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just weren’t successful at finishing 
that deportation process. 

So I say to my friend from Alabama, 
again, I so much appreciate his leader-
ship on this issue. I am a proud sup-
porter of the Jobs for Americans Act. I 
look forward to bipartisan support on 
that act because, again, we’re not talk-
ing about asking anyone to com-
promise their principles. We’re asking 
people to celebrate that we are an im-
migrant nation and that we are a na-
tion of laws. And I tell you, I don’t 
want to live in a nation that is willing 
to give up on either one of those, and 
we don’t have to. 

I thank my friend. 
Mr. BROOKS. Madam Speaker, I 

want to express my thanks for the elo-
quence of Congressmen ROB WOODALL 
of Georgia, DIANE BLACK of Tennessee, 
and ROBERT ADERHOLT of the State of 
Alabama. 

I pray that the American people and 
Washington, D.C., will be mindful of 
the loss of Tad Mattle, the suffering of 
his family, and the sufferings of hun-
dreds, if not thousands, of other Ameri-
cans under similar, yet difficult, cir-
cumstances, all brought about because 
our Federal Government is derelict in 
its duty to protect American citizens 
from the conduct of illegal aliens. 

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

f 

AMERICAN JOBS ACT 

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. Madam Speaker, 
thank you for the opportunity to dis-
cuss employment, or lack of employ-
ment here in the United States. 

We just listened to a discussion about 
the problem, and certainly immigra-
tion is a piece of the problem. But in 
the whole totality of the extraordinary 
unemployment in the United States, it 
is but one piece. The solutions to the 
crisis that faces America and Ameri-
cans is way beyond just the immigra-
tion policy. 

I would hope that my colleagues from 
the Republican side would work to-
wards a comprehensive immigration 
reform program, one that certainly 
will deal with the border and security 
on the border, although I think much 
of what was said earlier is overblown. 

And dealing with deportations, I 
would point out that the current 
Obama administration has deported 
more people in the last year than in 
the entire 8 years of the Bush adminis-
tration. 

Much needs to be done. A comprehen-
sive immigration policy needs to be 
put in place. But if it were in place 
today, the unemployment in this Na-
tion would not be solved by that alone. 

There is a solution that’s at hand. 
There’s an opportunity for this Con-
gress to act immediately to bring back 

American jobs, to put Americans back 
to work. It’s the American Jobs Act. 

A week ago, a little more than a 
week ago now, the President stood be-
fore a joint session of Congress here in 
this Chamber filled with Democrats, 
Republicans, Senators and Members of 
Congress, and he presented to us a 
comprehensive program to put Ameri-
cans back to work. I want to discuss 
that tonight and also pick up the issue 
that he raised yesterday about how we 
do that, how we put Americans back to 
work and, in the next several years, 
bring the deficit under control and put 
America’s financing back in shape. 

It’s the American Jobs Act, a very 
comprehensive proposal, a very bold 
proposal, and one that would actually, 
not by his estimate but by the esti-
mate of independent economists, em-
ploy some 11⁄2 to 2 million Americans 
immediately. And I’d like to tell you 
how that might come about if this 
House were to pass the legislation. 

b 2010 
We know that for America to succeed 

both in the short term and the long 
term, it’s not only about going back to 
work, it’s also about critical invest-
ments. 

Over the weekend, back in my dis-
trict in California, the East Bay area of 
San Francisco Bay and up into the 
Central Valley, I had the opportunity 
to talk to teachers, teachers who were 
very concerned that given the financial 
situation in California, that they were 
going to be laid off, and generally it’s 
the new, the young teacher that has 
only been there a little while that’s 
given the pink slip and sent on down 
the road. 

This is a personal issue in my family. 
My daughter and son-in-law are teach-
ers, and their class size has already 
grown from 20, 21 to 34, 35 in the sec-
ond-grade class. A very difficult teach-
ing situation. Yet, more layoffs are 
likely to occur. 

One of the fundamental investments 
that needs to be made in any society 
that wants to grow, that wants to pros-
per, that wants to have social justice is 
the education of the young, and in the 
case of the United States, with the ex-
traordinary number of unemployed, 
some 12 million to 14 million, and un-
deremployed, perhaps another 10 mil-
lion, it’s the reeducation of those that 
have already been in the workforce. So 
a key investment is education. In the 
American Jobs Act, the President has 
proposed a very strong, vibrant, and 
necessary program to keep teachers in 
the classroom and to bring teachers 
back into the classroom. He’s proposed 
that we fund 280,000 teaching positions 
across this Nation. Now, that’s a huge 
number of teachers, many of whom 
have already been laid off and did not 
arrive for this fall school year. We can 
put them back into a classroom as soon 
as this Congress and the Senate passes 
the American Jobs Act. It’s about $30 
billion, $35 billion to do this. 

Is it money well spent? Well, if you 
want to consider investments in the 

most critical of all the things that a 
Nation does, it’s the education of their 
children. This is an enormous and the 
important factor in building the future 
of America and simultaneously putting 
people back to work. 

When these teachers go back to 
work, that cycles money into the com-
munity. So the grocery store, the arts 
store, programs that require books and 
pamphlets and so forth, all of those 
things will begin to be circulating in 
our community. 

So this is one of the key programs 
that the President has proposed, the 
American Jobs Act—fixing our schools, 
putting teachers back to work. And 
that is a critical investment. 

If I might just put up another way of 
describing this. 

If you really care about America, and 
you want to have a better America, 
then we simply have to invest in Amer-
ica. There are numerous ways we can 
do it. We talked about the education 
programs, and that’s certainly one. 

This is another one here that relates 
to education. I don’t know if you can 
see this, but that’s a young technician 
in a laboratory, perhaps in a hospital 
or quite possibly in a program, a new 
business like I saw in Davis, California. 
It’s a biotechnology firm that actually 
produces herbicides and pesticides that 
are taken out—well, first discovered in 
the environment. These may be bugs, 
these are a fungus, these are bacteria 
that exist naturally in our environ-
ment that in one way or another kill 
bugs or kill unwanted plants. 

So they’re discovering these, they 
are then understanding the chemical, 
the biological nature of it, and then 
mass producing these biological pes-
ticides and herbicides. 

Two things they need. They will 
eventually go out with an IPO so 
they’ll need capital, and that’s another 
piece of what the President is pro-
posing. But they also need technicians 
in the laboratory. In going through 
this particular lab, I said, How is your 
employment? The owner of it said, 
Well, we’re at 90 employees now. We’re 
2 years, 3 years old, and we need to 
grow, but I can’t find the technicians. 

In the President’s program there is a 
specific reeducation program that’s 
available for young men and older men 
and women that want to learn a new 
technology, a new trade, and that’s the 
technicians here, so that they can fill 
those four immediate openings that 
exist in Davis, California, for lab tech-
nicians. 

Similarly, the community colleges 
will be able to receive the Pell Grants 
and the grants and loans for the first 
time ever to provide money so that 
these people can go to work. 

There is yet one other program, and 
we’ll get to the construction here in a 
little while as we go through this. 

One of the key aspects of the Presi-
dent’s jobs program is the fact that we 
have about 3 million, almost 4 million 
men and women who have served in the 
Iraq and Afghanistan theaters. Many of 
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those are still there but most have 
come home. 

When they leave the military, they 
have one of the highest unemployment 
rates of any group in the United 
States. This is simply wrong. These are 
men and women that have served this 
Nation heroically and in considerable 
danger, and in many, many cases hav-
ing suffered grievous injuries. 

We need to pay special attention to 
them and recognize that they have ac-
quired some very, very important 
skills. They know how to work, they 
know how to show up on time. They 
know how to take instructions. What 
they don’t know is how to be a lab 
technician, and they don’t know that 
there are job opportunities out there. 

So the President has proposed a spe-
cial program to encourage American 
employers, for example the biotech 
firm that I discussed earlier, to reach 
out to veterans. There is a $5,600 tax 
credit. This is not a deduction. This is 
right-off-the-bottom-line taxes, $5,600 
for any company that has less than $50 
million of payroll to hire a veteran re-
turning from the wars. It’s incredibly 
important and the right thing for 
America to do. 

The other thing, and this is even, I 
think, more—well, just as important 
and perhaps more important. This 
$9,600 tax credit—again, this is a reduc-
tion in an employer’s taxes of $9,600 for 
each wounded veteran, disabled veteran 
that has returned from the wars. We 
only need to look at the photos that 
are too often in our newspapers about 
post-traumatic stress syndrome, about 
the men and women who have suffered 
grievous injuries of one sort or an-
other. But if an employer is willing to 
reach out, they will be able to receive 
a $9,600 tax credit for those wounded 
warriors. 

These are America’s heroes. These 
are the men and women who should be 
first in our thoughts and first in line. 

This can be combined with the edu-
cational programs that I discussed ear-
lier so that as these veterans come 
back, they have the opportunity to 
learn a new skill, perhaps as a lab tech-
nician, and carry on and work through 
with a good career ahead of them that 
has enormous upside potential. 

b 2020 

Once you’re in these high-tech busi-
nesses and the laboratory is there, the 
opportunity to go on and get additional 
education and additional pay and bene-
fits is clearly before you. 

So this is one of the other aspects of 
the American Jobs Act. It’s good for 
employers. They need an employee 
they can deduct off their taxes. It’s 
$5,600 by hiring a veteran or $9,600 for 
hiring a disabled veteran. It’s a very 
good, a very, very solid program in the 
American Jobs Act. 

It doesn’t stop there. Let me bring up 
one other item that I think we should 
really be focusing on. 

I said earlier I’d come back to this 
issue of the construction worker over 

here. The unemployment in construc-
tion is probably well over 30 percent. In 
some parts—and I know this is in Cali-
fornia—it’s in the range of 50 percent. 
So the men and women who are in the 
construction industry have suffered 
enormous unemployment, in part be-
cause of the housing market, in part 
because of the cutback in State and 
local government expenditures. 

But in the President’s American Jobs 
Act, there is a critical investment for 
this Nation, and that is the investment 
in the infrastructure. A big word. Most 
of us now know it. Infrastructure are 
roads, airports, water systems, sanita-
tion systems, and even the modern 
communication systems, not of tele-
commuting, but of various kinds of 
microwave systems and other fiber 
optic systems. All of those are modern 
infrastructure. 

Now, across America, we have al-
lowed our infrastructure to deterio-
rate. Our bridges are in bad shape. 
More than 60 percent of the bridges in 
America need to be repaired and made 
stronger. There are earthquake stand-
ards that are not met. Virginia wasn’t 
thinking too much about those until 
about a month ago, and then suddenly 
Virginia began to think about earth-
quake standards. I will tell you that 
this building—this Capitol—was built a 
century or more ago, and they weren’t 
thinking about earthquakes at that 
time. 

All across this Nation, the infra-
structure needs to be modernized; it 
needs to be brought back up to speed. 
So the President has proposed a $50 bil-
lion sum of money immediately avail-
able for the infrastructure of the Na-
tion—bridges, roads, airports, the in-
frastructure of the modern communica-
tion systems. All of that is imme-
diately available and, in addition to 
that, a very innovative—and I think a 
very important—idea called an ‘‘infra-
structure bank.’’ 

An infrastructure bank has been 
talked about for a long time. Europe 
has had one for more than two decades. 
What it is is an initial investment by 
the government and then an additional 
investment by public pension funds, by 
individuals. That infrastructure bank 
operates just as a commercial bank 
does. It’s not a bunch of pork barrel 
projects by me or any of my colleagues 
but, rather, projects that are brought 
that are cash flow. They are able to 
repay the loans, repay the loan guaran-
tees, and perhaps, depending upon the 
structure of the proposal, are able to 
get a grant of some sort. That could 
turn into another $50 billion very, very 
quickly. 

I know that, out in California, 
CalPERS—the big public pension 
fund—has already said they’re going to 
commit $800 million to infrastructure 
in the State of California. With an in-
frastructure bank in place, such as the 
President has proposed, they may put 
in $2 billion, $3 billion, $4 billion. They 
certainly have the money. 

Now, in this House, my colleague 
from Connecticut, ROSA DELAURO, has 

pushed the infrastructure bank for sev-
eral years, but has gotten no traction 
from our Republican friends. At the 
same time, several Republicans have 
signed onto that infrastructure bill, so 
it is bipartisan and bicameral, as the 
Senate has a similar bill on that side. 

This is something we can do imme-
diately. This is not new science. This is 
not a new program. It’s a program that 
has been around a long time, that is 
not yet in law but that has been fully 
vetted; and it can happen very quickly 
as soon as the American Jobs Act is 
passed. If that happens, we’ll be look-
ing at at least $50 billion for infrastruc-
ture projects and quite possibly much 
more than that if the infrastructure 
bank comes along. 

Let me take up one other aspect of 
this program. There is not a commu-
nity in America that has all of its pub-
lic schools as neat, as well painted and 
as well conditioned as a community 
would want. In fact, in many of our 
communities, our schools are an em-
barrassment. They’re rundown. The 
paint is chipping off the walls. The 
playgrounds are in disarray. The toi-
lets don’t work. The lab is a 1950 lab-
oratory. There are no Internet commu-
nications within the school. 

The President has proposed about a 
$25 billion to $30 billion program to 
renovate America’s schools, to take 
those schools that are rundown wheth-
er they are in rural areas or in urban 
areas. Schools that are rundown, 
schools that are in need of rehabilita-
tion, remodeling and upgrading would 
be in line, and it’s calculated that 
there are 35,000 schools that could ben-
efit from this program. 

Now, who’s going to do the work? 
These are new jobs—these are new job 
opportunities—and much of this work 
is not of a very high skill but, rather, 
of a skill that could be met by many of 
the unemployed. So this is cleanup. It’s 
painting. It’s the other kinds of work 
that may not require the highest of 
skill levels, but that is one of the addi-
tional programs that’s available and is 
a key infrastructure program. So, as 
we go through these various elements 
that the President has proposed in the 
American Jobs Act, we will find the op-
portunity to put Americans back to 
work. 

I notice that my colleague from New 
York has joined us; and we’ll begin, 
once again, the east coast/west coast. 

Earlier on, I talked about the edu-
cation program. I talked about the vet-
erans programs that the President has 
proposed, and I’d gotten into the infra-
structure. We have yet to hit the un-
employment and some other areas, but 
take us wherever you want, Congress-
man PAUL TONKO from the State of 
New York, the birthplace of the Indus-
trial Revolution. We haven’t talked 
about Making It in America yet, which 
is one of your favorite themes. So 
please, Mr. TONKO, share with us your 
thoughts. 

Mr. TONKO. Absolutely. 
Representative GARAMENDI, thank 

you. Thank you for leading us again in 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:12 Sep 21, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K20SE7.056 H20SEPT1P
W

A
LK

E
R

 o
n 

D
S

K
5T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6266 September 20, 2011 
another very thoughtful hour of discus-
sion about the importance of deci-
phering the facts out there that will 
springboard the comeback—the eco-
nomic recovery—of this Nation, and it 
must be done with the deepest and 
most profound sense of academics. The 
American public is counting on Con-
gress working with the President to 
make jobs more abundant in our soci-
ety. 

You talked about skills and the de-
velopment of skills. Recently, during 
our district work period, I traveled to 
Schoharie County in my district and 
saw the benefits of the investment of 
automation in manufacturing. I was re-
minded by Wynn Kintz of Kintz Plas-
tics that it’s important for us to de-
velop the skills that are required today 
in manufacturing. He’s involved with a 
CAT center—a center for advanced 
technology—in the Capital Region. He 
works with RPI and other institutions. 
He works with the private sector com-
munity in that compact that really 
puts together the vision and the need, 
the compact that expresses the need 
for manufacturing. 

Now, there are those who would sug-
gest that manufacturing is dead, that 
we’ve seen our heyday, that it’s over, 
that it’s history. Well, when you talk 
to America’s manufacturers, they will 
tell you that they need to develop the 
human infrastructure, that they need 
today’s skills to meet today’s competi-
tion. They will tell you about doing it 
smarter so as to be that sharpest com-
petitor on the global scene, and they 
will talk about innovation. 

Just how does innovation happen? 
It’s taking ideas and moving them 

along, investing in R&D, building a 
prototype, developing that impact in 
manufacturing, and making certain 
that we are at the cutting edge, that 
we’re investing with America’s brain-
power—its know-how—that we’re pull-
ing together the intellectual capacity 
and making it work; but when we in-
troduce innovation, we need people 
with the skill set to run these auto-
mated mechanisms in the manufac-
turing line. 

b 2030 
So it is absolutely essential, it’s so 

vitally important to develop the skill 
set, the know-how in order to put peo-
ple to work and make us competitive. 
It’s happening as we speak. 

Mr. Kintz advised me that across this 
country, from my end of the country to 
your end, Representative GARAMENDI, 
we need skilled labor of the newest 
kind. 

I can tell you, there are many people 
who have been displaced from the 
workforce through no fault of their 
own. Their job may have been shipped 
offshore. They have a high work ethic, 
they have tremendous skill, but now it 
needs to be honed into present-day ap-
plication, training, retraining, ena-
bling us to advance innovation, ad-
vance manufacturing. These are impor-
tant aspects to the work that needs to 
be done. 

In the Make It In America efforts 
where we enable people to dream the 
American Dream, where we cultivate 
that climate where you can tether to 
the American Dream, we can introduce 
the source of policies that it takes to 
advance Make It In America. 

The President has done that with his 
American Jobs Act. We, as Democrats 
in the House of Representatives, have 
made it our mantra over and over 
again stating ‘‘make it in America,’’ 
and that takes on tremendous mean-
ing. It takes on a variation of mean-
ings. You can make it in America, 
produce it in America. You can make it 
in America. You can survive and grow 
economically in America. 

There’s all sorts of making it in 
America themes that are interpreted 
through that statement. And it does in-
corporate sound trade policy. It incor-
porates an investment through incen-
tives that provide the tax initiatives 
that will enable people to be strong. It 
takes that energy core ingredient, 
gives us the opportunities to be innova-
tive in the energy costs, which could 
shave a tremendous amount of price off 
the final product: labor, investing in 
the human infrastructure, education 
from pre-K, from pre-K all the way to 
advanced degrees. 

We need to invest in education, high-
er education and research. Without cul-
tivating ideas, without inspiring that 
sort of genius that comes up with very 
clever concepts, we are nowhere as a 
society. 

Finally, the infrastructure, putting 
together the sorts of efforts that will 
enable us here at home to ship our 
products, to have the infrastructure 
not only of the ordinary, traditional 
type, but to invest in broadband so 
that communications could be state-of- 
the-art, so that we invest in a grid sys-
tem that enables us to reach through 
the arteries and veins of the network, 
the transmission and distribution net-
working, making certain it’s state-of- 
the-art. 

We saw what happened, did we not, in 
August of 2003 when a failure in Ohio 
put out the lights on Broadway in New 
York City and impacted my district in 
upstate New York for weeks upon 
weeks. 

These are the factors, these are the 
motivating disciplines within our ef-
forts to enable us to boldly say that’s a 
Make It In America initiative. We’re 
going to make it happen. We’re work-
ing really hard. We’re proud of the ef-
forts made by the White House. It’s a 
plan. It’s a vision, laser sharp in its 
focus, on putting people back to work, 
restoring the dignity of work. 

We’ve talked about it, gathering 
around the table, the dinner table at 
home. It’s so very valuable when we 
can talk about having people bring 
home that paycheck. People have been 
denied that opportunity in far too 
many homes—14 million Americans, 
unemployed. They ought not wait 14 
months for Congress to work with this 
President to get something done. 

I’m just happy to join you on the 
floor of the House of Representatives 
and thank you for the leadership that 
you exert on this issue. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. You also, Mr. 
TONKO. You have been here night after 
night with the same theme, the Make 
It In America theme. You went 
through these so very, very well, a 
trade policy that really positions 
America to once again be the manufac-
turer for the world. 

Tax policy, we’ve done a lot on tax 
policy already. Let me just mention 
two things. One we did last year. Un-
fortunately, none of our Republican 
colleagues were with us on that, but at 
that time the Democrats had the ma-
jority. We eliminated about $12 billion 
of tax breaks that American corpora-
tions received. Our tax money was 
given to those American corporations 
for shipping jobs offshore. What? You 
mean they got a subsidy for shipping 
jobs offshore? They did. We ended it. So 
those are the kinds of tax policies 
we’re talking about. 

Now the President has proposed a 
continuation of another tax policy that 
we put in place last year. He wants to 
continue it as part of the American 
Jobs Act, and that is to give a business 
the opportunity to expense in 1 year, in 
1 year, the cost of capital equipment so 
that it’s not depreciated over 7 years. 
That’s an enormous advantage for a 
business to make the capital invest-
ment. 

Now, there is one thing that I would 
add to that. The President said it, but 
it wasn’t specific to this, and that is 
that that capital equipment, that that 
lathe, that that welding machine, that 
that saw, whatever it happens to be, or 
the cultivator, the tractor out in farm 
areas, that that be an American-made 
piece of equipment, that the equipment 
be made in America. Because, once 
again, we’re using our tax money to 
subsidize the capital equipment when I 
want my tax money to be used for 
American-made equipment. 

And, in fact, guess what? I’ve got a 
piece of legislation—I got so excited, 
you will have to forgive me, but I have 
a piece of legislation that does just 
that. It couples up with what the Presi-
dent’s been talking about. He talked 
about American made, that we buy 
American. Well, H.R. 637 says for that 
construction, for that infrastructure, 
airports, highway, high-speed rail, 
trains, et cetera, that they are made in 
America. These are opportunities for 
all parts of America, and it works. It 
works. 

Mr. TONKO. Let me share a perspec-
tive with you, Representative 
GARAMENDI. And I know we’ve talked 
about this, but we’ll share it for the 
sake of those viewing the discussion 
this evening on the House floor. 

My district has been severely im-
pacted by the ravages of the waters of 
Irene and then with the one-two punch, 
if you will, when the Tropical Storm 
Lee wreaked devastating damage upon 
the upstate New York area, certainly 
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in Pennsylvania and in Massachusetts, 
in Vermont, in Connecticut, to name a 
few, and then even into the Southeast 
with the Carolinas. 

But if ever you wanted to see a snap-
shot of change from just hours’ worth, 
people were disconnected from their 
neighborhood, farmers who had to pour 
milk into the waters, the ravaging 
waters, because they had no connection 
to the outside world, roads wiped away 
by the force of water, bridges discon-
tinued, rail systems knocked out, rail 
stopped until they could reconstruct 
that rail line. That pointed out with 
such significant measure, in such sig-
nificant measure, in very bold terms, 
the value of infrastructure. 

This screeching halt to a regional 
economy came about through the 
forces of Mother Nature, and it just 
brought into clear vision for me just 
what this infrastructure debate is and 
how folks can ignore the value of infra-
structure on this House floor and want 
to do political games on an idea that 
really talks about shipping freight 
across this country, shipping the essen-
tial materials for our manufacturing 
lines across this country. Infrastruc-
ture is that major artery. It’s the life-
blood flow into our communities that 
enables the economic comeback to 
truly be that noble, bold approach, in-
frastructure, and to put together in the 
American Jobs Act an infrastructure 
bank bill that allows us to place $10 
billion that will leverage, we believe, 
$100 billion that then enables all sorts 
of constructs to occur and puts to-
gether a working plan for America’s 
skilled labor. It is a powerful expres-
sion of job creation, job retention. 

It’s what really is the pulse of Amer-
ica. It is that heartbeat of activity to 
our roads and bridges and rail system 
and airports that really tells the true 
story. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We can rebuild 
America, and we’re certainly going to 
have to rebuild your part of America. 
You and your constituents in upper 
New York and in Vermont were dev-
astated by Hurricane Irene, floods that 
had not been seen, perhaps, in the en-
tire modern history of those areas. So 
that needs to be rebuilt. 

But you are quite correct about the 
rest of the Nation. San Francisco Bay 
Bridge went down in the 1989 earth-
quake, the Loma Prieta earthquake, 
and devastated the economy of San 
Francisco. Freeways collapsed. 

So we know that we need to build to 
a higher standard and we know we need 
to repair. These are American jobs that 
are readily available today. And when 
we couple it with the American-pro-
duced cement and steel and equipment 
that’s American made, we will gen-
erate a new resurgence of America’s 
manufacturing industry. It can be 
done. All we need is a vote of this 
House. All we need is a vote on the 
President’s American Jobs Act. 

b 2040 
It’s all there. The Buy America, 

Make It in America is there. The con-

struction jobs are there; the education 
is there; 1.5 million to 2 million Ameri-
cans going back to work the day or 
shortly after the President signs that 
legislation. This is really an oppor-
tunity. And to sit here and to waste 
time, it just seems to me to be a trag-
edy. 

We need help in Vermont. We need 
help in New York. Your people do. 
They have been devastated. And yet 
that bill hasn’t even passed this House 
to provide the money for it. We have to 
do it. It’s up to us. This is our task. 

Mr. TONKO. It is. I think it high-
lights exactly the concern that many 
of us have in terms of the response to 
what is—what has pretty much ren-
dered some areas of our country to be 
acknowledged almost as a war-torn 
area where craters have been created 
by the force of water, where roads are 
no longer in play, where businesses 
have been shut down, where homes 
have been lost totally to the waters, to 
the rivers that flow in their commu-
nities. And when you look at that dev-
astation, you would think that the 
first thing we would do is respond in 
earnest and quickly and with a depth 
of acknowledgment that appropriates 
resources to get things going again. 

Well, our farmers need assistance, 
and they’re not getting it through the 
response here with the concurrent reso-
lution. It’s a trade almost that we are 
asked to make about offsets that we 
can find. These are people that are 
looking for their children’s school 
clothes in the rubble. They’re search-
ing for pictures of grandparents to 
have something to cling to in the after-
math of that devastation. 

They are wondering if they will ever 
open their business again, and we’re 
not responding fully. We’re looking for 
ways to cut so as to slide dollars over. 
Are you going to cut that youngster 
who now has no home? Are you going 
to cut her education? Are you going to 
cut his health care? Are you going to 
disavow any need for public safety? 

These are the efforts, these are the 
challenges that when America reviews 
the process, it gets cynical, and I un-
derstand the cynicism. There’s a lot of 
concern about stepping up to the plate 
and showcasing for America what effec-
tive government is all about. This is 
what my district is looking for right 
now. And when they hear about this ex-
pression of offsets, I know people in my 
district, I have known them for years, 
they are like extended family after 31⁄2 
decades of representing them at some 
level of government. 

And I know their philosophy may not 
be my political philosophy, but they 
are angered about the talk of offsets, 
as they have to look for new homes and 
look for shelter and for food and cloth-
ing. They are angry to hear about this 
offset. They are angry to hear about 
the total disavowing of ag assistance 
when now they have to rebuild their 
fields, clear it of debris, and re-create 
the watershed areas that they need. 
These are urgent measures, and they 

are not going to be tolerating any sort 
of political gamesmanship. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If I might just 
add, I was the insurance commissioner 
in California twice, first in the early 
1990s, and then again from 2003 to 2007 
or 2008. During that period of time, we 
had many emergencies in California. 
We had fires and earthquakes, and al-
ways we could count on the Federal 
Government immediately providing as-
sistance. Sometimes fast, tens of mil-
lions, hundreds of millions, of dollars 
made available immediately to rebuild. 
And it was never, never a question of 
having to take money away from an 
existing program so that aid could be 
brought to California. 

When the hurricane went through 
New Orleans, nobody said, well, we’re 
going to take care of New Orleans and 
we’re going to cut education or we’re 
going to cut research. They simply put 
the money together during the Repub-
lican, the Bush period, to rebuild New 
Orleans. And that was a multi-billion- 
dollar project. 

Now here we are with these disasters 
in the Northeast. And our Republicans 
are demanding an offset, that is, in 
order to provide money to rebuild the 
Northeast, we’re going to have to cut 
out the research for advanced auto 
technology. This is the future of the 
American auto industry. This is how to 
build a better electric motor for a car, 
a better battery so that we can make 
those things in America rather than 
importing them from China or Korea or 
Japan. 

The opportunity for America’s auto 
industry to advance with more fuel-ef-
ficient cars, all of that will be pushed 
aside for the first time in anybody’s 
memory here. And some people have 
been here 50 years. Never before was an 
offset required, particularly one that 
would harm the future of the American 
automobile industry. 

So we are going, This doesn’t make 
any sense. Let the compassion and the 
generosity of America express itself, as 
it has done so many, many times. And 
simply say, okay, we are going to ap-
propriate the money. We’ll dig deeper. 
We’ll appropriate the money. We’ll re-
build. And in rebuilding, much of it 
will be made in America. 

Mr. TONKO. I think if I might, Rep-
resentative GARAMENDI, that’s where I 
can acknowledge that my district re-
gardless of political persuasion, regard-
less of philosophy, people have been 
impacted by those statements. They 
are just trying to process that sort of 
thinking that would just call to a 
grinding halt any response that is 
going to be sufficient simply because it 
is ruled by some sort of new restrictive 
qualities. 

Well, these are people in pain. These 
are people who are hurting through no 
fault of their own. They have been im-
pacted by the forces of Mother Nature. 
We have seen it, as you have rightfully 
said, from coast to coast. There have 
been tragedies out there and disasters 
and challenges galore through the ages 
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of our history. And we have always re-
sponded in that American pioneer sort 
of way, to be there, roll in the assist-
ance and take care of it. When one 
amongst us is hurt, everyone feels the 
pain. 

So this is really tragic, and it then 
challenges our bigger picture here. If 
we can’t be responsive in moments like 
that, how do you convince some in the 
House that the urgency to invest in an 
innovation economy, to invest in a 
global race on clean energy and innova-
tion, how do you encourage them to 
understand the urgency for that mo-
ment, because if we are just living for 
the moment and not looking forward, if 
we don’t have the vision as is sug-
gested, we shall perish. That is just 
what we need right now. 

We won the global race on space be-
cause with passionate resolve we deter-
mined that we were going to land the 
person on the Moon before any other 
nation; and we did it. We unleashed un-
told levels of technology that impacted 
every sector of the economy and every 
dynamic that defines our quality of 
life. From health care to communica-
tion to energy generation to education 
and beyond, all of that was impacted 
by the pioneer spirit of the global race 
on space. 

We are at that same sort of defining 
moment. Are we going to shine? Is this 
going to be a shining moment for 
America? Are we going to allow the 
challenge to pass us by? Is that Amer-
ican in spirit? I would suggest not. 

The moment today requires the sort 
of belief in our Nation’s ability, and 
the leadership that should be expressed 
in the Halls of government here in 
Washington is silenced by that sort of 
thinking. And so we can, we must, we 
need to go forward with the soundness 
of investment in an innovation econ-
omy. When we talk about growing jobs 
and investing in the American worker, 
think of it, the linchpin to energy inde-
pendence, battery manufacturing, ad-
vanced battery manufacturing. 

b 2050 

I see it happening in my district. But 
it started with R&D. It starts with an 
investment of ideas, moving them 
along and building the prototype. 

You mentioned earlier that my dis-
trict was the host territory to the In-
dustrial Revolution. That didn’t just 
happen. There were people with bold-
ness that said, let’s create a port called 
New York City, and let it connect the 
great ocean to the Great Lakes. Be-
cause of my location, my geography, 
upstate New York became that link to 
a great ocean, to the Great Lakes. It 
inspired the birth of a necklace of com-
munities called mill towns that then 
rose to be the epicenters of invention 
and innovation. That pioneer spirit is 
alive today in my State, in your State, 
and in the 48 other States. We should 
be proud of that. We should nurture it. 
We should make certain that it speaks 
forcefully to job creation. That’s the 
plan of the President’s American Jobs 

Act, and it’s the vision of Make It in 
America that you and I so often speak 
to during these Special Orders on the 
House floor. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We can. Yes, we 
can. We can rebuild America. We really 
can do it. You gave a wonderful exam-
ple of the way in which the great In-
dustrial Revolution in this country 
took place, government doing its piece 
and the private sector doing that piece, 
government setting the stage with in-
frastructure and then the private sec-
tor coming along building the mill 
towns, building the factories, and the 
government aiding in the research all 
along the way. 

There’s a very interesting story 
about the telegraph. It would not have 
happened had not that idea been 
brought to the Congress and then the 
Congress funding the initial implemen-
tation of the telegraph. So we’ve seen 
over the history of America the role of 
government. The President has laid out 
in the American Jobs Act a very pow-
erful message about the role of govern-
ment, together with the free enterprise 
entrepreneurial system, building once 
again the America that we want. 

We have maybe another 15 minutes, I 
think, here, and I want to take this to 
another part of what the President 
talked about yesterday. There are two 
Americas. We are two very different 
Americas. There is the very wealthy 
America, and then there is the rest of 
America. I put this up because I was 
listening, as I was traveling to one of 
my meetings in the district over the 
weekend, to a radio talk show. It was 
KGO radio in San Francisco. They had 
a talk show on in support of food 
banks. They were taking the entire day 
and assisting in raising money. This is 
one of the most-listened-to stations on 
the entire West Coast. They go from 
Vancouver all the way down to San 
Diego with their radio signal, and it 
was a whole day dedicated to food 
banks and raising money for food 
banks. 

The story line was very simple. Food 
banks are being inundated by men and 
women that can no longer buy food. 
They are unemployed. They are simply 
to a point where they cannot any 
longer. The stories were heart-wrench-
ing. Men and women, families that had 
worked their entire life, that had al-
ways been able to come home with food 
and a paycheck and been able to pay 
the rent or pay the mortgage had lost 
their job, and they didn’t know what to 
do. They were embarrassed to go to the 
food bank. They thought it was beg-
ging. That’s not the case. 

Nonetheless, the stories tore me 
apart and caused me to come back and 
find out about child poverty in this Na-
tion, the richest nation in the world. 
No other nation, no matter what you 
think of China, no matter what you 
think about India and how they have 
grown or any part of the European 
Union, no other nation in the world has 
the wealth of America, and no other in-
dustrialized country in the world has 

the same extraordinary child poverty. 
What are we? What are we in America 
if we don’t care for our children? 

Look at this. Nearly 25 percent, some 
were 23, 24 percent, one in four children 
in this Nation live in poverty, and 
they’re hungry. They are hungry. This 
has to be addressed. The President’s 
jobs program puts men and women 
back to work so that they can care for 
their children. 

There is another story behind this, 
and that is that the rate of poverty in 
America is the highest it has been 
since 1962, during the Kennedy period. 
In the Johnson period, 1963, ’64, ’65, 
America started a war on poverty, and 
the poverty rate in this Nation fell pre-
cipitously. Senior poverty with Medi-
care and Medicaid; men and women in 
their senior years were taken out of 
poverty because they could afford 
health care. They had health care 
available to them. And other programs 
were institutionalized. Here we are, 40- 
some years later, the highest incident 
of poverty in America since prior to 
the war on poverty in the 1960s. We 
have to address this. 

Mr. TONKO. Representative 
GARAMENDI, it is often said that a na-
tion can be measured by the work it 
does for those in the dawn of life, and 
the quality of life for those children 
living in poverty understandably is re-
duced. And so the challenge to all of us 
in this country, what ought to move 
that moral compass of America, is the 
reflection on that statement that you 
just made. 

If we’re content with that statistic, if 
we’re content with the direction in 
which that statistic is moving, then it 
is a puzzling statement. It ought to 
haunt us as a society. And as we weak-
en and as we grow more and more into 
the ranks of poverty, the entire Na-
tion, all income strata, are challenged 
by that. We are all weakened by that 
statistic because as we empower each 
and every American, we, as a nation, 
collectively grow stronger. The impact 
is not only just living in poverty, it is 
more incidents of disease, risks to 
health care and poorer education. We 
need to strengthen the homes. You 
don’t do it with policies that obviously 
have created this growing divide. That 
gap is growing between the com-
fortable and uncomfortable, and it’s 
why there has to be this revisitation, if 
you will, of tax policy. 

Now there are those who say, well, if 
you adjust this, it’s class warfare. It’s 
not class warfare. If everything were at 
its even level and you adjusted it, you 
could call it class warfare. This is an 
exercise in justice, social and economic 
justice. And it also can be argued that 
if we had those higher tax rates and we 
had a series of years of economic 
growth in the Clinton years, then how 
do you rationalize the tax rates having 
been higher back then? It certainly 
could be argued that it didn’t ward off 
economic growth, economic strength-
ening of our Nation. 

So there is a call here, a clarion call, 
a wake-up call to visit policy that will 
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undo this social and economic injus-
tice. It hurts all of us, and it can’t con-
tinue. I know that in the stats that you 
shared there is another one, another 
statistic that is troublesome. We have 
now dropped below $50,000 as the me-
dian household income. I believe we are 
in the range of $48,000 to $49,000, maybe 
perhaps just slightly more than $49,000. 
That is troublesome. As that median 
continues to dip, that is a hurtful ac-
knowledgment that there are failed 
policies out there that need to be 
turned around. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me put a cou-
ple of more facts on the table and then 
let’s talk about the policy changes that 
can redirect that. This is the last 40 
years, 1979 to 2006, prior to the Great 
Recession. During that period of time, 
there was a shift of wealth and of in-
come, wealth and of income, from the 
middle class and the low-income to the 
very wealthy. This lays it out. Again, 
this is prior to the Great Recession. If 
we look at it in the Great Recession, 
these statistics are even more star-
tling. 

b 2100 

For the low end, the poorest, 11 per-
cent growth. And then you move up to 
the second group, 18 percent, 21 per-
cent, 32 percent. For the top percent-
age, the top 20 percent, a 256 increase 
in income and wealth. 

Looking at the statistics, a wage 
earner in a factory versus the CEO, it 
used to be 1 to 40, now it’s 1 to 300. 
We’ve seen an enormous shift in wealth 
from the working middle class families 
to the very, very wealthy. If you over-
lay this with the 2007, 2008, 2009, and 
where we are today in 2011, it would be 
even more startling because now these 
are running negative, as you said just a 
moment ago. For the middle class, 
that’s here and down, not the top 20 
percent, but down here, this is the top 
1 percent. 

Mr. TONKO. So pre-recession, we 
were 32 percent at the best, anywhere 
from 11 percent to 32 percent growth, 
versus 256 percent growth for that top 
1 percent perched at the top of the eco-
nomic ladder, the income strata. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We use Donald 
Trump as the example here, but there 
are probably 400 to 500,000 that fall into 
this category; extraordinary wealth. 

Now, we’ve been talking all night 
about the American Jobs Act, so I’m 
going to put this back up for us to pon-
der for a moment: the American Jobs 
Act. Total cost of the American Jobs 
Act: $450 million. The President yester-
day said it can be paid for, and he laid 
out a way to pay for it and, simulta-
neously, over the next decade, bring 
down the American deficit—solve the 
deficit and pay for the Jobs Act. And 
he said that there are three ways to do 
it: 

First, those who have much must 
participate. They must share in bring-
ing America back. So he has suggested 
that the highest income, that 1 per-
cent, those who make over $1 million, 

that they participate, that they no 
longer would be able to have a tax rate 
lower than their assistants. That’s the 
Buffett Rule. That’s a big piece of it, 
about $800 billion over the next decade. 

He also said that corporations that 
pay no income tax today—corporations 
like General Motors, corporations like 
Verizon, some of America’s biggest cor-
porations pay zero income tax. Last 
year, General Electric paid zero and 
got about $5 billion back in rebates. 
Something is seriously wrong, the 
President says. That cannot happen 
anymore. Everybody has to partici-
pate. 

He also said that other tax breaks for 
the oil companies should end. So put-
ting together these tax increases on 
those who have much, the super-
wealthy in America, the hedge fund 
manager that pays 15 percent on his in-
come where you and I and others may 
pay 30 percent, something’s wrong 
here. So that’s what he is recom-
mending. 

We need to move very vigorously for-
ward on the American Jobs Act, put 
people back to work, and simulta-
neously solve the overall budget deficit 
by not only new taxes, but also with 
additional cuts. That’s the President’s 
proposal. 

Mr. TONKO. I would add to that that 
the jobs piece is so significant. Because 
we can talk about tax reform, but un-
less you have a job and an income, then 
it renders itself somewhat meaningless. 

I would also add, Representative 
GARAMENDI, the concern that as more 
and more pressure has befallen the 50 
States, we’ve seen cuts to programs 
and resources. These services don’t go 
away, and so the payment comes down 
to the local level with property tax 
payments that are now snuffing out the 
American Dream for America’s work-
ing families, for the middle class. So 
not only is the tax policy suffocating 
for middle class Americans, but the 
counter effect of property taxes grow-
ing in order to continue services means 
that more and more pressure—income 
tax, property tax pressure, school tax 
pressure—is befalling the middle class. 
When people want to walk away from 
this agenda to make progressive re-
forms to tax policy, it scares me be-
cause this is our moment, our tipping 
point to turn things around. 

I know that you want to close. I 
thank you for the outstanding leader-
ship in bringing us together, Rep-
resentative GARAMENDI. It is always a 
pleasure to join with you. We will con-
tinue to forcefully speak to the reforms 
we need. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. The East-West 
show will continue, and the Make It in 
America agenda will be the American 
agenda because Americans want to 
make things in this country. They 
want to rebuild the manufacturing in-
dustry. The President has given us a 
way to do that with the American Jobs 
Act. Trade policy, tax policy, energy, 
labor, Make It in America. Make the 
jobs in America. Rebuild America’s 

manufacturing base. Rebuild the Amer-
ican middle class. We will do it. And if 
we pass the American Jobs Act, it can 
happen very quickly. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R. 
2608, CONTINUING APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2012 

Mr. WOODALL (during the Special 
Order of Mr. GARAMENDI), from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 112–212) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 405) providing for 
consideration of the Senate amend-
ment to the bill (H.R. 2608) to provide 
for an additional temporary extension 
of programs under the Small Business 
Act and the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2401, TRANSPARENCY IN 
REGULATORY ANALYSIS OF IM-
PACTS ON THE NATION ACT OF 
2011 

Mr. WOODALL (during the Special 
Order of Mr. GARAMENDI), from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 112–213) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 406) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2401) to 
require analyses of the cumulative and 
incremental impacts of certain rules 
and actions of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (at the re-
quest of Mr. CANTOR) for today on ac-
count of a death in the family. 

Ms. BUERKLE (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

Mr. REICHERT (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today and the remainder of 
the week on account of illness. 

Mr. BACA (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

f 

A BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House re-
ports that on September 12, 2011 she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bill. 

H.R. 1249. To amend title 35, United States 
Code, to provide for patent reform. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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