is
particularly important to me that
women have the equal opportunity,
particularly since we passed the pay
equity bill in the last Congress.

But, finally, I also look forward to
small and medium minority women-
owned businesses partnering with large
businesses to create jobs because small
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businesses and minority-owned busi-
nesses can create jobs and are part of
the infrastructure of jobs.

So if the President speaks tomorrow,
I hope he speaks for all of America,
that all will have an opportunity to re-
trieve the dream by the opportunity to
make it in America.

I thank the gentleman for having us
this evening.

Mr. GARAMENDI. We have always
thought of America as being the land
of opportunity; and it has to be the
land of opportunity for everyone in
this country, wherever they may be,
whatever their status may be. And we
know that if we are able to rebuild the
manufacturing base in America, small
companies, large companies, entre-
preneurs and inventors will all partici-
pate in it.

So the Make it in America effort will
be a bipartisan effort. And if we put
our minds to it, it will be a successful
effort, and America once again will be
in the leadership place.

Mr. Speaker, we yield back our time,
and we thank you.

————
EPA’S WAR ON TEXAS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
5, 2011, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. CARTER. I thank the Speaker
for allowing me this time. I am pleased
that I can bring up some issues that I
think are important.

The title of this is ‘“The EPA’s War
on Texas,” but this is about a lot more
than Texas.

I think that most people probably
don’t realize that a lot of the rules and
laws that, especially if they’re in busi-
ness, but even in your own personal
life, that seem to touch closest to
home, you would think they were done
by a vote of this Congress in some form
or fashion where we decided that this is
good for whatever the rule is for your
life or for your business or for the good
of our Nation. But, in fact, many of
these rules actually come from regu-
latory agencies. These agencies are
given rule-making power, and those
rules actually have the power of law.

And so a body of employees of the
United States—and a few of them are
political appointees, depending on the
agency. Some of them are appointed
each term by the administration, but
most of these people are civil servants
who work for civil service and these
agencies. There are agencies across
this land that take certain sections of
our lives and make rules about them—
the rule-making authority is given to
them by Congress—and the EPA is one
of those agencies, the Environmental
Protection Agency.

A situation has arisen in Texas which
is not only about Texas, but it’s about
America. The last couple of years I
have been talking about the rule of law
and the fact that we try to set up a sys-
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tem in this Nation that has basic fair-
ness and that there are certain things
that are right and certain things that
are wrong. When we do that, we don’t
expect one group to impose its will
upon another group inappropriately;
but what has happened to Texas, I
would argue, is an overstepping of a
regulatory agency.

To talk about this, I'm going to have
to start off by giving you—so that you
understand it not only affects the lives
of Texans, but it directly affects the
lives of 13 other States immediately,
and potentially every State in this
Union.

In the last 4 years we have been hav-
ing an ongoing debate and discussion,
both at committee level and on this
floor, about the effect of carbon emis-
sions upon the environment. There has
been an ongoing debate as to whether
or not there is such a thing as global
warming. That term now, because the
globe doesn’t seem to be warming up
very much, has turned to climate
change, and also because of some kind
of falsely manipulated facts concerning
global warming, the term has gone to
climate change.

But there are those good-meaning
people in this Congress who believe
that carbon emissions are the new
deadly medicine for this country; and if
we don’t do away with them, it’s going
to destroy our ability to live on this
planet. Al Gore and others are the lead
folks on this, and they think it’s very
important. That debate has been going
on now for 4 to 6 years in this Congress,
and an attempt has been made to pass
what’s called cap-and-trade legislation.
In fact, by one vote, I believe it was,
cap-and-trade, under the Democratic
administration of the last session of
Congress, was passed out of this House.
Cap-and-trade went nowhere in the
Senate, and so it never became law.
But its purpose was to cap the emis-
sions and tax folks accordingly. That’s
very simplified; it’s much more com-
plex than that. But basically this Con-
gress, made up of the Senate and the
House, rejected as a unit the concept of
cap-and-trade.

The Environmental Protection Agen-
cy decided that even though pretty
much America had spoken that carbon
emissions were not something that
they wanted to impose harshness upon
folks about, they decided, well, we
don’t care what they want, we want the
carbon emissions.

O 2050

So they, starting in December, I be-
lieve, of last year, they started issuing
new regulations about carbon emis-
sions. And then they started passing
them on through the Clean Air Act to
the various States.

Now, I'm telling you this because it’s
going to have a direct effect on your
life. Every Member of Congress here
and every person that might be watch-
ing this discussion someplace else will
see that when you start talking about
what is maybe happening in Texas, you

H427

have to realize that as you watch the
price of gasoline go up at your pump,
you have to realize that there can be a
direct relationship between what’s
going on in the market and what hap-
pens to the prices for the American
consumer.

Here’s what has happened in Texas.
When they created the Clean Air Act,
they gave the EPA the ability to pro-
mulgate rules and standards for air
quality. But the act specifically says
that the local authority and the States
have a better means of policing up this
act than the Federal Government. So
the implementation of the rules, of the
standards set by EPA, will be done by
the States rather than the Federal
Government, and each State is to come
up with a plan.

And that bill was passed, I believe, in
1974 or 1976, something like that. Any-
way, it was in the 1970s, and it had
nothing to do with carbon. It had to do
with noxious gasses and other really
bad things that were getting into our
air and reducing the air quality, and
the standards were important.

And each State had the ability to
structure their permitting system to
fit the needs of their State and then
submit that permitting system to the
EPA for approval. And the EPA would
say, Yeah, I think that’s a good sys-
tem, or, No, we don’t think it is a good
system.

One of the things that happened
when they put together this Clean Air
Act and set these emission standards
was what they call a grandfather
clause. And companies that were al-
ready in existence long before the time
of the passing of this act were grand-
fathered out of the act. So basically
some of these big refineries, electricity
power plants, manufacturing facilities,
automobile plants had been around
long enough that they would be grand-
fathered in some certain areas on these
emission standards and the require-
ment for permitting under the law.
That was just the way this act was
written.

So Texas had a lot of—Texas is the
largest energy producing and energy
manufacturing State in the TUnited
States and has the largest refinery ca-
pacity in the United States. I used to
be able to name the refineries in Texas,
but I'm afraid I'd fall way short today.
But needless to say, there are a mul-
titude of refineries and chemical manu-
facturing facilities just in the Houston
area alone and in Corpus Christ and in
other parts of our State, both great, gi-
gantic refineries and midsize and small
refineries and manufacturing facilities.
And they’re all dealing with, basically,
the petrochemical industry. The oil
and gas industry is the base product
that they are refining, manufacturing
things from and so forth.

So in Texas, looking at what it would
take not only to clean up the indus-
tries that would fall under the act,
which would be the newly permitted in-
dustries, but also would start to police
up the grandfathered—the folks that



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-04T02:50:14-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




