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these energy supplies, if there’s waste
there, and we can captivate, or cap-
ture, that waste and stretch the
amount of energy supply that we can
create, here yet is another oppor-
tunity.

So it’s endless. And for us to just
continue to do the same old kind of re-
sponses to everyday issues isn’t the
sort of challenging outcome that I
think allows us to best function as an
American society.

So there are policies and there are
tax reforms that encourage and inspire
this sort of investment, research tax
credits, opportunities within the re-
newable energy area with production
tax credits. All of this, being promoted
in advance, we need to expand upon
those opportunities. Because you're
right, Representative GARAMENDI, it is
an investment, it requires dollars, but
those investments provide for lucrative
dividends. And there are many more
dollars earned than those invested into
the progress that we need to strike.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Well, we have a
little bit more time. I think it’s about
time for us to wrap all of this into one
piece. And I will take the first shot at
it, and then if you would be so kind as
to finish it up.

I'm thinking of Chicago. It’s not my
territory. It’s a long way from Cali-
fornia. It’s a beautiful city, a very dy-
namic city. At the turn of the previous
century, in the late 1800s, they had an
architect, a city architect, Burnham,
and he wrote: Think no small thought
for it stirs not the heart of man. Very
interesting. We ought to add women to
that equation now. But what he said is
that when we rebuild this city, we need
to build big. We need to think bold
thoughts. We need to think about the
greatness that could exist if we step
forward.

Earlier in the previous hour we heard
about the exact opposite. We heard
about inward, thinking small, we are
not going to reach out and fulfill the
great potential of this Nation. Instead,
we’re going to retreat. We’re not going
to allow government to be part of the
greatness of our future; but, instead,
we’re going to make it smaller and less
viable. And those five things that I
talked about, education, that’s a public
investment. Infrastructure is both pub-
lic and private. But the public side is
critical.

You look at manufacturing, manu-
facturing has always been private; but
it has also relied upon the public sec-
tor. And if we use our tax dollars to
buy American-made products, we are
causing the manufacturing sector to
grow, to blossom and to innovate and
to be even greater than it is today. In
developing the research, that’s both
public and private, but it is largely a
public sector investment. So we can
deal with this by investing, by think-
ing boldly about what it is we can do
and, in doing so, make certain that ev-
erything we invest in publicly is nec-
essary, that it is run efficiently, and
that its outcome is effective, and that
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it fulfills the goal for which it was de-
signed.
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Those should be our watchwords: effi-
cient, effective, necessary, and bold.
Think no small thought. This is Amer-
ica. This is the world’s greatest coun-
try perhaps ever, and it was created by
bold thinking, both public and private
working together in a synergy that
created this incredible Nation.

I’'m excited. I'm excited here in the
very early days of the 113th Congress. I
know we’re going to have some big bat-
tles over debt limits and the like. But
as we go through those fights, I want
us to be bold. I want us to be big in our
thinking. I want us to fulfill the great
potential of this Nation. And I know
we can do it. I know we can do it.

Mr. TONKO. Representative
GARAMENDI, what I hear you say is
probably a definition of the American
Dream.

The American Dream was designed
and brought to us by the boldness of
generation upon generation of immi-
grants who added to the peoplescape of
this great Nation, added to the native
American population by stages of jour-
neys that traveled to these shores. We
as a compilation of those journeys are
a stronger people. The foundation upon
which we stand and function and dream
was developed by people who dared to
dream nobly, dared to invest in their
community, in their people. That, I
think, is the challenge to us in this
very moment in time.

Will history see us as a people that
dreamt beyond the ordinary, or will we
be those who were frightened by the
thoughts of the challenges of our
times? I think that our greatest days
lie ahead of us. The American Dream
that burns boldly and nobly in our
hearts speaks to us as that beacon of
inspiration. Move forward, invest in
America’s people, invest in ingenuity,
innovation, in the intellectual capacity
of this Nation, and tread boldly into
the future. And know that you will
leave that next generation with an
even stronger foundation that was
granted us for our time in this Nation.

It has been an honor to join you this
evening.

Mr. GARAMENDI. It’s always a
pleasure to work with you, Mr. TONKO.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

————
ADMINISTRATION IN REVIEW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT)
for 30 minutes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it is a
pleasure to get to know you better all
the time and to be serving with you.

I enjoyed hearing my friends talking
about the economy and things that are
going on. So I wanted to address a few
things. I didn’t come over here and
plan to address what they had, but
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they were mentioning their hope for
us, bringing our troops home from Af-
ghanistan. And having been there a few
times, having talked to the former al-
lies that this administration has
thrown under the bus that initially de-
feated the Taliban for us with less than
500, possibly less than 300 embedded
Special Forces, special ops, and intel-
ligence personnel embedded with the
Northern Alliance, they defeated the
Taliban in about 3 or 4 months.

Then we added troops and became oc-
cupiers. Occupiers in that part of the
world don’t do well. Someone reminded
me of what I already knew, that Alex-
ander the Great conquered that area
around Afghanistan, and I had to re-
mind them that he died on his way out
of the area. I don’t consider that a
great victory.

Nonetheless, we helped give the Af-
ghans a government and sharia law,
making it difficult for Jews and Chris-
tians to reside in a country where they
once had. Under this administration’s
watch, like I say, we’ve thrown our al-
lies under the bus, and the Taliban has
come back almost strong as ever, not
quite. Some of my Northern Alliance
friends told me in one of our visits over
there that on national television last
year, the Taliban leader that this ad-
ministration released for humanitarian
purposes from Gitmo didn’t seem to be
having health problems and was on na-
tional television and was making clear
that the U.S. would be withdrawing in
the next year or two, and that when
they did the Taliban would be back in
charge as they were before. So it was
time to come beg forgiveness from the
Taliban and ask for their protection
under sharia law.

That doesn’t sound like we’re going
to be in a whole lot better position
after all the losses of life, all of the
servicemembers who have laid down
their lives in Afghanistan, who con-
tinue to do that as we speak because
the Commander in Chief has them
there without any real mission laying
down their lives. As one of our troops
told me, ‘I don’t mind laying down my
life for my country, but please don’t
waste it.”

They’re not laying down their lives
for a wishy-washy government that
can’t figure out what it wants to do,
that leaves our military without a
clear mission, that allows the Taliban
to come back stronger than ever, sup-
plied and funded in part from Pakistan.
They deserve better. They deserve
much better.

Our Commander in Chief was on tele-
vision yesterday talking about the debt
limit, the debt ceiling. He’s talked
about our economy. I think it’s worth
noting that since 1923, the President
was required to furnish a budget and a
time deadline given for furnishing that
budget. Ninety years. Ninety years, the
President is required by law to furnish
a budget.

Since 1923, those ensuing 90 years,
there have apparently been 11 times
when presidents have been unable to
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get the budget to Congress as required
by law. For some of those 11, there
were very good reasons. But it’s inter-
esting to note in the last 90 years, out
of the 11 times that the budget from
the President has been late, 4 of those
11 have been under the Obama adminis-
tration.

We’re also informed that there is a
chance once again, as there was a year
and a half ago, that our credit rating of
the U.S. could be lowered again by an-
other credit rating agency. Some have
tried to paint it as a different story, a
different picture. But for those of us
who recall what happened, S&P made
it clear that they didn’t believe that
the United States was serious about
dealing with this dramatic over-
spending problem, where we Wwere
spending $1.5 trillion, $1.6 trillion, over
a trillion dollars more than the 2-plus
trillion dollars that we had coming in.
And that if we didn’t at least reduce
the massive overspending annually by
at least $400 billion for 10 years, a total
of $4 trillion over a 10-year period, then
it would make it pretty clear that we
were not serious about dealing with
our debt.
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I know the Obama administration
went on the warpath after the S&P
credit rating was lowered. Personally, 1
think it’s to S&P’s credit that they did
what they said. We came in with a debt
ceiling bill that was agreed to with the
administration. It had some sequestra-
tion in it with the supercommittee
that some of us knew wasn’t going to
work because the Democrats had made
it clear they didn’t want a supercom-
mittee to work because they wanted to
be able to campaign and say, Gee, cuts
are coming to Medicare because the
Republicans were trying to protect
their rich friends. It worked very well.
They wouldn’t reach an agreement.
Even after somebody like a Republican
Senator had a proposal to raise new
revenue, a couple of Democrats were
reported as saying that this was going
to be the breakthrough that allowed an
agreement. After consulting with the
President, to HARRY REID it apparently
was made clear we don’t want to deal.
No, no deal, so there was no deal, and
now the sequestrations are about to
take place.

Mr. Speaker, what time did I start?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 22 minutes remaining.

Mr. GOHMERT. So we had a debt
ceiling bill that was undermined from
the beginning. No deal was reached. Se-
questration—massive cuts to our na-
tional security, to our national de-
fense—would be inflicted and massive
cuts to Medicare. Our leaders re-
sponded to me that, Gee, the Demo-
crats will never allow the cuts to Medi-
care, the sequestration to Medicare,
$300 billion or so. They’ll never allow
that. That’s why we know the super-
committee will reach an agreement. I
advised them that that would not hap-
pen, that there would be no agreement,
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that of course they’re willing to have a
$300 billion or so cut to Medicare, be-
cause ObamaCare cut $700 billion from
Medicare from our seniors’ care with-
out a single Republican vote.

So the only way that Democrats
would run a commercial last year, in
2012, with any sincerity at all was in
saying, Gee, Republicans are cutting
Medicare. If they were to prevent Re-
publicans from reaching an agreement
with the President and Democrats,
then they could run commercials in
2012, and they’d blame the Republicans
and say, See, they didn’t reach an
agreement. They wanted to cut seniors
and help their rich friends.

As some of us made clear, we weren’t
nearly as concerned at all about pro-
tecting anybody as we were future gen-
erations. How embarrassing that our
generation is the first generation in
American history that has said by our
actions that we are not concerned with
leaving our children and our grand-
children—future generations—a better
country than we found. We’re more
concerned with lavishing money on the
here and now that we can’t pay for and
that future generations will pay for be-
cause we can’t stop spending on our-
selves.

We had a vote today on relief for
Hurricane Sandy, and we know some-
thing about the pain that comes from
hurricanes. In my district in east
Texas, not only did we face con-
sequences from Hurricane Katrina and
the hundreds of thousands of people
who came through—and many stayed
in east Texas—and from the onslaught
of weather that hit east Texas, but it
was immediately followed by Hurri-
cane Rita, which swept straight up
through east Texas, through my dis-
trict. We know about suffering. We saw
how Louisiana was helped so much
more than east Texas even though, at
the very time we were hit with Hurri-
cane Rita, we were taking care of vic-
tims from Hurricane Katrina. We un-
derstand about that, but there is a lot
of misinformation about Hurricane
Katrina.

For Hurricane Katrina, we did offset
spending when Republicans were in the
majority. We actually then turned
money back that was not spent. Our
hearts go out to the victims of Hurri-
cane Sandy, especially those who un-
derstand what that kind of suffering is.

I was all over my district. A Demo-
cratic sheriff told his county once that
he’ll never forget midnight after Hurri-
cane Rita hit—mo power. There in the
county, there was no power at the sher-
iff’s office. There was a generator that
had Kkicked on, and the lights were
flickering. After midnight, his TU.S.
Congressman came walking through
his door and said, What can I do to
help? To get there to San Augustine, I
had to cut down trees that were across
the road and over to Hemphill.

It’s tough when dealing with the con-
sequences of a hurricane. People are
hurt. Buildings, homes are destroyed.
We understand that. We wanted to help
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the victims of Hurricane Sandy, but
what we didn’t want to do and what
we’d hoped there would be plenty of re-
sponsibility in dealing with was pork
that was placed in this bill for emer-
gency purposes. It just seems a bit im-
moral that you would take advantage
of the suffering of people during a hur-
ricane to get one last big plug of
money. I mean, it’s all so pretty dis-
couraging to see that there is money
being captured, taking advantage of
the victims of a hurricane to enrich
and engorge themselves. There ought
to be a law against it, but there isn’t
because this Chamber, led by the Sen-
ate down the hall, is still putting pork
in these bills to go to things that have
nothing to do with the hurricane, and
they’re not offset. We have no problem
on both sides of the aisle in helping
victims who can’t help themselves, but
we ought to pay for it now.

When a former Member of Congress
and one of the greatest heroes Texas
history has, named Davy Crockett—he
was a U.S. Congressman from Ten-
nessee—stood before the House of Rep-
resentatives, right down the hall here
in the old House Chamber, he explained
what he was lectured to by a con-
stituent: Don’t take my money. Take
your own money to help charitable
causes.

Not only do we not do that, but we
take other people’s money to help, and
they get all this pork added in order to
get enough votes to pass it. Then it
ought to be the biggest regret of this
generation that we don’t even pay for
it. How in the world could this body
fail to pass a bill that would pay for
helping the victims of Hurricane
Sandy? But we don’t have the money to
do it, so we’re going to borrow between
40 and 50 cents of every dollar of money
both for the pork and for the help for
Hurricane Sandy because this body got
sweet talked into refusing to pay for
helping this generation. We’ll let our
children and our children’s children
and maybe their children pay for this.
We will load them up with debt because
we will not pay our own way. We’re too
narcissistic. We’re too self-indulgent.
We are not going to pay our way, and
that kind of attitude is a tragedy. It
brings countries down.
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What brings a country to the peak of
their greatness is when generation
after generation does not fail to honor
the God that has blessed that country
and they have a commitment that we
were taught in Boy Scouts that you
leave a place better than you found it,
and you leave better for those coming
behind you. And it’s embarrassing that
this White House and the Senate and
this House are comfortable enough to
leave a country massively more in debt
than when this generation came to
leadership. It’s heartbreaking.

And one of the reasons we are not ef-
fectively dealing with this problem is
because not enough people know the
truth. They don’t know the history of
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this country. Apparently, the Presi-
dent thinks it’s perfectly okay to just
forget about the rule of law. Oh, there’s
a law that says I have to provide a
budget. Well, I'm not doing it. I’'ll get
around to it. But the law says he must.
Is he above the law? Apparently so. Be-
cause of the 11 times in the last 90
years when the budget was late, four of
them were this President.

You know, when you talk to econo-
mists and you read what economists
are saying, and you’re concerned about
the downgrade in the credit rating be-
cause of how much more money that
will put us in debt that future genera-
tions will have to pay, when you talk
to them, you look at what they’re say-
ing, there are a couple of things that
they point out.

Well, one of the things that helped
this country is our belief and support
for the rule of law, that no one is above
the law. And yet you look at what this
White House is doing: ah, we’ll get
around to the budget eventually. More
insensitive to following the law than
any Presidency that I can find in his-
tory.

We have a President who says, you
know, yeah, I get it, the Defense of
Marriage Act was duly passed into law
and signed into law by a former Demo-
cratic President, but I don’t like that
law and I realize Congress is not going
to change it, so I'm going to ignore the
law. I’'m going to instruct my Attorney
General to ignore the law. That kind of
thinking means there’s no support at
the highest level of this country for the
rule of law.

When we have a President who makes
speeches and an Attorney General who
makes speeches about how they’re
going to go after illegal gun sales, and
yet there is blood on the hands of peo-
ple in this administration, and we can’t
even find out who they are because
they are being obscured, for the death
of hundreds of human beings who died
because this administration forced gun
dealers to sell guns that they knew and
they reported should not be sold, and
they were told by their Federal Gov-
ernment, their executive branch, you
do it anyway because we’re going to
follow the guns, in effect. The guns
were not followed. They made their
way into criminals’ hands, as was in-
tended, but they weren’t followed. And
now the administration says they want
to support the rule of law and go after
these illegal gun sales? Well, they have
to start with their own administration.

And then we have a President that
instead of coming to Capitol Hill where
most of the elected representatives of
the country are, there’s one down
Pennsylvania Avenue, actually two,
the Vice President, and there are 535
down here, and sitting down and work-
ing out a comprehensive immigration
bill, instead of doing that, the Presi-
dent announces, you know, I don’t like
the laws that were duly passed by prior
Congresses, Democrats, signed into law
by Democrats and Republican Presi-
dents. I realize what the law is, I don’t
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like the law, so as I speak, so shall the
new law be.

And the mainstream just laps it up
because they’re too ignorant of what
the rule of law means, that you don’t
have a monarch at the end of Pennsyl-
vania Avenue that just espouses law as
he gets ready to, because he doesn’t
like the law that was duly passed.

Come down here and work with us
and if we can secure the border so that
we can make sure that people won’t get
in that want to destroy our way of life,
the drug cartels, the radical Islamists
across the border that are working
with the drug cartels now that want to
destroy our way of life, we've got to
make sure that we have people coming
in that will continue to make the coun-
try great. And I have great hope for
what the Hispanic community can do
for this country because, generally
speaking, those I know have strong
faith in God, devotion to family, and
hard work ethic. That’s what made
America great, in my opinion. We need
that kind of input, but it’s got to be
legal.

The Immigration Service is an em-
barrassment, one of the worst in the
world. You can get a visa quicker to
other countries than you can here. It’s
embarrassing the snafus in this govern-
ment.

But if we are going to get on track,
we have to get back to a President and
a Congress that believes the rule of
law. And when the President will not
follow the law, there have to be con-
sequences.

I’ve talked to Democratic and Repub-
lican individuals who were part of prior
Presidential administrations and I've
said at different times, different indi-
viduals: tell me, when you were in the
administration, when you were in the
White House, is it true what I've heard
that individuals would come together,
both parties, both ends of the Capitol
and talk to the President and say,
look, you are usurping control that was
given to the Congress in the Constitu-
tion, and we’re going to have to shut
you down if you don’t get back and act-
ing within the Constitution?

That doesn’t happen under this ad-
ministration, and it’s time that it
must. We owe it to the country. We
owe it to future generations.

The President has said: If Congress in
any way suggests they’re going to tie
negotiation to debt ceiling votes—
which, by the way, we have never done
in our history until we did it last
year—I will not play that game.

The President needs to have someone
around him that knows the truth. That
poor man is being lied to. All you have
to do is look back in our history. Every
time there was a cut in spending, it
was often tied to the debt ceiling nego-
tiations. Go back to 1985, to 1990, 1993,
1997, 2010. Speaker PELOSI in 2010, with
President Obama, tied a PAYGO provi-
sion. She did it. Why is it so wrong
that the Republicans want to do that
in the House like Speaker PELOSI did.
Let’s get responsible. But the Presi-
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dent doesn’t even remember 2 years
ago when Speaker PELOSI did that.

Somebody has got to help this poor
man understand recent and distant his-
tory before the rating agencies say,
you know what, we used to think that
the rule of law was going to help the
U.S. economy and help the Federal
Government get around to taking care
of its debts, but these guys don’t even
follow the rule of law anymore.

And as far as what economists say,
yeah, but we have economic dynamism.
Well, look what ObamaCare is doing to
that. Look at what overregulation is
doing to that. It is hurting our econ-
omy. The economy is sitting waiting to
take off if the President and the Sen-
ate, that is bogging down bills that
would free up the economy to go, if
they would get out of the way, this
economy could go. People could get
back to work. They wouldn’t need un-
employment. They wouldn’t need to be
begging to the master government.
They could do it on their own as free
people.

It’s time to get back to following the
rule of law. It’s time to get back to
having a government that doesn’t put
off the current debt on future genera-
tions because if we don’t, our names
will not be called blessed by future gen-
erations. Our names will be cursed.

O 2120

Mr. Speaker, it is my prayer and de-
sire that we can finally get to be re-
sponsible in the coming months. And
the only way we can really get there is
if people are honest about our history.

I yield back the balance of my time.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind Members to refrain
from engaging in personalities toward
the President.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mrs. EMERSON (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of ill-
ness.

———

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE
RULES

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS
FOR THE 113TH CONGRESS

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, as required by
clause 2(a) of House rule XI, I respectfully
submit the rules of the Committee on For-
eign Affairs, which were adopted earlier
today at a public meeting of the Committee.

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN
AFFAIRS, 113TH CONGRESS
1. GENERAL PROVISIONS

(a) The Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, and in particular, the committee rules
enumerated in clause 2 of rule XI, are the
rules of the Committee on Foreign Affairs
(hereafter referred to as the ‘“‘Committee’’),
to the extent applicable.

(b) A motion to recess and a motion to dis-
pense with the first reading (in full) of a bill
or resolution, if printed copies are available,
are privileged non-debatable motions in
Committee.
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