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necessary, and that lawmakers should
simply do their jobs. It’s ironic that a
President who is so insistent on tying
the hands of the private sector with on-
erous regulations would oppose tying
the hands of politicians when it comes
to spending and borrowing.

Dodd-Frank, ObamaCare, the EPA—
they all restrict what Americans can
and cannot do. The President wants no
such restrictions on either Congress or
himself. No, the only restriction-free
zone he wants is Washington, D.C.

Cut, Cap, and Balance recognizes
that Washington’s solutions have to be
long-term and permanent. Quick fixes
are what got us into the position we
find ourselves in; they are not what
will get us out of it.

———————

AN UNREALISTIC APPROACH

(Mr. TIPTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. TIPTON. Madam Speaker, we
have a President who likes to talk
about polling numbers, while the Presi-
dent seems to completely ignore one of
the most important polling numbers
that the American people have spoken
to, and, that is, asking the Congress of
the United States to do exactly what
Americans around their kitchen tables
are doing this evening: figuring out a
way to be able to balance that budget,
to be able to fill up that gas tank, to be
able to put food on the table. The very
thing that 49 of our States are doing on
a regular basis, balancing their budget.

Today, we have the President of the
United States come out and say a bal-
anced budget amendment is unreal-
istic. No, Mr. President, your approach
is  unrealistic. We are on an
unsustainable glide path, destroying
the future for our children and our
grandchildren, if we fail to get our fis-
cal house in order. Now is the time.
This is our opportunity. Cut, caps, and
balance. Not cut and run, Mr. Presi-
dent.

This is our opportunity to set Amer-
ica straight, to be able to get our peo-
ple back to work, and to get America
moving again.

——
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CUT, CAP, AND BALANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
ELLMERS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Madam
Speaker, we are going to discuss to-
night the cut, cap, and balance bill
that will come before this body tomor-
row morning. I just want to express
some thoughts about how desperately
important I believe this bill is for
America. I have seen in the media of-
tentimes the bill diminished. Madam
Speaker, I believe this is an oppor-
tunity that is very unusual for those of
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us in this body to have, where we can
put this Nation on a track to fiscal
sanity and where we can truly do that
thing that we were sent here to do.

Madam Speaker, let me begin by say-
ing that all financial budgets will even-
tually balance. No individual, no fam-
ily, no business, and no government
can indefinitely continue to spend
more money than they take in without
someone having to make up the dif-
ference. That includes the budget of
the United States Federal Government.
Neither Mr. Obama nor congressional
Democrats can repeal the laws of
mathematics.

The Federal budget of the United
States Government will eventually bal-
ance, Madam Speaker. The question is
whether the House of Representatives,
the United States Senate, and the
White House will work together to bal-
ance this budget ourselves by wise pol-
icy, or national bankruptcy and finan-
cial ruin will do it for us.

From the day Barack Obama walked
into the White House, he has, with
breathtaking arrogance, absolutely ig-
nored economic and financial reality.
It took America the first 216 years of
its existence to accumulate the debt
that Barack Obama has accumulated in
the short 2%-year span of his Presi-
dency. During his short time in office,
Madam Speaker, he has increased our
Federal debt by nearly $4 trillion.

Just to put that nearly $4 trillion in
new debt in perspective, let me put it
this way: if all of a sudden a wave of re-
sponsibility swept through this Cham-
ber and we stopped all deficit spending
and began to pay installments of $1
million every day to pay down the
nearly $4 trillion debt that Barack
Obama has created in just 2% years, it
would take us more than 10,000 years to
pay it off. And that’s if we didn’t have
to pay one dime in interest, Madam
Speaker.

But, you see, we are not paying off
Mr. Obama’s debt by $1 million per day.
We are going deeper into debt, more
than 4,000 times that $1 million a day
every day under Mr. Obama’s own sub-
mitted budget and deficit projection.
Let me say that again: if we paid down
the debt $1 million a day, the debt that
Mr. Obama has accumulated in his 2%
year Presidency, it would take us 10,000
years to do it. But we are not doing
that. We are going deeper into debt,
4,000 times that much, every day, al-
most $4 billion per day.

And then when speaking of the effort
to reduce the deficit, the President has
the hubris to tell conservative Repub-
licans to take a balanced approach and
to eat our peas. Madam Speaker, if
there is anything more catastroph-
ically out of balance than our Federal
budget, it is the arrogance to com-
petency ratio of this White House. We
have already tried Mr. Obama’s way.
We have for far too long been testing
Democrat economics 101; the theory, as
Vice President BIDEN put it, we have to
spend money to keep from going bank-
rupt.
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Madam Speaker, when it comes to
balancing our budget, Mr. Obama and
the liberal media have suggested that
Republicans are unwilling to address
the revenue side of the equation, but
that isn’t true either. Just because Re-
publicans are not willing to increase
job-killing tax rates on this country
doesn’t mean that we don’t understand
the revenue side of the equation.

History and experience have dem-
onstrated time and again that the best
way to increase the amount of revenue
coming into this government is to get
out of the way and allow the private
sector to increase the quality and num-
ber of jobs for the American people.
This has historically resulted in the in-
creased productivity and the broad-
ening of the tax base in this amazing
Nation.

And yet the President is willing to
ignore that history and the reality of
the amazing American economic en-
gine and kill the goose that lays the
golden eggs by raising taxes. Madam
Speaker, that is like saying putting ad-
ditional weight on the back of a race
horse will help him win more races.

You will recall that the Democrats,
when they had control of Congress,
raised the debt limit six times. I so
clearly remember the surreal spectacle
at the time of then-majority leader of
the House, STENY HOYER, leading the
entire Democrat caucus in a rousing
standing ovation after the debt limit
was raised by $2 trillion in 2010. We
have watched as President Obama ran
up a trillion-dollar deficit for the first
time in history and then break that
record the very next year, and then say
that we would have $1 trillion-plus
deficits ‘“‘for years to come.”

We have watched as Mr. Obama and
the administration promised that if we
just allowed them to spend another
$800 billion on their stimulus package
that the economy would rebound and
unemployment would never go beyond
8 percent. Now, Madam Speaker, the
American people have awakened, and
they are tired of Democrats telling
them that 2 plus 2 equals 13.

So as we now find ourselves facing
the prospect of raising the debt ceiling
yet again, Republicans have said the
only way we are going to consent to
raising the debt ceiling is if we cut
spending by the same amount we in-
crease the debt ceiling and then if we
give the people and the States of this
Nation the historic opportunity to
adopt a balanced budget amendment to
our Constitution to put this country
back on the track of fiscal sanity once
again, Madam Speaker.

Now, I know that Mr. Obama and the
Democrats have falsely said that the
balanced budget amendment is just a
Republican plan to destroy Social Se-
curity and Medicare. But the truth is
that the bill we will be voting on to-
morrow does not cut Social Security, it
does not cut Medicare, and it does not
cut the compensation to our men and
women in uniform by one dime. But
the balanced budget amendment does
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give us an honest chance of reforming
and saving those programs and our
country from bankruptcy in the future.

Mr. Obama and the Democrats have
constantly said that we need to take a
“balanced approach’” and include in-
creased taxes in the equation. But I
have already said, Madam Speaker, in-
creasing the rate of taxes will decrease
the productivity of this Nation and will
ultimately decrease the revenue that
comes into this government. It is the
economic equivalent of mixing dirt and
ice cream. It is a poor recipe to em-
brace in the name of balance.

Madam Speaker, the truly balanced
approach to this problem is a balanced
budget amendment to the United
States Constitution. By passing this
cut, cap, and balance bill, along with
the balanced budget amendment, we
have a rare opportunity, and it is one
that may never come again, Madam
Speaker, of doing something truly his-
toric that will save this Nation and its
people from economic ruin.

Now, if the President and the Demo-
crats will help us do this, together we
can restore hope and confidence in cap-
ital markets inside the United States
and really all over the world because
those markets will see in the long run
that America is going to make it.

It may take 6 or 7 years to fully rat-
ify this constitutional amendment
once it is sent to the States. But we
owe it to the States and to the people
to give them this chance to save their
Nation. In the meantime, we can work
hard here to expand this economy and
to balance this budget that we work
with here every year so that when the
amendment is ratified, we will be ready
to go forward together as a Nation to
embrace the greatest days we have ever
seen.

However, Madam Speaker, if the
Democrats and the President are not
willing to give America and the Amer-
ican people this chance by helping Re-
publicans pass a balanced budget
amendment in this Congress, the re-
sulting consequences will be theirs
alone, and I believe the people will hold
them accountable for whatever finan-
cial disaster may follow.

Madam Speaker, long ago Thomas
Jefferson said: I wish it were possible
to obtain a single amendment to our
Constitution. I would be willing to de-
pend on that alone for the reduction of
the administration of our government
to the genuine principles of its Con-
stitution. I mean an additional article
taking from the Federal Government
the power of borrowing.

Madam Speaker, it turns out Thomas
Jefferson was right the vast majority
of the time, and we have been those
who have seen the best of some of the
principles that he espoused so long ago.
How I wish his contemporaries had lis-
tened to him about the balanced budg-
et amendment. But in this moment in
history, America may get a second
chance, Madam Speaker. But we may
not get it again.

I don’t often quote Shakespeare, but
long ago he wrote in a play this quote
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that I think applies to us today. He
said:
“There is a tide in the affairs of men.
Which, taken at the flood, leads on to
fortune;
Omitted, all the voyage of their life
Is bound in shallows and in miseries.
On such a full sea are we now afloat,
And we must take the current when
it serves,
Or lose our ventures.”
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In this time of crisis, we are also
standing in a place where the tide is
high and the opportunity is real for us
to do something that will truly turn
things around for this Nation.

Madam Speaker, this is not the Dem-
ocrat Congress of last year that gave a
standing ovation to a $2 trillion in-
crease in our debt limit. This is the
Congress that was sent here by the
American people to turn things around.
And that starts by drawing the line on
spending and saying thus far and no
further and passing a balanced budget
amendment to the United States Con-
stitution. By the grace of God, Madam
Speaker, that’s exactly what we’re
going to do.

With that, I would like to yield to
the gentleman from Indiana for such
time as he may consume.

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I thank my
colleague from Arizona for his learned
words and eloquent words, quoting,
Madam Speaker, Shakespeare. I'll
begin by quoting Yogi Berra, that
great fount of wit, wisdom, and good
old American common sense. More re-
cently, Yogi Berra said, When you
come to a fork in the road, take it. We
find ourselves as Americans right now
certainly in a fork in the road—a fork
in the road as a Nation. Either we must
act boldly or some would say we face
financial Armageddon. Unemployment
is at 9.2 percent. Investment is down.
Hiring is sluggish. The American peo-
ple are anxious about where they’re
going to find jobs, where they’re going
to send their kids to school. People in
southern Indiana ask me all the time
what they’re going to do as we fall fur-
ther into the financial abyss. Our na-
tional debt is over $14 trillion—and
growing.

We know we’re not in the mess be-
cause the American people are taxed
too little. We're in this mess because
Washington spends too darned much.
And we want to address that. So, as the
President stands at this fork in the
road, having no plan and refusing to
lead, we know that we here in Congress
must lead. We must act. We must, as
we say in the United States Marine
Corps, we must have a bias for action.
Well, that’s why we put forth this Cut,
Cap, and Balance Act of 2011. It’s a re-
sponsible action.

I'll briefly outline its finer points.
First, it cuts total spending by $111 bil-
lion in fiscal year 2012. No changes to
Social Security, no changes to Medi-
care, no changes to veterans’ benefits.
And considering the size and scope of
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the massive debt crisis we face in this
country, it proposes a very modest cut
of $111 billion next year—certainly a
manageable down payment as we work
to address this leviathan debt we face.
It caps total Federal spending in the
future as a portion of our economy—
that is the cap component of this cut,
cap, and balance plan—and brings down
by the end of the decade our Federal
spending to less than 20 percent as a
proportion of our economy. That’s the
post-World War II average. Very sen-
sible, very responsible. And then, fi-
nally, it balances our budget. It does so
through a balanced budget amendment
that will come up for a vote later, sub-
ject to the normal super majority re-
quirements in each House of Congress.
This works in 49 of the 50 States across
this great Nation. It will work here in
Washington, too. If we have the cour-
age to pass it.

The cut, cap, and balance plan will
restore confidence. It will restore con-
fidence in investors around this world,
people who are right now eyeballing
this body, wondering whether or not
we’re going to pass a bold plan to ad-
dress our financial situation and there-
fore maintain our high AAA credit rat-
ing. It will restore confidence in those
who create jobs—the entrepreneurs,
the innovators, the investors across
the fruited plains whom people rely on
for their family incomes. It will show
them that we understand Washington
has a problem, and we are prepared to
address it in a very specific way.

Finally, this will calm down, this
will restore confidence among those we
represent. Yeah, we have a deficit in
Washington. And it’s not just a finan-
cial deficit. It’s a leadership deficit. We
need to show the American people we
understand our Federal Government
must balance its books, just like Amer-
ican families and businesses are mak-
ing hard decisions and balancing their
own books during this difficult time.

The President stands at this fork in
the road. No plan, no action, no leader-
ship. And he characteristically refuses
to choose a path. We have laid out a
path. The path is one of leadership. The
path is one of choosing. I believe that
to lead is to choose. We must choose. I
encourage the members of this body,
my esteemed colleagues, to choose the
Cut, Cap, and Balance Act of 2011.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I would now
yield to the gentleman from Georgia
for such time as he may consume.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman from Arizona and my friend
from Indiana. This, to me, tomorrow,
where we are today, is a monumental
time in the history of this Nation.
When we think about the decisions and
the debate, the discussions, the rhet-
oric of tomorrow, it will be amazing to
see who falls on which side. Because
it’s truly a choice. It is a decision. And
we’ve heard that this is going to be a
time of choosing. Tomorrow is the day.

We’ve had reckless debt and deficit
for years now. It’s not a necessarily
Democrat problem because Repub-
licans have also been a part of the
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problem. We’ve seen both parties guilty
in this time of fiscal nonsense, the
recklessness of Washington spending.
But it’s come to an end. And we have
an opportunity before us that I think is
going to be incredible.

So, tomorrow, as the debate begins, 1
hope the Nation is watching. I hope the
Nation is listening. I hope the Nation
is witnessing their Members of Con-
gress, whom they voted for, sent to of-
fice to represent them, watching to see
how they will cast their vote. Of
course, the President has already
shown his cards. We know how he’s
going to cast his vote. I'd love to see us
as a House pass it to the Senate, and
the Senate move it to the President,
and him look the American people
square in the eye and say he is not for
balancing the budget. He is not for cut-
ting spending. He is not for capping the
Federal Government. How defiant
would that be to the American people?

His quote today was, We don’t need a
constitutional amendment to do our
jobs. Mr. President, the Constitution is
there to protect the American people
from their government. What better
opportunity to protect them from the
reckless spending of Washington than a
balanced budget amendment sent to
the States? We do need the Constitu-
tion to tell us how to balance the budg-
et because apparently this place can’t
do it on its own. Year after year after
year it’s been out of balance, debt lim-
its increased, spending out of control.
And yet we have a President who now,
without a plan, but a framework, we
hear—only through press conference,
press releases, and spokespersons—a
framework. Is that a plan? No, it’s not
a plan. We hear the Senate has a plan.
It’s plan B, though. Why? Because plan
A comes before the House tomorrow.
Plan A is to cut the Federal Govern-
ment spending now. It is to cap the
Federal Government’s size in the fu-
ture. And it is to balance the budget
forevermore. That is what America is
seeking right now.

So, the time truly is for choosing.
And the question before us tomorrow
as we all will watch the board light up,
everyone will put in their voting card—
they’re really casting a couple of dif-
ferent decisions tomorrow. It’s not just
cut, cap, and balance, but it is: What is
our vision for America. What will it be?
What will America be in the future?
That is the other question. I believe
that those who cast that ‘‘aye’ button
tomorrow, the green button, they are
casting their decision for a prosperous
future for this country—a future in
which we do live within our means, a
future that ensures prosperity for the
next generation. But then there are
those, they’ll cast a ‘“‘no’ vote. They’ll
cast the red vote. They will say, No,
the status quo is acceptable. Out-of-
control spending, yeah, we’ll get it
through it. The time will come, we will
get by. Compromise is necessary. That
will be the ‘“‘no” vote tomorrow.

Tomorrow’s vote is so big. It is big.
And I thank the gentleman from Ari-
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zona for leading this hour tonight be-
cause it’s a precursor to the debate to-
morrow—a debate that will be grand. I
believe out of all the votes I've cast in
my short time just over a year here,
tomorrow’s might be one of the most
important votes I cast. And I stand be-
fore this House tonight, Madam Speak-
er, before you to say you I'll be casting
that green vote for that prosperous fu-
ture of this great Nation we have, to
restore it, reclaim that liberty that we
all know is so great and grand. And I
look forward to joining many of my
colleagues such as the gentleman from
Arizona.
Thank you.
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Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
distinguished gentleman.

I now recognize the distinguished
gentleman from California (Mr.
BILBRAY).

Mr. BILBRAY. Thank you.

Madam Speaker, I am honored to
speak to the words of my dear col-
league from Arizona, and I appreciate
that he not only quoted Shakespeare
but that he also made a nautical ref-
erence to the facts of life when the
tides change. As a child of the ocean, I
appreciate that.

Let me just say we’ve all got to un-
derstand how we got where we are
today. The fact is, in ’06, the American
people were fed up with the Repub-
licans spending too much, not because
we had raised taxes or cut taxes, but
they were fed up with our spending
habits. Four years later, the same vot-
ers threw out the Democrats, not be-
cause they hadn’t raised taxes but be-
cause they had expanded expenditures
extraordinarily. So I think, if there
were one indication that we ought to
understand, it’s that when you navi-
gate on the ocean you’ve learned to
know which way the waves are coming,
which way the wind is coming, and you
learn from your experience that there
are some things that you don’t want to
fight.

One is the will of the American peo-
ple.

As we look around the world, every-
body celebrates the Arab Spring where
the average person in Arab countries is
standing up and saying, Not just ‘‘no,”
but ‘“hell no.” We’re going to stand up
and say, We’ve had enough. What’s
happening there is happening in Amer-
ica, too. The fact is that the average
citizens in America, just like around
the world, now can communicate
through the Internet, and no big gov-
ernment, big operation, big cartel can
keep them from communicating. So
there is an energy let loose not just in
Arab countries but here in the United
States that says, America, we’ve got to
live within our budget. You’re not
going to tax us anymore.

Madam Speaker, I think we’ve got to
remember that the American people
saw this coming. They saw starting in
’08 a spending spree of extraordinary
spending that went off for 2 years. Ac-
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tually, even before the new administra-
tion went in there, the American peo-
ple saw that there was going to be
spending done by Republicans or Demo-
crats that was going to be used as an
excuse to raise taxes, and that’s why
they said, We’re taxed enough already.
So we need to get down to the fact that
we’re talking about where is the credi-
bility of this government. It has to be
reinstalled by the fact that we can be
trusted with the budget—not trusted
with raising taxes, but trusted with
spending control. That is going to be
the real crisis.

Notable economist Art Laffer just
said recently that he almost compares
what’s being proposed by some in
Washington to a couple going out to
Monaco and then to Italy and then to
France and running up a big bill and
then coming back to their boss and
saying, Oh, by the way, Boss, we spent
all this money. We need a pay raise—or
how about this: why don’t you split
half of the expense of my vacation with
me. You pay half of it and I'll pay half
of it.

That kind of logic doesn’t sell when
you’re facing off with your employer.
It darned well doesn’t wash when
you’re facing off with your employer
here in Washington, which is the Amer-
ican taxpayer, and I think we need to
recognize that.

So, in all fairness, there are things
we can do, Madam Speaker, to stimu-
late the economy without borrowing
money from China. We can bring back
almost $2 trillion of American money
to create American jobs here on Amer-
ican soil. Congress and the President
just have to agree to do it. The money
is out there. It’s not being taxed, and
it’s not coming back if we don’t elimi-
nate the 35 percent penalty for it com-
ing back.

Here is a place where we can invest
in research and development, like the
President wants, and in construction.
We can go into manufacturing expan-
sion—things for which the President
and the Democrats in the past have
borrowed money from China in order to
create that kind of stimulus to the
economy. We can create a stimulus to
the economy, we can create jobs and
help to balance the budget, but first
we’ve got to understand that taxing
people to death is not the answer to
prosperity.

The answer for this family, called the
American Nation, is just like that of
every other family: living within your
means, understanding your limits,
spending within those limits, and not
asking people to pay for your extrava-
gances.

So as we face a lot of challenges, I've
just got to say to everybody that you
can look at what’s going on in Cali-
fornia today. Madam Speaker, it is a
State that is controlled by the left,
that has driven business out of the
State, and the money now has run out.
Not only did citizens lose jobs when
those businesses left; but because those
jobs are not there to pay the taxes, the
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citizens of California, who have de-
pended and expected to have their
health care paid by the State now are
being told they have to expect less be-
cause there is no more money to pay
for those social benefits that they were
promised—promised in such inappro-
priate ways. As we destroy businesses,
we destroy jobs. Even those who are on
public assistance will be affected by
this kind of destructive behavior.

The difference between raising the
debt limit today and in the past is
that, in the past, all you had to do was
raise the debt limit to have groups like
Moody’s be able to talk about address-
ing this issue. Fine, that’s enough. Now
the people who are raiding our dollar
are saying, You can’t just raise the
limit. You’ve got to show us that you
are serious about controlling the
spending. Now this Congress has to do
something that no Congress has been
forced to do in the past:

We have to address the issue of the
debt limit but address the issue of the
debt at the same time.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
gentleman from California for his wise
and well-placed words.

My friends on the left would have us
believe that if we have a balanced
budget in this country that somehow it
will crush all of the critical programs
for the most vulnerable in our society.
Madam Speaker, that just simply is
not true.

There is very little that I know of
that would cause this government to
flourish economically than for the Na-
tion, itself, to flourish economically.
Oftentimes, we forget that the con-
fidence in the system has a great deal
to do with the success of the system.
We find that a lot of us on the right
talk about the competitive free mar-
ket, and we do believe in that; but I
will tell you there is something that
we believe in even more, and that is an
element called ‘‘trust.”

Of those who are the producers of our
society, of those who are the job mak-
ers of our society, of those who are the
captains of industry and productivity,
all the way down to the person who
makes minimum wage, if they believe
that they can trust the environment
they’re in and if they do what they be-
lieve is right—that their contracts will
be honored, that their wages will be
paid, that government will make sure
that they’re treated justly and fairly—
then they will continue to be produc-
tive, and they will continue to do ev-
erything that they can collectively to
make this country the ongoing great-
est Nation in the history of the world.

Madam Speaker, when that trust is
broken—when government sometimes
just sets aside its own rules and prints
money and deficit spends and com-
pletely ignores the important things
that it’s supposed to do to keep trust
with the people that it represents—
then oftentimes those who are the pro-
ducers, those who are the entre-
preneurs, those who are the ones who
try to make a difference in this world
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become discouraged, and they step
back because they can’t trust their
government.

I would suggest to you, Madam
Speaker, that that is one of the big
challenges that we face today.

People have watched over the last
many decades this government con-
tinue to spend out of control. They’ve
watched us take advantage of inflation.
They’ve watched the government of
this Nation and its leaders use deficit
spending to a degree that diminishes
their way of life, and they’ve watched
us do all the bailouts and all those
kinds of things. I will just tell you,
Madam Speaker, that they’re getting
tired, but the good news is this:

The good news is that people have fi-
nally awakened.

I would say to you tonight, Madam
Speaker, that nothing encourages me
more than knowing that people are fi-
nally starting to watch this country.
They know that a balanced budget
amendment will do something that
very few other economic policies have
ever done: that it will restore the con-
fidence and trust in this government,
that we will begin to have to live with-
in our means, that if we want greater
revenue to come through these doors
that we will do everything that we can
to see business flourish, and that we
will put aside this notion, as Fred
Bastiat said, of government being that
great fiction through which everyone
endeavors to live at the expense of ev-
eryone else.

We will understand that the secret to
the success of this Nation economically
is productivity. Then we will have the
kind of tax base that will not only sup-
port this government but that will
allow us to do the things that are im-
portant for the most helpless in our so-
ciety.

O 1950

I want to yield again to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. BILBRAY. Madam Speaker, we
are really at a threshold of making de-
cisions of: Are we willing to do what it
takes to prove to the American people
that this Republican form of govern-
ment actually can function and address
the long-term needs of America?

We’re at a point to where we have to
be able to show not just the American
people, but to people around the world,
that our Republican experiment, the
Republic that we call the United States
of America, can function not just for
200 years but for hundreds of years on
top of that because we can make the
tough decisions not just to go to war,
not just to respond to disasters, but to
take care of our financial well-being
and that the elected representatives
cannot use tax money to buy votes and
cannot be bullied by scare tactics away
from doing what is essential for the fu-
ture of this country. That is a real test.

And remember, when we talk about
Washington taking money, and I think
this is one thing Republicans and
Democrats don’t talk enough about. I
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used to be a mayor. I was a mayor in
my twenties. We forget that this is not
government—and I say this to my Re-
publican colleagues. We say that too
much. This is not government we’re
talking about, but this is Federal Gov-
ernment. This is totally different than
your city council. This is totally dif-
ferent than your county commissioners
or supervisors. This is not going to
your school board. There, if they tax
you, you can go to their meetings and
you can stand up at a podium and you
can tell that mayor what you think
about his spending habits. You can tell
the county chairman what you think.
The school board member is required,
by law, to hear your opinion about
that.

But when your money is taken to
Washington, you don’t have the right
to even stand up and speak to the Con-
gress. You try to stand up without get-
ting permission, they’ve got security
to drag you off. There is a big dif-
ference between sending your money to
city hall and sending your money to
Washington, D.C. One, you are vested
with rights to participate in how that
money is spent. Here in Washington,
you are disenfranchised except for one
person, your Congressman. And that
person darn well is diluted and cannot
speak for you personally but has to
represent you as part of a group.

So when we talk about Washington
taking money, remember you’ve got
school boards, you've got counties,
you’ve got cities. But Washington is
not just taking it away from the busi-
ness community; it’s taking it away
from the local government agencies
that provide the baseline services that
are essential to all of us.

We keep talking about Washington is
the great safety net. Excuse me. Your
city and your counties are the great
safety net of civilized services that we
get into. The Federal Government,
anybody that’s lived in Washington,
D.C., understands that, that the local
government is where the essential serv-
ices have gone. And when we take
money out of a community and bring it
here to Washington, we’re depriving
those same mayors and school board
members and county commissioners
the essential services that make every
day possible for our citizens. And when
we do that, even more importantly, we
deprive the individual the ability to
participate in how their hard-earned
money is spent.

So we should take as little as hu-
manly possible to execute the respon-
sibilities and the mandates of the
United States Constitution. And maybe
if we looked around a little more and
focused on the responsibilities that the
Constitution gives us, Washington,
D.C., as opposed to mayors, council
members and State legislators, maybe
if we didn’t try to be everything to ev-
eryone, maybe we wouldn’t be so
greedy at taking so much from the citi-
zens of the United States. So I think
that that is one of those items we’ve
got to constantly try to remember.
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And I say this to my Democratic col-
leagues and my Republican colleagues.
When we’re talking about the Federal
budget, we’re not talking about gov-
ernment. We’re talking about Federal
Government taking these funds. And I
think those are the central issues.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
gentleman from California.

I yield to the gentleman from Colo-
rado.

Mr. LAMBORN. I want to thank the
gentleman from Arizona for sponsoring
this time to talk about the importance
of having Cut, Cap, and Balance. This
is an historic vote that we’re going to
be taking in the House tomorrow. And
I think that it’s critical that we have a
solution that will get our fiscal House
in order.

Very few of the other people that are
negotiating with the House leader-
ship—I am talking about the Senate
Democratic leadership, the White
House, they’re very short on having
specific plans. I haven’t really seen
anything in writing, in fact. I'd love to
see something in writing so we could
actually do a financial analysis, a fis-
cal analysis of one of the other plans.
But this is a way forward that many of
us are looking forward to voting for to-
morrow here on the floor.

And as you have been describing it,
Representative FRANKS and Mr.
BILBRAY of California, the elements of
this plan are really wonderful for the
fiscal health and the financial future
and the prosperity of our country.
America is a great country, and I don’t
want to see her go into decline. And if
we don’t do something, that is the
prospect that we unfortunately have
before us.

So I look forward to voting to cut the
next year’s budget by a manageable
amount. Sure, there will be some peo-
ple who say, Don’t cut this; I'd rather
you cut something else. But we have to
live within our means, so we’re cutting
from next year’s budget.

We’re also capping the next 10 years
so that instead of the unsustainable 24
or 25 percent spending of our gross do-
mestic product for the Federal Govern-
ment, it’s going to be brought down to
about 20 percent or under 20 percent.
That is important for living within our
means.

Historically, post-World War II, the
revenues of the Federal Government
have been about 18 percent, nowhere
near the 24 or 25 percent. Even 19.9 per-
cent that this calls for after, like, year
six or seven is still higher than our rev-
enues, but it’s on a glide path, it’s on a
trajectory that gets toward balance.

And the best thing of all is a bal-
anced budget amendment. And this is
something that the minute, should it
pass the House and Senate and go to
the States and should the three-quar-
ters of the States, 38 of them, pass it in
their own legislatures and it becomes
part of the U.S. Constitution, at that
moment we will live under a balanced
budget, whether that’s 4 years or 8
years or 12 or however long that would
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take. So this has a short-term, a me-
dium-term, and a long-term solution
for the fiscal health of our country.

Now, if others say, Well, I don’t like
that plan; I'm going to vote against it,
I'd like to see their plan. The status
quo is simply unacceptable. We are
headed toward a Greece-type default
and bankruptcy, and we just simply do
not need to do that. So we have to re-
duce our spending.

Representative FRANKS, you Kknow
this as well as I do. I have watched and
respect your voting record, and you’re
one for holding the line on extraneous
spending. And that’s what it takes.
Every family has to do it. Every busi-
ness has to do it. Every individual has
to do it. When your income is not as
much as your outgo, you have to
reprioritize. You have to stop spending
as much as you want to and you have
to live within your means. Every other
government in the country has to do
that—cities, States, counties. They all
have to do it. The Federal Government
is, for some reason, the only one that’s
exempt from these fiscal laws of na-
ture.

So we have this historic vote tomor-
row. I’'m really looking forward to vot-
ing to cut, cap, and balance our Na-
tion’s finances. And Representative
FRANKS, I'm so glad that you are spon-
soring this time so that we can discuss
this important issue.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
distinguished gentleman.

Madam Speaker, may I inquire as to
the remainder of the time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 20 minutes remaining.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. With that, 1
would yield to the gentleman from In-
diana.

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I thank the
gentleman from Arizona.

Just an observation here. I know our
President said earlier today that we
had—frankly, we don’t need a constitu-
tional amendment to do our jobs. He
was referring, of course, to this debt
limit debate and our insistence here in
the House that we get some serious
spending cuts in conjunction with that
debt limit and come up with a plan to
get our debt under control in the
longer term.

0 2000

My response to this idea that we
don’t need a constitutional amendment
to do our jobs, first I look to the Con-
stitution itself. Article V of the Con-
stitution, the first phrase there is pret-
ty clear. ‘“The Congress, whenever two-
thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec-
essary, shall propose Amendments to
this Constitution.”

I would say it’s our duty, when we
deem it necessary, to go ahead and pro-
pound constitutional amendments to
solve various problems here that we
think need to be addressed within our
Federal Government. First, we are
duty-bound to put forward such a solu-
tion. Second, history bears out many
examples where institutionally or cul-
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turally or historically the time has
arisen for certain improvements in our
way of government.

So we’ve put forth some fine amend-
ments like, say, the 19th Amendment,
which gave women the guaranteed
right to vote. I think that’s a fine
thing. I think it was important that
Congress put forth amendments to
guarantee women’s right to vote so
that we would do our job. It was nec-
essary. It was necessary to put forth
that amendment, just as it’s necessary
to put forth a constitutional balanced
budget amendment.

I guess the final thing I would say is
it’s necessary that we pass a constitu-
tional balanced budget amendment as
part of this Cut, Cap, and Balance Act
of 2011 because it’s the only viable plan
we have on the table right now. What
is the President’s plan to get our budg-
et back into balance? I ask that time
and again. I have not seen any sort of
acceptable answer.

So we need to bind the hands of our
political class. I think this Cut, Cap,
and Balance Act, which my colleagues
have been speaking to over recent min-
utes, is a very responsible direction to
go, and I ask for the consideration of
my friends across the aisle as well.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
gentleman from Indiana.

Oftentimes, Madam Speaker, I have
friends that come up to me on the
street and they say, Trent, why aren’t
you talking more about this? Why
aren’t you explaining these things in
the media better? Why aren’t you
going to the floor and telling us about
these critical issues? So, oftentimes we
do and the media just ignores it or
somehow the people don’t have the ad-
vantage of hearing what we say.

And I hope that doesn’t happen to
this bill, Madam Speaker, because I
truly believe if the American people
could just read the Cut, Cap, and Bal-
ance legislation that they would under-
stand how profoundly reasonable it
really is. All it really says is that we
are going to cut our budget at least as
much as we raise the debt ceiling, and
that we’re going to put some steps in
place to begin to rein in the spending
of this government in a real way; and
that as we go forward, we will begin to
index the spending of this Nation with
a certain percentage of the gross do-
mestic product, or the amount of pro-
ductivity of our Nation.

Madam Speaker, that’s so immi-
nently reasonable because that creates
a great deal of incentive on the part of
government, then, to see all people in
our society successful, to see everyone
have gain and to be able to accumulate
wealth in every way that they can,
from the janitor to the Senator.

And then, finally, this legislation
says that we need a balanced budget
amendment to our Constitution.

Madam Speaker, I have the privilege
of being the chairman of the Sub-
committee on the Constitution in this
place. I will just suggest to you that
the balanced budget amendment seems
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so intuitive to me because, as I said
earlier, all budgets have to balance at
some point.

You know, I have two little babies,
Joshie and Gracie, and they have piggy
banks. They know that if they take
more out of it than they put in it, then
it goes empty. They understand that. I
don’t know why something so funda-
mental and basic escapes the erudite
minds that pervade government. But it
seems that we think that somehow be-
cause we have Ph.D.s and that because
we are able to perpetrate monotonic
polysyllabic  obfuscation, semantic
gymnastics, and verbal circumlocution
that people won’t know what we’re
talking about and that somehow we
can get away with anything that we
want to. And I just think that’s so
tragic because a reality is still in place
that says that if we live outside our
means, that pretty soon the entire sys-
tem begins to collapse. That’s where
we are, Madam Speaker. We are seeing
people losing confidence in their gov-
ernment. And I'm very concerned
about that because I believe that it is
vital that people have confidence.

Somebody said to me, they said, you
know, if all of the gold in Fort Knox
were stolen tonight and none of us
knew about it, that the gold market
wouldn’t change much tomorrow morn-
ing in The Wall Street Journal. But if
someone put out a press release, say,
from Fort Knox that all of the gold had
been stolen in Fort Knox but that that
wasn’t really true, that all of the gold
was still there but somehow the public
believed that it had been stolen, that
gold markets across the planet the
next day would crash because people’s
perception, their confidence in the sys-
tem is vital to the system.

Right now, people are losing con-
fidence in our system, and I think
there are very few things that threaten
us more. We talk about a default. Well,
the default is not going to happen on
August 2 unless the President chooses
to arbitrarily force that to happen. But
I am concerned that the markets may
begin to say, Maybe the Congress of
the United States just doesn’t have the
courage to do the right thing. Maybe
somehow they’re going to let politics
intervene to the extent that they’re ac-
tually going to step back and not do
what’s necessary to stabilize the eco-
nomic foundation of this Nation. And
that is so tragic because it doesn’t
have to be that way.

This Cut, Cap, and Balance bill can
accomplish everything that’s reason-
able. It can say, okay, we recognize the
challenges that we face in this country
today. We recognize that we’ve over-
spent. We recognize that our country is
at a low economically. We recognize
that we’re not working on full employ-
ment. We recognize that the markets
don’t know whether to jump or go
blind. They don’t know what this
President is going to do next. And if we
put this Cut, Cap, and Balance bill in
place, all of a sudden, the markets of
the world, the person on the street,
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they’re going to realize, hey, maybe
there is hope after all. Maybe America
is going to go forward and do what she
was destined to do from the born of
time and continue to be that great city
on a hill that Ronald Reagan spoke of.
I believe that it can be that way.

But I am afraid that somehow the
people won’t understand what’s in this
bill. T will just suggest to you, in all
due deference and respect to the Presi-
dent of the United States, his plan is
incumbent upon the people not under-
standing what it is, and the Republican
plan is incumbent upon the people un-
derstanding what is really in the bill.
And I so hope that the people are able
to truly get the information that they
need to understand what this bill is all
about, rather than letting the left-wing
media distort it to the extent that they
don’t know.

I also hope for something else,
Madam Speaker. I am hoping that to-
morrow when we vote that we will rec-
ognize something else as people in this
place: that all too soon we will step
from these Chambers one by one and
that our time here will be passed, and
only those things that we did that
truly honored our God and our country
and our fellow human beings and the
great gift that we’ve been given in
America will really matter at that
point. T hope we will realize that we
won’t have too many votes like this in
our career that can make a difference
for future generations.

It’s been said that the politician
looks to the next election; whereas, the
statesman looks to the next genera-
tion, and that great societies finally
come when old men plant trees under
whose shade they will never sit. I hope
tomorrow that we will embrace this
thing called statesmanship and look to
the next generation and, quite frankly,
Madam Speaker, to look to the next
few days and weeks, because what we
do is going to send a message to the
markets the world over.

If you are an investor and you saw a
company that continued to deficit
spend and continued to get in debt be-
yond its means and continued to care-
lessly spend, would you invest in that
company? I think that’s what our
country has to ask ourselves.

I truly believe that we’re going to
have a chance tomorrow that may be
very unique in our careers, and it’s pos-
sible that a lot of people are going to
succumb to the need to be popular
among certain special interest groups.
But I will just suggest to them, Madam
Speaker, that popularity is history’s
pocket change. It’s courage that is the
true currency of history, and we have a
chance to be courageous tomorrow. We
have a chance to do what’s right, to
stabilize this country today and tomor-
row. We have a chance to make sure
that our future generations walk in the
light of freedom. I have a chance, as a
father, to do what I believe is truly
right for my children and their con-
temporaries so that they might grow
up and walk in the light of freedom, as
I have.
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If we do this, I believe the people will
applaud us in the long run. There may
be certain exceptions in the short
term. But in the long run they will
look back and say that those people
who stood up and did what was right
that day when they voted on cut, cap,
and balance and voted for the balanced
budget amendment, they’ll look back
and see that as a historic turning point
in this country. And I want so much to
see that happen.

Finally, Madam Speaker, I would
just say to you again that all budgets
do balance, and the equation before us
today is, are we going to balance the
budget, or is reality going to balance it
in a horrifying way for us?

For the sake of my children, for the
sake of future generations, and for the
sake of all that we love and hold dear
in this country, and for the sake of
making sure that we are good stewards
of the greatest Nation God has ever
given to this planet, I hope we do the
right thing tomorrow.

I yield the remainder of the time to
the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I thank my
colleague from Arizona.

He said a couple of things that I
would like to pivot off of. They cer-
tainly struck a chord with me. First,
the notion that markets deal with per-
ception, as opposed to always reality. I
thought it was a brilliant example of
Fort Knox, should the gold be taken,
the press release versus the actuality
of that gold being taken.

It reminded me of a conversation I
had just today on the airplane as I
headed backed to Washington from my
southern Indiana district. I was sitting
next to someone who dealt in the fi-
nancial markets, and I asked him a
fairly pointed question. I said, you
know, the media, in recent days, in re-
cent weeks, has really sort of ratcheted
up attention, even anxiety with respect
to the debt limit debate and whether or
not the debt ceiling is, in fact, going to
be raised, what is going to be attached
to a debt ceiling vote.

And I certainly understand this. I
take this vote very seriously and have
factored into my calculus of voting for
and against various measures, the in-
terest rate response we might see.

But the funny thing is there hasn’t
really been much of an interest rate re-
sponse. For all the hemming and
hawing about what might happen
should we not raise the debt ceiling by
August 2, there hasn’t been an interest
rate response. And I find that amazing.

And so I asked my friend why he
thought that was, and he put forth one
idea. He said certainly, TobpD, that
these are complicated matters, and
there are all different things that fac-
tor into them. But in his professional
opinion, one reason was that we finally
have a group of people in Washington
that are taking very seriously this no-
tion we ought not spend more money
than we bring in. That’s pretty power-
ful.
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I'm proud, as a new Representative,
to be part of this group of people sup-
porting the cut, cap, and balance meas-
ure that would bring our spending
under control. So we ought to be proud.
That’s an early victory. The markets,
at least, believe we are serious about
getting this spending under control. I
hope we can play this out and prove
that we are serious.

The other thing that my colleague
from Arizona said that struck a chord
with me was this notion that states-
men look not just to the next election,
they look to the next generation.

There was a group of people back 150
years ago that entered politics. It was
around the 1850s, and they entered poli-
tics certainly looking to the next gen-
eration. It was their belief that every
man, woman, and child should be enti-
tled to the fruits of their labor. They
weren’t partisans. In fact, they were
Know-Nothings. They were independ-
ents, some Democrats. They came to-
gether with this notion, though, that
everyone should be entitled to the
fruits of their labor.

Well, when we continue to spend
money we don’t have, oftentimes on
things we don’t need, and kick the debt
forward another year, another 5 years,
another 10 years, another generation or
two down the road, ladies and gentle-
men, we are committing the fruits of
the next generation’s labor to pay off
our current debt.

Madam Speaker, I think this is
wrong. I think this cut, cap, and bal-
ance plan is a viable plan, a specific
plan to stop this practice so that ev-
eryone, my four children, everyone
else’s grandchildren and great grand-
children, will not be paying off our fu-
ture debts.

So again, I urge consideration and
support of this cut, cap, and balance
plan. And for those who are unable to
support it, I would ask them to put
forth a specific plan of their own, one
that will get our spending under con-
trol and put this Nation back on the
right fiscal course.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Madam
Speaker, let me just close with these
thoughts. There are a lot of people that
have sacrificed profoundly for this Na-
tion. There are people lying out in Ar-
lington National Cemetery tonight,
and I wonder what their perspective
would be if they could come back
among us for just a few moments?

While none of us knows that, Madam
Speaker, I would suggest to you that
they didn’t die so that we could spend
our country into bankruptcy, so that
we could weaken our Nation on all
fronts simply because we weren’t fis-
cally responsible. And they didn’t die
so that we could put ourselves so deep-
ly in debt that we spent tens of thou-
sands for each little child born today
so that they would have to carry that
the rest of their lives.

They wanted, as the Founding Fa-
thers talked about, to see every person,
not only in America but, ultimately, in
the world, to be able to be born and to
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lay hold on the miracle of life and to be
free and to pursue their dreams. That’s
what they wanted. Sometimes I am so
afraid that we have gotten away from
that vision to the extent that we’ve
grown sort of callous and cynical.

I hope that we can revisit those
ideals tomorrow, and that we can force
ourselves to remember that all of his-
tory and all of the future is watching
us, and that what we do here tomorrow
could mean the difference for America
for decades and generations to come.

I believe if we do the right thing,
that the loneliest moments in an old
age home will be livable because we’ll
look back and say, you know, that’s
what we did. We did the right thing.
And I hope we do that for the sake of
my children, for the sake of America’s
children, and for the sake, somehow, of
the children throughout the world that
can be still touched by the message of
this, the greatest Republic in the his-
tory of humanity.

Madam Speaker, if we will protect
our constitutional foundations, if we
will protect our economic base, if we
will protect those things that make us
who we are, then I believe that this
government will have all of the rev-
enue that it needs. I believe we will
continue and go forward to be more
productive than we have ever been, and
I believe that America still has great
things in the world to do. I hope we
make sure that that occurs.

With that, with great respect,
Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2560, CUT, CAP, AND BAL-
ANCE ACT OF 2011

Mr. WooDALL (during the Special
Order of Mr. FRANKS of Arizona) from
the Committee on Rules, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 112-150) on
the resolution (H. Res. 355) providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2560)
to cut, cap, and balance the Federal
budget, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———
CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speak-
er, I am pleased to be here this evening
once again with my Congressional
Black Caucus colleagues to talk about
the need for jobs, jobs, and more jobs,
and how we ought to be dealing with
the debt limit and our debt crisis. Let
me begin with jobs. That’s not a new
topic for the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, because our communities unfortu-
nately have a long-term and intrac-
table history of unemployment.

Every year that I have been here, and
I'm sure for the 40 years of our exist-
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ence, job creation has been a priority,
and that includes summer jobs for our
young people, something we still have
not been able to get the Congress to
recognize and fund as critical to the
well-being of our young people and our
communities. In this Congress alone,
CBC members have introduced more
than 30 job-creating pieces of legisla-
tion, and we’ve cosponsored many,
many more introduced by our Demo-
cratic colleague.

Need I remind you that the Repub-
lican leadership has still, today, done
nothing to create one job. Meanwhile,
unemployment remains a crisis in our
country, and in the African American
community it’s a catastrophe.

And where is the patriotism of our
corporations who are sitting on billions
of dollars and still not hiring? I would
say that if there is uncertainty in that
sector, the corporate sector, welcome
to the club.

As the gentleman from Arizona said,
lack of confidence. But the cause of
this lack of confidence in the corporate
sector, in the banking sector and on
Wall Street has got to do more with
the gridlock, I think, that’s caused by
the Republican leadership who won’t
even consider the balanced approach
that the President is asking us to take.
And all this time the rest of the world
is looking at us, watching this sorry
mess that we’re calling governing. I
can’t imagine that our allies in those
countries around the world that look
to us for leadership have much con-
fidence in us either right now.

I am pleased to be joined this
evening, Madam Speaker, by several of
my colleagues, but I'd like to begin
first to yield such time as he might
consume to a reverend, to the former
mayor of Kansas City, now our distin-
guished leader of the Congressional
Black Caucus, Congressman EMANUEL
CLEAVER.

O 2020

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Speaker, let
me first of all express appreciation to
Congresswoman DONNA CHRISTENSEN,
Dr. DONNA CHRISTENSEN, for how she
has put forth boundless energy making
sure that we keep this issue of jobless-
ness in front of us.

Let me first of all say that I did two
interviews during the votes today, one
with ABC News. And as I stood before
the cameras they showed me two com-
ments, one from a gentleman who said
that he was so disgusted with Congress
because nothing is being done and he
believed that we needed to start trying
to deal with the problems. He thought
that we should not be raising the taxes
on what he called ‘“‘ordinary’ people or
low-income working people.

The other interview I did was on Fox
and was an interview where I was
interviewed about the joblessness
among African Americans. I think both
of those intersect. And the reason for
this is, I said to people that as a Demo-
crat I was embarrassed that during the
last session of Congress we failed to lis-
ten to the American public. The public
said they were interested in jobs.
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