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activity that reverberates throughout our econ-
omy, improving our national competitiveness
and spurring job creation for years to come.

With the national construction unemploy-
ment around 14 percent and upwards of 40
percent in my area in recent years, workers
need and want to get back on the job.

Despite being a priority for the Department
of Transportation, the Tappan Zee Bridge Re-
placement project in my district is stalled be-
cause the current Federal financing pipeline is
too small.

| join Mr. WALZ in urging the conferees to
file a conference report so that we can get on
with our work to make the vital investments in
our national infrastructure system.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Without objection, the previous ques-
tion is ordered on the motion to in-
struct.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

COMPROMISE FOR THE GOOD OF
ALL

(Mr. WALZ of Minnesota asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, tonight we saw what’s possible.
When we come together and know that
the good of the American public, their
will, if it is worked in this House as it
has for 236 years, as we began to delib-
erate and try and move forward on
what helps the American public, bring-
ing in our differences, debating, and at
times passionately debating what we
feel, but at the end of the day under-
standing the ultimate goal is what
strengthens and moves this country
forward; and I think tonight, in seeing
an agreement on a bipartisan motion
to instruct, just asking us to do the
public’s work, get a transportation bill
done, put people back to work, build
our highways, bridges, and infrastruc-
ture necessary to move people safely
back and forth, but also to move goods
to compete in the 21st century, it’s not
that big a lift. We can do it in a safe,
efficient, and modern manner, and we
can pay for it in a responsible way. The
American public are willing to invest
in America. They’re simply asking us
to do it smartly and do it in a way that
compromises for the good of all.

I'm incredibly proud, as always, of
this deliberative body. We have the
ability to move it forward.

———

OBSTRUCTION AND DELAY

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, our
most pressing legislative items were
nowhere to be seen on the House floor
today. We had an opportunity to make
headway on critical legislation, but Re-
publicans have not provided action or
solutions, only obstruction and delay.
Student loan interest rates will double
on July 1 if Congress does nothing.

After losing an estimated 28,000 con-
struction jobs last month, Congress
still hasn’t passed a highway bill. The
Republican leadership in the House re-
fuses to bring the bipartisan Senate
transportation bill to the floor for a
vote, even though it would support 1
million construction jobs right away,
including more than 8,000 in the State
of Rhode Island.

Our middle class families, our small
businesses, and our students and manu-
facturers deserve greater certainty so
they can better plan their lives and
companies, grow jobs and strengthen
our economy. Yet another day has
passed without action to avoid seques-
tration or address expiring tax provi-
sions or prevent rising costs for higher
education. Instead, Republicans plan to
waste more time this week with par-
tisan anti-environment messaging bills
with little or no hope of passage in the
Senate and veto threats that have al-
ready been issued by the administra-
tion.

We cannot let this become another
wasted week. Our constituents deserve
more. This Congress has to take action
now, not delay until it’s too late.

———

MAKE IT IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BUCSHON). 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,
thank you very much for this oppor-
tunity.

We have been engaged for this last
hour in a discussion about what to do
with one of the most important parts
of America’s public agenda, which is
the transportation systems of this Na-
tion.

We’ve heard a lot of back-and-forth.
We actually heard that there was some
agreement that we ought to get on
with it. Indeed, we ought to get on with
it. We ought to get a transportation
bill before the American public, and we
ought to get it to the President. Unfor-
tunately, there is a gridlock and a
deadlock. Behind all of the gentle rhet-
oric on the floor this evening, there are
some profound differences in how we
move forward with the transportation
bill. We’ll discuss some of those as we
journey through this 1 hour or some
portion of this 1 hour.

I think I would like to start maybe
more than 200 years ago. There is a lot
of discussion that we often hear here
on the floor and in the rhetoric across
the Nation that the Founding Fathers
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would do it this way or that way, and
if we only listened to the Founding Fa-
thers most of our problems would be
resolved. Usually, those discussions
really speak to not doing something. It
turns out that the Founding Fathers
really did have a great deal of wisdom.
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I came across a book written by Mr.
Thom Hartmann called ‘‘Rebooting the
American Dream.” And in it, in his
very first chapter, he goes back to the
Founding Fathers, and he talks about
what George Washington and George
Washington’s Secretary of Treasury ac-
tually did. On the day he was inaugu-
rated, Mr. Washington said that he did
not want to wear a suit made in Eng-
land. He wanted to wear something
made in America. Well, Make It in
America is one of the principal things
that my colleagues and I on the Demo-
cratic side have been talking about for
some time.

So when I came across this book, I
said, Wow, this is interesting. George
Washington instructed his Secretary of
Treasury, Alexander Hamilton, to de-
velop a manufacturing program for the
United States; and Alexander Hamilton
did that. He didn’t do it in 2,000 or 3,000
pages, as we might do it today. He did
it in just a short, maybe 20 or 30 pages.
And he developed an 11-point plan for
America’s manufacturers. It turns out
that many of those 11 points are what
we have been proposing on the Demo-
cratic side here for our Make It in
America agenda.

But tonight I want to pick up one of
those 11 points. And it happens to be
the 11th of the 11 points that Alexander
Hamilton presented to George Wash-
ington in 1790, and it was on American
manufacturers. So point No. 11: ‘“Fa-
cilitating of the transportation of com-
modities.”” The language is rather an-
cient English, but it still speaks to the
following:

Improvements favoring this object inti-
mately concern all the domestic interests of
a community; but they may without impro-
priety be mentioned as having an important
relation to manufacturers. There is perhaps
scarcely anything, which has been better cal-
culated to assist the manufacturers of Great
Britain, than the meliorations of the public
roads of that kingdom, and the great
progress which has been of late made in
opening canals. Of the former, the United
States stands much in need.

He goes on to talk about the neces-
sity for transportation here and copy-
ing what had gone on in Great Britain,
that is, the development of public
roads.

Then he says:

The following remarks are sufficiently ju-
dicious and pertinent to deserve a literal
quotation: Good roads, canals, and navigable
rivers, by diminishing the expense of car-
riage, put the remote parts of a country
more nearly upon a level with those in the
neighborhood of a town. They are upon that
account, the greatest of all improvements.

So here we are in Mr. Hartmann’s
book, “Rebooting the American
Dream,” talking about what the
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Founding Fathers wanted to do in 1790.
I would also point out that by 1792
nearly all of those 11 points had be-
come law and laid the foundation for
the great American industrial revolu-
tion.

So back to ‘‘infrastructure,” the
word we use today. We use infrastruc-
ture when we talk about our highways,
our canals, our roads, and our transpor-
tation systems. There were, in fact,
some public transportation systems at
that time.

Now, speaking specifically of roads
and jobs, we often talk about jobs here.
We need to understand that today, if
we were to pass the Senate version of
the public transportation bill, we
would put 2 million unemployed con-
struction workers back to work this
year. This year, 2 million would go
back to work if we were to take up the
Senate bill. Unfortunately, we have
been in a gridlock, and there has been
no effort to compromise.

My colleagues on the Republican side
are demanding fundamental changes in
the transportation systems and the
way in which we apportion that money.
Those changes have not been accept-
able to the Senate; and, indeed, those
changes were not acceptable to even
their own caucus. The Republican Cau-
cus was unable to reach agreement—
they have more than enough votes to
pass a bill out of this House—but they
could not reach agreement among
themselves, let alone with the Senate.
And yet they are demanding that the
Senate take up what they could not
agree to.

On our side, we have simply said,
let’s go with the Senate bill. After all,
74 Senators—both Democrats and Re-
publicans—voted for it, leaving some 26
that chose not to support it.

So 2 million Americans are waiting
for action by the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate; 2 million Ameri-
cans want to go to work. And yet we
have this deadlock. We just found some
support amongst ourselves to tell the
conferees, Get it done by the end of
this week or take up the Senate bill.

Listening carefully to what we heard
on the floor not more than an hour ago,
compromise is not going to be found.
Keystone pipeline. No public transpor-
tation funding. Eliminate the environ-
mental protections that have been in
place for more than 40 years. Stream-
line, meaning ‘‘eliminate’ programs.
So compromise is not there.

What has happened over the last sev-
eral months? Well, while our Repub-
lican colleagues have been trying to
get their own act together, here is
what’s happened to employment in the
construction industry: way back in
January, some 5,570,000 Americans
were working in the highway construc-
tion and public transportation and con-
struction sector. In May, that number
had fallen to 5,510,000. Some 60,000
Americans lost their jobs while the Re-
publicans were trying to figure out how
they could come to an agreement with
themselves on a transportation bill.
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They couldn’t. So 60,000 Americans,
60,000 families lost their ability to earn
a living as the majority in this House
failed to even agree amongst them-
selves on what to do.

The Senate moved forward with a
bill. It’s been there nearly 2 months,
before this House, available. A con-
ference committee was formed, and
gridlock continues. So now there are
60,000 families without an income as a
result of the gridlock and the inability
of our colleagues to come to an agree-
ment.

It’s time for us to move on. It’s time
for us to put a 2-year bill in place, as
the Senate has proposed, one that
would put 2 million Americans back to
work immediately. States could move
forward. States would know that over
the next 2 years, there would be fund-
ing from the Federal Government.
Right now, the word from my friends
on the other side of the aisle is, Well,
we’re going to go with the 60-day ex-
tension. States cannot work with that.
They don’t know what would be avail-
able at the end of the 60 days. They
don’t know what’s available today be-
cause we’re up against a deadline.

It’s time for us to move with the Sen-
ate bill. It’s time for us to end this con-
tinuing decline. This is May. If we were
to take the June figures—which are
now, unfortunately, coming forward—
more and more construction workers
have lost their jobs. They are in my
district.

Contractors in my district are say-
ing, There is no further contract avail-
able to us. We won’t be able to put our
people to work. We don’t have a con-
tract. The States can’t offer new con-
tracts. So it won’t be just 60,000. At the
end of June, it will probably be 70,000
or 75,000, or perhaps more, that have
lost their jobs as this gridlock con-
tinues here in the House of Representa-
tives. We can do better.
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How important is this to the econ-
omy? It’s very important to the econ-
omy and not just the construction
workers, not just their families, the 2
million that could go to work if we ac-
cepted the Senate bill. And it’s a good
bill. It provides adequate funding for
transportation, for repairing the
bridges that we heard so much discus-
sion of, for paving the roads that we
heard so much discussion of just less
than an hour ago, of providing the
money for the public transportation
sector so that the buses, the trains, the
planes can continue to operate. It’s a
good bill, but not perfect, not as large
as many would want. It doesn’t have
the Keystone pipeline in it. It doesn’t
eviscerate the environmental protec-
tions that are necessary as we build
these projects.

So what would happen if we were to
accept the Senate bill? End the grid-
lock, put 2 million American workers
back to work, end the decline. For
every dollar we invest in infrastruc-
ture—that’s the highway bill and the
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transportation bill—$1.57 is pumped
into the American economy. That
comes from Mark Zandi, chief econo-
mist for Moody Analytics. Spend a dol-
lar on transportation and you increase
the GDP; you increase the economic
activity of this Nation by $1.57.

So there’s more than just transpor-
tation at stake here. What is at stake
here, as we see, is the continuing de-
cline of the transportation and con-
struction sector as a result of the grid-
lock that’s been with us nearly this en-
tire year. What is at stake is the
growth of the American economy. It’s
the grocery store that will have a cus-
tomer coming in and not spending an
unemployment check but, rather,
spending a check that’s given to them
by the contractor. And that money cir-
culates in the economy so that the hair
dresser, the barber, maybe even the
gun shop owner will see their business
increase 57 percent. For every dollar
spent, $1.57 is generated in the econ-
omy, putting other people to work be-
yond the construction industry.

Now, there’s more to it than that.
One of the provisions that we would
like to see in the bill, which actually is
in the Senate bill, is a tightening of
the waivers that have been so injurious
to the American economy, the waivers
that have been overused in the last two
decades, waivers that push aside the
Buy America provisions that we pres-
ently have in the law, push those aside
and say, We don’t care whether that
money is spent on American-made
equipment. We don’t care whether that
money is spent on jobs in America.
Just pushing aside the Buy America
provisions.

The Senate bill has a very important
provision that will create even more
jobs in America because it tightens up
the waiver provisions and says to the
Department of Transportation, no, you
cannot just willy-nilly provide a waiv-
er. You must adhere to the law that
says Buy America: a 60 percent min-
imum American content in the steel in
the bridge that’s going to be repaired,
in the asphalt and concrete that’s
going to be laid over the roads. Min-
imum of 60 percent content on the
buses and the trains that are going to
be paid for with your tax dollars.

What that means is: Make It in
America. That provision that is in the
Senate bill will enhance American
manufacturing by limiting the waivers
that have been so numerous over the
last two decades as to hollow out the
American manufacturing sector. Manu-
facturing matters. This is the Amer-
ican middle class. The construction in-
dustry and the manufacturing industry
is the heart and the soul and the foun-
dation of America’s middle class. And
so in the Senate bill it tightens up the
waiver provisions and says that Ameri-
cans will have the jobs, not some for-
eign employee of a company that has
gained the contract.

I want to give you a specific example.
In California, the largest public works
project ever is the reconstruction and
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the rebuilding of the San Francisco-
Oakland Bay Bridge, a new bridge, bil-
lions of dollars. The steel in that
bridge was made in China. Six thou-
sand jobs in China, no jobs in America.
It’s said to be 10 percent cheaper. It
turned out that at the outset, the Chi-
nese steel manufacturers could not
produce the steel. But they got the
contract and what they did was to fig-
ure out how to produce the steel. They
built a new steel mill. Six thousand
jobs. In America, no. In China, yes.

It turned out that the steel was not
10 percent cheaper. It was shoddy. The
welds were not adequate. They had to
g0 back. Delays occurred. It turned out
to be even more expensive. Had that
occurred in America, that new steel
mill would have been built in America,
and it would be there for the next con-
tract, the next bridge to be built in
America, or around the world. But, oh,
no, we’re going to save 10 percent. We
lost American jobs.

If the Senate bill were to come to
this floor and become law, the waiver
that was allowed and given to the
State of California, a waiver that al-
lowed the Chinese steel company to
have the contract, would not have been
allowed. Six thousand jobs would have
been in America, and we would once
again make it in America and Ameri-
cans would make it. But, oh, no, it
didn’t happen. Manufacturing matters.

I would like to see another provision
in the bill, but I won’t demand this and
my Democratic colleagues who support
this are not going to demand it because
we want to get on with providing those
2 million jobs for American workers in
the construction industry. But let me
take a moment to explain what it is.

This is a bill that I introduced at the
beginning of last year. It’s H.R. 613.
And what it says is that our tax
money, the money that is being spent
by every American when they buy a
gallon of gasoline or a gallon of diesel,
that that money goes into the highway
trust fund. And H.R. 613 says it must be
spent on American-made equipment.
Highways. This is the steel that’s in
the bridges. This is the rebar that’s in
the roads. This is the concrete, the as-
phalt—American made.

If you want to build a high-speed rail,
as we do in California, then that high-
speed rail is going to be financed with
your tax dollars, and it will be an
American-made high-speed rail train.
You want a train? You want to improve
your transit system? It will be Amer-
ican made. Is it possible? Does this
work? Let me give you have an exam-
ple.

In the American Recovery Act, some-
times known as the stimulus bill, there
is a provision for Amtrak trains. Up-
grade the Amtrak system. I think it
was a little over $12 billion. Some wise
staffer wrote next to that $12 billion a
sentence that said: This money must
be spent on American-made equipment.

One hundred percent American-made
equipment. Oh, you can’t do that. Well,
it turns out that you can do that. A
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German company, one of the largest in-
dustrial companies in the world, looked
at it and said, $12 billion? We can build
it in America. And they did. They built
a manufacturing plant in Sacramento,
California; and they are producing 100
percent American-made locomotives
because the law said that it must be
done.

H.R. 613 says precisely that. If you
want the tax money, then it must be
American-made equipment. Use our tax
dollars to create American-made jobs,
not steel made in China, not trains
made in Germany, not locomotives
from Japan. It’s our tax money. It will
be spent on American-made equipment.

That’s what this does. And we have
the proof that it can be done. It’s being
done today in Sacramento, California,
by Siemens, a German company that
built a manufacturing plant to take ad-
vantage of money that was available if
the product was made in America.
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Another sad example, the Bay Area
Rapid Transit system, BART, needs to
replace its 40-year-old trains, $3.2 bil-
lion. The minimum in the law today is
60 percent. The bids went out. Two bid-
ders were in the finals. One, a French
company, Alsthom; another, a Cana-
dian company, Bombardier. Bombard-
ier’s bid was 2-3 percent lower than
Alsthom’s. However, there was a sig-
nificant difference. Bombardier said we
will build 66 percent American content.
Alsthom, the French company, said we
can do better. A little bit higher price,
but we can do better. We will build 95
percent American content. The dif-
ference: $1 billion in American jobs.
Sixty-six percent/95 percent; a 2 per-
cent, 3 percent difference in price.

The BART board of directors refused
to go back to a second bidding process
that would have taken 60 or 90 days.
Alsthom said we’ll cut our price. We
want these jobs in America. It turns
out most would be in New York, not
California. We want these jobs in
America. Go back to another round of
bidding, and we’ll get out a sharp pen-
cil and we’ll come down. The BART
board of directors let that opportunity
for a billion dollars in jobs go by.

Many of us believe that Alsthom
would have matched or even out-
performed the Bombardier bid. Or
maybe Bombardier would come back
and say, okay, we’ll go to 95 percent.
We don’t know. We’ll never know. But
what we do know is that a billion dol-
lars of American jobs were lost.

So now, as we continue to debate and
dally and let time go by, as American
jobs, as American workers in the con-
struction industry see the continued
decline month by month in the number
of men and women that are employed,
as layoffs continue—between January
and May, more than 60,000 construction
workers in the United States have lost
their jobs while we continue to fight
over issues here.

But the fundamental issue is the
issue of jobs. You can talk about the
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Keystone pipeline, and there are jobs
there. And maybe some day that pipe-
line will be built.

You can talk about the environ-
mental processes that have protected
the environment of this Nation for the
last 40 years, and maybe there ought to
be some adjustments there.

You can talk about giving States the
power which basically means there is
no money set aside for public transpor-
tation. We can talk about those things.
But as we wrestle back and forth on
what one or another of us think is so
critically important, every day another
construction worker has lost their job.
Another family has lost their oppor-
tunity to make the payment on their
home. Another community has seen
the economy in their area diminish.

We have a reasonably good bill avail-
able to us and we could vote on it to-
morrow. That’s the Senate bill. It pro-
tects American jobs. It protects the
public transportation system. It is
fully funded, not with some hypo-
thetical money that may come in some
day, but rather real dollars. It says
that our tax dollars must be spent on
American-made equipment, on Amer-
ican jobs. It’s a good bill.

We had a motion to instruct here on
the floor just a few moments ago. And
as you listened to the debate, you’d
think there was agreement. And there
is agreement—we’ve got to get this job
done. We have to put Americans back
to work. Two million Americans await
our decision. Are we going to continue
to fight for some perceived issue that is
important to a small group of people?
Or are we going to look at the larger
picture here, the picture of American
workers, of American jobs.

I suppose tomorrow we’ll take up
that motion to instruct and we’ll see if
by the end of this week we’re willing to
compromise. Are we willing to put
Americans back to work, 2 million
Americans? Or are we going to hold
fast to perhaps a funding scheme that
has been proposed and can’t even be
agreed to by the members of the Re-
publican caucus, or an elimination of
certain categories of funding like pub-
lic transportation which couldn’t even
be agreed to by the Republican caucus,
let alone the Democrats.

It’s time to look at the bigger pic-
ture. It’s time to look at that construc-
tion worker in our community, the
ones we represent and say I want you
to go back to work. We’ll fight this out
another day. But the most funda-
mental, the most important issue con-
fronting this American economy and
each and every individual in America
is, where are the jobs? Where is my
job? How can I support my family?

It’s time to put the bickering aside.
It’s time to accept the fact that Ameri-
cans want to go to work, and 2 million
Americans are out there looking for
their opportunity. And their oppor-
tunity rests with us. It rests with the
House of Representatives. The Senate
has done its work. It’s put a 2 year,
fully funded transportation bill that
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meets the needs of this Nation for the
next 2 years. They passed it out. This
House has not passed a transportation
bill.

We put a stopgap thing out so we can
go to conference, but it wasn’t a trans-
portation bill. It didn’t do the job.
Maybe Wednesday, Thursday, or maybe
some time Friday there can be an
agreement between the two houses.
But if there is not an agreement, then
as I heard not more than an hour ago
from my Republican colleagues, in
agreeing to the motion to instruct,
that if there is no agreement, then
take up the Senate bill. That was in
fact the motion. Take up the Senate
bill if there is no agreement. Put 2 mil-
lion Americans back to work. Repair
our highways. Repair our bridges. Buy
American. Enhance the buy American
provisions.

We’ve got work to do. Americans
have work to do. Americans want to
work, and it’s time for this House to
work. And with that, Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

————
OBAMACARE’S BROKEN PROMISES

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

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with many of my freshman col-
leagues to talk about the impact of a
very important bill, the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act, com-
monly called ObamaCare, on our econ-
omy, our caregivers, and most impor-
tantly, the American people seeking
care. Any day now the Supreme Court
is expected to announce its decision on
ObamaCare. And while I hope that the
Supreme Court rules on the side of the
Constitution and the American people,
no matter what happens, the fact re-
mains, this law is bad policy. It’s bad
for health care, it’s bad for the econ-
omy, and it’s bad for the future of our
country.

The rhetoric of the bold promises
used to pass ObamaCare into law sim-
ply cannot be reconciled with reality.
The more the law is implemented, the
more the American people don’t want
it. The President’s promises on quality
of care, lower insurance premiums, no
increase in taxes, and no effect on the
deficit, in just 3 years have been bro-
ken time and time again.
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Broken promise number one: Presi-
dent Obama said in March of 2010:

If you like your doctor, you’re going to be
able to keep your doctor. If you like your
plan, keep your plan.

The reality is, President Obama’s
very own administration now esti-
mates that the new regulations con-
tained in ObamaCare will force up to 80
percent of small businesses to give up
their current plans by 2013. The Con-
gressional Budget Office also estimates
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that between 3 million and 5 million
people will be dropped from their em-
ployer-based coverage by the time the
law is fully implemented.

When I visit businesses in my dis-
trict, I always ask: Have you done the
math? Will you keep your insurance or
will you pay the fine? Time and time
again I get the same answer: We’d like
to keep insuring our employees, but it
doesn’t make good business sense to do
s0.

Yesterday, in fact, I participated in a
field hearing in Murfreesboro, Ten-
nessee, on the effects of government
regulation on the economy. We heard
from several business owners and State
leaders. A gentleman by the name of H.
Grady Payne of Conner Industries,
which has a plant in Fayetteville, dis-
cussed the impact of ObamaCare on his
business. He said his company has
about 450 employees, and he struggles
each year to encourage them to par-
ticipate in health insurance. The com-
pany has had to create different em-
ployee groups in order to create an em-
ployee base which would have 75 per-
cent participation as required by most
insurance companies.

Now, Payne said that the non-
discrimination provisions of the health
care reform would prohibit this, forc-
ing the company into several expensive
options. It could switch from full insur-
ance to self-insurance; it could expand
coverage to all employees and have the
employee cost set according to an af-
fordability formula; or it could stop of-
fering health insurance altogether and
instead pay a penalty of $2,000 for each
employee. Payne said any of the three
options would cost the company more
than $1 million compared to current
costs.

I’'ll talk about other broken prom-
ises, but I would like to yield 5 minutes
to my good friend, the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. YOUNG), representing the
Ninth District of beautiful Bloom-
ington.

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I thank the
gentlelady, my hardworking colleague
from Tennessee, who is also a health
care professional and quite conversant
on these issues. You speak with some
authority. So thank you very much.

I come from the State of Indiana
with internationally renowned medical
device manufacturers, manufacturers
like Cook Group in Bloomington, or
smaller entrepreneurial companies like
MedVenture in Jeffersonville. Indiana,
in fact, is a global leader in the med-
ical device industry. Scores of success-
ful medical device businesses are
headquartered in the Hoosier State,
and they provide nearly 20,000 hard-
working Hoosiers with good-paying
jobs. Now, these jobs, by the way, pro-
vide wages that are over 40 percent
higher than the State average. These
are exactly the sort of businesses we
need to expand and grow right here in
America if we want to create a healthy
economy.

I bring this up because the Presi-
dent’s health care law—what most
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Americans now know as ObamaCare—
would shrink the number of American
jobs in the medical device industry.
This is because the law contains a 2.3
percent industry-specific excise tax
that will cripple the sale of these med-
ical devices. It would cripple the entire
sector and hurt American jobs.

Now, back in October, a bipartisan
group of us from Indiana held a field
hearing in Indianapolis to discuss this
very issue with industry leaders. The
response from businesses was unani-
mous: this device tax would be, across
the board, harmful to these manufac-
turers throughout the industry. Many
admitted that they would have to move
jobs to Europe. Now, when is the last
time that we heard it was cheaper to
move American jobs to Europe?

For the sake of keeping these high-
paying, advanced manufacturing jobs
here in the United States, this tax
must be repealed. In fact, the medical
device excise tax is so harmful to the
American economy that the House
voted just 2 weeks ago to repeal this
narrow part of ObamaCare. It’s one in
a long string of votes that we’ve cast in
this House to repeal or replace a por-
tion of this law.

Now, there’s a better way to address
increasing health care costs than by
imposing additional taxes on the Amer-
ican people. I say, let’s start over. If
the Supreme Court doesn’t do our work
for us, let’s repeal the Affordable Care
Act. Then, let’s get to work and pass
bipartisan legislation that would actu-
ally bring down the cost of health
care—what this whole exercise was
supposed to be about in the beginning.
Our constituents deserve no less. They
expect us to engage in this effort. I'm
certainly committed to it, and I know
my colleagues here on the Republican
side in the House are committed to it
as well.

Mrs. BLACK. Thank you, Mr. YOUNG.
I appreciate his comments about start-
ing over. Certainly, we do feel that
that is the direction that we need to
g0. As a matter of fact, we’ve had over
two dozen votes on repealing and re-
placing this very onerous bill that has
affected our businesses, as has just
been said.

Now I'd like to yield 5 minutes to our
class president, as a matter of fact,
AUSTIN ScoTT, who represents the
Sixth Congressional District in Geor-
gia, and he represents Warner Robins.

I yield to my colleague from Georgia.

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. My
father, as you, is a health care profes-
sional, an orthopedic surgeon who
came out of med school when I was just
a child. I spent a lot of time in a physi-
cian’s office and in a not-for-profit hos-
pital watching my dad take care of pa-
tients and helping them. And certainly
that doctor-patient relationship is
something that has been stripped away
in this bill.

But I want to talk about the num-
bers, not just the relationships right
now, because I think it’s important to
reflect on what happened 833 days ago
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