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have voted ‘‘yea’’ on No. 27 and ‘‘yea’’ on No. 
28. 

f 

ELECTING CERTAIN MEMBERS TO 
CERTAIN STANDING COMMIT-
TEES OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, 
by direction of the Republican Con-
ference, I offer a privileged resolution 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 78 
Resolved, That the following named Mem-

bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Mr. 
Woodall. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY.—Mr. Hultgren, Mr. Cravaack, 
Mr. Bucshon, and Mr. Benishek. 

Mr. HENSARLING (during the read-
ing). Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAMES OF MEM-
BERS AS COSPONSORS OF H.R. 
536 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
cosponsors be removed from the perma-
nent record as cosponsors of H.R. 536: 
JEFF DUNCAN, South Carolina 3; VIR-
GINIA FOXX, North Carolina 5; ADRIAN 
SMITH, Nebraska 3. 

These Members intended to cospon-
sor my legislation, H.R. 455, the 10th 
Amendment Regulatory Reform Act. A 
clerical error led to their names being 
added as original cosponsors of this 
legislation. These Members never 
agreed to cosponsor H.R. 536, and I ask 
that the record reflect that they were 
never cosponsors of this legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the cosponsors will be re-
moved. 

There was no objection. 
f 

THE HOUSTON DYNAMO’S NEW 
STADIUM 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Let me 
say, Madam Speaker, that on many oc-
casions, we come to speak of the needs 
of our constituents, and sometimes we 
come to celebrate. And I’m delighted 
to rise to celebrate the groundbreaking 
for our very favorite Houston soccer 
team, Houston Dynamo, that has bro-
ken ground for a 22,000-seat stadium in 
the 18th Congressional District, serving 
all of Texas. 

I am congratulating them for many 
reasons. First of all, for the out-
standing team wins that they have had 
but also because of the community out-
reach and the inspiration that they 
have provided. I am delighted to have 
been with the mayor of the City of 
Houston, the county judge, and elected 
officials celebrating the fact that we 
are creating $100 million in economic 
opportunity, creating jobs, and also 
joining in partnership with the histori-
cally black college Texas Southern 
University, where they will be playing 
their football games. They are the 2010 
SWAC winners. So congratulations to 
the Houston Dynamo. 

And we are excited to have one of our 
champs in our community, Mr. De La 
Hoya, who will also be bringing boxing 
programs into the stadium. 

It’s a family event. We love soccer. 
It’s a growing, growing sport in this 
country. And maybe Texas—even 
though it may not be at that stadium— 
will get the World Cup. But I am con-
gratulating our local community. I was 
very glad to be a part of it in early sup-
port of this stadium and working with 
Mr. Oliver Luck. 

I congratulate all of the present lead-
ership. We in the Federal Government 
will work with them to continue to 
build jobs and to provide an economic 
engine for our community. 

Again, congratulations to the Hous-
ton Dynamo. 

f 
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OUR BORDER SECURITY PLAN IS 
NOT WORKING 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
Christmas is supposed to be the 
happiest time of the year, especially 
for children. But it wasn’t for an 8- 
year-old girl who was raped by an out-
law in her own home. Her rapist was 
Salvador Portillo-Saravia, a known 
criminal who was illegally living in the 
United States. 

In 2003, Portillo-Saravia was an MS– 
13 gang member. He was arrested and 
deported back to El Salvador. But 
since we have open borders, the child 
rapist was able to come back into the 
United States very easily and unno-
ticed. 

In November of 2010 he was arrested 
for public intoxication in Virginia, but 
rather than be held in jail and de-
ported, he was released back into the 
streets of America because his illegal 
status was not discovered by a com-
puter system. One month later, Sal-
vador Portillo-Saravia raped an inno-
cent 8-year-old girl. This disgusting 
crime would have been prevented if we 
really secured our borders, we deported 
criminal aliens and then kept them 
from returning to the United States. 

Tell the parents of this 8-year-old 
girl that our border security plan is 
working. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

MAKE IT IN AMERICA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DENHAM). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 
today I rise to discuss what’s on every 
American’s mind, and that is a job. My 
own family, they’re thinking con-
stantly about will they be able to keep 
their job, what’s going to happen in the 
school system, are there going to be 
layoffs? 

I know that in the communities I 
represent that have very high unem-
ployment, on the minds of every family 
is, will there be a job for me? 

Over the last more than 21⁄2 years 
now, the Democratic majority, and 
now the Democratic minority, has fo-
cused on this issue. Like a laser, our 
focus was on creating jobs in America. 
Immediately upon taking office in 2009, 
President Obama and the Democratic 
majority here in this House put for-
ward the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act. That law created, by 
most every economist’s estimate, more 
than 2 million jobs, or maintained 
more than 2 million jobs in America. It 
was an enormous boost to the Amer-
ican economy. That, together with 
other programs that were developed 
during that period of 2009, stabilized 
the American economy. It certainly 
didn’t get us out of the recession, but 
it prevented the great depression that 
could have occurred. 

We’re now, this year, in 2011, once 
again focusing, like a laser, on creating 
jobs in America. It’s the President’s in-
tent. He spoke to this issue here when 
he spoke to us at the State of the 
Union. He was across the street from 
the White House just 2 days ago talk-
ing to the Chamber of Commerce about 
this issue of creating jobs, jobs in 
America. And this is where we’re com-
ing from. If America’s going to make 
it, we’re going to have to make it in 
America. Great examples of this are 
once again being seen. I see that my 
colleague from Detroit is here, and if 
he would care to join us in a few mo-
ments, we’ll be talking about a very 
unique advertisement that occurred at 
the Super Bowl, one in which Imported 
from Detroit is now the message across 
America. It’s not that Chrysler dis-
appeared; it’s actually that Chrysler 
continues to exist, along with General 
Motors, because the Obama adminis-
tration and the Democrats here in the 
Congress reached out and gave a boost 
up for those two great American cor-
porations. And today they continue, 
they continue to produce jobs in Amer-
ica because they are making cars in 
America. So our theme is Make It in 
America. There’s a whole series of poli-
cies that are encompassed in this sche-
matic of Make It in America, so that 
America can make it. 
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Trade policies. We’re all for trade. 

We think it’s an extremely important 
element in growing jobs and growing 
the economy. But it has to be fair 
trade. And when we look to countries 
such as China, we question whether in-
deed it is fair trade. 

The Democrats in this House last 
year—and we will try once again this 
year to pass a currency reform piece of 
legislation that would force the De-
partment of Commerce to take into ac-
count the unfair currency manipula-
tion that China is engaged in. Econo-
mists estimate that it’s perhaps 40 per-
cent undervalued. Who can compete 
against that? Not very many. And 
therefore, we see goods flowing into 
America and America cash flowing into 
China. 

Tax policy, extremely important. 
Last year, without the help of any of 
our Republican colleagues, we passed 
legislation that became law that ended 
a $12 billion a year tax break for Amer-
ican corporations that are shipping 
jobs offshore. What was that all about? 
You mean to tell me that American 
corporations actually got a reduction 
in their taxes when they shipped jobs 
offshore? Yes, they did. But not any-
more, because of the Democratic deter-
mination to keep jobs in America. 

Energy policy, labor policy, edu-
cation policy, intellectual property, in-
frastructure. All of these elements, all 
seven of these elements, are key ingre-
dients in creating jobs in America. 

You can hear some people say, well, 
it’s all about the private sector; just 
let the private sector go and there will 
be plenty of jobs. It doesn’t happen, 
never happened. You can go back into 
the history of this Nation, and it’s al-
ways been solid, good public policy 
connected to the private sector that 
created the great surges in the Amer-
ican economy. 

Take, for example, the railroads in 
America in the 19th century. In the 
mid-1800s, during the great Civil War, a 
bill was passed here in Congress signed 
by President Abraham Lincoln that did 
two things. That piece of legislation 
created the intercontinental rail sys-
tem by giving government land to the 
rail companies so that they would be 
encouraged to build those interconti-
nental railroads. 

The second bill that was passed cre-
ated the research, and that’s the intel-
lectual side of this, and that’s the land 
grant institutions. We must continue 
that long history of America, private 
sector working in concert with public 
policy to create jobs in America. And 
that’s what we want to do with our 
Make It in America program that cre-
ates strong middle class jobs. 

I’d like now to turn to my colleague 
from the great state of Ohio, MARCY 
KAPTUR. If you would join us and tell 
us what’s happening in the great indus-
trial belt of America that we intend to 
rebuild. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Congressman 
GARAMENDI, I want to thank you for 
your leadership. You are such an addi-

tion to this Congress. The people of 
California certainly made the right de-
cision in sending you here. 

And you know, this happens to be the 
week of the Super Bowl. And as we 
think about America as a super Nation, 
with made in America at the heart of 
our economic prowess, the big winner 
in the Super Bowl this year was actu-
ally the commercial by Chrysler Cor-
poration for its innovative 2-minute 
spot featuring the Chrysler 200, to the 
soundtrack of Detroiter and rap artist 
Eminem. The commercial is really a 
celebration of the greatness of Detroit 
and the resilience of this incredible, in-
credible city. 

b 1420 
Mr. GARAMENDI. If you would be so 

kind as to yield. I notice that Rep-
resentative CLARKE just arrived, new to 
Congress, not new to Detroit. And 
what’s going on in Detroit? Should I 
import my car from Tokyo or from De-
troit? 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Absolutely 
not from Tokyo, definitely from De-
troit. I want to thank you so much, 
Representative GARAMENDI, for making 
it a priority that we make it in Amer-
ica. 

Yesterday I did talk about the great 
TV ad that was aired during the Super 
Bowl where the rapper Eminem high-
lighted the grittiness and ingenuity of 
Detroiters that have given us the abil-
ity to make some of the finest vehicles 
in the world. And I also mentioned how 
that spirit of Detroit is really rooted in 
American values, those values that 
cherish our God-given rights, to life, to 
liberty, to the pursuit of happiness. 

I’m not just bringing these up as a 
constitutional exercise or as a discus-
sion of American history. If you don’t 
mind, I would like to share with you; 
this is really about my dad. My dad 
would be 100 years old if he were living 
today. 

Back during the 1930s, during the 
Great Depression, he risked everything 
to emigrate to the U.S. from India. He 
risked everything to come over here, 
and he was attracted to Detroit so he 
could get a chance to build cars in the 
Ford foundry. 

The heart that he brought to his job 
was the same heart that transformed 
the city of Detroit into the arsenal of 
democracy that helped save this coun-
try and save this world from fascism. 
And as I mentioned, it’s that same 
heart that I believe will restore finan-
cial prosperity to our country and fi-
nancial security to American families 
if we make it in America, because 
we’ve got the insight, we’ve got the 
hard work, we have the research and 
the capability to build those cars that 
are going to be powered by electricity, 
to help build those homes and those 
buildings that will be heated by the 
sun, and to manufacture the best prod-
ucts in the world that will provide eco-
nomic stability to our country but also 
provide prosperity to the world. 

There are many people here watching 
us whose family came here to this 

country because they had a dream. 
There are others, like my mother’s 
people, who came to this country 
against their will. But either way, 
when you come to America, you have 
the right to have an opportunity to 
pursue happiness, whether it’s happi-
ness of having the peace of mind of 
being comfortable here or enjoying the 
excitement of pursuing your own per-
sonal ambition. 

The pursuit of happiness in this 
country means that all of us have the 
opportunity to live our life as full as 
we choose it. And, you see, that oppor-
tunity to really use our intellect, our 
mind, our body and our spirit, that’s 
what makes American manufacturing 
the most extraordinary achievement of 
modern civilization, because American 
manufacturing is not just about cheap-
ening costs or taking someone’s tech-
nology. It’s about harnessing the ge-
nius that’s within all of us. It’s about 
unleashing the ingenuity that’s inher-
ent in humankind. 

So that’s why I urge this Congress, 
when we consider these policies right 
here on the board, whether it’s who to 
trade with, who to train, how to tax, 
that we do all of this to focus on mak-
ing it in America. Because when we do 
that, we can truly have enduring pros-
perity for all Americans and American 
families, and right now, our families 
are feeling so insecure. The answer is 
in our roots. It’s in American manufac-
turing. 

When we make it in Detroit, we 
make it in America. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you very 
much, Representative CLARKE. Your 
passion for this issue was well dis-
played in that Detroit Chrysler adver-
tisement. 

And I would just point out, before I 
turn back to Ms. KAPTUR, that Chrys-
ler and General Motors were saved as 
an American manufacturing icon by 
policies of President Barack Obama. It 
was his policies, supported by the 
Democrats in the House and the Sen-
ate, that allowed for the support that 
those two corporations needed to re-
invent themselves so that there could 
be jobs in America. 

Now, Ms. KAPTUR, you come from an 
area where manufacturing has been, 
really, the essence of the economy for 
a long time, and you have been sup-
porting legislation and introducing leg-
islation. Could you share with us those 
things that you are working on now 
and the legislation that you are push-
ing through this House? 

Ms. KAPTUR. Yes. 
First of all, let me just say, Con-

gressman GARAMENDI, it is such a joy 
to have Congressman CLARKE here from 
the wonderful city of Detroit. I really 
loved that commercial because I think 
it captured the struggle of our country 
through the lens of Detroit and, I 
might say, Toledo, just a few minutes 
south of Detroit. It talked about how 
the city had been to hell and back, and 
the trials and tribulations that manu-
facturing in our region has really expe-
rienced over the last quarter century. 
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There is, without a doubt, as Con-

gressman CLARKE says, that Detroit 
was the arsenal of democracy, and it 
still is. All along I–75, from Detroit 
down through Toledo, that as you take 
it down through Ohio and into the 
areas south, the automobiles, the 
tanks, all of our overland vehicles, the 
expeditionary fighting vehicle for the 
Marine Corps, all of that, the Warren 
Tank Command, is all along that re-
gion. 

In Toledo, I have to brag a little bit, 
my hometown, that toddlin’ town, still 
is, for all intents and purposes, home 
to the Jeep, the general purpose vehi-
cle for which General Marshall ordered 
production for our troops in the Euro-
pean and Pacific theaters and we won 
the war. Rosie the Riveter, she had 
presence in Toledo, Ohio, at places like 
Champion Spark Plug where our mom 
worked, or at then Kaiser Jeep Cor-
poration from which our father retired. 

One of the most important challenges 
we have in this Congress is to have pa-
triotic capitalism, to reward invest-
ment in America through our tax code. 
Not to let outsourcing win, but to let 
insourcing win, in the way we look at 
the books here at the national level. 

In addition to that, I have a bill to 
renegotiate NAFTA; because back in 
1993, NAFTA gave the green light to 
globalization and outsourcing, and 
every other trade agreement that has 
come down the pike has outsourced 
more jobs than insourced jobs for us. 
We got away from making it in Amer-
ica, and in sector after sector, closed 
markets in Japan, in China, in South 
Korea snuffed out production here as 
their production grew. But it has 
reached a breaking point. It has 
reached a breaking point in our coun-
try. 

We have had to, through defense leg-
islation we passed, saved the strategic 
metals industry, beryllium, titanium, 
magnesium, all of these important 
metals, both in defense as well as in 
the commercial industrial sector we 
could lose to other places. Our ability 
to do machine tooling, that was one of 
the first fights I had in here in the 
President’s investment tax credit for 
investment in the United States to 
save the tooling, which is located with-
in 300 miles of Detroit and Toledo. 
That’s what America has. Is it any 
wonder that unemployment is 9 per-
cent when you have these wacko trade 
deals that outsource more jobs? 

The one bill I haven’t mentioned, 
which is short-term, but we have so 
many people who are long-term unem-
ployed. 

This morning I asked Chairman 
Bernanke from the Federal Reserve, 
what do we do with people that want to 
work in Detroit, in Toledo, in places 
across this country? And he basically 
answered the question. I said, ‘‘Please 
give us your suggestions.’’ And he said, 
‘‘Well, you know, we ought to tie un-
employment compensation to somehow 
job training so people can be retooled 
back into the workforce in a very pro-

ductive way, because I think we could 
lose the value of the work ethic itself.’’ 

So the issue of training, the issue of 
education is a very important one, 
Congressman GARAMENDI, that you 
have well outlined there. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. If I might inter-
rupt for just a second and pick up on 
that subject of education. We are now, 
in this Chamber on this floor in Con-
gress and the Senate, engaging in a de-
bate about how the Federal Govern-
ment can support these critical edu-
cational investments. The proposal 
that we anticipate being made tomor-
row by our Republican colleagues 
would significantly reduce the funding 
for the workforce investment boards 
across the Nation. These are local or-
ganizations put together in counties 
and cities to support reeducating work-
ers who have been laid off from jobs 
that have gone offshore. Those edu-
cational programs, career educational, 
vocational education programs are cru-
cial to upgrade the skills of our current 
workforce and the workforce of tomor-
row. 

So as we go through this debate 
about deficits versus taxes versus cuts, 
we need to keep in mind the critical in-
vestments that are made every year, 
and have been for decades, by the Fed-
eral Government to support things like 
education. 

b 1430 

Without education, which is the most 
crucial of all investments, this Nation 
cannot compete. So the point you 
brought up, Ms. KAPTUR, is so criti-
cally important that the reeducation, 
the upgrading of skills and the support, 
I would add, from the Federal Govern-
ment is going to be debated here. 

So watch carefully, America. Watch 
carefully what is happening here in 
Congress, and make sure that you par-
ticipate in this debate. It is not just 
about balancing the budget; it is about 
giving Americans the opportunity to 
get a job, in this case education. 

Thank you for allowing me to inter-
rupt. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Oh, it is my privilege. 
I wanted to reinforce what you were 
saying about education and the Work-
force Investment Act. In the counties 
that I represent, whether it is the 
Source in Lucas County or One Shop 
Stopping in Ottawa County, every sin-
gle county has workforce investment 
boards that try to connect to our com-
munity colleges and institutions be-
yond high school in order to help peo-
ple transition into education, as well 
as those who fall out of the workforce 
and have to retool. 

I was shocked to hear today that on 
the other side of the aisle, they can’t 
bring up a bill to extend trade adjust-
ment assistance to workers who have 
been booted out of their jobs because 
their companies moved to Mexico or to 
Korea or to China and workers are 
thrown out of work. That program ex-
pires February 13, and they were not 
able to bring up a bill to extend that 

for the millions of people across our 
country who have lost their jobs in 
manufacturing because they moved 
abroad. I just think that that is simply 
unconscionable. 

I say to the gentleman that the im-
portant issue of linking our commu-
nity colleges, our apprenticeship pro-
grams, our university programs, our 
GED programs to help people move 
into, and, frankly, many of our small 
business programs, to help people move 
into the private sector is something 
that is so vitally needed and cannot be 
done in this economy in areas of high 
unemployment without the Federal 
Government partnering with them. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I know that you 
have spent much time on energy policy 
issues. It is a critical issue for the Na-
tion’s security. It is an issue that real-
ly speaks not only to climate change, 
which some people believe isn’t real, 
but I happen to think it is a funda-
mental problem facing us and future 
generations. 

But even if you are not into climate 
change, you have to be aware that we 
have a very serious energy security 
issue in the United States, one that 
really puts our Nation at risk. At any 
moment we could see the shutdown of 
the flow of oil from one or another part 
of the world and, bam, we have got a 
crisis in America. 

We also know that we are shipping 
off to countries, many of whom are not 
our friends, $1 billion a day; $1 billion 
a day of hard-earned American money 
is flowing offshore as oil from the 
petro-dictators of the world flows into 
our country. 

So the American energy policy is of 
profound importance; and all across 
this Nation, and you have spoken to 
this also in the past, all across this Na-
tion people are saying, we need an 
American energy policy that brings our 
energy sources onshore and gives us 
the opportunity to capture the green 
technologies of the future. Solar, solar- 
wind, solar-photovoltaic, solar-thermal 
systems, nuclear, all of these potential 
energy sources, biofuels, are out there 
in the future for us if we aggressively 
put in place the public policies that 
support the creation of these new tech-
nologies and the production of those 
machines, of those solar systems, of 
those wind turbines, of those advanced 
biofuels, produce them, manufacture 
them in America. 

Now, I think you were telling me 
that in your area there is an effort to 
build some of these pieces of equip-
ment. Could you share with us what is 
happening in Ohio? 

Ms. KAPTUR. For 25 years we have 
been trying to give birth to the solar 
sector, and the Toledo region, northern 
Ohio, is home to one of the three solar 
platforms on the continent. 

People go, well, but you don’t live in 
California. I said, no, but I historically 
represent the glass industry, which ad-
vanced into the photovoltaic industry. 
So the hottest act on Wall Street a 
couple of years ago was First Solar. A 
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company called Xunlight is about to 
send out its first shipment to Italy this 
spring. We have other companies, like 
Kelsey-Hayes, that are in the process 
of bringing up their factory floors. 
There is Nextronics, one of the solar 
inverter companies that is hiring and 
looking for financing to expand their 
operation. There are many companies 
that didn’t exist 25 years ago when we 
started. So I actually have seen what is 
happening. 

But my fear, my fear is that the in-
tellectual property will be stolen; that 
it will be no different than the auto-
motive industry; that you can’t staple 
it down; that we have to have a bal-
anced trade policy and very tough in-
tellectual property protections. I see 
your intellectual property proposal up 
there. I completely agree with that, be-
cause if they take our property, our in-
tellectual property, we lose our ability 
to continue to manufacture and be sup-
pliers globally. 

So I wanted to say, Congressman 
GARAMENDI, you referenced oil. People 
say, well, why should we incentivize 
solar and hydrogen and biofuels and all 
these sectors, as if we weren’t sub-
sidizing the petroleum industry by al-
lowing them to book their royalties or 
not book their royalties and be charged 
taxes, as though our entire military es-
tablishment wasn’t deployed around 
the globe in order to protect those sea 
lanes so that petroleum can get in here 
for refining. 

We have to realize we are already 
subsidizing a sector that is going to be 
more diminished as this 21st century 
moves forward. So either you live in 
the shell of the past, or you break out 
of it and create a whole new inde-
pendent America, again, from an en-
ergy standpoint; and that is why we 
need to move. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. But let me just 
add a couple of things. You hit one of 
my hot buttons there. I am on the 
House Armed Services Committee, and 
I asked, how much money do we spend 
protecting the flow of oil? Well, the De-
partment of Defense didn’t come up 
with an answer, but Rand Corporation, 
one of the consulting firms, said, I 
think we can do that. 

They came back with a number that 
is about 15 percent of the total defense 
budget. So we are talking over $100 bil-
lion a year to protect the flow of oil. 
That is in addition to the $1 billion a 
day, which is almost what, $365 billion, 
that we are also sending overseas. So 
we are looking at somewhere near half 
a trillion dollars a year because we are, 
as you said, stuck in the last two cen-
turies’ energy policy. 

Now, here in this Chamber just a cou-
ple of weeks ago standing behind me 
was the President of the United States; 
and when he said we should end the 
subsidies we are giving to oil compa-
nies and transfer those subsidies to the 
energy of the future, the green tech-
nologies, I stood up and cheered. My 
friend, I guess it was my date for the 
night, is that the word, my date for the 

night, a good Republican, kind of stood 
up and clapped his hands, because he is 
a moderate Republican. 

But, nonetheless, it is really true. It 
is billions and billions of dollars a year 
that we are subsidizing a very success-
ful industry. We don’t need to do that. 
They don’t need our subsidy. They are 
the richest industry in the world. Fine, 
end the subsidies, bring that money 
back and put it into the green energy 
so that in your area your solar voltaic 
manufacturers will have the oppor-
tunity. 

I am going to add just one thing here 
and keep this microphone for a second. 
At this moment, tomorrow the House 
Republicans will put forth their budget 
which calls for, we anticipate, I hope I 
am wrong, I will be happy to apologize 
tomorrow if I am wrong, but it is an-
ticipated that their proposal will ter-
minate many of the tax breaks that are 
given to encourage solar, wind, photo-
voltaic, advanced biofuels, all of those 
new green energy technologies. I hope I 
am wrong. I really hope I am wrong, 
because how else can we build our fu-
ture energy security unless we create 
the new energy sources? And if we fail, 
those jobs will be created overseas and 
we will import. 

b 1440 
Ms. KAPTUR. Will the gentleman be 

kind enough to yield? 
Mr. GARAMENDI. I yield to the gen-

tlewoman from Ohio. 
Ms. KAPTUR. You know, there are 

some people that live in the past and 
there are others that are involved in 
inventing the future. And when you 
have the major trade deficit category 
‘‘imported petroleum,’’ and you have 
marines and soldiers dying all over the 
world to protect that, pretty soon you 
begin to think, You know what? This 
picture has to change. 

Every time our country’s gas prices 
go up over $4 a gallon, we go into deep, 
deep recession. We are trying to crawl 
out of one just now. And in 2007–2008, 
gas prices went over $4 a gallon. People 
forget that. The mortgage foreclosure 
crisis followed that. But the point was 
it happened to us again. How many 
times do our people have to suffer be-
fore we realize the source of the prob-
lem? 

And I had a great experience. I had to 
go back to the University of Wisconsin, 
my alma mater, and I gave a com-
mencement address a few weeks ago. It 
was not a bad speech. It was a pretty 
good speech. But one of the lines I used 
was: And America just simply must 
grasp the future and restore our energy 
independence. That was the loudest ap-
plause I got in this massive audience. 
And I thought, The American people 
know it. They know it. We have to do 
it. We have to make it happen. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. The people of 
America understand that our future 
lies in a secure energy source. 

I’m carrying two bills this year that 
I actually introduced last year. 

I’m going to say good-bye to my good 
friend from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR). Thank 
you so very much for joining us. 

I introduced two bills last year that 
deal with this issue. Our tax money 
has, in the past, been used to buy pho-
tovoltaic cell systems for houses and 
businesses, wind turbines, and other 
green energy equipment that is manu-
factured offshore so that our tax 
money is actually used to subsidize 
businesses and manufacturing that is 
in other parts of the world. And I’m 
going, What sense is that? Let’s use our 
tax money to help American businesses 
who manufacture wind turbines here in 
America. 

In my own district we have two 
major wind farms, huge operations, 
producing enormous amounts of power. 
However, many of those turbines in re-
cent years—and great steel towers, 400 
feet high—are made overseas. And yet 
our tax money subsidizes the importa-
tion of the steel towers, the importa-
tion of the turbines, and all of the 
equipment that goes with it. And I say, 
Time out. Time out. This makes no 
sense at all. 

So, one of the bills that I’ve intro-
duce simply says that if you want to 
take advantage of a Federal tax sub-
sidy—which I hope will continue in the 
future—to put a photovoltaic system 
on your roof, to install a wind turbine, 
to do advanced biofuels, or to build a 
solar thermal system out in the deserts 
in the West, then it must be American- 
made equipment. No more buying off-
shore equipment using our tax dollars. 
Now, you want to use your own money? 
I don’t care where you get that photo-
voltaic system or that wind turbine. 
But if you’re using American tax dol-
lars, it must be made in America. 

The other piece of legislation is simi-
lar. In my own district, one of the tran-
sit districts that buys buses and moves 
people around decided that they needed 
new buses. Well and good. They’re 
using the local tax dollars. They’re 
using some Federal tax dollars from 
the gasoline and diesel tax, excise tax 
that all of us pay when we buy a gallon 
of gas. It’s 18.4 cents. If you’re buying 
diesel, it’s 24.4 cents for every gallon 
you buy. Much of that money goes into 
building and maintaining our roads. 
Good. About $3 billion of it a year goes 
into buying buses and trains and sup-
porting public transportation. Good. 

I asked him, Where’s the bus being 
made? Oh, we got a wonderful bus built 
in Belgium. And I go, No. Don’t you un-
derstand that in the San Francisco Bay 
area, one of the very few bus manufac-
turing areas left in your own area, peo-
ple who commute on your buses work 
in that factory, and you’re buying a 
bus from Belgium rather than buying a 
locally made bus that is just as good? 

They said, Well, we like the size of 
the back window. 

There ought to be a law. There ought 
to be a law that if it’s our tax dollars 
that are being used to buy equipment— 
buses, trains, planes, whatever—it 
must be made in America. After all, 
how can we create and reestablish the 
great manufacturing sector of America 
if we simply export our dollars and get 
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a bus—good bus, no doubt about it, has 
a nice back window—but it’s not made 
in America? 

I am very thankful that this Con-
gress, in passing the American Recov-
ery and Reinvestment Act, known as 
the stimulus bill, put in a provision 
concerning high-speed rail. Since 1988, 
when I was in the California Legisla-
ture, and together with my colleague 
here, JIM COSTA, we offered legislation 
then that established the High-Speed 
Rail Commission in California. We’re 
patient people. It was 23 years ago. But 
in the Recovery Act there’s money for 
high-speed rail and a provision that 
says that this money can only be spent 
on equipment manufactured in Amer-
ica. Good. Wonderful. That’s the kind 
of law we need. We need to support 
American manufacturers. 

Now, they don’t build high-speed rail 
systems in America. They’re built in 
China. They’re built in Japan. They’re 
built in the European countries. Good 
for them. But if they want part of this 
action, if they want to build the train 
sets or other pieces of the equipment, 
then establish your manufacturing 
plant in America. Come to America. 

And I’ll note—and I’ve seen it in the 
full-page advertisements in Roll Call 
and Politico—some of these companies 
are advertising, We’ll make it in Amer-
ica. Excellent. Here’s where public pol-
icy intersects with the private sector 
to create good middle class manufac-
turing jobs in America. It’s the public 
policy that sets the stage. Let the busi-
nesses go out and build it; but remem-
ber, it’s public policy. 

I’m looking for one of my friends 
who’s supposed to join us here from 
Iowa, and he may show up, but I want 
to go back through this again. These 
are critical public policies that affect 
the manufacturing sector in America. 
Trade policies. Fair trade, free trade. 
There’s a difference. It’s easy to 
harm—and Ms. KAPTUR talked about 
this earlier—to harm American work-
ers with trade policies that allow jobs 
to be shipped offshore without an op-
portunity for American manufacturers 
to participate here at home. 

Also, this is an issue of currency pol-
icy. China. Many people, including me, 
believe—and economists believe—that 
China’s currency is undervalued by as 
much as 40 percent. Who’s going to be 
able to compete with China when that 
kind of currency policy is in place? So 
we passed a bill here—it didn’t pass the 
Senate; it’s being reintroduced and 
hopefully will go to the Senate and to 
the President—that forces the Depart-
ment of Commerce to institute a tariff 
when these kinds of currency policies 
persist. 

Taxes. We talked earlier about the 
tax policy of ending tax subsidies for 
American corporations that ship jobs 
offshore. That’s done. In the tax bill of 
last year was another incentive for big 
businesses and small businesses to in-
vest in capital equipment now. It’s the 
law. Capital equipment purchased by a 
business this year and the last 3 

months of 2010 can be written off 
against profits in the first year; that 
is, the year in which it is invested. An 
enormous encouragement to businesses 
in America to invest in American cap-
ital equipment that creates jobs down 
the way. 

I just heard from some farmers in my 
district that they’re out buying irriga-
tion systems, replacing pumps, irriga-
tion pipe, and other kinds of systems 
because they want to take advantage 
of that tax law. And so they are en-
couraging the production of those fa-
cilities. We just talked about energy 
policy at length here, and there’s much 
more to discuss on energy. 

The labor issues. We must have a 
well-educated labor force, and that ties 
into education. The most fundamental 
of all investments is education. If we 
don’t have a well-educated workforce, 
one that’s prepared to compete in 
every sector, this Nation will not be 
able to compete. So if we want to make 
it in America, we have got to make 
sure that our current labor force is 
trained and retrained to take the new 
jobs that are going to be created; and 
for tomorrow’s labor force, the men 
and women that are in school today, 
that they have the very best education. 

It’s not happening. This is a great 
tragedy in America. We are not ade-
quately educating our children. It is a 
very serious problem. It’s pervasive. 
And in the discussions in this House, in 
the committees over the next month 
and a half, this issue is going to come 
back many, many times as the effort to 
cut the Federal budget in education 
goes forward. 

I will add that, in the education sec-
tor, for those that are in higher edu-
cation, a very, very important bill 
passed the Congress, again, without 
Republican support, signed into law by 
the President, that would end the sub-
sidy given to private banks to run the 
student loan programs. 

b 1450 

Those subsidies are over. The money 
is plowed back into the student loans, 
increasing the availability of student 
loans and decreasing the interest rates 
on student loans—a wise policy that 
creates a much more efficient Student 
Loan Program for kids that are in the 
higher education system. 

Discussed by my colleague MARCY 
KAPTUR was intellectual property, 
which is critically important in Cali-
fornia with the high-tech industries— 
the computer industry and the like. 

Then this last one down here, infra-
structure, is profoundly important. 
America moves on infrastructure. It 
moves on streets and highways, on 
rails and airlines, and in airports. All 
of those infrastructure systems are fi-
nanced, in part, by local governments, 
by State governments, and by the Fed-
eral Government. 

One of the very first actions taken in 
the new 112th Congress was a rule from 
the Rules Committee that would sig-
nificantly reduce the availability of 

money for infrastructure. Once again, 
as we begin to debate the expenditure, 
tax and deficit issue, this issue will 
come back. 

So, for Americans, please listen. Lis-
ten to what is happening in Wash-
ington with regard to the budget 
issues. 

It’s not just cut and slash and burn. 
It’s what is the money being used for. 
What are we using the money for? Are 
we using it to build our roads, to build 
our transportation, to build our infra-
structure, our water systems, our levee 
protection/flood protection systems, or 
are we using it in some wasteful way? 

If it’s wasteful, don’t do it. But if it’s 
a critical investment, what happens if 
we don’t make that investment? What 
happens if we don’t educate our kids? 
What happens if we don’t build the 
water system or the sanitation system? 
We have to think about what happens 
if we don’t make these investments. 

We also have to think about what 
happens when we invest over $100 bil-
lion a year to fight a war in Afghani-
stan. Do you want to make a cut? I’ll 
tell you where I’ll cut. I’ll cut right 
there. Over $100 billion. What if we 
took that money, left some in Afghani-
stan for economic/social development, 
focused like a laser on the terrorist or-
ganizations—some there, some in Paki-
stan, some in Yemen, some in Somalia, 
and some in America—but got our mili-
tary out of Afghanistan and brought 
that money home and invested in our 
own infrastructure. 

Personally, for me, I live in the Sac-
ramento-San Joaquin Delta. We are de-
pendent upon the levees for flood pro-
tection, so we go to the Army Corps of 
Engineers and say, We need to have 
these systems designed. 

Well, we can’t do it right now. 
Why can’t you do it right now? 
We don’t have the personnel. 
Where are the personnel? 
Well, they’re building things in Af-

ghanistan and Iraq. 
Okay, life’s about choices. 
On this floor, this Congress is going 

to make some really serious choices in 
the weeks ahead. Those choices are 
going to be before us. As this issue of 
the deficit and as this issue of budget 
cuts come into focus, what will be cut? 

Pay attention to this: When we do a 
tax policy that gives a $750 billion tax 
break to the wealthiest 1 percent of 
Americans, don’t come back to this 
floor and tell me that that’s a good 
thing but a bad thing to educate our 
children. When we are on this floor and 
we want to spend $100 billion or more 
fighting what will ultimately be an un-
successful war in Afghanistan but then 
tell me that we cannot build our infra-
structure to protect our people from 
floods or that we cannot build our 
transportation system, it’s about 
choices. 

It’s about choices, and we’re going to 
make those choices here on this floor. 

Over the next several weeks and 
months ahead, I can guarantee you 
that the Democratic minority in this 
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House will be talking about this issue 
of Make It In America, because if 
America is going to make it, we have 
to once again make it in America. We 
have to make sure that General Motors 
and Ford—the great manufacturing 
sector of America—is strong and vi-
brant and that it has the support it 
needs, that it has the Federal policies 
in place that support those manufac-
turing jobs so that it no longer puts 
American manufacturing at a dis-
advantage. 

So stay tuned. This is going to be a 
constant thematic that we will be car-
rying in the weeks ahead because we 
are determined that the Federal poli-
cies will support making it in America. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO 
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND 
COOPERATION IN EUROPE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 3003, and the order of 
the House of January 5, 2011, the Chair 
announces the Speaker’s appointment 
of the following Member of the House 
to the Commission on Security and Co-
operation in Europe: 

Mr. BURGESS, Texas. 

f 

HONORING PRESIDENT RONALD 
WILSON REAGAN 

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

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GALLEGLY. 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 sub-
ject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, as the 

author of the legislation creating the 
Ronald Reagan Centennial Commis-
sion, I was asked by the Reagan Foun-
dation to host a Special Order this 
afternoon, and I am honored to have 
many of my colleagues here to join us 
on this floor today. 

As a fellow Californian, I had the 
great privilege of spending some time 
with President Reagan in my early 
years here in Congress, and I can tell 
you that those times will be etched in 
my mind forever. Coincidentally, my 
own personal residence happens to be 
almost adjacent to the Ronald Reagan 
Library—in fact, only a few hundred 
yards away—in Simi Valley, California. 

I simply can’t say enough about how 
grateful I am for the opportunity to 
have known Ronald Reagan. I could go 
on for hours, but we have other Mem-
bers to whom I want to yield this after-
noon, Members from all across the 
country. So I will stand back and yield 

to my colleagues, and then have 
enough time so maybe I can wrap it up. 

At this point, I yield to my good 
friend STEVE STIVERS from the State of 
Ohio. 

Mr. STIVERS. I thank the gentleman 
from California for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, in my office, I have a 
picture of President Ronald Reagan, 
with a quote from January 25, 1988. It 
reads: After all our hard-fought vic-
tories earned through the patience and 
courage of every citizen, we cannot— 
must not—turn back. We will finish 
our job. How could we do anything 
else? We are Americans. 

These thought-provoking words from 
President Reagan still inspire us today. 
We are facing a number of challenges 
in our country: a tough economy, 
fierce competition for jobs from na-
tions like India and China, and the 
fighting of two wars with determined 
enemies who are committed to destroy-
ing the American way of life. 

b 1500 

President Reagan’s words remind us 
that while we face difficult challenges, 
we must face them together, not as 
Democrats or Republicans, but as 
Americans because we’re all in this to-
gether. 

His actions lived up to his own words. 
He rolled up his sleeves, worked with 
Members on both sides of the aisle, and 
provided leadership to move America 
forward. 

Today, with a Republican House, a 
Democratic-led Senate and administra-
tion, we only need to look to President 
Reagan’s work with Speaker Tip 
O’Neill on Social Security reform in 
1983 to learn an important lesson. It 
shows us today that you can be suc-
cessful in making a good faith effort to 
work together toward a common goal if 
you work together and don’t lose sight 
of your core principles. 

America is a shining city on a hill, 
and we will always be living President 
Reagan’s legacy. You know, we need to 
honor his optimistic spirit by living 
and leading by his example. 

I’d like to join my colleagues in hon-
oring President Reagan on the 100th 
anniversary of his birth. He was truly 
one of our great Presidents, a man who 
understood what it meant to be an 
American leader. 

Mr. GALLEGLY. Thank you very 
much, STEVE. At this point I’d like to 
yield to the gentleman from California 
on the other side of the aisle, my good 
friend, JOHN GARAMENDI. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I was 
on my way out the door when I realized 
that this Special Order was going to be 
on President Reagan, and as I was 
walking out the door, I recalled a pic-
ture that’s been on my family’s wall 
for a long time. It was a picture of 
President Ronald Reagan. I’m kind of 
standing to one side, and he’s bending 
over, and he’s shaking the hand of my 
daughter. It was in the White House. 
This was in the 1980s when I was in the 
California legislature. 

Embodied in that picture is so much 
the character of Ronald Reagan, the 
smile, the bright eyes, the enthusiasm, 
greeting a young girl. She was about 7 
years old at the time, and you can just 
see that he wanted to spend that mo-
ment with her and to give to her his 
enthusiasm for life, his enthusiasm for 
America. 

That picture has always been there, 
and every now and then some of my 
Democratic friends, including the 
President, see it; what’s that doing in 
this house? And I say, that’s a very 
special moment in the life of my 
daughter Christina. But that’s the way 
Ronald Reagan was. I was in California 
when he became the President and ac-
tually came into the legislature the 
day he left office, and he set the stage 
in California for much of what is good 
there, and he certainly did that for 
America, also. 

So I join with my colleagues on the 
Republican side and colleagues on the 
Democratic side to say a very special 
man, a very special man in the life of 
America and a very special man in my 
life and in my daughter’s life. Thank 
you for the time. 

Mr. GALLEGLY. I thank JOHN very 
much. I’d just like to say, in listening 
to the gentleman from California, when 
we were working on this bill, it got a 
little complicated at the end, but you 
know what the simplest part of making 
this bill work was? I did not have one 
individual on either side of the aisle 
say, no, ELTON, I can’t be a cosponsor. 
I don’t think there’s anytime in his-
tory that I’ve had as many people 
agree on—we can’t get that many peo-
ple to agree on what day of the week it 
is around here. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. That’s true. 
Mr. GALLEGLY. And it was very spe-

cial to me to hear the comments from 
the folks on the other side of the aisle. 
While they may have disagreed with 
him on certain policy, I don’t know 
that anyone disagreed on the man’s in-
tegrity and his compassion for this 
country and how committed he was to 
make it a better place, and with that, 
he was able to get a lot of things done 
on the other side of the aisle that he 
wouldn’t otherwise have been able to 
do. Thank you very much, JOHN. 

At this time, I’d like to yield to my 
friend, the gentlelady from Kansas, 
LYNN JENKINS. 

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from California for 
yielding to me. 

‘‘Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this 
wall.’’ With those words, President 
Reagan felled not only a wall dividing 
a city but an ideology that divided the 
world. I carry a piece of that wall with 
me today, and though 20 years have 
passed, I am struck by the enormity of 
what this used to represent and the 
courage, conviction, and character of 
the man who stared down the Soviet 
empire and won. 

President Reagan was not just ‘‘a,’’ 
he was ‘‘the’’ Great Communicator, but 
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