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President Obama’s expectations. It met 
all of mine because I didn’t expect 
much. It didn’t help the economy. It 
expanded the size of government. Even 
though we were opposed to it—I am 
among the most conservative Members, 
and Senator BOXER is a very proud lib-
eral. She and I together tried to have 
an amendment to take some of the $800 
billion and put a large amount into in-
frastructure. 

Right now, we have to have roads and 
highways and bridges. We are supposed 
to do that here. Of course, they didn’t 
do it. Only 3 percent of the $800 billion 
went for that type of infrastructure. 
Over $1 trillion of this amount, once 
you add in the costs, that is how we get 
up to $1 trillion, the cost of interest we 
have to pay for extra spending. That is 
a total of $2.5 trillion. 

So we have the stimulus of $1 trillion 
and ObamaCare of $1.5 trillion. Then 
there is the President’s relentless pur-
suit for regulation. Whatever the Presi-
dent hasn’t been able to do legisla-
tively, he is attempting to do through 
regulation—most of it through the 
EPA. Cap and trade is a good example. 
We have debated that since the Kyoto 
Treaty was up. Clearly, the votes are 
not there. Right now, in this Chamber, 
we would not get 25 votes for cap and 
trade. Yet everybody is talking about 
how it is important to have cap and 
trade. Now he is trying to do it through 
regulation. That alone would cost the 
American people $300 trillion to $400 
trillion a year—not just one shot; that 
is a year. 

There is the boiler MACT legislation, 
which is maximum attainable con-
trolled technology. In other words, 
what can we do? What do we have the 
technology to do to stop emissions? We 
don’t have it. But he has that, and that 
was billions of dollars a year. 

Ozone regulations: He was going to 
announce this week a tightening of the 
ozone regulations that would put 608 of 
our counties in America out of attain-
ment. I am from Oklahoma, and it 
would put 15 of our counties out of at-
tainment. They cannot recruit indus-
try in those counties, and they cannot 
hire people, and many will have to go 
out of business because of the ozone 
regulations. It is not, in my opinion, 
legal the way he is doing it because he 
is supposed to address it every 5 years. 
It was done in 2008 on new technology, 
which is a requirement. Today, he is 
trying to do it using the same 2008 
technology. Again, it is extremely ex-
pensive. That casts a tremendous cloud 
of uncertainty over the business sector, 
and that is a key reason they an-
nounced today that the economy is 
growing at 1.3 percent a year. That is 
terrible, especially when we consider 
the recession we are in. 

As a general rule, economies recover 
rapidly when coming off of a financial 
recession. It is not unusual for coun-
tries to grow at 4, 5, 6 percent for the 
years following a recession. But we 
can’t even get around 2 percent. That 
has a huge negative effect on the econ-

omy and the government. The Presi-
dent’s regulatory agenda is the reason 
our unemployment rate is above 9 per-
cent, and it is the reason our economy 
is growing so slowly. Because of this, 
our tax receipts are way off their his-
toric levels. If we can get the economy 
to grow faster at a sustained period of 
time, the effect on tax revenues is un-
believable. This is pretty well accept-
ed. I always said that every 1 percent 
increase in the economy equals about 
$50 million in new revenue. That is the 
way to grow revenue. 

Certainly, President Kennedy knew 
it, President Reagan knew it, and so 
the best way to increase revenue and 
get the economy moving again is, of 
course, to increase growth. If the econ-
omy grows at a rate that is 1 percent 
faster than presently forecast for the 
next decade, Federal tax revenues will 
grow by $3 trillion. 

I conservatively estimate that the 
cost to Federal revenues of the Presi-
dent’s regulatory agenda has been $1 
trillion. So we have, through his regu-
latory behavior, another $1 trillion. 
That brings our total to $3.5 trillion. 

Then in there is an increase in non-
security discretionary spending, which 
has added up to $500 billion in spend-
ing. 

There is the expanded and increased 
spending on unemployment benefits, 
which is also a consequence of his regu-
latory policies that have killed the 
economic recovery, and the cost of that 
is another $500 billion. 

Together, all these failed policies add 
up to a $4.5 trillion contribution to the 
Federal deficit. 

Since Inauguration Day, the debt has 
increased by $3.7 trillion. It is on pace 
to increase by more than $5 trillion by 
the end of the President’s first term. If 
we undid all of these failed policies, we 
would not find ourselves in the situa-
tion we are in today. We would not be 
debating this because it would not be 
necessary. It is because of the Presi-
dent that we are even talking about 
raising the debt ceiling. If we could 
undo the President’s policies, we would 
not need to raise the debt ceiling at all. 

Where is the President? He has been 
totally absent from this entire debt 
conversation. Today, he is meeting 
with terrorists from Cote d’Ivoire, and 
he is probably going to play golf in the 
afternoon—I don’t know. But he is not 
participating. He doesn’t seem to care 
about debating the debt ceiling. He 
wants to raise the deficit. If he did 
care, he would see the need for the 
Boehner plan, endorse it, and sign it 
into law. I guess that is too much to 
ask. 

We are going to have a chance to do 
that tonight. They are going to have a 
vote in the House around 6 o’clock on 
the Boehner plan, and it will come over 
here, and we will have an opportunity 
to do that. If the Democrats support 
us—a handful of them—we will be able 
to get that passed. We will wait until 
tonight to see what happens. 

HOUSE MEETING 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, there is 

a terrorist visiting with the President 
right now. I will elaborate. So many 
people are looking the other way and 
don’t know what is going on in Africa. 
I have been on this floor nine different 
times talking about the atrocities that 
have been committed in Cote d’Ivoire. 

They had a President there named 
Laurent Gbagbo. He and his wife are 
great people, friends of this country. 
An election took place, and I stood 
here and showed how it was fraudulent, 
and the guy who won is named 
Alassane Ouattara. 

Right now, as we speak, at this very 
moment, President Obama is meeting 
with the rebel leader and potential war 
criminal Alassane Ouattara in our Na-
tion’s Oval Office. This is an unwise 
and grossly misguided decision on be-
half of President Obama. It is, in fact, 
an outrage that our President would 
welcome with open arms a man who is 
responsible for the deaths of at least 
3,000 people and the displacement of a 
half million refugees in Cote d’Ivoire. 

Ouattara is an illegitimate usurper 
who has scandalized Cote d’Ivoire’s 
electoral system and wrongfully ousted 
democratic incumbent Laurent 
Gbagbo. 

Beginning late last year, Ouattara 
fraudulently won Cote d’Ivoire’s Presi-
dential election, and after Gbagbo re-
vealed the fraud he led a rebel army 
that violently overthrew the Gbagbo 
government, with the support of the 
French military, which wrongly inter-
vened in this former French colony. 

This is a picture that depicts one of 
Ouattara’s death squads murdering, 
maiming, raping. This is happening as 
we speak. 

Who is in the President’s office? 
Alassane Ouattara. As a result, Am-
nesty International reported on July 28 
that half a million Ivorians are dis-
placed in postelection violence and are 
prevented from returning home be-
cause of a ‘‘climate of fear’’ that con-
tinues to reign in this country. Am-
nesty International specifically singles 
out Ouattara’s security forces and his 
state-sponsored militia composed of 
Dozos—they are called—who continue 
to target pro-Gbagbo ethnic groups. 

Dozos, traditional hunters, are a 
mercenary group that both Amnesty 
International and the International 
Committee of the Red Cross blame for 
carrying out a massacre in April of at 
least 220 people in the western town of 
Duekoue. 

Here they are in this photo. You can 
see the charred bodies of those mur-
dered by Ouattara, who is in the Presi-
dent’s office right now. There are exe-
cutions going on. There is a photo of a 
person who was burned and beaten on 
the back—from the political opposi-
tion. That is what is happening today. 

Amnesty International alleges that 
these forces under Ouattara’s command 
are continuing to engage in ‘‘docu-
mented crimes under international law 
and human rights violations and 
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abuses, including extrajudicial execu-
tions and other unlawful killings, rape, 
and other sexual violence, torture, 
other ill treatment and arbitrary ar-
rest and detention, as well as the con-
sequences of a high level of displace-
ment, pervasive insecurity, and inten-
tional destruction of homes and other 
buildings not justified by military suc-
cess.’’ 

They are talking about this. We can 
see that this person was being tor-
tured. This photo is of someone from 
the cabinet—the Gbagbo cabinet. He 
tried to make a statement—Ouattara 
said he is trying to keep some of those 
people, but here he is in the middle of 
killing him. He died after this. Here 
they are executing another person they 
found as a Gbagbo supporter. 

This is happening today as we speak. 
Ouattara’s bloodletting seems 
unabated, and he doesn’t seem to be in-
terested in restraining his forces from 
eliminating perceived pro-Gbagbo sup-
porters. He does not deserve an invita-
tion to our White House or an audience 
with the President in the Oval Office. 

Instead of participating in our Na-
tion’s debt crisis, President Obama is 
meeting with this killer and human 
rights abuser. Even today, while 
Ouattara is in the President’s office, 
his death squads are roaming the 
streets of Abijan. It is an outrage, and 
maybe now we understand where some 
of the priorities are. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LIEBERMAN). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

THE DEBT CEILING 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, 

too many Ohioans are struggling—as 
are people all over the Nation—in this 
economy. They are watching Wash-
ington with disgust as some politicians 
are risking economic catastrophe. The 
House of Representatives continues to 
waste time as our Nation stands just 4 
days away from a catastrophic default. 
Instead of working with us on a bipar-
tisan basis in the Senate on a com-
promise measure to prevent a crisis, 
House Republicans are cutting closed- 
door deals to find votes on a bill that 
has no chance of becoming law. We are 
simply running out of time for these 
kinds of games. 

Only a bipartisan bill coming out of 
the Senate, negotiated with Republican 
Leader MCCONNELL and Democratic 
Leader REID, provides hope for a way 
out of this impasse. As the majority 
leader moves forward, I ask my Repub-
lican colleagues across the aisle to pro-
ceed with its work and not delay the 
resolution with filibusters and proce-
dural tricks. 

In the spirit of compromise, Majority 
Leader REID has come forth with a plan 
to reduce the deficit by $2.2 trillion. It 
is truly a compromise because it meets 
the Republicans’ main criteria. It in-
corporates some of Senator MCCON-
NELL’s language. It contains spending 
cuts to roughly match the debt ceiling 
increase through 2012—the spending 
cuts in the Reid plan are ones Repub-
licans had previously agreed to and, in 
many cases, advanced—and it contains 
no revenue increases, all criteria and 
demands from overwhelming numbers 
of Senate Republicans. 

The majority leader’s plan is not per-
fect. It is not the balanced approach I 
hoped it would be. But most impor-
tantly, right now, it prevents a default, 
it reduces the deficit—a critical imper-
ative for our children and grand-
children—and it protects Medicare and 
Social Security and Medicaid. 

My office is being swamped with calls 
and e-mails from Ohioans who cannot 
believe we are so close to default. I 
can’t either. Let me read a couple let-
ters from Ohio voters. Both of these in-
dividuals self-identify as Republicans 
when they write to me. The first one is 
from Representative MARCY KAPTUR’s 
district, which is in northern Ohio, 
along the lake. He says: 

I am a 40-plus-year-old Republican who has 
tried to work to eliminate the tax money we 
use that is now paid to oil and gas companies 
as tax subsidies. I don’t like my tax money 
being given to these companies with Sen-
ators’ blessings. I would like to ask both of 
you— 

He sends this, apparently, to myself 
and my colleague, Senator PORTMAN— 
to support a balanced approach being pro-
posed by the President and put debt and def-
icit to bed until an election can be held and 
the American people can determine who 
should be in Congress. We should have lis-
tened to Ronald Reagan when he said this 
should not have been undertaken. 

Meaning the debt limit issue. 
The debt limit is on past bills and should 

not be raised and not be used as a political 
volleyball and upset our financial institu-
tions. 

Another letter writer—again, a Re-
publican—says: 

I did not vote for our current President, 
but I have to side with him on the debt ceil-
ing issues. I am exhausted by the political 
bickering that goes on in Washington. Quit 
the child-like fighting and get this thing 
done. The American people are tired of it all. 

A default would risk what amounts 
to a permanent tax hike on all Ameri-
cans. Interest rates could rise for any-
one applying for a home mortgage, a 
car loan or a college loan. Credit costs 
for all borrowers would climb. Govern-
ments at every level, businesses, not 
for profits, homeowners, credit card 
holders, even several States have al-
ready been placed on a credit watch. 
Every State would be hurt by a Federal 
default, which is why Governors of 
both parties are calling for a deal. 

There could be repercussions for pen-
sion funds and money market funds 
that guard the retirement savings of 
middle-class families. A default on our 

obligations would be a knockout blow 
to the financial security of the Ohio 
Public Employees Retirement System. 
These are public employees who have 
spent their lives working in Ohio’s 
courts and schools and many other 
public positions in local and State gov-
ernment. That is why the Director of 
OPERS—the Ohio Public Employees 
Retirement System—sent a letter with 
nine of her colleagues pleading: 

America is now a debtor nation and must 
show the world the nation’s word is its bond. 
It is critical that the debt ceiling be raised 
to avoid a default. 

The Ohio Public Employees Retire-
ment System, obviously, represents 
Republicans and Democrats alike. 

As a member of the Senate Banking 
Committee, I heard Chairman Ben 
Bernanke, a Republican appointee, 
speak in March, and he said default 
would be ‘‘an extremely dangerous and 
very likely recovering-ending event.’’ 

Just today, several mayors of Ohio’s 
large- and medium- sized cities—for ex-
ample, the cities of Hillsboro, South 
Euclid, Chillicothe, North Royalton, 
Lancaster, Akron, Middletown, Shaker 
Heights, Reynoldsburg, Dayton, Steu-
benville, Solon, Newark, Fairfield, and 
other cities, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike—wrote: 

As Mayors, we rely on the partnership of 
the federal government to help us create jobs 
and grow our communities. Uncertainty sur-
rounding the federal budget puts key pro-
grams like Community Development Block 
Grants and Community Oriented Policing 
Services in jeopardy. Job-creating infra-
structure projects would come to a halt 
without the full support of our federal part-
ners. Inaction on the debt ceiling threatens 
programs like Social Security that our citi-
zens rely on to survive. 

I have heard the Presiding Officer—in 
a meeting today, in fact—talk passion-
ately about the uncertainty this would 
inject into our economy—to follow the 
House lead—and do this again in 6 
months and the irresponsibility of that 
proposal. As difficult as this has been 
for people on all sides and the 
contentiousness and anger, it doesn’t 
matter whether we are angry or it is 
contentious around here, but what does 
matter is the message it sends to main 
street—Main Street Connecticut, Main 
Street Hartford, Main Street Colum-
bus, Main Street New Haven and To-
ledo. When businesses are thinking 
about expansion, when they are think-
ing about taking a loan out or thinking 
about borrowing money, they are not 
going to do it when we are in the midst 
of a financial crisis such as we are in 
now. If we were going to do this again 
in 6 months, you can bet we would have 
the same kind of divisions, the same 
kind of arguments. 

The assistant majority leader told 
the story today about a Chicago busi-
nessperson who is terrified of this and 
what would happen if we didn’t raise 
the debt ceiling, if we went into de-
fault; what might happen 6 months 
from now if we went through it again. 

So the responsible position is for this 
body, on a bipartisan basis, to work on 
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