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the House. Continuing this tradition throughout
his tenure, John has been a shining example
of integrity and fairness. John has served
under six successive Speakers, both Demo-
cratic and Republican. He has truly been an
innovator in the House—being the first to in-
corporate computer technology into the Office
of the Parliamentarian. His ability to offer pro-
cedural guidance on the workings of this
Chamber has earned him the respect and ad-
miration of Members across both sides of the
aisle. During my tenure as Chair of the House
Rules Committee, John and his Office were in-
valuable resources to the Rules Committee
and me.

John Sullivan has served the House with
distinction during some of the most important
debates of recent history. His unparalleled
knowledge of parliamentary procedure helped
guide us through the debates on the Afford-
able Care Act which ensured quality, afford-
able healthcare for millions of Americans, the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
which is helping to create new jobs and en-
courage investment in our economy, and the
Emergency Stabilization Act which has been
credited for preventing the collapse of our fi-
nancial system.

While | join the chorus of voices in offering
my best wishes to John on his well deserved
retirement from the House, | will certainly miss
his warmth, his sense of humor and his humil-
ity in this Chamber. Those are attributes that
are far too rare these days.

Fortunately, John is leaving the Parliamen-
tarian position in the able hands of Tom
Wickham, who | am confident will do a won-
derful job. However, | am sure even Tom will
agree that he has some rather large shoes to
fill. On behalf of a grateful chamber, I'd like to
wish John the best of luck, as he starts the
latest chapter of his distinguished life.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the extraordinary 25 year career of
retiring Parliamentarian of the House of Rep-
resentatives, John V. Sullivan.

A graduate of the United States Air Force
Academy and former Air Force Judge Advo-
cate, John exemplifies public service. He
began his career in the House of Representa-
tives by serving as counsel to the Committee
on Armed Services, and soon transitioned to
the Office of the Parliamentarian. John took on
the role of Parliamentarian in 2004, after sev-
enteen years in the Office of the Parliamen-
tarian.

Serving as only the fourth Parliamentarian in
modern history, John has consistently con-
ducted himself in the most professional, non-
partisan manner. He has been a constant
through multiple Congresses, and under
Speakers of both parties. John’s knowledge of
House procedure and traditions is unparal-
leled, and he was a model of decorum and
even temperament. His service will be missed.

Mr. Speaker, | have enjoyed calling John a
colleague throughout my time in the House,
and ask my colleagues to join me in wishing
him all the best in his retirement.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today to honor John Sullivan the House
Parliamentarian, who is retiring after serving
28 years. John has dedicated his career to
public service. Prior to arriving on Capitol Hill,
John served our nation for 10 years in the Air
Force.

| have known John for nearly two decades.
In that time, | have often been impressed by

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

his in-depth knowledge of House Floor proce-
dure and the legislative process.

John has a calm, knowledgeable, and warm
demeanor. It is no small feat to be well-liked
by Members of both parties. Debate on the
House Floor can be contentious at times; how-
ever, it is a positive reflection on John’s exper-
tise that he been able to consistently offer his
assistance to Members in a manner that bal-
ances the rights of Members from both sides
of the aisle. John, | hope you enjoy your re-
tirement.

———

WE NEED TO TELL THE TRUTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary b5, 2011, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SCHWEIKERT) for 30 minutes.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, this
is something we try to do out of my of-
fice every few months, where we try to
update a number of the budget num-
bers we’re seeing coming from particu-
larly the President and try to put them
in some perspective. I thought this
would be one of those opportunities—
because we’re about to work on the
budget for the rest of this week—to
stand here and help everyone under-
stand some really scary things that are
out there in the numbers and some
things we’ve been talking about for the
last year and the fact that they’re get-
ting worse.

Mr. Speaker, you also, being my
friend from Arizona, you’ve actually
heard me tell this story.

A year ago, we stood here and did
this presentation. When I got back to
the office, my phone was ringing. I
reached down and picked it up, and it
was a gentleman from my district who
was nice enough but kept telling me
over and over that he didn’t believe
me, that the numbers didn’t feel right.
After about a half an hour of discussing
it with him, I probably was a little too
harsh. I said: I don’t know where the
feelings key is on my -calculator. I
think at that point he hung up on me.

Look, the numbers are real. It
doesn’t feel warm and fuzzy, but it’s
real.

I'm actually going to break one of
the congressional rules in communica-
tion where we’re often supposed to talk
at a 30,000-foot level. I'm going to drive
down into some of the weeds here, but
it’s important. This is the future of our
country. This is our destiny, unless we
make some substantial changes.

The first slide up here—and all of
these are going to be up on our Web
site within the next week, the congres-
sional Web site—is just trying to dem-
onstrate how unrealistic many of these
numbers coming from the White House
are.

The year 2008 was the peak of reve-
nues into the Federal Government.
We’ll give you an idea. The President is
saying in 5 years that revenues are
going to be up 50 percent from that
peak in 2008. So we’re going to have
this dramatic rise in revenues over the
next 5 years, and that’s where their
deficit projections are coming from.
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Guess what? On the slides I'm going
to show you, we still use the Presi-
dent’s numbers. What I want you to un-
derstand is that they are based on, I
think, substantial fantasy when you
start to understand the White House’s
use of what they are predicting as reve-
nues and GDP growth.

As we go through these—and I'm
going to throw a lot of slides here. The
next two slides are the easiest to un-
derstand and hopefully tell the great-
est part of the story.

This is 2011. Sixty-three percent of
all of our spending is Medicare, Med-
icaid, Social Security, interest on the
debt, veterans benefits. We’ll call those
the mandatory spending. Many people
call them the entitlements.

This year, 37 percent of our spending
is what we’ll call discretionary, mili-
tary, and the line of alphabet agencies
that we all think of. It’s foreign aid,
veterans, all discretionary over here.
It’s 37 percent of the spending. This is
this year. Do you see, 63, 37? What hap-
pens a year from now?

In 2017, basically 5 budget years from
now, you notice a little difference. We
went from 63 percent to 75 percent
which is now in Medicare, Medicaid,
Social Security, interest on the debt,
and veterans benefits. Five years from
now, 75 percent of our budget is in
mandatory entitlement spending, and
the discretionary keeps getting smaller
and smaller and smaller in real dollars.

I'm going to show you some slides in
a little bit that are going to dem-
onstrate that even the military goes
down in real dollars. No more of this
discussion of, well, you guys are just
slowing down the growth. No, it actu-
ally goes down in real dollars. This is
our future.

Understand, the mandatory and enti-
tlement side is growing so fast that in
about 10 or 11 years, if you held every-
thing even, it would consume every
dollar of the budget. There’s no more
military; there’s no more discre-
tionary. Everything is Medicare, Med-
icaid, Social Security, interest on the
debt, and veterans benefits.

This is our future. We need to tell the
truth.

Look, Washington, D.C., has had a
bad habit of avoiding a lot of these
hard decisions that are ahead of us, and
it’s almost like they forgot there were
going to be baby boomers. We knew
people were going to turn 65 for how
many years? Sixty-five years.

We’re now into year one of the baby
boomers retiring at the end of the next
17 years. At the end of the 18-year cycle
of baby boomers, about 36 percent, 37
percent of our population will be on So-
cial Security. You have to understand
that’s about 76, 78 million of our
friends and neighbors who will be over
65.

This should have been decades of
planning for that retirement, for that
baby boom, and Washington, D.C., did
not do it. Now Members of this House—
and I'm one of the freshmen here; I've
been here 15 months—need to step up
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and tell the truth to the American peo-
ple that this is our future. If we don’t
deal with it today, we’re going to deal
with devastating consequences a couple
of years from now.

In the next couple of slides, I'm going
to try to demonstrate the numbers and
how they break down.

O 2010

And I'm sorry. I know I'm throwing
lots of slides, but one more time, this
is important. This is our future.

This is 2011. Everything you see in
the blue is the mandatory spending we
were just talking about. So you get
some sort of sense of what it is. Here’s
Social Security. Here’s what we’ll call
the welfare programs. Medicare, Med-
icaid, interest on the debt.

We are one of the luckiest people to
ever live, when you think about this
year. We expect to spend only about
$229 billion on interest on our debt.
Well, understand, our debt now is what,
$15.5 trillion. About $11 trillion plus of
that is what we call publicly-held debt.

This is important to understand. A
big chunk of our debt we borrow inter-
nally. We reach into Social Security,
into the Medicare part A trust fund,
and other places. But the $11 trillion-
plus that we have to go out on open
markets and sell, that’s our great risk
because we are beholden to what inter-
est rate the market’s willing to buy
our debt for.

This year, with these incredibly low
interest rates, I mean, what, a 10-year
bond today is what, 2.26? We’re only
going to spend about $229 billion this
year is our projection for that $11 tril-
lion of publicly-held debt.

But what happens when we go to nor-
mal interest rates? And at the same
time, just like this last year where we
borrowed what, another $1.4 trillion,
you’ve got to understand, here it be-
comes one of our Achilles’ heels.

We go from, in 2011, that $229 billion
in interest, to in 2017, we expect inter-
est to be $5665 billion. Understand,
that’s basically, in 2017, what defense
is. Our interest on the debt will equal
what defense is.

And as we walk through these num-
bers, please understand, it’s Medicare,
Medicaid, Social Security, interest on
the debt, veterans benefits that are ex-
ploding because of the demographic
issues. It’s math. And this is our fu-
ture.

And you’ll notice, as we were show-
ing in the previous chart, discretionary
now is down to 25 percent of all spend-
ing; 75 percent is those mandatory—
what we like to call entitlements. And
this is our future.

As T was just trying to share, and
this is important because I got this
question at a town hall this last Satur-
day. Well, when you say that defense is
going to be taking all sorts of cuts, you
mean just cuts in the growth.

No, I mean in real dollars. We expect,
the way the budgets are being laid out
right now, the way the President’s
numbers are, by 2017, actual, real dol-
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lars, not adjusted for inflation, not the
projection or a portion of growth, real
dollars are going to be substantially
less than they are today. Our projected
2012 budget about $709 billion. In 2017,
$5682 billion.

What are the Federal Government’s
constitutional obligations? Protection
of the country? Defense? And you’ll no-
tice, in real dollars, it’s going down. So
what will even be the purchasing power
of that money 5 years from now?

And you’ll start to understand the re-
ality of what’s going on. And please un-
derstand, it’s being driven, why? Be-
cause the mandatory spending, the en-
titlements are continuing to explode,
so everything else in government will
shrink and be crushed.

We thought we would try to find even
a little more detail. These are brand
new slides for us, and these will all be
up on our Web site hopefully some time
this week, and sort of helping put per-
centages on the numbers.

You saw the big graph of, hey, in 5
years, 75 percent of all of our spending
is Medicare, Medicaid, Social Security,
interest on the debt, veterans benefits.
But we thought we’d show—here are
the current percentages so you can see
what’s going on there.

This is 2011. Defense is 18.8. In 5 years
defense will be 12.4 percent of the budg-
et.

Department of Health and Human
Services, which is substantially Medi-
care and Medicaid, this year is 24.7 per-
cent of the spending. In 5 years, it’s
26.8.

But where else is the explosion?

Department of Treasury, which is
substantially debt, paying interest on
our debt, will go from 14.9 percent of
the total budget in 5 years to 20.5 per-
cent.

What I'm trying to demonstrate here
is we’re being consumed by our own in-
terest, having to finance our own debt.
We’re being consumed by the basic de-
mographics of our Nation because
Washington, D.C., did not tell us the
truth, did not set aside the resources
that were absolutely necessary to deal
with the baby boomer population, and
we’re going to have 76 million of our
brothers and sisters in this baby boom
cycle over this 18 years. Remember,
when it’s done, it’s 36, 37 percent of the
population on Social Security.

I’'m fearful, unless we step up and
make the policy changes that are abso-
lutely necessary—and thank heaven for
PAUL RYAN and many of the hard-
working Budget members here in the
House that are laying out the truth.
They’re laying out what is absolutely
necessary to keep this Republic oper-
ating and to tell the truth about the
budget and the numbers.

So one of the things we got this last
weekend back home, I had a couple
come up to me pointing their finger
saying, well, if you would just do
things like the Buffett Rule, if you
would do things like that, you would
solve the problems.

One of the things we love to do in our
office is, how do you make big numbers
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understandable, because, let’s face it,
when I stand here and talk about $15.5
trillion in debt, or talk about this, talk
about that, it often is overwhelming
numberwise. So we came up with this
idea of a clock, and we’ve done this for
a number of different things.

Now, here’s the good news and the
bad news. We’re borrowing a lot less
money right now than we were bor-
rowing a year ago. That’s the good
news. The bad news is we’re still bor-
rowing $3.5 billion every single day,
and we project for the next 365 days $3.5
billion every single day.

But when you hear the President,
when you hear many of my friends on
the left say, well, if we just had some-
thing like the Buffett Rule, where
these rich people have to pay all these
extra taxes because they’re escaping,
what does it actually pay? What does it
actually mean?

If you use the President’s own model
and don’t pretend that there is going to
be certain tax avoidance and smart
lawyers finding ways around it, and
that it doesn’t slow down the economy
and doesn’t change people’s behaviors
and all the other things that happen
when you raise a tax and live in math
fantasy, so every dime comes into the
Federal Government, what does it ac-
tually buy us?

Well, we did the math on it, and we
figured out it would pay for 3 minutes
and 30 seconds of that daily borrowing.
So when you see Members walk up to
these microphones and talk about
things like well, if we just had the
Buffett Rule, we would be fine, they’re
not telling you the truth.

Or it’s back to that story before—
they found a feelings button on their
calculator, and it makes them feel bet-
ter, but it’s not real math.

The entire Buffett Rule would pay for
3 minutes and 30 seconds of borrowing
a day, at the current rate of borrowing,
which is $3.5 billion a day.

Mr. Speaker, I know this is a lot of
math. I know these are a lot of num-
bers to throw out, but it’s our future.
When you see what’s happened in Eu-
rope, when you realize people in Greece
and so many other countries lived in a
fantasy, and a lot of it was perpetuated
by their own governments not telling
them the truth—well, I'm telling you
the truth, and I'm using the Presi-
dent’s own numbers to get there. It’s
why the decisions that are going to be
made here this week, as we start to set
out our budget documents, it’s why we
desperately need the Senate to step up
and tell the truth to the American peo-
ple, that if you want to save this Re-
public, we’ve got to deal with the re-
ality of our math, because our math is
the single most dangerous thing to this
Republic right now.

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

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.
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