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cleared by Homeland Security’s Office 
of the Inspector General and the Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement’s Of-
fice of Professional Responsibility. He 
was cleared by both of those of any 
wrongdoing; yet he got a 2-year jail 
sentence just in the last couple of days 
because he supposedly mistreated a 
drug dealer coming across the border 
carrying 150 pounds of drugs. 

This is just not right. This is just 
wrong. 

[From the Washington Times, Oct. 25, 2011] 
(By Jerry Seper) 

A U.S. Border Patrol agent has been sen-
tenced to two years in prison for improperly 
lifting the arms of a 15-year-old drug smug-
gling suspect while handcuffed—in what the 
Justice Department called a deprivation of 
the teenager’s constitutional right to be free 
from the use of unreasonable force. 

Agent Jesus E. Diaz Jr. was named in a No-
vember 2009 federal grand jury indictment 
with deprivation of rights under color of law 
during an October 2008 arrest near the Rio 
Grande in Eagle Pass, Texas, in response to 
a report that illegal immigrants had crossed 
the river with bundles of drugs. 

In a prosecution sought by the Mexican 
government and obtained after the suspected 
smuggler was given immunity to testify 
against the agent, Diaz was sentenced last 
week by U.S. District Judge Alia Moses 
Ludlum in San Antonio. The Mexican con-
sulate in Eagle Pass had filed a formal writ-
ten complaint just hours after the arrest, al-
leging that the teenager had been beaten. 

Defense attorneys argued that there were 
no injuries or bruises on the suspected smug-
gler’s lower arms where the handcuffs had 
been placed nor any bruising resulting from 
an alleged knee on his back. Photos showed 
the only marks on his body came from the 
straps of the pack he carried containing the 
suspected drugs, they said. Border Patrol 
agents found more than 150 pounds of mari-
juana at the arrest site. 

The defense claimed that the smuggling 
suspect was handcuffed because he was unco-
operative and resisted arrest, and that the 
agent had lifted his arms to force him to the 
ground—a near-universal police technique— 
while the other agents looked for the drugs. 

The allegations against Diaz, 31, a seven- 
year veteran of the Border Patrol, initially 
were investigated by Homeland Security’s 
Office of Inspector General and Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement’s Office of Profes-
sional Responsibility, which cleared the 
agent of any wrongdoing. 

But the Internal Affairs Division at U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection ruled dif-
ferently nearly a year later and, ultimately, 
the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Western 
District of Texas brought charges. 

The Law Enforcement Officers Advocates 
Council said the government’s case was 
‘‘based on false testimony that is contra-
dicted by the facts.’’ 

In a statement, the council said that be-
cause the arrest took place at about 2 a.m., 
darkness would have made it impossible for 
the government’s witnesses to have seen 
whether any mistreatment took place. It 
said Marcos Ramos, the Border Patrol agent 
who stood next to Diaz, testified that he did 
not see any mistreatment of the smuggling 
suspect. 

The council said other witnesses made con-
tradictory claims and some later admitted to 
having perjured themselves. Such admis-
sions, the council said, were ignored by the 
court and the government. It also said that 
probationary agents who claimed to have 
witnessed the assault raised no objections 

during the incident and failed to notify an 
on-duty supervisor until hours later. 

‘‘Instead, they went off-duty to a local 
‘Whataburger’ restaurant, got their stories 
straight and reported it hours later to an off- 
duty supervisor at his home,’’ the council 
said. ‘‘Then the ‘witnesses’ went back to the 
station and reported their allegations.’’ 

The council also noted that the teenager 
claimed no injuries in court other than sore 
shoulders, which the council attributed to 
‘‘the weight of the drug load, approximately 
75 pounds, he carried across the border.’’ 

The U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Western 
District of Texas, which brought the charges, 
is the same office that in February 2006— 
under U.S. Attorney Johnny Sutton—pros-
ecuted Border Patrol Agents Ignacio Ramos 
and Jose Compean after they shot a drug- 
smuggling suspect, Osvaldo Aldrete-Davila, 
in the buttocks as he tried to flee back into 
Mexico after abandoning a van filled with 800 
pounds of marijuana. Aldrete-Davila also 
was given immunity in the case and testified 
against the agents. 

Agents Ramos and Compean were con-
victed and sentenced to 11 and 12 years in 
prison, respectively. President George W. 
Bush commuted the sentences in 2009 after 
they had served two years. 

The same prosecutors also charged 
Edwards County Deputy Sheriff Gilmer Her-
nandez in 2005 with violating the civil rights 
of a Mexican criminal alien after he shot out 
the tires of a van filled with illegals as it 
tried to run him over. One of the illegal im-
migrants in the van was hit with bullet frag-
ments. 

f 

PROMOTING WOMEN 
ENTREPRENEURS 

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, last 
week I spent a day traveling my dis-
trict and meeting with half a dozen 
women entrepreneurs. 

I started the morning spending time 
with children in Maple Grove, Min-
nesota, at the LilyPad Daycare that is 
owned by a dynamic mom and daughter 
team. 

Next I went to Plymouth, and I vis-
ited and toured the medical manufac-
turer ATEK Medical, which is owned 
by Christy Bieber Orris and Kay Phil-
lips. Now, they’ve got challenges on 
the horizon with the FDA and a new 
medical device tax, but they are deter-
mined to move forward. 

I also visited a public relations firm 
that was started from scratch by Cindy 
Leines in her basement 23 years ago. 
Then I connected with Makya, who is 
living the dream of owning and oper-
ating her own educational toy store. 
And finally I sat down with Peg at 
Peg’s Countryside Cafe. 

Mr. Speaker, Minnesota is a great 
State teeming with endless possibili-
ties because of women like these who 
are entrepreneurs taking risks, and we 
need to do more to encourage women 
to take the leap into entrepreneurship. 

My hope is that last week’s tour will 
help inspire more women to realize 
their dream of running their own busi-
ness. After all, it’s small businesses 
that will lead our way out of this tough 

economic situation we’re in and drive 
ourselves to more economic growth. 

f 

SMALL BUSINESS CERTAINTY 

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
tell the story of an American small 
business owner, Joe Schneider, strug-
gling to keep his head above water. A 
few weeks ago, I had lunch with Joe at 
the Barbed Rose Steakhouse, which he 
owns in Alvin, Texas. 

When we finished our lunch, Joe took 
me on a walking tour to show me his 
plans to open five more restaurants in 
the area. He wants to revitalize his 
hometown by bringing commerce, jobs 
and good food to historic downtown 
Alvin. But the likelihood of a large tax 
increase, whether it be from tax cuts 
expiring or the White House’s proposed 
tax hikes, has put his expansion plans 
on indefinite hold. 

Small businesses deserve certainty 
from Washington and a tax policy that 
allows them to keep more of their 
money to expand, to reinvest in their 
communities, and to grow jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, people like Joe Schnei-
der need commonsense tax reform that 
will encourage American job creation, 
not hinder it. 

f 

AMERICAN JOBS 

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

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 
thank you for the opportunity to 
present here on the floor the solution 
to the question that was just raised by 
my colleague from the Republican side 
of the aisle. 

A month ago, the President laid out 
a plan that would create millions of 
jobs here in the United States. It was 
the American Jobs Act. We are going 
to talk about this tonight. Before I get 
into the details of it, last week, in fact 
1 week ago, I held a town hall meeting 
in Fairfield, California. 

At that town hall meeting the ques-
tion of jobs was on everybody’s mind. 
What are you doing about jobs? What is 
Congress doing about jobs? It just 
seems as though nothing is happening, 
and all we’re seeing from Congress is 
talk of the deficit and cuts. 

Every time there’s a cut, we have an-
other job loss here in our area. Maybe 
it’s a school teacher that’s laid off or 
some highway project that’s not going 
forward. So what’s happening with the 
jobs? 

And I then began to explain the 
American Jobs Act, and we’re going to 
spend some time this evening talking 
just about that issue, the American 
Jobs Act. 
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As proposed by the President, it does 
address a variety of ways in which 
American jobs will be created, and not 
increasing the deficit at all, but rather 
fully paid for. 

I would like to start off this evening 
by asking my colleague from the great 
State of New York (Mrs. MALONEY) if 
she would like to express the view from 
the East Coast, and then I’ll move to 
the West Coast. 

Mrs. MALONEY. I would like to 
thank my colleague from the great 
State of California for bringing the 
American Jobs Act to the floor, every 
single week, speaking out in favor of 
American workers, small businesses, 
and a sane, balanced approach that not 
only has a cutback in order to cut back 
our deficit and our debt, but also a rev-
enue leg and a jobs leg. And the Presi-
dent has come forward with a balanced 
approach that has won support not 
only from New York and California but 
clear across this country. Economists 
are speaking out in support of the 
American Jobs Act. There have been 
two Nobel Laureates that have come 
out in support of it. Mark Zandi, who 
was the economist in Senator MCCAIN’s 
race for the Presidency, he has come 
out and he has said that next year it 
would increase the GDP by 2 percent. 
It would lower the unemployment rate 
by 1 percent, and would create 1.9 mil-
lion jobs. 

Now, after hearing your Special Or-
ders on this, I think it would create 
even more jobs. But this is just a sense 
of economists from all sides of the 
country coming out in support of it. 

I think it is unfortunate that the 
Senate did not pass it because we need 
this act, and we need it now. Ameri-
cans have shown that they are worried 
about their future and they want this 
Jobs Act. Analysts have speculated 
that our country faces the same kind 
of lost decade that Japan has struggled 
with. 

In a New York Times article by Dan-
iel Alpert, a managing partner at a pri-
vate capital firm, he was quoted as say-
ing, and I’d like to bring it to your at-
tention and the American people’s at-
tention: ‘‘Unless we take dramatic 
steps, it will be Japan all over again— 
continuous deflation, no economic 
growth, in and out of recessions, and 
high unemployment.’’ 

Robert Hockett, a professor of finan-
cial law at Cornell in New York and a 
consultant to the New York Federal 
Reserve, added: ‘‘It will be like the eco-
nomic version of chronic fatigue syn-
drome—a low-grade fever all the time.’’ 

So we need to prevent that fatigue 
and cure the low-grade fever. That’s 
why we need to pass this bill. It would 
be the kind of short-term immediate 
impact that our economy needs. With 
job creation stalled and median income 
dropping, Americans just aren’t buy-
ing. That’s why economists and fore-
casters are so strongly in support of it. 
And the American Jobs Act goes after 
unemployment in three big ways: it 

cuts taxes to spur small business hiring 
and consumer spending; it prevents 
layoffs of our vital services, our teach-
ers, our firefighters, and our law en-
forcement officers; and it puts people 
to work building roads, bridges, and 
schools. That’s so important. 

The infrastructure jobs not only cre-
ate good paying jobs now, they’re an 
investment in the future to help Amer-
ica compete in the world economy. I 
know from my own State many of our 
bridges and tunnels and roads and mass 
transit are crumbling, and we could use 
this influx of infrastructure money to 
rebuild and put people back to work. 
Very importantly, the President’s plan 
maintains a safety net for Americans 
most hurt by the economic downturn. 
It’s a good plan. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank you very 
much for bringing us the overall view 
of this. You are quite correct about the 
small businesses. Let me just put this 
pie chart up here. 

Small business is where 64 percent of 
all new jobs have been created over the 
last 15 years. Big businesses actually 
lost many, many jobs as they have 
offshored jobs. In fact, it was just last 
December that the Democratic-con-
trolled House passed a tax bill that ter-
minated tax breaks for big businesses 
sending jobs offshore. That was about 
$12 billion of tax breaks that were ter-
minated so that American businesses 
would not get a tax break to send jobs 
offshore. I would just like to point out 
that not one Republican voted to end 
that tax break that sent those jobs off-
shore. 

But the point here is that small busi-
nesses really do create 64 percent of the 
jobs. Now, in the American Jobs Act, 
as my colleague from New York said, 
there are some very, very important 
provisions that deal directly with 
small businesses, encouraging them to 
hire. For example, we’ve got some 6 
million people that are unemployed 
more than 6 months, so those are the 
long-term unemployed. If a small busi-
ness were to hire one of the long-term 
unemployed, they would receive an im-
mediate $4,000 tax credit. That is off 
the bottom line of their taxes, pro-
viding a very powerful incentive to hire 
the long-term unemployed. 

Now, I think the entire Nation is sick 
and tired of our wars, but the wars are 
real. Those wars have created a situa-
tion where a very, very high percent-
age of the veterans that come back are 
unable to get a job. These may be those 
veterans that have been off in Afghani-
stan or Iraq. There’s a tax credit again 
for a veteran returning from the wars, 
a $5,600 tax credit for hiring an unem-
ployed veteran. Now if that veteran 
happens to have a service-connected 
disability, and we’ve seen the terrible 
tragedies of those disabilities, arms, 
legs, and other problems that have be-
fallen the veterans as they serve our 
country, there’s a $9,600 tax credit in 
the American Jobs Act for those small 
businesses that hire the veterans. So 
by hiring new people, small businesses 

will be able to receive a very, very sig-
nificant benefit as a result of this 
American Jobs Act. 

If the gentlelady would like to con-
tinue on with some of the reasons why 
this is important to New York, please, 
Mrs. MALONEY, if you would take care 
and have at it. 

Mrs. MALONEY. I would like to re-
spond to the point that the gentleman 
made. Economists tell us that one of 
the ways that we climb out of reces-
sions—and we’re in the worst recession 
that I’ve experienced in my lifetime, 
the worst since the Great Depression— 
the way we climb out is often small 
businesses. Small businesses hire and 
grow. Two out of three people hired in 
America are hired by small businesses. 
But at this time their hiring has not 
moved forward. That’s why this sub-
sidy and support for small businesses is 
so important, and I applaud the Presi-
dent for including it in the American 
Jobs Act. 

But because of the economic down-
turn, localities across our country are 
having to lay off workers, essential 
workers who are investors in the future 
of our young people: Teachers and the 
protectors of our communities, fire-
fighters and our law enforcement, are 
being laid off. 

I want to talk a little bit about New 
York, the great State that I have the 
honor of representing, and I have some 
numbers that I would like to share 
with you, but they are the same in 
many localities across the country. In 
my own State of New York, according 
to the Congressional Research Service, 
the estimated grant for the teachers 
and the first responders would be $1.7 
billion, which would save an estimated 
18,000 educators and first responder 
jobs. That’s important not only to 
these families but to the localities. 
These teachers are needed. These fire 
and police are needed. And very impor-
tantly, one of the things that I think is 
so important is the focus that the 
President has put on modernizing our 
schools. 

When I was in school, all you needed 
was a piece of paper and a teacher and 
a pencil. Now our young people need 
computers, and we need to start teach-
ing them computer sciences and math 
and technology very, very early. This 
would have grants to modernize 
schools so they are really ready for the 
21st century, wired appropriately for 
high-tech computers. This would have 
a grant for New York City alone of $1.6 
billion to modernize the community 
colleges and the public schools so they 
are ready for the next century. 

b 1740 

But it’s our infrastructure that is so 
important. We are falling behind in 
terms of high-speed rail. Much of our 
infrastructure is crumbling. And the 
infrastructure investment would total 
over $105 billion, including $50 billion 
on transportation infrastructure. This 
not only moves people and makes a 
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more livable environment, it’s an in-
vestment also for not being dependent 
on oil that we have to import. 

Very importantly, there is $10 billion 
on a new national infrastructure bank 
that would help finance private ven-
tures of public roads and highways and 
bridges and railroads. And so that’s a 
very, very important part of it. 

Very importantly, it also talks about 
rehabilitating the foreclosed or vacant 
properties. This is a problem. Some of 
my colleagues in Ohio tell me they’re 
literally bulldozing down vacant fore-
closed properties. And this would allow 
to help these blighted neighborhoods 
and help rebuild. 

All in all, it is a great plan. We need 
to get behind it. We need to put Ameri-
cans back to work. And we should have 
passed it yesterday. But I’m here to-
night supporting the President’s plan 
to put Americans back to work and to 
invest in our future, invest in Amer-
ica’s competitiveness, and our leader-
ship in so many areas depends on get-
ting our economy moving again. 

I appreciate being here with my good 
friend and colleague, and thank you so 
much for raising these issues. You’re 
doing an excellent job. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I can go through 
each one of those numbers that my col-
league from the wonderful State of 
New York talked about. California, 
similarly, would receive very, very sig-
nificant benefits. 

However, we need to look at the re-
ality of what is happening here in this 
Chamber where the Speaker of the 
House refuses to even allow a vote on 
the President’s proposal. All of the 
things you talked about that would 
benefit New York will come to nothing 
unless the Speaker of the House will 
allow these proposals to come to a 
vote. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Certainly. 
Mrs. MALONEY. This is a democ-

racy, and I believe that there is no idea 
in the world that is so dangerous or 
challenging that you can’t debate it in 
the United States Congress. It should 
be put up for a debate and have it fully 
debated and have a vote. That’s the 
least that the Speaker should provide 
for the American people. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Over on the Sen-
ate side, the leader of the Senate, Mr. 
REID, brought the issue to the Senate 
floor and was unable to even get a vote 
on the Senate floor because of the Re-
publican threat of a filibuster and the 
60-vote requirement to end that fili-
buster. And so even though on the Sen-
ate side they almost came to a vote, 
they were stopped short by a filibuster. 
And the reason, apparently, was that 
the Republicans did not want to raise a 
one-half of 1 percent tax on those very 
small number—the top 1 percent of 
Americans that are earning more than 
a million dollars of adjusted gross in-
come a year. And so with that small 
tax increase, they refused to go along. 

So here we are in this House without 
a vote and on the other side because of 

the threat of a filibuster, and 280,000 
teachers are not going to be hired un-
less we’re able to break through. The 
only way to break through is for the 
American public to rise up, the 99ers 
out there, and say: Enough. Give us our 
jobs. Give us the opportunity to go 
back to work. 

I yield to my colleague. 
Mrs. MALONEY. It could not be stat-

ed more appropriately. The 99ers and 
all Americans should speak out and de-
mand a vote on this. 

Now, the President has pointed out 
that it should be a three-legged stool. 
It should be revenues, we need to cut 
back on other expenditures, and we 
need to invest in jobs. Right now, we 
have roughly 15 percent of our GDP is 
revenues, but our expenditures are 
roughly 35 percent. 

The gentleman points out the tax on 
millionaires and other areas that they 
were looking at. You have to bring 
that in balance. You cannot continue 
with 35 percent of the GDP being ex-
penditures and only 15 percent being 
revenues. Granted, we do have to cut 
back, and that’s what the supercom-
mittee is working on, but it needs to be 
a balanced approach. Actually, that’s 
what’s always worked in the past. It’s 
always been a balanced approach. 
That’s the only way we can get this 
country on firm ground to reduce our 
debt, reduce our deficit, invest in op-
portunities, innovation, and jobs for 
the future. 

You expressed it very well, and I sup-
port your efforts here tonight. 

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

Before I turn to my colleague from 
California, I want to just emphasize 
the point that the President’s Amer-
ican Jobs program is balanced, fully 
paid for. It’s paid for with a fair tax. 

We know that over the last 12 years 
now the upper income, that top 1 or 2 
percent, has enjoyed an enormous tax 
break that was put in place during the 
George W. Bush first and third year. 
They’ve had it good. They’ve really 
seen their share of income in America 
grow extraordinarily fast while the 
great middle class of America has had 
basically a flat situation. They’ve seen 
no improvement in their income. And 
then in the last couple of years, 
they’ve seen a very precipitous decline. 

The President has also proposed—and 
I know I agree very strongly with 
this—end the tax breaks for the oil 
companies. Why does the oil industry 
need another $5 billion or $6 billion a 
year of tax breaks when in fact over 
the last decade they’ve earned more 
than a trillion dollars in profit? 

Our colleague from California is 
ready to go. This is MAXINE WATERS, 
representing Los Angeles, a colleague 
of mine dating back to our years in the 
California Legislature, which was just 
a few years back. 

If you would care to share with us 
your thoughts on how we’re going to 
get Americans back to work. 

Ms. WATERS. Thank you very much. 
I’m very appreciative, Congressman, 

for your taking this time out on the 
floor this evening and sharing this 
time with your colleagues to talk 
about the American Jobs Act. 

What I’m going to say will take a lit-
tle bit of a different tack. As you 
know, we just had a contest about the 
use of social media in our caucus, and 
I devised a program where I promoted a 
campaign on #ourspeech, which asked 
our followers, if they had the oppor-
tunity to speak to Congress, what 
would they say, using the 140 or so 
characters on Twitter. We got a lot of 
comments in. We combined them, and 
now I’m going to share them. A lot of 
it is about jobs, but they speak about it 
in a little bit different way. If you 
would indulge me, I would like to take 
a few minutes. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I’d be fascinated 
to hear. I know that your constituents 
have been very, very active, and I know 
that over the years you have been 
superactive. Please share those tweets 
with us. 

Ms. WATERS. Thank you very much. 
Today, I’m delivering what is known 

as #ourspeech—a speech composed of 
words solely from my followers and 
friends on Facebook who posted their 
thoughts about the economy and jobs 
online. This is a part of my effort to 
bring Americans closer to Congress. 

To the people that sit on Capitol Hill: 
As Members of Congress in the great-

est country in the world, you are very 
well aware of the concerns expressed by 
the American constituency—jobs, sta-
ble economic environment, education, 
crime, war, et cetera. You are not Re-
publicans. You are not Democrats. You 
are not an independent. You do not be-
long to any faction. Stop worrying 
about party and do something for the 
people. Pass the jobs bill. Pass the 
American Jobs Act. We all need to 
work. 

A child with no food doesn’t care 
about your power struggle with those 
who are across the aisle. You must rep-
resent the most downtrodden people in 
your district, not the most successful 
business nor any special interest. Big 
money donations from corporations 
and the financial industry have pur-
chased our democracy. America elected 
the House, not corporations. It is time 
they represent us. You have an obliga-
tion as a public servant to ensure that 
the underprivileged of our society will 
be protected. Don’t forget the poor, a 
group that continues to grow while the 
rich get richer. We have to trust you to 
make the right decisions for us. Sup-
port and pass the American Jobs Act. 

My Facebook followers continue by 
saying: 

We labor to right our small, over-
turned coffers to replace what was lost. 
We labor and pay three and four times 
over for substandard services. 

b 1750 
We have become the disenfranchised 

while billionaire executives live and 
work in very comfortable environ-
ments. We are bludgeoned with par-
tisan rhetoric that detracts from the 
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real American issues and Representa-
tives who feel they may act without 
giving heed to the desires of their con-
stituents. 

Put partisan politics aside, they say. 
Start serving your citizens with meas-
ured focus on supporting the people. 
Congress must support jobs. Congress 
must support the American Jobs Act. 
We need jobs so that we can pay our 
reasonable share for life activities and 
services. We want the right to realize 
the promises of our founding docu-
ments. 

The middle class have been the legs 
this country has stood on. The lack of 
meaningful action in D.C. has crippled 
us. We have not been able to save for 
our children’s college education as we 
live paycheck to paycheck. We worry 
about the more immediate dilemma— 
will we be able to keep our home? We 
are 2 months behind in our mortgage. 
Bank of America, our lender, was 
bailed out with our tax money. Now 
who is going to bail us, who played by 
the rules and worked hard, out? Please 
don’t give another dime of our money 
to save the banks, they do not care 
about us. 

Americans are sick of hearing Con-
gress bicker about who is to blame for 
our issues. While Congress pontificates 
and filibusters, Americans are starv-
ing, losing their homes, working mul-
tiple jobs if they can find them, and 
puzzling over ways to balance our in-
credibly shrinking budgets against the 
rising costs of tolls, gas, food and cor-
porate thievery in the guise of bank 
fees and loan rates. Good, hardworking 
Americans shouldn’t be rubbing nickels 
together and shouldn’t have to pick 
food over medicine. 

My Facebook followers wrap up by 
further saying: We wonder how we will 
pay our taxes and student loans, avoid 
answering our phones, leave our mail 
unopened as we struggle. The system, 
if it ever was for us, has failed at this 
critical juncture in history to safe-
guard us. The global Occupy Wall 
Street movement illustrates beau-
tifully the consciousness of the people 
which has been missing from the polit-
ical landscape. Congress must support 
jobs, education and health care. People 
are hurting out here. Our silence has fi-
nally and irrevocably been broken. 
Those of us who have been awakened 
are now willing soldiers in the fight. 

The voice of the people occupying 
around the Nation will not go unrecog-
nized. Our strength, our passion and 
our vision can, and should be, har-
nessed to power change. 

Thank you so very much for allowing 
my Facebook followers to have a word 
on the floor tonight. They are watch-
ing us. They will be responding. But I 
think they are very appreciative that 
you have allowed me this time to con-
dense those comments and the words 
that they gave to me to bring to the 
floor. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tlelady from California so very much 
for sharing with us the words that she 

has received from her constituents. I 
know that for me, and I suspect for 
many of our colleagues, there are simi-
lar words, similar comments to us. It’s 
time for us to get with it. Let’s pass a 
jobs bill. Let’s really work for the peo-
ple out there, not only the unem-
ployed, but for the great middle class 
that has been pushed down over the 
last decade. It’s time for them to have 
their say. Thank you so very, very 
much for being with us this afternoon. 

Ms. WATERS. Thank you so very 
much. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. You said some-
thing that came to my mind—I’m 
going to do this quickly before I turn 
to my colleague from—Rhode Island? 
You mentioned student loans. Now, the 
President has been out in California, in 
Los Angeles and in San Francisco, near 
my district, and he’s been saying some-
thing that really caught my attention, 
and that is: we can’t wait. Speaking for 
the American people, we can’t wait for 
Congress to act. We can’t wait. 

And he did something that is really, 
really close to home. My daughter and 
son-in-law just finished medical school. 
They have huge loans that they took 
out to go through medical school. But 
across this Nation, about $1 trillion of 
loans have been taken out by young 
men and women—and older—who have 
gone back to school to improve them-
selves, to get an education, to learn a 
skill, $1 trillion out there. And many of 
those loans are at a very high interest 
rate, and they may be from different 
sectors. 

And the President says, we can’t wait 
to help these people. These young men 
and women and others who have these 
loans, they need help today. And so he 
put together a new program based upon 
a law that we passed last year—the 
Democrats passed last year—that said 
we’re going to do some consolidation. 
So he’s taken that step. He’s going to 
allow for the consolidation of these 
loans into one loan package and allow 
the interest rate to be reduced, on the 
average, at least a half percent interest 
rate and stretched out—and a small 
percentage of the income. And many of 
these young men and women—I’m just 
going to say men and women, they’re 
not all young—aren’t able to get a job 
other than just a minimum wage, and 
so they can’t pay. So he’s giving them 
a break. 

And that’s what we want our Presi-
dent to do. We want our President to 
go out there and say we can’t wait for 
Congress—even though I’m ready to go 
and I know my colleagues are—and giv-
ing them a break. This is really impor-
tant that he has done this. 

Ms. WATERS. I thank you. That is 
well said. You are absolutely correct. 
And the young people are waiting on us 
to act. They are burdened with debt. 
They can’t get careers started. They 
can’t get families started. This will be 
very helpful to them. The consolida-
tion and the reduction of the interest 
rate is extremely important. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We can’t wait to 
get a bill out of this House, and hope-

fully the Speaker will allow us to bring 
it to the floor. And I can’t wait to hear 
from Mr. COURTNEY of Connecticut. 

Mr. COURTNEY, please join us. 
Mr. COURTNEY. I thank the gen-

tleman from California. Connecticut, 
Rhode Island—you know, when you’re 
from California, I’m sure we all look 
like one of your counties there. But it’s 
eastern Connecticut. At least I abut 
Rhode Island. But thank you for the in-
vitation to speak this evening. 

I wanted to start, first of all, by just 
sharing with you that I am in the final 
day of a 1-week challenge that myself 
and four other Members of Congress 
have engaged in to live on a food stamp 
budget for a week. That’s $4 a day, 
which is what the budget is for mil-
lions of Americans today. And my wife 
and I and my daughter got through it 
in one piece—although I had to kind of 
take my little care package down to 
D.C. with me. And frankly, it has been 
harder than I thought and a real eye 
opener. I mean, a cup and a half of cof-
fee—— 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Excuse me. May I 
interrupt? You and three of your col-
leagues or four of your colleagues have 
undertaken a program to try to live on 
the unemployment insurance? 

Mr. COURTNEY. No. This is a food 
stamp budget, the SNAP program. 
Again, the SNAP budget for millions of 
Americans is $4 a day. And so obvi-
ously you’ve got to shop as aggres-
sively as you possibly can, and frankly 
you’re buying somewhat lower-cost 
items. As I said, we’re about to get 
across the finish line at midnight to-
night. Again, a cup and a half of coffee 
a day, half a peanut butter sandwich 
for lunch, generic cereal, little ba-
nanas, some meals at night. You don’t 
have to worry about cleaning dishes 
when you’re on this kind of budget be-
cause you eat every bit of it. And as I 
said, it has been a real eye opener in 
terms of the fact that this is really an 
experience that isn’t just limited to 1 
week for millions of Americans. It’s 
something that, again, is just part of a 
growing reality. 

I raise it in the context of the Jobs 
Act because today there are, again, 
millions of Americans who are 99ers; 
they are people who have gone through 
their unemployment compensation pe-
riod, which, as we all know, has a cap 
of 99 weeks. For a lot of them, there 
really is nothing else waiting at the 
end of that time other than food 
stamps—or the SNAP program as it’s 
now called. To basically live on $32, 
which is really what the amount is for 
a single adult, is really impossible. 

As a result, we’re seeing, again, 
record numbers of people showing up at 
food banks, record numbers of people 
showing up at soup kitchens. There is 
now a suburbanization of poverty 
that’s going on in this country. Again, 
I represent Connecticut, which has the 
highest per capita income in America— 
obviously lots of suburbs. There are 
now, again, food banks that are oper-
ating in a lot of these communities. 
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Clearly, this is an issue in terms of the 
supercommittee and the sequestration, 
whether or not a program like SNAP is 
going to be at risk. For people to go 
backwards from $4 a day is something 
that I personally can’t imagine. 

But at the end of the day, the real so-
lution is to get this economy growing 
again, and the best social program is a 
job. I mean, that is the bottom line in 
terms of what is a real fix to this prob-
lem. 

One of the things that I just wanted 
us to, again, spend a minute on, and 
then I’ll hand it over to my friend from 
Ohio who’s here, is that the pay-for 
that’s been proposed and supported in 
the Senate and the White House is a 5 
percent surcharge on income above $1 
million. Recently we had, again, in my 
opinion, a patriotic, courageous Amer-
ican who stepped forward to really put 
the spotlight on what that means. War-
ren Buffett, who, again, is a legendary 
investor, financier, commentator on all 
the news programs and the business 
channels, shared his tax return for last 
year. 

b 1800 
His gross income, his top line was $63 

million, his adjusted gross income was 
$32 million, and his payment was 
roughly about $6 million. As he ex-
plained in a number of op-eds, that 
roughly translates into a tax rate of 17 
percent, which, again, you’re here, 
Johnny-on-the-spot with the charts, 
which is terrific. 

If his tax return was subjected to the 
surcharge which has been proposed and 
supported in the Senate, basically, it 
would add about another $2 million to 
$3 million of tax liability in terms of 
what his return would be, and his over-
all effective rate would be roughly 
about 25 percent. 

He clearly makes the argument 
about the Buffett rule that he should 
pay a higher rate than his secretary 
and his staff—today he pays a lower 
rate than all of them. But the real, I 
think, power of his argument which he 
made in The New York Times op-ed 
piece, ‘‘Stop Coddling the Rich,’’ was 
that the tax rates that he paid gladly 
back in the eighties and nineties, 
which again, is even higher than it 
would be if we passed the surcharge, 
did nothing to inhibit his willingness 
or desire to go out and compete and in-
vest and participate in the drive for the 
American Dream. 

And if you look at the growth rates 
that we experienced in the 1990s when, 
again, the tax rates on both capital 
gains and regular income were much 
higher than today, and would still be 
higher than if we adopted the Jobs Act 
pay-for, as he powerfully makes the 
point, it would do nothing to inhibit 
growth, and it would do nothing to in-
hibit or punish success. 

It, in fact, would just do a lot to try 
and create some balance in our public 
finances so that we can afford to do the 
great things that a great Nation must 
do to get us out of the predicament 
that we’re in today. 

What I want to say to anyone who’s 
watching here today, who’s on food 
stamps, having experienced briefly the 
challenge that you face over a 1-week 
period of time, we can do better, as a 
Nation, than that, and we must adopt 
the Jobs Act to make sure that we 
solve the problems of Americans who 
today are trapped in an economy that 
allows no way out except subsistence 
programs that are inadequate to lead a 
healthy productive life. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-

tleman from Connecticut. My apolo-
gies, Rhode Island being not too far 
away. Thank you very much. And 
thank you for pointing out that it’s 
very, very difficult in America if 
you’re poor. One out of six Americans 
now live in poverty and are dependent 
upon food stamps and other kinds of 
subsistence in order simply to stay 
alive. 

And we cannot forget that, although 
we ought to remember that here on 
this floor very recently there was an 
effort to reduce the food stamps. So I 
don’t quite understand why anybody 
would want to do that, given the pov-
erty rate. 

You also spoke to the issue of fair-
ness in taxes. Eighty-four percent of all 
of the wealth in this Nation is now con-
trolled by the top 20 percent, and the 
bottom have become more and more 
poor. 

Now, one of the States that is strug-
gling to get back into the American 
Dream is the State of Ohio, and there’s 
a lot of conflict going on there about 
labor and politics and the like. 

But I know, Mr. RYAN, that you’re fo-
cused solely on trying to get people 
back to work in your community. If 
you would please join us. If I recall cor-
rectly, you’re from the eastern part of 
Ohio. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That is correct, 
the northeastern part, and I’m happy 
to be joined by my colleague from the 
northwestern part, Ms. KAPTUR, to talk 
about these issues. 

I think, as I sat here and I listened, 
whether it was California or whether it 
was Connecticut or whether it’s Ohio, I 
think the number one issue facing the 
country right now is the income in-
equality. It is now just starting to per-
colate up as the number one issue, the 
greatest inequality in this country 
since the Great Depression. 

I know many of us have been talking 
about this for a long, long time—we’ve 
had 30 years of stagnant wages in the 
United States. There is no way that 
we’re going to be able to continue to be 
the leader of the free world, or really 
even have the kind of country that we 
want, if we have this kind of level of 
inequality. 

There are issues that come before the 
House of Representatives. There are 
issues that the President is continuing 
to push that will help rectify this prob-
lem that is not getting any attention 
at all in the House of Representatives, 
whether it’s the American Jobs Act, 

which would put people back to work, 
infrastructure, roads, bridges, get that 
20 percent unemployment within the 
construction trades, or 18 or 19 percent, 
or whatever it may be, and drive it 
down. 

The China currency bill, passed by 
the Senate with well over 60 votes, 
passed the House of Representatives 
last year, had 99 Republicans, 350 total 
votes, and we can’t get a vote in the 
House of Representatives to take on 
the Chinese. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Explain to us 
what the Chinese currency bill is all 
about. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Well, they’re ma-
nipulating their currency. They’re de-
valuing it so that the exports coming 
into the United States are artificially 
cheaper than they would normally be, 
already with benefits of no EPA, no 
OSHA, no regulations. But in addition 
to that, they manipulate their cur-
rency, devalue it to make those exports 
landing on the shores of the United 
States even cheaper. 

Now, all of these unfair trade prac-
tices have cost the United States 2.8 
million jobs in the last 10 years; 1.9 
million of those are manufacturing, 
and 100,000 in Ohio. When manufac-
turing jobs pay more, there’s more in-
tellectual property spinoff, better ben-
efits, better pension. 

All of this comes together with an 
issue that we’re facing back in Ohio, 
and a philosophy in the country that is 
basically saying, if the middle class 
just made a little bit less, the country 
would be better off; we’d finally fix 
these problems. That’s what’s hap-
pening with S.B 5 and S.U. 2 in Ohio, 
where we have a Republican adminis-
tration taking on the teachers, the po-
lice and the fire, and saying they make 
too much money, and it’s because of 
them that we have these huge budget 
issues, when really, they’re the last 
bastion of the middle class, and they 
run into burning buildings, and they go 
out and they take care of us when 
we’re in a dangerous situation, or they 
teach our kids, or they clean the public 
restrooms, or they clean the restrooms 
in the schools. 

These are people who serve us, all of 
us as a country. For us to continue to 
go down the path of, we’ve got to dis-
mantle the middle class, we’ve got to 
dismantle the unions, we’ve got to cut 
programs like Pell Grants or food 
stamps or things that help us invest, or 
keep interest rates high on student 
loans, or cut funding for the National 
Institutes of Health, National Science 
Foundation, this is not a recipe for suc-
cess. This is a recipe for the destruc-
tion of the middle class. 

These are investments we’ve always 
made as a country that have benefited 
us. And to say to these police and fire 
and teachers and public employees, 
you’re making too much money, you’re 
part of the problem, when they’re mak-
ing $30,000, $35,000 a year, is ridiculous. 

The policies coming out of Wash-
ington and the House of Representa-
tives, we don’t even have the courage 
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to take on China to say maybe we’ll 
drive some manufacturing jobs back 
into the United States, create some 
wealth back in the United States so 
these local communities have money 
to fund their police and fire. This is 
what we’ve always done. 

One final point. You’re starting to 
see it percolate. You saw it in Wis-
consin. The coalition in Ohio, now, 
against this issue too, is incredible. Po-
lice, fire, teachers, public employees, 
building trades, auto workers, machin-
ists, average people, all coming to-
gether to say, this is the middle class, 
and we’ve had it up to here. With Oc-
cupy Wall Street, it’s the same thing. 
Income inequality. High levels, it’s 
been going on for a long time. People 
are up to here. 

And for a while, my friend, they have 
said, go get Washington, D.C. Look at 
them. Look, it’s the Democrats, get 
them. It’s their fault. But the reality is 
it’s where the money is, and that con-
centration of wealth you were talking 
about, that’s driving the policies here. 

Somebody explain to me how we can 
pass a China currency bill last year, 
with 350 votes, 99 Republicans, and we 
can’t get a vote in the House of Rep-
resentatives on it now. The Senate just 
passed it. Because there are some very 
powerful interests that don’t want it 
on the floor. They don’t want to vote 
on this. They like the system just the 
way it is. They can locate over in 
China and ship their product back and 
the Americans will buy it. 

But what’s coming home to roost 
now is that the Americans aren’t mak-
ing the wages they were in the last 20 
or 30 years. 

b 1810 
In the last 20 or 30 years, consumer 

spending is down, consumer confidence 
is down, wages are stagnant, and there 
are high levels of poverty even in the 
suburbs. And so it’s all coming home to 
roost. 

I think it’s time for our country and 
all of these disparate groups to now 
come together—police, fire, teachers, 
building trades, and working class peo-
ple. I’m telling you, in Ohio they’re 
coming together and they’re saying: 
We are the middle class, we are work-
ing America, and we are going to set 
the agenda. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. And we can’t wait. 
We cannot wait. 

I’m just going to toss out two more 
statistics here. The top 1 percent of 
Americans in 1974 had about 9 percent 
of income of all sorts—capital gains, 
interest, dividends, as well as earned 
income, about 9 percent. In 2007—that 
was 4 years ago—they had 231⁄2 percent. 
So you’ve seen the income of the very 
few at the top grow extraordinarily 
from 9 to 23. It’s probably up to 25 or 27 
percent this year. The top one-tenth of 
1 percent—this is 15,000 families in 
America—have raked in more than $1 
trillion of income in 2009; just 15,000 
families, $1 trillion of income. 

Yet, when the Senate took up the bill 
to provide about 2 million jobs for 

America to be paid for by these men, 
women, and families that have had this 
extraordinary growth in their income, 
just a small percentage of a surcharge, 
5 percent surcharge on that additional 
income, the Republicans in the Senate 
refused to pass that bill. So 280,000 
teachers are not going to get a job, 
100,000 police and firemen will not be 
back on our streets protecting us, and 
$50 billion of construction programs 
will not be built, 35,000 schools will not 
be renovated, and all across this Na-
tion the pain of the middle class will 
continue. 

It’s time for us to have a better deal 
for America. The American Jobs Act 
can do that. And I think it can help 
Ohio in the central part. 

Ms. KAPTUR, if you would care to join 
us, thank you so very much. I yield to 
a terrific Representative who I know 
has fought fiercely for years and years 
here to bring back to middle America 
the manufacturing base and the mid-
dle-income jobs that are so important. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Congressman 
GARAMENDI, I want to thank you for 
your leadership coming from Cali-
fornia. And my dear, dear colleague 
TIM RYAN from the eastern quarter of 
Ohio, what a privilege it is to be here 
with you as well and to be a voice for 
we the people—we the people, not just 
the superrich people, not just the peo-
ple running the six biggest banks in 
the country that just took the rest of 
America to the cleaners, but Ameri-
cans who speak for the vast majority 
who, like that chart states, want a bet-
ter deal for America. We want invest-
ment in America. We want to make 
goods in America because we know, 
when we create here and we make here, 
we create jobs here and we create real 
wealth here for everyone, not just the 
privileged few. 

It’s really an amazing fact to think 
about that General Motors, when I was 
growing up, was the biggest employer 
in the country, and northern Ohio just 
hummed. Plants had 14,000 workers, 
10,000 workers. Now you’re lucky if a 
plant has 1,200 workers, and you see 
shuttered plants around our country. 
Thank God for the recovery package 
and what was done to resuscitate and 
refinance the U.S. automotive industry 
so that other countries can’t eat our 
lunch, that they can’t eat our invest-
ment capital and all of the investment 
that still exists around this country, 
the millions of families and retirees 
that depend on a healthy automotive 
sector. 

When you think about it, today, 
Walmart is the largest employer. We 
have gone from General Motors being 
the largest employer to Walmart being 
the largest employer. And this week, 
Walmart announced that even though 
it’s the largest employer, even though 
it’s making so much money for its 
shareholders and top executives, if you 
work for Walmart and you put in under 
24 hours a week work, you’re not eligi-
ble for their health insurance. Yup, I 
can just think of all those women, all 

those people that are working in 
Walmart around the country, their 
standard of living will drop. 

I agree with what Congressman RYAN 
says about the middle class. We believe 
in people earning a living and, as a re-
sult, being secure in the middle class— 
earning a decent wage, getting a decent 
health benefit, and having a retirement 
program you can depend upon. 

I’m really happy that the cost-of-liv-
ing increase will give, on average, to 
seniors across this country 360 extra 
dollars—360 extra dollars a year on av-
erage—because they’re going to be able 
to buy some food, better food for them-
selves. They’re going to be able to pay 
their utility bills. Do you know the 
first thing they will do? I’ll tell you 
the first thing they’ll do. They’re going 
to buy their grandchildren presents. 
They’re going to go spend that money. 
They’re going to spend it in the econ-
omy. 

Every single business in this country, 
what do they say? We need customers. 
We need customers. We don’t have 
enough people working—carrying 14 to 
24 million people unemployed or under-
employed—to really get this economy 
to hum. They’re waiting for customers. 
Every Member of Congress, if they’re 
awake, knows that. 

And so when we see a call for a better 
deal for America—for all the people, 
for we the people, not just for the Wall 
Street bankers who brought us to this 
juncture who, by the way, are doing 
very well and controlling two-thirds of 
the financial system of this country, 
which is part of the problem we are fac-
ing—too much power in too few hands. 
But as we look across our country to 
say what can we do, as Members, in 
order to create more of an investment 
climate here, you create investment 
when you create customers. And, hon-
estly, you don’t create customers and 
create wealth at the same time when 
you just take all the stuff that’s made 
in China, bring it here and sell it. That 
money goes—most of it goes back to 
where those goods were made. 

We have a real challenge in our coun-
try to reward Make It In America, to 
make goods here and to sell goods here. 
And as Congressman RYAN says, for 
those countries that don’t play by the 
rules—and China doesn’t—whether it’s 
on currency, whether it’s on the envi-
ronment, or whether it’s on the fair 
treatment of workers, they’re not even 
living in the same universe as we live 
in. Who would want to live in Beijing? 
You’d need a gas mask to survive. Is 
that really what we want to do is 
downgrade our standard of living for 
the American people to that level? And 
that is the course we are on. That is 
the course we are on, Congressman 
GARAMENDI. 

When you talk about how many peo-
ple in America are poor today, do you 
think they like being poor? God loves 
them just as He loves everybody in the 
upper class and the middle class. They 
don’t want to be poor. They want a job. 

Here’s the figure. Let me put this one 
on the table. I was talking to one of 
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the major rail executives today, and I 
was inviting him to come out to our re-
gion because we have a lot of railroads, 
and they’re hiring. He said, Congress-
woman, I want you to know something. 
We posted 4,000 jobs in rail across this 
country. And he said, Guess how many 
applications we got? Five hundred 
thousand. Five hundred thousand ap-
plications for 4,000 jobs. 

Think about what the American peo-
ple are saying to us. Austerity will not 
bring prosperity. What will bring pros-
perity is investment in America, mak-
ing goods in America, creating goods in 
America, growing products in America, 
processing products in America, and 
holding our trade partners accountable 
for their actions, whether it’s currency 
manipulation or renegotiating trade 
agreements that are not operating in 
the interests of the United States and 
that are far out of balance. 

Let me tell you, the most out-of-bal-
ance trade agreement is with China. 
And if you go back to NAFTA when it 
passed here in 1993, they said, Oh, my 
goodness, there are going to be mil-
lions of jobs. Well, they’re not in the 
United States. They’re not here. In 
fact, we’ve amassed a $1 trillion trade 
deficit with Mexico since NAFTA 
passed. So all those people must live 
somewhere in outer space to think that 
that has actually created wealth in 
America. It has been a sucking sound, 
a sucking sound to other countries— 
not here. 

All you’ve got to do is know the 
math. Know the math. Just look at the 
numbers. You don’t have to believe me. 
Look at the trade accounts. It’s writ-
ten in black and white every month. 
We aren’t winning. We are losing the 
trade wars all over this world, and it is 
costing us investment here. It’s costing 
us jobs here. It’s costing us wealth 
here. And that is where those poverty 
figures are rising, because we aren’t 
reading the math and we aren’t making 
goods in America and balancing our ac-
counts here at home by putting people 
back to work. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We certainly can 
rebuild the American manufacturing 
industry, and there are ways of doing 
it. That was done in part when the 
President stepped up using the stim-
ulus money to rebuild General Motors 
and Chrysler. They’re now back, and 
millions of jobs have been saved and, 
simultaneously, the entire small busi-
ness supply chain is in order. 

b 1820 
Mr. RYAN, I know that you have 

other thoughts that you’d like to add, 
so please share with us. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I just think we’re 
competing directly now with China in 
such a significant and direct way. So 
we put, say, $8 billion in the stimulus 
package for high-speed rail. I think 
China is spending tens of billions of 
dollars—— 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well over $100 bil-
lion. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think it’s $120 
billion, maybe, on high-speed rail. 

They’re going to have more tracks in 
China than in the rest of the world 
combined in the next 5 or 10 years; and 
we’re sitting here saying we’re not 
going to do anything because we’re not 
for high-speed rail. Ohio gave back $400 
million, and Florida gave back a few 
hundred million dollars. We know from 
conversations we’ve had with 
businesspeople that that would have 
lured companies into the State of Ohio 
because they want to build railcars, 
but they’re not going to build them if 
we don’t have a high-speed rail pro-
gram. These are investments that we 
have made. 

We’ve gotten into the mind-set that 
the government can’t do everything, 
but it has to do something. What it has 
to do is make sure our roads and our 
bridges and our infrastructure are up 
to speed. 

I was just talking with Congressman 
DOYLE from Pittsburgh. He said $3 bil-
lion in sewer projects need to get 
done—EPA-mandated in Pittsburgh. I 
think Cleveland is $2 billion to $3 bil-
lion and that Akron is about $1 billion. 
It’s hundreds of millions in places like 
Youngstown and in smaller cities. I’m 
sure Toledo is up there in the hundreds 
of millions in these older cities. 

Ms. KAPTUR. And Sandusky. 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I saw Rahm 

Emanuel, the Chicago mayor. He was 
saying these are 100-year-old systems 
in Chicago. Do we really think that 
Pittsburgh and Cleveland and Akron 
and Youngstown and Toledo have $1 
billion to go make these investments? 
But if we say collectively as a country 
we’re going to rebuild the country and 
that right now we’re going to use the 
power that we have to go out and get 
the money and make these investments 
and put all these people back to work, 
they’ll be working for a decade. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me tell you 
how that could be done. It’s in the 
President’s American Jobs Act. 

He has suggested that we establish an 
infrastructure bank. Every one of the 
projects that you just described is a 
cash flow project. There is a fee for 
sewage and there is a fee for water. 
There are fees that come traditionally 
with each of these services. If we had 
an infrastructure bank—and the Presi-
dent has suggested we put $10 billion 
into it—we know that we could get the 
various public pension funds around to 
invest in it and that we could probably 
have $100 billion within several months 
that could be invested in each one of 
the projects that you talked about, and 
those projects over time are able to 
repay. Do keep in mind that the Fed-
eral Government is now able to borrow 
that money at about 2 percent for 10 
years. So this is an investment oppor-
tunity to build for the future. 

We’ve got about 5 minutes. So, Ms. 
KAPTUR, if you’d like to take it, then 
we’re going to wrap this thing up. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I would just like to 
say, for investment in our ports, in our 
airports, in our rail, what could be 
more important to our country? 

When I was born, there were 146 mil-
lion people in this country. We’re now 
near 320 million people. By 2050, we will 
have 500 million people in this country. 
We cannot continue to live like it’s 
1950. We have to sort of catch up, which 
is where these public investments come 
in. They create jobs. They create real 
wealth that you can’t take away or 
outsource. It belongs to the American 
people. It belongs here. 

I wanted to say a word about Ohio. 
We’re facing this vote on Issue 2 in 
Ohio, which is an effort, as Congress-
man RYAN says, to dismantle what’s 
left of the middle class in our State: 
our teachers, our firefighters, our po-
lice. We have a Governor who called an 
Ohio highway patrolman an ‘‘idiot,’’ 
which I consider a complete degrada-
tion of the Office of Governor and an 
insult to those who put their lives on 
the line for us every day. 

We stand against Issue 2. We’re going 
to defeat Issue 2 in Ohio because we be-
lieve in building the middle class; and 
we are proud of our police, of our high-
way patrolmen, of our firefighters, of 
our teachers. They hold us together as 
a community, and it is our job to push 
investment into airports, highways, 
high-speed rail, trains, transit, ports, 
water and sewer—all of the pieces of 
‘‘community’’ that hold us together 
and make our economies hum. Either 
you’re looking through the rearview 
mirror or the windshield going forward. 
This is an ‘‘I can’’ Nation. The last four 
words of ‘‘American’’ are ‘‘I can,’’ and 
we are an ‘‘I can’’ country. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Indeed, we can. 
This piece of legislation, H.R. 613, is 

one that I’ve introduced. It simply says 
that this money that we want to invest 
in our sanitation systems—high-speed 
rail and energy systems, whether those 
are the wind turbines or similar sys-
tems—is American taxpayer money. 
This bill says, if you’re going to use 
American taxpayer money, then you’re 
going to spend that money on Amer-
ican-made equipment. Make it in 
America. It’s our money. Use it here in 
America. 

The Chinese currency bill ought to be 
passed. I know that our Republican col-
leagues are going to be following me 
here in a few minutes, and they’re 
probably going to say the solution is to 
end regulation. They had a bill on the 
floor that would end the regulation 
that would prevent the despoiling of 
our air with such things as mercury 
and arsenic and dioxins and other 
kinds of poisons. We can’t build Amer-
ica by ending the regulations that pro-
tect America: the food safety regula-
tions, the environmental safety regula-
tions, the clean water regulations. 
That’s not how we’re going to build 
America. That’s how we’ll destroy this 
country. 

We will build America through the 
kinds of programs that the President 
has proposed with the American Jobs 
Act, which is fully paid for with a fair 
tax system, one in which those at the 
top end of this economy, who have 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:31 Oct 27, 2011 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00051 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26OC7.101 H26OCPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

6S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7122 October 26, 2011 
prospered so well over the last 15 years, 
will now pay just a little bit more so 
that Americans can go back to work 
and so that those unnecessary tax 
breaks that have been given to the oil 
industry for a century—that 5, 6, $7 bil-
lion a year that they’ve received on top 
of their trillion dollars of profit over 
the last decades—will go back into 
America’s Treasury so that we can 
build America once again. We will 
make it in America. 

The President is quite right: we can’t 
wait. Americans can’t wait. It’s time 
for Americans to go back to work. The 
American Jobs Act will put Americans 
back to work without increasing the 
deficit and, in fact, by creating tax rev-
enues for the American Treasury. 

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

f 

AMERICA’S GREATEST GENERA-
TION—OUR SENIOR CITIZENS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentlewoman from 
Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the topic 
of this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. HARTZLER. Thank you, Mr. 

Speaker. 
Today, I am here to lead a very im-

portant discussion regarding America’s 
Greatest Generation—our senior citi-
zens. 

I have the greatest respect and heart-
felt affection for this special group of 
people. This respect and affection 
originated with the special relation-
ship I had with my grandparents. I val-
ued spending time with them and loved 
learning from them. I learned how to 
catch a fish and golf from Granddad 
Zellmer, how to clean and cook a fish 
from Grandma Zellmer, how to ride a 
horse and milk a cow from Granddad 
Purdy, and how to crochet and make 
homemade butter from Grandma 
Purdy. 

Out of the love of my grandparents 
grew a love and respect for all senior 
citizens. I believe their wisdom should 
be sought and valued in our society and 
that generations should be linked to 
benefit from each other. As a teacher, 
I initiated programs to bring young 
people together with senior citizens, 
and wrote my master’s thesis on it. I 
can tell you that it’s a winning com-
bination. Throughout my life, I have 
been dedicated to advocate for senior 
citizens. For over 10 years, I served on 
the Cass County Council on Aging. I 
helped raise money for our Meals on 
Wheels program and for other impor-
tant programs to help senior citizens. 

Now I’m honored to represent and to 
serve the great people of Missouri’s 
Fourth Congressional District, which is 
home to over 120,000 seniors. You can 
trust that I will ensure that this cher-
ished generation is never overlooked. 
There are many challenges facing our 
Nation’s senior citizens: financial 
stress, health challenges, housing 
issues, and family difficulties. My Re-
publican women colleagues and I want 
you to know that we care, that we hear 
your concerns, and that we are here to 
stand by you and to fight for you and 
for workable solutions. 

b 1830 

I’m honored to have the privilege to-
night of leading this discussion and in-
troducing you to some of the most 
dedicated women in Congress who, like 
me, care about seniors and are fighting 
for you. 

I would now like to yield as much 
time as she may consume to my good 
friend from just across the State line, a 
fellow farm girl and my travel buddy 
back and forth to the Kansas City air-
port, Representative LYNN JENKINS. 

Ms. JENKINS. I thank the gentlelady 
from Missouri for yielding, and I appre-
ciate my fellow Republican women 
stepping up this evening to have an 
honest fact-based discussion about one 
of our Nation’s most valued resources— 
our senior citizens. 

As I travel through Kansas each 
week, I always hear from folks who 
have had to tighten their belts over the 
last few years, and the overwhelming 
message I hear is that Kansans want 
their government to do the same, and 
seniors are no different. 

While special interest groups, many 
in the media, and several of our col-
leagues across the aisle like to paint 
our Nation’s seniors as weak, terrified 
of budget cuts, and beholden to the 
Federal Government for financial secu-
rity, seniors in Kansas know better. 
These are strong men and women who 
have seen our Nation through a world 
war, cultural upheaval, and cyclical fi-
nancial turmoil. They have always 
stayed true to the ideals and principles 
that make this country great. They 
have always been willing to make the 
necessary sacrifices to better their 
lives and those of their children and 
grandchildren, and they continue to 
display that same commitment during 
our current struggles. 

But you know what? Just because 
our seniors are willing to sacrifice does 
not mean we should continue to de-
mand it. It’s time we, the beneficiaries 
of their hard work and sacrifice, 
stopped asking for more and allowed 
our seniors to have the security and 
certainty that they have earned 
through decade upon decade of hard 
work. 

That’s why I’m pleased to have sup-
ported the Republican House budget 
earlier this year that will save a Medi-
care system that could be bankrupt in 
8 years if we do nothing, and it makes 
a plan to save Social Security, which 

isn’t far behind. Our plan saves these 
programs for the next generation while 
preserving 100 percent of the benefits 
for those Americans currently in or 
near retirement. 

I’ll continue to fight to ensure sen-
iors don’t see any cuts in their bene-
fits, like the cuts that were provided 
for under the President’s health care 
law, which cuts Medicare by $500 bil-
lion and allows a board of bureaucrats 
to begin rationing care. We will, in-
stead, continue to work to protect and 
strengthen these important programs. 

The economic turmoil over the last 
several years has impacted all of us, in-
cluding our seniors. Our Nation’s sen-
ior citizens, the Greatest Generation, 
worked their entire lives to make this 
country what it is today. Keeping the 
promises made to them over the years 
must be a priority of this Congress and 
of this Nation. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Thank you, lady. I 
appreciate your great remarks. 

Now I would like to yield as much 
time as she may consume to another 
farm gal, a fellow friend here, from 
South Dakota, KRISTI NOEM. 

Mrs. NOEM. I thank the gentlelady 
from Missouri for recognizing me and 
for facilitating this wonderful discus-
sion that we have tonight in front of us 
to really talk about our seniors and to 
talk about the challenges that they 
face and the promises that we’ve made 
to them that we intend to uphold and 
to keep for the years to come. 

I rise to speak on this Special Order 
with our other Republican female col-
leagues to discuss a lot of important 
issues, and I want everybody to know 
across this country, in South Dakota 
we have more than the average share of 
seniors in South Dakota. We have a 
very high number, and all of us have 
seniors in our families—grandparents, 
neighbors, friends who are seniors and 
live under the programs and policies of 
this country. 

Our seniors have worked hard. 
They’ve raised their families. They’ve 
raised grandchildren with strong val-
ues, with good work ethics that are ex-
tremely important to them to deal 
with a lot of the things that this life 
may throw at them. They paid into So-
cial Security. They fought our enemies 
on foreign soil to defend our country 
and our freedoms. They have built 
businesses, and they literally have cre-
ated the fabric of our society in Amer-
ica today. 

Our Republican agenda reflects the 
deep gratitude that we have towards 
our seniors in this country. We’re 
thankful for the country that they 
have given us. We’re thankful for the 
values that they have taught us, and 
we intend to follow through on the 
promises that we’ve made to them. 

So you’re asking me today what are 
the promises that we’ve made to our 
seniors? The first promise we have 
made is to care for them. That’s why 
we chose to step up and to save the 
Medicare program. That’s why we 
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