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just let it go. On the contrary, it gets
our dander up to be treated as less than
full American citizens. It gets our dan-
der up.

Sure, the resolution passed. It was
nonbinding. But the fact is that, if you
want to do a nonbinding resolution
that says that gun laws shouldn’t be
applicable to active duty personnel in
their personal capacities, there is no
possible reason to limit that to one ju-
risdiction.

We will not have it. We are not vehi-
cles, pawns, or instruments to be used
at will. We are full-fledged American
citizens who fought and died in every
American war, including the war that
created the United States of America.
We are the only taxpaying citizens of
the United States of America who have
no voting representation in this House
and none at all in the Senate.

Get off of your high, undemocratic
horses. It’s bad enough that you al-
lowed that kind of a situation to go on
for 200 years, but when you pile on and
want to enact legislation that you
don’t have the nerve or the guts to
enact for the entire country, but do
such bills only for the District of Co-
lumbia, expect the District of Colum-
bia to come back at you.

We may be only one jurisdiction, but
we will never allow ourselves and our
citizenship to be degraded, and we will
not allow ourselves to be demeaned as
the Franks-Lee bill did and as the
Gingrey bill did. Go home and make
your own constituents understand why
you are legislating for somebody else’s
district and you tell me whether your
Tea Party friends will say, Well done. I
doubt it.

Mr. Speaker, this was a week when
twice in the same week Republicans
tried to roll over the District of Colum-
bia. Once was too much; twice, I simply
could not abide. So I issue fair warn-
ing. It’s only me here. I can’t hurt any-
body. I can’t even vote against you.
But I can tell you this much: I'm not
going to allow the unequal treatment
of the taxpaying citizens I represent to
go unaddressed ever, not for one single
moment.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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GOVERNMENT SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
WOoODALL) for 30 minutes.

Mr. WOODALL. I thank you, Mr.
Speaker. I appreciate you staying late
on a Friday afternoon so that the gen-
tlelady from the District of Columbia
can have her time; and I can have a lit-
tle time, too.

I know folks often think, Mr. Speak-
er, that votes have ended at the end of
the day and folks have left the Cham-
ber, and you wonder what in the
world’s going on there in Congress.
Why are those guys still down there on
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the floor of the House talking after ev-
erybody else has gone back to their of-
fices? Well, there’s a lot of good rea-
sons for that.

As the gentlelady from the District
of Columbia said, folks don’t always
get their say in the hustle and bustle of
voting on those amendments. It moves
fast. It’s limited to 2 and 3 and 10 min-
utes of debate at the time. And so you
need some additional time at the end
of the day.

But more importantly, I guess this is
just one of the wonderful facets of mod-
ern-day life, Mr. Speaker. You and I
are both freshmen here in the House,
but they pipe this back into our offices.
I always thought when I was growing
up, and I suspect you did, too, Mr.
Speaker, when you’re at home and you
turn on C-SPAN or it’s on the college
campus or what have you and you look
and the Chamber is empty, you think,
What’s going on? You don’t realize that
it’s piped through the closed circuit
and it’s sitting on everybody’s tele-
vision back at home.

Because when I got up here as a
freshman, Mr. Speaker, I got so busy I
couldn’t afford to sit down here on the
House floor and spend my days here. 1
had to be back in the office meeting
with constituents and going through
the paperwork, doing all those things
we have to do each day. And what a
wonderful thing that is—lousy because
it sends the wrong impression to Amer-
ica as it shows up on C-SPAN—but
wonderful that folks are able to both
serve their constituents back in their
offices as well as keep track of what is
going on on the floor.

And what I brought down to the floor
today, Mr. Speaker, and you can’t see
it from your chair, but you have these
numbers committed to memory, just as
I do. I've got the pie chart here of the
spending in this country.

You know, spending comes in two
parts. It comes in the parts that unless
the Members of Congress act each and
every year, the spending goes away.
They call that discretionary spending,
as you know, Mr. Speaker. You have to
affirmatively act in Congress or else
the spending goes away.

The other part of spending is called
mandatory spending, and that’s the
part of spending that goes out the door
whether Congress shows up to work or
not. The President can take the year
off. Congress can take the year off,
that money is going to go out the door.
That’s our parents’ and grandparents’
Social Security checks. Congress
doesn’t have to affirmatively act to
give you Social Security, Medicare. If
you’re 65 years old, you’ve worked the
required amount of time, you show up
at the Medicare office, you just get
Medicare. And then we have to figure
out how to pay for it. That’s called the
mandatory spending side of the ledger.

And as you know, Mr. Speaker, the
discretionary spending side of the ledg-
er, the part that we have to affirma-
tively act on each year represents
about one-third of all Federal dollars.
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That’s automatic spending, Mr. Speak-
er. That’s spending that goes out the
door whether Congress shows up or not,
and it represents two-thirds of every-
thing we spend.

You know, as I do, Mr. Speaker, that
when we actually talk about spending
money, about 40 cents out of every dol-
lar that this Chamber spends, that this
Nation spends, is borrowed from the
next generation of Americans; 40 cents
out of every dollar, Mr. Speaker, is
money we don’t have, but we borrow
from our children and grandchildren.
That’s why the spending decisions we
make are so important, why you and I
are working so hard to try to restrain
that spending.

I'll give you an example, Mr. Speak-
er. If you started a government on the
day Jesus Christ was born, and you
borrowed $1 million a day to fund your
government from the day Jesus Christ
was born until today, 7 days a week
you’re borrowing that money through
today, you would have to continue to
borrow $1 million a day every day, 7
days a week for another 700 years to
borrow your first $1 trillion. Your first
$1 trillion, Mr. Speaker.

You know how much we borrow from
our children and our grandchildren—
and by ‘“we,” I mean folks who’ve come
from both parties, generations before
us, and still today—$15.5 trillion with
no end in sight. No end in sight.

Now, I don’t want to be about doom
and gloom, Mr. Speaker, you know me.
We’re part of this freshman class. When
one of us falls, there are another 99 to
pick him up and set him back on track.

I brought down a chart today to talk
about our successes because we’'ve real-
1y have had some successes.

Now, as I listened to the gentlelady
from the District of Columbia talk be-
fore, it sounded like this is a very par-
tisan place to work. And I know when
I pick up the newspaper, that’s what I
read, too. But it’s not true. You can’t
do anything up here as a party. It’s not
about party. It’s about the 900,000 peo-
ple I represent back home.

I am a Southern Republican, Mr.
Speaker. I'm a hard-core right winger.
I have more in common with a Demo-
crat from Tennessee than I do with Re-
publicans from California. This isn’t
about party; this is about American.
And the only things that get done get
done working together. Why? Because
we have a Republican House. We have a
Democratic Senate. We have a Demo-
crat in the White House, and we have a
constituency. We have an America that
is divided about what to do. But I don’t
think there’s anybody out there—well,
with the exception of the President,
Mr. Speaker—who believes that the
problem is that we’re not spending
enough. I think a lot of folks think
Washington is wasting the money that
it’s spending and that we can do better.

And let’s talk about those successes,
Mr. Speaker, because I have them right
here. I’ve got a bar chart, Mr. Speaker.
I'm showing FY 2010. That was before
you and I got here—$1.28 trillion in dis-
cretionary spending.
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Now, there’s a lot of funny math in
Washington, D.C., as you and I have
learned, Mr. Speaker. A lot of funny
math. But when I say $1.28 trillion, I
just mean that—$1.28 trillion. No rates
of growth. No inflation. No time value
of money. No index dollars. Just real
money like it sits in your wallet, if
your wallet could hold $1.28 trillion.

Fiscal year 2011, Mr. Speaker, the
year you and I showed up to this insti-
tution, we were still working on the
FY 2011 budget in 2012 because the
folks who left the body before us didn’t
get it done. We actually reduced spend-
ing—it doesn’t happen often in Amer-
ica—but we reduced discretionary
spending in real dollars, actual dollars,
from what we were spending in 2010 to
what we spent in 2011. But that wasn’t
enough for this freshman class, Mr.
Speaker. You know it wasn’t.

In 2012, we reduced spending again.
Again, not rates of growth, not funny
math, actual dollars going out the
door. Fewer dollars went out the door
in discretionary spending in 2012. We’re
in the middle of 2012—2012 ends on Sep-
tember 30, as you know, Mr. Speaker.
Fewer dollars will go out the door in
2012 than went out in 2011. And, of
course, fewer dollars went out in 2011
than in 2010; 2 years in a row, the first
time since World War II, Mr. Speaker,
we reduced spending in this country by
focusing on the priorities that our vot-
ers back home have asked us to focus
on. And we’re doing it again for 2013.
That process is going on right now.

We’ve begun the process of appro-
priating dollars for the 2013 fiscal year,
that fiscal year that’ll start this Octo-
ber, October 1, having those debates,
open debates, allowing amendments
from all parties here, Mr. Speaker; and
we are on track to spend less in 2013
than we’re spending right now in 2012.

Budget my office, Mr. Speaker, one of
those things we actually have control
over. The budget for the Seventh Dis-
trict of Georgia, Mr. Speaker, lower in
2012 than it was in 2008 because we have
this new Congress that said thrift has
to begin at home. If I’'m going to look
at other programs to cut, let’s start
with our own office budgets. So we’re
having some successes. It’s not all
about arguing up here. It’s not all
about fussing at one another. It’s about
trying to come together and finding
those opportunities that we can agree
on.

And when I talk about the way
spending has actually gone down, I'm
not talking about our vision of how it
should go down, Mr. Speaker. I'm talk-
ing about bills that have been signed
into law by the President of the United
States, guaranteed savings that cannot
be taken away.

That’s the kind of work we’ve gotten
done here in 16 months, Mr. Speaker.
I'm proud to have worked with you on
it. This chart, though, shows the chal-
lenges that we’re facing.
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I see some folks sitting in the back of
the room, Mr. Speaker, so I'm going to
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hold this one up, if you don’t mind,
just to make sure everybody can see it.

I’ve got two lines here, Mr. Speaker.
I've got the red line that shows spend-
ing in this country, the red line that
shows where spending is headed in this
country. Now, this chart goes, as you
know, Mr. Speaker, from 1947, the end
of World War II, as America was com-
ing out of World War II, it begins to
track spending in this country, tracks
it with a red line. Here we are right
here in today’s dollars, Mr. Speaker. So
the red line tracks spending going back
to World War II.

The green line tracks taxes going
back to World War II—as a percent of
the economy, right, because a dollar is
not the same dollar today it was in
1947. Your parents probably tell you
like my parents tell me, Mr. Speaker,
Oh, ROB, I used to go to the movies for
a nickel and I had money left over that
I could buy a Coke and popcorn with.
Do you get that same story, Mr. Speak-
er? The dollar is not the same dollar
today as it was then.

So we track this as a percentage of
GDP, a percentage of our entire econ-
omy. Now, I want you to look, Mr.
Speaker, at how level this green line is.
The green line is taxes, taxes that the
American people are willing to pay. It
doesn’t matter whether the income tax
rate has been 90 percent, as it was in
the Carter years, or whether the in-
come tax rate is 28 percent, as it was in
the Reagan years. Taxes, as a percent-
age of the size of our economy, have re-
mained relatively stable. That’s the
flat green line.

The red line is the spending that this
Congress, this Senate, other Presidents
have chosen to associate with America.
Now, you tell me, Mr. Speaker, do we
have a taxation problem in this coun-
try or do we have a spending problem
in this country? You need to look no
further than a relatively level tax line
and an incredibly exploding spending
line. Spending is the challenge, and
that’s what you and I are focused on
here in this body, Mr. Speaker.

But all spending is not created equal.
The United States Constitution gives
us responsibilities, gives us responsibil-
ities to defend this country, gives us
responsibilities to regulate trade.
There are responsibilities that the Con-
stitution says, Congress, you need to
raise money and you need to spend
money on these priorities.

But this chart, Mr. Speaker, tracks,
going back to 1965 through today, that
discretionary part of the spending pie
that I showed earlier, that part that we
actually have to affirmatively act on
every year, and the mandatory part,
that part that just goes out the door
automatically. Again, Mr. Speaker,
what you see is discretionary spending,
in terms of real dollars, is staying rel-
atively flat. What pushes the line up is
this growth in mandatory spending.

Why does mandatory spending grow?
Because it’s automatic, because you
and I, Mr. Speaker, don’t have an op-
portunity each and every year to try to
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rein that in and do oversight on it. It
requires action by the Senate and by
the President and by this House to
change the laws about the automatic
spending to stop it. If we can’t agree on
how to stop it, it just keeps going.
That distinguishes it from discre-
tionary spending where we have to af-
firmatively vote ‘‘yes” or ‘‘no” each
year. That’s the spending we’ve been so
successful at controlling.

Mr. Speaker, this chart just shows it
a little differently. I've got the blue
line representing mandatory spending
and the red line representing discre-
tionary spending. What you see here is
that between 1962 and 2012, the last 50
years, discretionary spending—which
used to be most of what Congress
does—has gotten smaller and smaller
and smaller and smaller as a piece of
the pie, and mandatory spending, that
that goes out the door automatically,
is getting larger and larger and larger
and larger.

So I say to you, Mr. Speaker, and I
say to the young people who are in
your district, if you’re worried about
your economic future, should you focus
on your discretionary spending? Abso-
lutely, you should. But should you con-
cern yourself with mandatory spending
more? The answer is yes. That’s where
the growth is. That’s where the inabil-
ity to constrain it is. And that’s now
where the big, big dollars are. It’s man-
datory spending, Mr. Speaker. And it’s
getting worse.

I told you I would bring you some
good news, Mr. Speaker, and I've got
more good news to bring you, but we
need to be honest about the nature of
the challenge. Because I talk to folks
back home and they say, ROB, it can’t
be as bad as you say that it is. It can’t
be as bad.

I was just looking at the Federal
Government books about 4 years ago
and things looked like they were sus-
tainable. Well, Mr. Speaker, you know
the world’s changed a lot in the last 4
years—and that’s not a political state-
ment. It started changing under the
watch of President George Bush. It
continued changing under the watch of
President Barack Obama.

I remember growing up in the 1980s,
Mr. Speaker. Ronald Reagan was Presi-
dent. We used to talk about the deficits
we were running, worried that the
American economy might not survive—
got to get those deficits under control.
Those deficits, Mr. Speaker, those defi-
cits are a page relative to the deficits
we’re running today, which look like a
book—trillion dollar deficits every
year. The public debt, the debt that our
young people owe, Mr. Speaker, has in-
creased 50 percent in the last 4 years.

Now, change doesn’t usually happen
in America that fast. Change is usually
slow. It was designed to be slow. You
know, my gripe with the United States
Senate, Mr. Speaker—a lot of folks say,
Doggone that Senate, they haven’t
passed a budget in the last 3 years.
Well, I share that frustration. But the
truth is I'm not frustrated with the
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Senate that they’re moving too slowly.
The Constitution designed the Senate
to move slowly. I'm disturbed that over
the last 3 years the Senate has been
moving so fast. It was supposed to play
a deliberative role, but instead it
passed stimulus bill after stimulus bill,
health care bill after health care bill,
regulatory bill after regulatory bill,
and did not slow the process down the
way that our Founding Fathers de-
signed the Senate to operate.

What you get—you can see it here on
this chart, Mr. Speaker. This red line is
tracking Federal revenue; the blue line
is tracking Federal spending. They
move in concert right up until 2007,
into 2008, into 2009, into 2010, where
those lines diverge, Mr. Speaker. These
trillion dollar deficits, it’s not sustain-
able. It’s not sustainable. We’'ve taken
steps to do it, but there’s more that we
have to do, and it’s not easy to get it
done.

This shows the chart differently, Mr.
Speaker. There are some folks out
there, because I go home and I ask peo-
ple in my district, Mr. Speaker, I say,
Now, of the $800 billion that the Fed-
eral Government spent in the stimulus
package—$800 billion—there are about
154 million families in this country,
right? So that’s about $6 for every bil-
lion, eight times six. That’s about
$4,800, Mr. Speaker. I ask them, Did
you get your $4,800? Did you feel it?
When the Federal Government bor-
rowed $800 billion from your children
and your grandchildren, did you feel
the additional money in your pocket?
And the answer is, No, RoB, I don’t
know where that money went, but it
didn’t come to me and my family.

Look what’s happened with spending,
Mr. Speaker. This is spending as a per-
cent of GDP in inflation-adjusted dol-
lars. Here we go.

From 1970 to 2010, the average house-
hold income in this country, Mr.
Speaker, increased by 25 percent in in-
flation-adjusted dollars. The buying
power of the average American family
rose about 25 percent over the last 40
years—40 years, 25 percent growth in
spending power of the average Amer-
ican family. The red line represents
Federal spending, Mr. Speaker. Over
those same 40 years, Federal spending
has increased 290 percent. You and your
family have an additional 25 percent to
spend; we, the Federal Government,
have increased our spending 290 per-
cent.

You know, I learned something up
here, Mr. Speaker, during freshman
orientation. It turns out there’s no se-
cret drawer that we dig into here to get
money to spend. The only place we can
get money is to either take it from
American families in taxes or borrow it
from American children in future obli-
gations. Those are the only two places
we can get money. That’s what we’ve
done, to the tune of 290 percent, while
households in this country only saw an
increase of about 24 percent.

Going back to the good news, Mr.
Speaker, it’s not as if there aren’t

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

places that we can reduce spending.
And we can agree on both sides of the
aisle, Mr. Speaker, of those areas to re-
duce spending.

This is a chart of the 10-year Federal
program growth rates, Mr. Speaker, 10
years. This is what has happened to
spending over the last 10 years in Fed-
eral dollar terms. Won’t surprise many
people, Mr. Speaker, energy conserva-
tion is at the top of the list. In 2002, we
spent almost $1 billion a year on en-
ergy conservation spending, $1 billion
in 2002. Today, we spend almost $10 bil-
lion, a 975 percent increase in spending
over 10 years.

Our food stamp program, Mr. Speak-
er. Now, I know families are hurting
these days and we’re trying our best to
minister to the needs of those families.
Over the last 10 years, food stamp
spending in this country has increased
267 percent.
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We had a debate on the floor of this
House last week. You remember that,
Mr. Speaker. The debate was should
you actually have to qualify for food
stamps to get food stamps, or should
you just be able to get food stamps
anyway because you’re involved in a
number of other programs? And it was
a contentious debate.

We could not even agree, Mr. Speak-
er, that the only folks who should get
foods stamps are those who qualify for
food stamps. There was a sense that we
need to put food stamps into more fam-
ilies’ homes.

I get that folks want to legislate
with their heart in this body, Mr.
Speaker. But don’t ask me to spend
other people’s money with my heart.
Ask me to dig into my own wallet to
legislate with my heart.

When I come to Washington, D.C.,
I’ve got to legislate with my head. And
I will tell you, the bill that we put for-
ward last week, instead of increasing
food stamp spending 270 percent, as is
the law of the land, we wanted to in-
crease food stamp spending by only 260
percent. Hear that, Mr. Speaker. In-
stead of 270 percent, we wanted it to be
260 percent. And it turned into a knock
down, drag out, brouhaha here on the
House floor.

I’ve got to tell you, Mr. Speaker,
folks need to go home and talk to the
young people in their district. Talk to
those folks who are going to pay back
that money that’s been—the debt
that’s been increased by 50 percent
over the past 4 years. Ask them if they
think, in the $3.8 trillion dollars that
go out the door in Washington, D.C., do
they think we might be able to reduce
the rate of growth of some spending
programs from 270 percent down to just
260 percent. I don’t think that’s unrea-
sonable.

Education spending, Mr. Speaker, up
239 percent; unemployment spending,
up 100 percent; Medicaid spending, up
86 percent; housing assistance, up 79
percent; community development, up
76 percent; ground transportation, up
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62 percent; Federal employment re-
tired, up 53 percent. The American
economy, up 16 percent.

That’s the only place we have to get
money, folks paying taxes. Folks don’t
pay taxes unless they’re making some
money. The American economy has
grown 16 percent, while the Kkind of
spending that’s happened in Wash-
ington, D.C., is growing in the triple
digits.

Mr. Speaker, GDP is up 16 percent,
but family income in this country, over
these same 10 years, down 4 percent.

It’s not free money in Washington,
D.C., Mr. Speaker. Every dollar that
goes out the door is either borrowed
from foreign creditors like China, or
it’s taken from American families that
would have spent that on something
else like food or education or housing
or possibly even a summer vacation,
Mr. Speaker, if they’re fortunate.

Median income down 4 percent, Mr.
Speaker. Spending in the Federal Gov-
ernment, up almost 1,000 percent in
some categories.

Well, we’re taking action, Mr. Speak-
er. That’s the take-home message here.
So many folks talk and talk and talk
and talk and nothing ever gets done.
And candidly, when I read the news-
paper and they describe what’s hap-
pening here, Mr. Speaker, it sounds
like they’re describing people talking
and talking and talking and nothing
getting done. But it is getting done.

I showed you that chart already of
how the discretionary spending was
coming down, not how we wanted it to
come down but how it was actually
coming down.

What I have here is a chart about the
Budget Control Act, Mr. Speaker, the
Budget Control Act that begins to go
after some of that mandatory spending
I talked about earlier. It goes after
some more discretionary spending, try-
ing to bring spending down in a respon-
sible way.

But folks need to know, in terms of
where we’re saving money in sequestra-
tion, part of that Budget Control Act,
about 14.6 percent of the savings, are in
interest. By reducing what we’re spend-
ing we’re going to save about 14.6 per-
cent of our goal by not having to bor-
row more money and not having to pay
interest on it. And you see net interest
as a size of the spending today. You see
it as a size of savings down below.
That’s going to be a good chunk.

Over here, this giant square, Mr.
Speaker, that’s the entitlement spend-
ing. That’s that mandatory spending
that we’re talking about. The little
bitty square down here, about 14.8 per-
cent, is how much we’re going to save
out of that pie.

Now, folks, I've just got to tell you,
and I think honesty is one of the things
that we lack. Nobody likes to deliver
bad news. This big square is where the
dollars are. We’ve got to get into that
big square if we’re going to put our fis-
cal path on track.

I'm in my forties, Mr. Speaker. We
have to come to folks who are in their
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forties and tell them today, ROB, you
are not going to get the Social Secu-
rity and Medicare benefits your par-
ents got, because I'm not. We’ve got to
come to people today and give them
the bad news. ROB, you are going to
continue paying the highest payroll
taxes in the history of this country to
go into the Medicare and Social Secu-
rity Trust Fund, but when you retire,
you will not get the kind of medical
and Social Security benefits that your
parents got.

We’ve got to deliver that bad news
because I'm not, and other folks in
their forties aren’t, and folks in their
thirties aren’t, and their twenties
aren’t, and their teens aren’t.

We overpromised, Mr. Speaker. If you
don’t believe we overpromised, I want
you to go back, you can look it up on
the Internet, Mr. Speaker. In fact, it’s
on the Social Security Web page.

A young woman named Ida Mae
Fuller. You may not know who Ida Mae
Fuller is, but she was the very first
American to retire under the Social Se-
curity program. The very first monthly
check that she received, Mr. Speaker,
returned every penny that she’d paid in
in taxes over her lifetime. Hear that.
The first monthly check that she re-
ceived returned to her every penny
that she’d paid into Social Security
taxes over her lifetime, and she contin-
ued to receive a check of that size
every month for the next almost 30
years until she died in the early nine-
ties.

Well, Mr. Speaker, when you’re hand-
ing out money like that, you have to
know that system’s not going to sus-
tain itself. In those days there were
about 30 American workers paying in
for every one retiree, and so we could
be generous. Today there are about two
American workers paying in for every
one retiree, and the American workers
can’t afford that.

I don’t want to pull the rug out from
under today’s seniors, Mr. Speaker.
We’ve made promises, and we need to
keep those promises. Folks have lived
their entire life banking on those
promises, and I think we owe it to
folks to come through. They did every-
thing they were supposed to do. They
paid their taxes, they played by the
rules. I think we owe it to them to
come through for them.

But for folks in their forties, for
folks in their thirties, for folks in their
twenties, we need to deliver the bad
news today that that train has come to
a stop. And we’ll tell you what the new
plan’s going to be, we’ll tell you what
the new dollars are going to be, and
you’ll be able to plan for your future
accordingly. But know that we have to
deliver that kind of candid bad news.

Take-home message from this chart
right here, Mr. Speaker, is that defense
spending in this country, over an 8-
year period, is about $5.3 trillion. But
sequestration is going to find about 42
percent of the savings out of the entire
bill out of the defense side of the budg-
et.
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Now, I'm one of those folks who says
we’ve been spending on wars for the
last decade. Do we have waste in the
Defense Department just like we have
waste in the Ag Department and waste
in the National Park Service and waste
in the Judiciary, and on and on? Of
course we do. You can’t be in the Fed-
eral Government business spending
other people’s money without getting
careless from time to time, which is
why we need to push that money back
to the State level.

We can find savings in the Defense
Department. But we’re coming to a
point where the President’s Secretary
of Defense tells us we are about to
begin to undermine national security,
our troops, and their families.

Now, if you don’t know, the Sec-
retary of Defense today is Leon Pa-
netta. He was once the Democratic
chairman of the Budget Committee
right here in this House. He was once
the OMB director, the Office of Man-
agement and Budget. That’s the budget
office for the President. He was once
the OMB Director for President Clin-
ton. He was once President Clinton’s
Chief of Staff. He understands every-
thing that’s happening in this town. He
understands the challenges in Con-
gress. He understands the challenges in
the White House. And as Secretary of
Defense, he understands the challenges
of defending a Nation. And he says
we’re on the verge, if we keep targeting
defense, of undermining national secu-
rity, our troops, and their families.

Now, that’s not to say, Mr. Speaker,
that defense gets a free pass. It abso-
lutely doesn’t. I have a chart right here
that shows defense spending, Mr.
Speaker. It starts in FY 2009. It goes
out to 2021. It’s in constant dollars.
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It’s a downward slope.

If we do absolutely nothing more
than what we’ve already done, Mr.
Speaker, we’re going to reduce defense
spending year, after year, after year in
a responsible way that protects our na-
tional security, that protects our
troops and that protects their families.
But if we leave in place this seques-
ter—it’s represented by the light blue
line down here at the bottom—you’re
going to see defense spending cut al-
most in half.

I challenge you, Mr. Speaker, and I
challenge you to challenge your con-
stituents: go and find the men and
women in uniform in your commu-
nities. Go and find them, and ask them
if there is waste, fraud and abuse in
their particular parts of the Defense
Department. I promise you they’re
going to tell you yes. I want you to ask
them if there is 50 percent waste, fraud
and abuse, and the answer is going to
be no.

We can absolutely reduce defense
spending, Mr. Speaker. You and I to-
gether, with our colleagues on the
Democratic side of the aisle, have abso-
lutely reduced defense spending; but it
has to be done in a responsible way.
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Mr. Speaker, I appreciate your being
with me down here today, and I appre-
ciate your partnership in these suc-
cesses. I yield back the balance of my
time.

————
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled a bill
of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 4045. An act to modify the Depart-
ment of Defense Program Guidance relating
to the award of Post-Deployment/Mobiliza-
tion Respite Absence administrative absence
days to members of the reserve components
to exempt any member whose qualified mo-
bilization commenced before October 1, 2011,
and continued on or after that date, from the
changes to the program guidance that took
effect on that date.

———

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 21 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Tuesday, May
22, 2012, at 10 a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

6069. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Golden Nematode; Removal of Regu-
lated Areas [Docket No.: APHIS-2011-0036] re-
ceived April 19, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

6070. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Karnal Bunt; Regulated Areas in Cali-
fornia [Docket No.: APHIS-2011-0074] received

April 19, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

6071. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Final
Flood Elevation Determinations (City of
Gulf Shores, Baldwin County, Alabama et
al.) [Docket ID: FEMA-2012-0003] received
April 16, 2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

6072. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Suspen-
sion of Community Eligibility (Town of Bar-
ton, Tioga County, New York, et al.) [Inter-
nal Agency Docket No.: FEMA-8225] received
April 16, 2012, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

6073. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations (Mobile
County, Alabama, et al.) [Internal Agency
Docket No.: FEMA-B-1248] received April 16,
2012, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

6074. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Changes
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