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pass it. It’s estimated it would create a
million jobs. It could make the dif-
ference of a million jobs, and would
cost us nothing.

Yet, Representative GARAMENDI,
there you stand with a plaque that is
really important because, instead of
going for those million jobs, what do
we have?

Mr. GARAMENDI. What we have is
the Republican agenda. The Repub-
licans have now been in control of the
House of Representatives since Janu-
ary—over 10 months now—and they
have not produced one jobs bill.

You were talking about the issue of
shipping jobs overseas, and it is true.
The American tax system, prior to De-
cember of last year, gave a tax break of
some $15 billion a year to American
corporations for every job they shipped
overseas. The Democrats, by a demo-
cratic vote, passed a law that elimi-
nated that tax break. Not one Repub-
lican voted to eliminate the tax break
that American corporations had when
they shipped jobs offshore. Just so you
know where people are in this House,
the Republicans refuse to end the tax
break that American corporations had
when they offshored jobs.
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The Republican agenda: no jobs.
That’s their agenda. They talk about
cuts. Every time there has been a cut—
and there’s been numerous cuts. We've
been through this for the last 10
months. Everybody’s cut is somebody’s
job. They’ve lost that job.

What we need is a different agenda.
What we need is a Democratic agenda.
What we need is a better deal for Amer-
ica.

And it’s this: We’ll Make It in Amer-
ica. We will build, we will rebuild those
parts of the American economy that
create jobs, solid jobs.

You mentioned the China currency
bill. Yes, it is true, and they say Amer-
ican businesses can’t compete. That
was directly from our Republican col-
leagues. That’s not true. Economists
say over and over again the American
industries can compete on a fair level
playing field.

But when China has its currency 25
to 30 percent cheaper, there’s no way
we can compete. It is unfair; it’s unre-
alistic. It has got to end. The Senate
passed that bill. The Speaker of this
House has refused to allow the Chinese
currency bill to come to the floor for a
vote.

We passed it last year when the
Democrats ran the House. This year,
with the Republicans, apparently they
want to make sure China succeeds and
America fails.

Bring the bill to the floor, Mr. Speak-
er. Bring the bill to the floor so that
we can vote here in this House on the
Chinese currency bill and end the un-
fairness. And if they want to continue,
China wants to continue to undervalue
its currency, then we’ll put a tariff on
their goods coming in here, and we will
have a level playing field.
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We need a better deal for America.
Here’s the Republican deal: no jobs, no
jobs. That’s what they are about.

We are about building jobs in Amer-
ica. We’re about Make It in America
once again, helping our manufacturing
sector, creating those middle class
jobs; and we can do it with fair tax pol-
icy, as Mr. TONKO has so eloquently ex-
plained, and for the manufacturing
policies that you have, Ms. SUTTON.

Thank you so very much for the op-
portunity to be on the floor with you
and to talk about making it in Amer-
ica, rebuilding the American middle
class. We can do it. This is a great
country.

Ms. SUTTON. I thank the gentleman.
I thank you for laying it out in very
simple terms.

I mean, the fact of the matter is we
can invest in America. We can put peo-
ple back to work because we do have a
long-term deficit that we’re going to
deal with, but the biggest deficit we
have right now is a deficit of jobs.

And we have no deficit of work.
There is much to be done, and we’ve
got a lot of people trying to do it,
wanting the chance to do it. We could
build our infrastructure; and when we
build our infrastructure, we can do it
with American iron, steel, and manu-
factured goods.

Mr. GARAMENDI. And how about
the President’s proposal, $50 billion?

Ms. SUTTON. The President’s pro-
posal to put people back to work. We
can’t get rid of the long-term deficit in
this country unless people go back to
work.

This is a great country that we have
the privilege of serving, and we just
want to make sure that we do right by
the country and by the people who we
are here to represent. We have heard it
before, we know we have heard those
out there who say corporations are
people. Well, I say people are people,
and those are those people I'm here to
support.

Representative TONKO.

Mr. TONKO. Well, Representative
SUTTON, you know, I hear people who
listen and endorse our concepts, but
they’ll ask, well, how do we afford
these investments? Well, the work done
here in the House on the floor, in the
United States Senate is all about prior-
ities. So it’s establishing the right pri-
orities.

I have a bill that would cap well
below the 700,000 that we now allow for
contractors to this government, to
have that reduced. We need to belt-
tighten inefficiency, waste, fraud, out-
moded programs. Go after it, but don’t
cut programs that serve the middle
class and invest in job creation. Estab-
lish the right priorities.

I know we are running out of time, so
thank you for bringing us together on
the House floor.

Ms. SUTTON. Thank you, Represent-
ative ToNKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive GARAMENDI. We do need to stand
up together, stand up for seniors, push
back those attacks on Medicare. We
need to stand up for workers.
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We need to stand up for jobs, and we
need to stand up and make sure that
those who have done well in America
do well by America. Wall Street and
everyone needs to pay their fair share.

I yield back the balance of my time

————
SOLVING OUR FISCAL PROBLEMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary b, 2011, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. RIBBLE) is recognized for 30
minutes.

Mr. RIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I come to-
night to talk a little bit about our Na-
tion’s fiscal problems and work that
the supercommittee is going to be
doing, and I want to challenge them to
think big, go big and try to solve our
problems.

Over the next decade, the Federal
Government is projected to spend more
than $43 trillion. If the supercommittee
only cuts $1.2 trillion, as required by
the Budget Control Act, we reduce Fed-
eral spending by only 2.7 percent. If the
supercommittee would go big and agree
to cut $4 trillion over 10 years, we are
still only cutting the Federal budget
by 9.1 percent.

Mr. Speaker, we can do better, and
we must do better. We cannot continue
to spend our Nation’s future away. My
children, my grandchildren deserve so
much better and so much more.

I’'m proud tonight to stand here with
one of my colleagues, the gentleman
from Oregon, to have a discussion to-
night about this very issue. Repub-
licans and Democrats alike, we believe
that we must do more, be more and be
better for the next generation of Amer-
icans.

With that, I would like to yield some
time to my colleague from Oregon.

Mr. SCHRADER. Thank you very
much. I really appreciate the oppor-
tunity to be here on the floor doing a
colloquy with a Republican colleague
of mine. That’s not common these
days. Perhaps in the not-too-distant
past it was more common, but I think
it shows that there’s an opportunity
for actually good big-picture agree-
ments on what we need to do in gen-
eral, although we may disagree on
some of the particulars.

I'd like to point out some of the real
problems that my colleague from Wis-
consin alluded to. First and foremost, I
have got a chart here that talks about
the amount of money we’re actually
borrowing to make our payments in
this country. He’s right, we’re spending
way too much. We’re spending almost
$3.6 trillion. Our revenue’s only about
$2.2 trillion. We’re borrowing almost 40
percent of what we spend.

You can’t do that in your household,
folks. You can’t do that in your small
business, and we shouldn’t be doing
that and can’t do that as the greatest
Nation on Earth and keep our fiscal
balance sheets in play. Right now our
debt is almost up to $15 trillion, and
our deficit has been stuck at $1.3 tril-
lion for the last 3 years.
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The projections are even worse. 1
would like to show a chart that shows
the long-term projections, given the
current rate of spending at our level of
revenues, which are quite low at this
point in time.

It’s a little bit busy, but there’s a
grayer portion down below you can see
that talks about the actual current law
budget. That’s the stuff that my friend
in Wisconsin and I have to budget to
that the Congressional Budget Office
puts out.

But the real budget is what the Com-
mittee for a Responsible Federal Budg-
et talks about. That’s the real long-
term debt that we’re dealing with.
That assumes, unlike the current law
budget, that we’re not going to elimi-
nate all the tax breaks to middle class
Americans, different corporations. It
assumes that we’re not going to have
docs have to pony up a 30 percent cut
in their wages to make ends meet, and
it also assumes that we’re going to do
something to keep the alternative min-
imum tax from affecting middle class
Americans.

I would also like to point out that
this is not a good picture. You look at
what’s happened historically, we’re in
a really bad situation at this point in
time and there are some pretty big his-
torical drivers to this.

I'd like to switch to a different chart.
This chart shows historically where
our revenues and our spending have
been. The top line here is our spending;
this lacquer line down below is our rev-
enues. They have been a little out of
whack forever.

Only during the years when we had a
Democrat President and a Republican
Congress were they back in good shape.
That was just 15 years ago.

But you can see that we historically
have had our revenues probably in the
18 to 18.5 percent range and our expend-
itures in the 20 percent range, not
great, but we’re worse now. We're at 25
percent and spending and only 14 or 15
percent in revenues, to emphasize the
point my colleague from Wisconsin
made. So we’ve got to really work at
getting this stuff back under control,
or we're not going to be where we need
to be.

I'd point out real quick that to that
point, we’re actually giving away al-
most a trillion dollars in tax breaks.
And I think my colleague has some
good points he’s going to make in a
moment on that. And we’ve got to get
this Tax Code under control.

As a small businessman, you can’t
possibly do your own tax; you can’t
even come close. When I started my
veterinary business way back when—
I'm not going to say how old I was, my
friend—but I could actually do my own
taxes. That’s impossible these days.
That’s impossible, and it shouldn’t be
that Byzantine.

The other piece of the problem here
is the entitlement system. People don’t
want to admit this, particularly people
on my side of the aisle, but we’re going
broke here in the Medicare system. The
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bottom blue is Social Security. Med-
icaid and other health expenditures is
the green. And Medicare is up at the
top there.

And here’s our revenue line. We're
busting through with Medicare. That’s
not because of malfeasance. Yeah,
there’s some waste, fraud and abuse
that we have got to get under control,
and I'm sure we can get it under con-
trol.

But there are some simple economics
here. In 1960, there were five workers
for every one beneficiary.
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Right now there are only three work-
ers for every beneficiary; and in 2035,
there will be two workers for every
beneficiary—less money in to take care
of more folks. Back in 1975, we had
about 25 million beneficiaries, I be-
lieve. Now it is almost 89 million bene-
ficiaries. And the cost per Medicare re-
cipient has gone through the roof. We
are living longer, hopefully living
healthier lives. In 1975, we spent about
$2,000 per Medicare enrollee. That’s
hard to believe in this day and age.
Now it’s $18,000.

So more people, more expensive care,
which is good quality care, and frankly
fewer workers to provide for the bene-
fits adds up to this huge growth in
spending that will be facing us over the
next few years unless we get our act to-
gether at this point in time.

Mr. RIBBLE. I thank the gentleman,
and I appreciate the slides and the dis-
cussion. Our country is facing a demo-
graphics problem. Right now our birth
rate is getting close to replacement
levels, and the circumstance that my
colleague just showed with Medicare
and Social Security spending outstrip-
ping our ability to pay is in part be-
cause of this: we have a declining popu-
lation and will have.

I have a grandson who is 8 years old
today; and when he reaches age 65,
nearly 47 percent of the U.S. popu-
lation will be age 65 or older. And so
this problem if we don’t address it soon
will simply get worse. And so the soon-
er we get at it, the better.

We need to take a look at all areas of
spending, and we also need to take a
look at revenue. My colleague just
mentioned the need for tax reform, and
I couldn’t agree more. Our tax system
is notoriously complex, forcing fami-
lies and employers to spend over 6 bil-
lion hours and over $160 billion a year
trying to negotiate our Tax Code. Com-
paratively, the U.S. spends $50 billion
to $60 billion per year on pharma-
ceutical R&D which has the potential
to save lives.

I'd like to show the American people
this is what our Tax Code looks like. It
is over 9,000 pages long of fine print,
and no one can really understand it. I
want to compare it to something else
because I think this is salient. This is
the United States Constitution. When
our Founders founded our country,
they were able to print this on about 30
pages right here. And yet today, our
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Tax Code is almost 10,000 pages. And
inside this document are myriad ways
that businesses and individuals can
find loopholes, places to hide, and
places to basically kind of dictate how
they can apply their taxes and how
taxes are applied to them. We need to
simplify the Tax Code for sure.

I would challenge the committee as
they look at ways to consider removing
loopholes, removing tax deductions,
and simplifying this Tax Code so that
we can have a Tax Code that is fairer,
simpler, and easier for the American
people, the idea that we are spending
billions of hours to do tax returns.

Take, for instance, my own small
business. During my career, I had C
corporations and S corporations and
LLC corporations, but I chose to oper-
ate those corporations as pass-
throughs. We would pass the profits of
those corporations through to me as
the shareholder and through to our em-
ployees, and we would pay those taxes
at a personal level. And so it’s easy to
say, well, let’s just change the Tax
Code for businesses. But if we don’t
change the Tax Code for every Amer-
ican to make it fairer, simpler and
easier to comply with, we really don’t
get at the problem.

I also want to talk a little bit about
identifying the problem correctly, be-
cause I think sometimes here in Wash-
ington, D.C. we might connect the
dots, but we don’t often connect the
right dots. Let me show you a slide
that talks about consumer spending. I
think the idea is if we discuss con-
sumer spending, most Americans would
say that consumer spending goes down
during recessions and therefore we
should come up with some type of tax
reform, give a $200 tax credit or 2 per-
cent tax credit so we can boost con-
sumer spending to get our economy
going again.

But if we look at it historically, each
of the dark lines here represents reces-
sions that our country has faced. In the
very last recession, we had a very mod-
est drop in consumer spending, but if
we feel that we have identified the
problem in consumer spending, this
chart shows that consumer spending is
not the problem. It’s not the problem.
Now, did it drop a little bit? Sure. It
dropped back a year and a half or 2
years’ time, but it didn’t drop much.
So if we just try to fix that—in fact,
consumer spending today is up higher
than it was during the recession. So if
we continually tell ourselves that con-
sumer spending is the problem and we
try to fix it, we are not really identi-
fying what the real problem is.

We need to remember what put us
into this mess, and it was really a
housing crisis. And, in fact, housing
has not come back at all. Anything
that we look at as far as trying to fix
our economy, spurring job growth, I be-
lieve we need to take a look at our Tax
Code. We need to take a look at the
regulatory environment. We need to
take a look at energy policy. We need
to take a look at home construction.
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Those types of things will help spur
economic growth. Those are the types
of things that we need to focus on that
will actually begin to change the dy-
namics of the U.S. economy again.

I'1l turn it back to my colleague.

Mr. SCHRADER. I thank you. Yes,
we need to get this economy going
again. The bottom line, while everyone
is looking for a magic wand from Wash-
ington, DC, private enterprise is the
real engine of economic growth. My
colleague has talked about that and
has a chart that will demonstrate that.

The point being here that it’s going
to take a huge lift and a huge push by
this committee to go way beyond what
anyone has ever considered in the past.
I mean, I would like to remind America
we already passed this Budget Control
Act in August that set some targets for
our domestic and defense discretionary
spending, but that’s only a third of our
budget. Two-thirds of our budget is the
mandatory payments, some of the enti-
tlement programs that I pointed out a
minute ago, as well as ag payments and
other income stream payments for spe-
cial groups. We’ve got to get our man-
datory payments under control to
make sure that we get on a trajectory
that’s going to make a difference.

A 1ot of people say let’s just cut de-
fense or get rid of the Department of
Education. I'm not sure that I agree
with all of those ideas out there. Cer-
tainly we could reduce in both of those
Departments; that’s a good idea. But
what I have to point out is our current
deficit is $1.3 trillion. That’s more than
the combined budget of the defense and
domestic discretionary programs. So
you have to get at the long-term pro-
grams and the revenue issues that my
colleague and I are talking about to ac-
tually put this country on a different
trajectory.

How do you get that business to start
investing? How do you get private en-
terprise to be part of the engine of eco-
nomic growth? Well, we may agree or
disagree on the floor here. There are a
lot of different ways; you’ve seen that
in Congress this past year. But I would
point out to my colleagues that at the
end of the day, it was Republicans and
Democrats that passed the CR, the con-
tinuing resolution, for 2011. It was
Democrats and Republicans that voted
to put the Budget Control Act in place,
and it was Democrats and Republicans
that voted to make sure that the 2012
budget came out the way it was.

So while I think the rest of the world
thanks the media and looks at us as
huge failures, and certainly we could
do better, at the end of the day when
the chips are down, maybe at the last
minute, we seem to be delivering. And
it’s up to the supercommittee to do the
same.

Right now they’re charged with only
coming up with another—‘‘only,” I say,
relative terms—as a small business
man, I can’t believe I'm saying this,
REID, but only $1.2 trillion or $1.5 tril-
lion. That’s a hunk of money. But to
solve this problem, according to the
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credit agencies, top economists in this
country, think tanks and working
groups from Simpson-Bowles, Rivlin-
Domenici, Congressman RYAN’s work,
they’ve all indicated we have to do
much more than that to change the
trajectory of our country’s financial
future; and that’s getting close to a $4
trillion change overall.

We made a down payment. The com-
mittee is charged for doing only 1.2 or
1.5, but that’s not enough. They have
to double up their charge to get to at
least $4 trillion or more in savings and
revenues to close that gap.

Right now we can argue—we prob-
ably have different opinions about
where we want to be as far as how
much debt we should hold, what’s the
right amount of deficit on an annual
basis, but a lot of folks think if we get
our debt down to 60 percent of GDP in
the near term, going more later on
without harming the recovery is the
main question there, and also get our
deficits down to 3 percent of GDP on an
annual basis, that we will be in a much
better spot, a spot where we will not
get our credit downgraded by Moody’s
and Standard & Poor’s and all these
guys.
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So we have a lot of work to do, I
think. And this committee is going to
have to really go way beyond the nat-
ural divisions. This is not a simple ex-
ercise. Everybody’s cut is someone
else’s sacred program. If I had a big de-
fense base in my district, I would prob-
ably look at the Department of Defense
a little bit differently. But I do think
there’s some opportunities in con-
tracting and weapons procurement. I
want to protect the men and women on
the ground just like my colleague from
Wisconsin does. But this is not enough.
We have to look at the bigger cost driv-
ers. And that’s in our revenue system
that’s terribly broken.

I'd point out another idea that’s out
there that I happen to subscribe to—it
seems to get some horsepower in my
town halls—is the Bowles-Simpson ap-
proach to tax reform. What they do is
talk about changing the tax rates and
the tax breaks. They get rid of all the
tax breaks. That’s a scary thought.
We’d have a lot of people with lifetime
employment trying to get those back,
wouldn’t we? Get rid of all those tax
breaks and reduce everyone’s tax rates.
We give away so much in revenue that
we can reduce the tax rates for every
single income bracket and still put
money on the table to pay down on our
debt and maybe keep a couple of pro-
grams alive.

Their proposal reduces on average
the low-income tax rates from about 15
to 8 percent; the middle class from
about 22 down to about 15 or so per-
cent; and the higher income and cor-
porate income taxes from about 36 to 39
percent down to about 28, somewhere
in that range. If we went to a terri-
torial tax system along with the indi-
vidual changes—because I agree with

H7065

my colleague you have to do individual
and corporate together or it doesn’t
work for the reasons he talked about
with an S corporation. I'm a small
businessman, too, and I got taxed on
stuff that I was paying principal on,
that I was investing in. I didn’t see it
at my dinner table or in my personal
bank account.

So we’ve got to really fix the system.
That’s a great way to go. I guess I
wouldn’t advocate getting rid of all the
tax breaks you probably had some de-
fined amount in. But not a trillion dol-
lars. Maybe something that goes away
after 10 years. We pick things that ac-
tually make America more competi-
tive, put us on an economic trend
where we need to grow, and actually
can grow, businesses and get businesses
to make that investment that they’re
holding off on at this stage of the
game.

Mr. RIBBLE. Let’s talk a little bit
about that investment. I think the idea
here is we often think that the invest-
ment has to come from Washington,
DC. But the key to reducing unemploy-
ment is restoring private investment,
as this chart shows. Every single time
that private investment goes down, un-
employment rises. Private investment
goes down, unemployment rises. And
there is a key linchpin to our economy,
and it’s related to private investment.
Companies like mine and like my col-
league from Oregon, his company.

If we don’t modify the tax code, if we
don’t fix the regulatory environment
where there’s so much uncertainty, if
we don’t address these things, then
businesses are afraid and fearful to in-
vest. And right now that’s exactly
what we’re seeing in the U.S. economy.
There’s more money sitting on the
sidelines than ever. We hear about it
every single day. And that fear factor
is keeping our economy from moving
forward. And without private invest-
ment, it’s difficult to drive unemploy-
ment levels lower. And we need to
drive unemployment levels lower as
quickly and as in fast order as we pos-
sibly can to put Americans back to
work.

I agree also with your comments
about the spending habits and how we
have to address the key drivers of our
debt, which include both the manda-
tory spending in entitlements like
Medicare and Social Security as well
as the large discretionary spending in
defense. It isn’t an either/or. It must be
a both/and. Unfortunately, for some
reason it’s difficult for us to get there
because every single Member rep-
resents a different district. The make-
up of their districts are different. I
come from a district that’s very agri-
cultural. So farm subsidies and discus-
sions about agriculture, whether it’s
meat production, whether it’s dairy
and cheese production, or whether it’s
corn production, play into our Nation’s
deficit and debt.

And we know that the pie has to get
smaller. And at some point we have to
be honest with the American people,
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Mr. Speaker, that we must begin to re-
duce the size. And that means Federal
largesse has to go down, and we must
encourage private investment to spur
economic growth and get this country
moving again. But there are things
that are also obstructing it, and that is
the idea that sometimes we end up de-
monizing really great ideas, really
good ideas, or even we demonize ideas
that aren’t so good. And I'll tell you,
the way we speak to one another not
just in this Chamber but in the media,
how we talk to each other in our cam-
paign commercials and what have you,
I think destroys confidence. I think it
hurts the system. I think it damages
debate. I think it keeps good men and
women from possibly running for an of-
fice like the one that I hold here. And
we have to somehow, some way, find a
way to begin to speak to each other
like adults. The things that we teach
our children when they go to kinder-
garten, we could learn here.

We have to learn to be able to listen
with open ears and see each other in a
different light, and begin to actually
have solid debate about ideas without
criticizing the person, without demon-
izing the individual, and without de-
monizing the idea. Let’s instead open
our debate, open our ears, open our
eyes, and find solutions so that our
children and grandchildren can have a
brighter and more prosperous tomor-
row.

It’s part of the reason that my friend
and colleague from Oregon and I came
to the Chamber tonight, so that we
could have the conversation and dem-
onstrate to the American people that it
is possible to treat each other with re-
spect even when we have some dis-
agreement. And I think we’re trying to
demonstrate that tonight.

Mr. SCHRADER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RIBBLE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oregon.

Mr. SCHRADER. I totally agree with
the gentleman from Wisconsin. Far too
often maybe I haven’t done my duty
and come down to the floor and spoke
up with friends and colleagues across
the aisle like we’re doing here tonight.
It gives the American people that
watch C-SPAN or CNN or you name
the show the idea that everyone is out
here just for political gain and scoring
their points. I think Wisconsin and Or-
egon folks can smell what is really
honest discussion and what is just the
talking points off the latest poll that
you or I did last week. I think we’ve
got to get past that.

When I go back home, people are
more concerned about, just get along.
They’re past the point almost, except
for the extremes, in criticizing me or
the work here. They just want us to
start to get along and do what the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin is talking
about—and that’s work together and
recognize that you’re not going to get
all your way, I'm not going to get all
my way. Your ideas are as valid as
mine, and me talking to you for an-
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other 20 days on the floor isn’t going to
convince you that your ideas are all
worthless. And I've got to get over
that. I've got to recognize the fact this
is a big country. What’s good in Wis-
consin may not be perfect for Oregon
or Texas or Miami or San Francisco or
New York, but it has a valid point.

I think at this point in time it’s ‘“‘put
up or shut up’” time. This country is in
a world of hurt not like I have ever
seen in my lifetime. I hope never to see
this again in my lifetime. I have got
two young boys at home; one is out of
a job, the other is trying to get a job.
Just got out of college. I'm lucky my
other kids actually have jobs right
now. I thank the lucky stars.

But it’s a tough, tough environment
out there. We don’t want to end up like
Greece. I guess that’s the poster child
for America to look at in a negative
way. Greece, right now their debt is 150
percent of GDP. That’s 150 percent,
folks. That country is imploding as we
speak. The European Union is trying to
help bail them out. Well, what is going
on? Actually, right now, Greece is scal-
ing back its pensions dramatically, in-
creasing property taxes significantly,
and cutting income tax exemptions by
40 percent. That should have happened
a while ago.

Well, here’s what they did a while
ago. They already increased tax rates,
raised excise taxes, and already had a
reduction of 15 percent in public wages.
This is going to be our country’s future
if we don’t take the little steps now.
They seem harsh, they seem tough. But
as my colleague spoke very, very elo-
quently about, we’ve got to do some
little things now. Everybody’s ox has
to be gored a little bit to be fair, but
not so much that you end up throwing
people out on the streets.

We can make our Medicare and So-
cial Security programs stronger. We
can have a tax code that’s more friend-
ly to small business and makes us more
competitive internationally going for-
ward. We just have to have the courage
to step up and do that.

I, for one, am going to stand with my
colleague from Wisconsin behind this
supercommittee if they go big. If they
just kick the can down the road by
doing the $1.2 trillion minimal, what I
need to do to get out of Dodge thing,
I'm going to be critical. But if they ac-
tually are big and broad-thinking, real-
ize their kids and their grandkids have
a stake in this, and that the future of
our country—we will end up a second-
tier country. And that’s not a dramatic
statement. It is a fact. If we do not
come up with a $4 trillion comprehen-
sive approach overall, including the
$900 billion we already put down, we
will be downgraded significantly, I
think, by every single major rating
agency.
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businessmen and -women are not going
to be wanting to invest in America.
They’re going to invest anywhere
else—India, China, Bragzil, maybe even
Russia. That’s not a prospect that I
want for my kids’ future or my coun-
try’s future.

We have a lot at stake at this point
in time. Failure is not an option. Fail-
ure is clearly not an option. I think we
need to put aside partisanship, look at
the big picture, and not poke each
other in the eye.

Look at the Senate the other day;
right? Do you remember that? Here the
Senate, we’re coming back from our
work period, and the Senate has two
interesting votes. On the surface, both
pieces have merit. One was—in my
opinion anyway—Ilet’s do a deal where
we help schoolkids have teachers,
make sure we have first responders,
but the way they pay for that is they
poke the other party in the eye by say-
ing, well, we’re going to have this mil-
lionaires’ tax. That is political rhet-
oric, folks.

The next vote is a 3 percent with-
holding vote, which is part of the
President’s program to, frankly, get
the onus of this potential tax off of
businesses and contractors so they get
back to working without having to pay
the government money they don’t have
right now. But that’s paid for with a 20
percent cut in domestic discretionary
spending—poking the Democrats in the
eye.

That’s not what this country should
be about. That’s an example of how to
do it wrong, scoring political points.

I'd like to think this next election—
and, frankly, the future of this coun-
try—relies on people like my friend
over here from Wisconsin that’s willing
to put that partisanship aside, look at
the big picture, do what’s right for the
country, take the hits.

I'm getting hit back home on my dis-
cussions, the stuff we’re talking about,
but I'm explaining to folks—and maybe
I'm lucky, coming from Oregon. Folks
are actually willing to listen a little
bit. But I think most Americans are
willing to listen if you have smart peo-
ple like my colleague from Wisconsin
willing to lay it out for you where it
just makes sense.

I thank my colleague.

Mr. RIBBLE. We have just a few min-
utes left. I want you to know that my
colleague Mr. SCHRADER and I, together
with Representative ROONEY, sent a
letter to the supercommittee, and I'd
like to just read it to the American
people:

“We write to you as a bipartisan
group of Representatives from across
the political spectrum in the belief
that the success of your committee is
vital to our country’s future. We know
that many in Washington and around
the country do not believe we in Con-
gress and those within your committee
can successfully meet this challenge.
We believe that we can and we must.
To succeed, all options for mandatory
discretionary spending and revenues
must be on the table.
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“In addition, we know from other bi-
partisan frameworks that have tar-
geted some $4 trillion in deficit reduc-
tion is necessary to stabilize our debt
as a share of the economy and to as-
sure America’s fiscal well-being.

“Our country needs our honest, bi-
partisan judgment and our political
courage. Your committee has been
given a unique opportunity and author-
ity to act. We are prepared to support
you in this effort.”

My colleague and I have backed and
encouraged the supercommittee to go
big, to look at $4 trillion of deficit re-
duction, 9.1 percent. We know we can
do that. It does not necessarily have to
be draconian, and I know that we can
get there.

And for the last minute or so, my
colleague from Oregon, any last com-
ments?

Mr. SCHRADER. I just want to say
it’s a pleasure to be on the floor of the
House of Representatives in the United
States Congress with a friend and a
colleague that’s willing to put country
first. And I think this is hopefully the
beginning of a good relationship in this
body and brings our country out of its
worst fiscal crisis since the Great De-
pression.

Mr. RIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

—————

OMISSION FROM THE CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD OF MONDAY,
OCTOBER 24, 2011 AT PAGE H6989

We ask this in Your Most Holy and
Eternal name. Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

—————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr.
MCKINLEY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. MCKINLEY led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

EMPLOYING INDIVIDUALS WITH
DISABILITIES

(Mr. McKINLEY asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

———
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled bills
of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

H.R. 489. An act to clarify the jurisdiction
of the Secretary of the Interior with respect
to the C.C. Cragin Dam and Reservoir, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 765. An act to amend the National
Forest Ski Area Permit Act of 1986 to clarify
the authority of the Secretary of Agriculture
regarding additional recreational uses of Na-
tional Forest System land that is subject to
ski area permits, and for other purposes.

H.R. 1843. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 489 Army Drive in Barrigada, Guam, as
the ‘“John Pangelinan Gerber Post Office
Building’’.

H.R. 1975. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 281 East Colorado Boulevard in Pasadena,
California, as the “First Lieutenant Oliver
Goodall Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 2062. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 45 Meetinghouse Lane in Sagamore Beach,
Massachusetts, as the ‘“‘Matthew A. Pucino
Post Office”.

H.R. 2149. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 4354 Pahoa Avenue in Honolulu, Hawaii, as
the ‘‘Cecil L. Heftel Post Office Building”’.

——
ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 14 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, October 26, 2011, at 10 a.m.
for morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

3576. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a re-
port of a violation of the Antideficiency Act,
Navy Case Number 10-02; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

3577. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket
ID: FEMA-2011-0002] received October 3, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3578. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket
ID: FEMA-201-0002] [Internal Agency Docket
No.: FEMA-B-1215] received October 3, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3579. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Suspen-
sion of Community Eligibility [Docket ID:
FEMA-2011-0002] [Internal Agency Docket
No.: FEMA-8197] received October 3, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3580. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Services, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Early Intervention Pro-
gram for Infants and Toddlers With Disabil-
ities (RIN: 1820-AB59) received October 5,
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

3581. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
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mitting The Sentinel Initiative — A Na-
tional Strategy for Monitoring Medical
Product Safety, pursuant to Public Law 110-
85, section 905(c); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

3582. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the FY 2010 Superfund Five-Year Review
Report to Congress, in accordance with the
requirements in Section 121(c) of the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act, as amended by
the Superfund Amendments and Reauthor-
ization Act of 1986; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

3583. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 11-093,
pursuant to the reporting requirements of
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

3584. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
visor for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting report prepared by the
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

3585. A letter from the Co-Chief Privacy Of-
ficers, Federal Election Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Privacy Act Re-
port for fiscal year 2010, pursuant to Section
522 of the Consolidated Appropriations Act
for 2005; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

3586. A letter from the Chair, Federal Elec-
tion Commission, transmitting the Commis-
sion’s final rule — Interpretive Rule on When
Certain Independent Expenditures are ‘‘Pub-
licly Disseminated’ for Reporting Purposes
[Notice 2011-13] received October 3, 2011, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

3587. A letter from the Under Secretary of
Commerce for Oceans and Atmosphere, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting the De-
partment’s report regarding the activities of
the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organiza-
tion for 2010, pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 5601 et.
seq.; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

35688. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory Species;
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries [Docket No.:
110210132-1275-02] (RIN: 0648-XA630) received
September 27, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

35689. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Octopus in the Bering Sea
and Aleutian Islands [Docket No.: 101126521-
0640-02] (RIN: 0648-XA683) received September
27, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

3590. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone;
Big Sioux River from the Military Road
Bridge North Sioux City to the confluence of
the Missouri River, SD [Docket No.: USCG-
2011-0528] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 27, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

3591. A letter from the Senior Program An-
alyst, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Amendment of Class D Airspace; Eglin AFB,
FL [Docket No.: FAA-2011-0087; Airspace
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