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So this piece of legislation, part of the 
Make It in America agenda, does that 
extension and gives this certainty to 
businesses. 

We also have the infrastructure bank 
being reintroduced by our colleagues 
here on the Democratic side. This is 
one of about two-dozen bills that the 
Democrats have introduced for the pur-
poses of moving the economy by bring-
ing the manufacturing back home. We 
also have the Patriot Corporations of 
America Act, by Representative SCHA-
KOWSKY from Chicago, that rewards 
companies when they bring the jobs 
back home. Previously and even today, 
American corporations can take a tax 
break for shipping jobs offshore. They 
don’t get a tax break when they bring 
those jobs back home. We want to re-
verse that. 

There is a series of bills. I call the at-
tention of Congress to these bills, the 
Make It in America agenda, so that we 
can once again Make It in America, not 
only make things in America, but 
Americans can make it—infrastruc-
ture, a critical element of this. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. When you look at 
manufacturing, which the R&D compo-
nent leads to partnerships with, you 
have two problems. One is it’s year to 
year, so you can’t plan your long term, 
as you said. But at the same time, the 
budgets for the National Science Foun-
dation and the National Institutes of 
Health have been inconsistent as well. 
Those are things that we need to ramp 
up. Those aren’t huge money items, 
but those yield a lot of value. 

So extend the R&D tax credit; beef 
up the National Science Foundation; 
beef up the National Institutes of 
Health; beef up the research in the De-
partment of Energy. Public-private 
partnerships. Lay that groundwork for 
the private sector. Help the private 
sector. 

We had a group of CEOs in last week 
who were in the semiconductor indus-
try. They talked about the same thing, 
and they talked about the public-pri-
vate partnerships and how that’s need-
ed for us to maintain our competitive-
ness here. These are good-paying jobs 
in upstate New York and other places, 
and these are the kinds of investments 
that we need to make. Again, we’ve got 
to get out of this mentality that every 
single thing that the government does 
is bad. There are some things, and it’s 
the public-private partnerships that 
are going to ultimately lead the way 
for us. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Alexander Ham-
ilton and George Washington had it 
correct: the American Government 
working with the private sector can 
make the difference. 

When we talk about infrastructure, 
we have an opportunity this year, Con-
gress and the President, to make a 
huge impact on American jobs. We are 
going to rewrite, in this session, the 
Surface Transportation Act for Amer-
ica. 

b 2000 
Mr. RAHALL and I have authored a 

bill that we hope becomes part of that 

Surface Transportation Act, that sim-
ply says: as we spend the taxpayers’ 
money—this is money that is collected 
from the gasoline and the diesel excise 
tax—that that money be spent on 
American-made steel, concrete, 
bridges, buses, trains, whatever. 

It can work. 
One quick example. In the stimulus 

bill, there was an opportunity for Am-
trak to buy new locomotives, about 
half a billion dollars to be spent on 
these new locomotives. In that section 
of the law, one sentence was added that 
said, These must be 100 percent Amer-
ican-made. Nobody was making loco-
motives in America before that, but 
Siemens, a German corporation, one of 
the biggest manufacturers in the 
world, said, Oh, half a billion dollars? 
We can make locomotives. In America? 
Sure. 

In Sacramento, California, they 
opened a manufacturing plant. There 
are probably somewhere between 200 
and 300 people working there today 
manufacturing 100 percent American- 
made locomotives. And on May 13, 3 
years after they began this process, the 
first 100 percent American-made loco-
motive in probably more than a cen-
tury rolls onto the tracks of America. 

We can do this. 
Mr. RAHALL’s bill, H.R. 949, will pro-

vide that opportunity, American-made, 
using American taxpayer money. I also 
have another bill that does the same 
for solar and wind projects. 

We can do these things; we just need 
to put our mind to it and get past this 
business of austerity. We cannot solve 
this problem of American jobs with an 
austerity budget. We’ve seen it fail in 
Europe, and we see it failing here in 
the United States as the long-term un-
employment continues to harm 4.5 mil-
lion Americans that have been out of 
work for more than 6 months and an-
other 3 million that have been out of 
work for more than a year. We need an 
investment strategy, a Make It in 
America strategy, an investment strat-
egy in those things that create long- 
term economic growth. 

Mr. RYAN, I thank you very much for 
joining us this evening. If you’d like to 
wrap, and then I’ll wrap, and then we’ll 
call it a night. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I’d just add, last-
ly, that to me it’s about exciting the 
country and getting the country ex-
cited about what the future of America 
is all about. Tax cuts for the top 1 per-
cent of the people and austerity for the 
rest is not a vision for an exciting 
America that young people want to 
come into. 

The private sector is going to be a 
huge part of this, but there are things 
that we need to start doing here. What-
ever the percentage is that the govern-
ment’s role is in investments, I don’t 
know what that number is, but we’re 
not doing it, and there’s no aspira-
tional vision to excite young people to 
say, Man, we’re going to the Moon, or 
we’re going to go energy independent, 
or we’re going to have high-speed rail 

that’s going to connect the entire 
country. 

I think the President has desperately 
tried to provide that vision, only to be 
pulled down to the depths by some of 
the folks here who I think have a com-
pletely different agenda, and that agen-
da doesn’t align with the America that 
was built over the past century or so. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. RYAN, I thank 
you so very much for joining us this 
evening. 

We’re still the strongest, best coun-
try in the world. There’s no other place 
like America. And if we begin acting 
like we can and are a strong, robust, 
building, growing, dynamic country in-
stead of being weak and pulling our-
selves back and saying, Oh, we can’t do 
it; we can’t do it—no, we can do it. We 
can build. We can invest. 

Every time we invest a dollar in in-
frastructure, we put Americans back to 
work and we give them an opportunity 
to take care of their family, to stay in 
their home, to provide for their chil-
dren’s education. When we do that, we 
create the foundation for future eco-
nomic growth, whether it’s education 
or research or building the infrastruc-
ture and making it in America. As we 
do these things, this agenda is the 
American agenda, the one that created 
this country. 

As you so well said when you opened 
here: It’s the American history. It’s 
there before us. We can do it. We must 
do it. We owe it to the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. RYAN, thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
f 

MAKING LIFE WORK FOR 
AMERICAN FAMILIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentlewoman from 
Alabama (Mrs. ROBY) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
privilege to be on the floor tonight for 
the next few minutes, and I hopefully 
will have some other colleagues joining 
me here in a few minutes. Tonight is 
about making life work for American 
families. 

What are we doing on behalf of the 
American people here in the House of 
Representatives to make life a little 
bit easier for working families, work-
ing moms and dads? And let me just 
say that there are things across the 
board, whether it’s health care issues, 
energy, reducing the deficit and the 
debt for Margaret and George, my two 
kids, and future generations, all of 
those things add up and matter. 

I want to talk for just a few minutes 
about one proposal that I have in front 
of the House of Representatives that’s 
going to come up for a vote here after 
we return from our district workweek. 
But before I do that, I want to tell you, 
Mr. Speaker, tonight, that we’re going 
to do something a little bit different in 
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an effort to engage individuals in their 
interest about making life work for 
American families. 

I just want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
if someone wants to know more about 
what we’re talking about tonight, the 
hash tag on Twitter is 
‘‘makinglifework.’’ We want to hear 
from the people that we represent, Mr. 
Speaker, throughout our time on the 
floor tonight. So I would just say to 
you again, Mr. Speaker, that any indi-
vidual that would like to know more 
about what we’re talking about or 
would like to engage in a conversation, 
it’s ‘‘#makinglifework.’’ 

Before I introduce my colleagues or 
get engaged in this conversation, I 
want to very briefly talk about the 
Working Families Flexibility Act of 
2013, which is a bill designed to do just 
what we’re talking about tonight, and 
that’s make life work, make life a lit-
tle bit easier for working moms and 
dads. 

I’m a working mom, and my husband 
and I, every week, sit down and figure 
out what the plan is. We have an al-
most 8-year-old and a 4-year-old, and 
we certainly understand the pulls on 
the American family in balancing the 
workweek and our home life and sup-
porting our children. 

Mr. Speaker, there are a lot of fami-
lies out there right now that would 
like choice in the workplace, hourly- 
wage employees that would like the 
choice in the private sector to exercise 
compensatory time—that’s paid time 
off in lieu of cash wages. Right now, 
under current law, under the Fair 
Labor Standards Act, public employers 
can offer to their employees that op-
tion. In 1985, the Fair Labor Standards 
Act was amended to allow that. Pri-
vate sector employees can’t. 

So, again, as a working mom who un-
derstands the pulls on family—maybe 
that T-ball game at 4 o’clock on a 
Thursday afternoon or the PTA meet-
ing that’s at 9 o’clock in the morning 
when my daughter’s class is the one 
leading the charge on the entertain-
ment for the PTA meeting—if I’m an 
hourly-wage employee and I want to 
exchange paid overtime for paid time 
off, I cannot legally, under the law, do 
that with my employer. 

b 2010 
This amendment to the Fair Labor 

Standards Act allows for the private 
sector to do what the public sector is 
already doing. Now, some of the oppo-
nents of this bill say that the big bad 
employer would use this to coerce em-
ployees into taking comp time rather 
than overtime pay. That is unlawful. 
The same protections that are in place 
currently under the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act are the same protections that 
exist under our amendment preventing 
intimidation, coercion, and discrimina-
tion by the employer on the employee. 
And the most important thing about 
this bill is that it is voluntary. The 
employee is the only person who can 
opt to exercise this option if the em-
ployer chooses to offer it. 

We know that this is not necessarily 
an option in every line of work. For ex-
ample, if there’s a manufacturer with 
10 employees who actually make a 
product, if you pull one person off the 
line, they can’t make the product, so it 
may not be a fit. But for those that 
want to, this amendment allows for 
that individual to say to their em-
ployer: I would like to enter into a vol-
untary written agreement with you to 
use compensatory time, to bank up to 
160 hours within a 12-month period of 
compensatory time because time is 
more valuable than money to me. 

And the greatest protection in this 
bill is if, in fact, that employee deter-
mines at any time that this isn’t work-
ing, I’m not using my compensatory 
time or I can’t find a time that works 
with my employer that fits, the time 
that I want to take off, that employee, 
Mr. Speaker, that employee can say: I 
want to cash out my compensatory 
bank time. So let’s say they have 60 
hours. They can cash out, and within 30 
days their employer has to pay them 
time-and-a-half overtime for that 
banked accrual of comp time. 

This bill makes sense. This bill is 
about helping working families. This 
bill is about allowing that mom and 
dad that are balancing T-ball games 
and PTA meetings as well as caring for 
their elderly parents. This bill is about 
getting military families ready to have 
one spouse deploy, to have the flexi-
bility to do what they need to do. This 
is one example about how we are mak-
ing life work for American families. 

This bill doesn’t solve our debt or 
deficit problem. I’m the first to admit 
that. But what this bill does is it eases 
some of the hardships on our moms and 
dads in the workforce, and I’m really 
thrilled to be the current author of this 
bill. It has a long history. I’m excited 
about taking it to the floor in 2 weeks. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, for those who 
want to know more about tonight’s dis-
cussion, the hash tag is 
#makinglifework. We want to hear 
from all Americans that are affected by 
any of these issues and look forward to 
addressing those throughout tonight’s 
hour. 

I want to let you know, joining me 
today I have the gentlelady from Wash-
ington, JAIME HERRERA BEUTLER, as 
well as the gentleman from Colorado, 
CORY GARDNER, and at this point, to 
my colleagues, I’d like to open this up. 

CORY, I know that you currently 
serve on the Energy and Commerce 
Committee, and I know you have a cou-
ple of topics that you want to talk 
about, but let’s talk about making life 
work for American families when it 
comes to energy. 

Mr. GARDNER. I thank you for your 
leadership on this issue tonight, and I 
thank you for appealing to the Amer-
ican people so we can hear from them 
so that we can have conversations with 
people who are struggling to make ends 
meet, people who are finding innova-
tions to make our economy work, to 
find those things that are going to lead 

our country forward. It is a great op-
portunity and privilege to be here with 
you talking about ideas from the 
Working Families Flexibility Act that 
you mentioned that you’re working so 
hard on—I am a proud cosponsor of 
that bill—but also ways that we are 
going to find solutions for people 
across this country who are raising 
families, trying to pay for college, try-
ing to pay the energy bill for the 
month, and I think we in Congress 
have an incredible opportunity to get 
government out of the way and let 
America work, to unleash the 
innovators and the entrepreneurs 
around this great Nation. 

Over the past couple of years, we’ve 
held dozens of town meetings, whether 
they’re in southeastern Colorado, 
northeastern Colorado, the Denver 
metro area, the new parts of my dis-
trict, talking to families who are 
struggling to make ends meet, people 
who have had to pick up a second job 
just to try to pay the bills. 

As we talk about making life work— 
and I believe you said the hash tag was 
#makinglifework—I would love to hear 
from you, Mr. Speaker, and people 
around the country on what really does 
make life work for them and how we 
can help be a part of these solutions. 

So, as a member of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee from a district 
in eastern Colorado, I have been work-
ing on policies like energy to make 
sure that energy continues to be an af-
fordable option for families, an afford-
able commodity, whether it’s manufac-
turing, whether it’s simply going home 
after work to turn the heat on during a 
cold winter. 

I drove this morning from Yuma, Col-
orado, all of the way to Denver. It usu-
ally takes about 2 hours. This morning 
it took about 4 hours thanks to an-
other big snowstorm. Here we are late 
April, and the heat is on, and what 
we’re doing to make energy affordable 
so families can afford that, so that 
families in the middle of summer can 
afford to run their air conditioner and 
drive to the family baseball game. It is 
about creating opportunities for fami-
lies. 

We have an incredible energy renais-
sance in this country, a revolution, 
really, when you’re talking about en-
ergy. 

In eastern Colorado, we have seen 
new technologies that can produce 
American resources that must and 
have to be a part of an all-American 
energy plan, an all-American energy 
plan that will rely not on somebody 
thousands of miles away from us, not 
on somebody overseas, but right in our 
own backyard—our neighbors, maybe 
other family members, people in our 
communities who can produce the en-
ergy that we use each and every mo-
ment of our lives to better the lives of 
our families, to create the next product 
that will ignite an entire economy. But 
we can’t do that unless we have an af-
fordable energy policy. That’s why an 
all-American energy plan is so impor-
tant, and that’s why it’s an absolute 
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and fundamental key to making life 
work for so many people across this 
country—what we can do with natural 
gas, a clean burning fuel developed and 
extracted right in Colorado, what we 
can do to use the oil, the wind power, 
the solar power that we are utilizing in 
Colorado to make life work for fami-
lies. 

And how does life work? I think we’re 
all facing that each and every day. I 
have two kids, struggling to get from 
place to place, trying to make sure, 
whether it’s our daughter’s school-
work, whether it’s our son, trying to 
teach him how to ride the tricycle. 
He’s young enough, we’re trying to 
teach him that. But we all struggle 
each and every day, how we are, in-
deed, going to make life work. And 
part of it is energy, what we can do to 
create a policy in this country that 
will develop a cheap, abundant, afford-
able policy that allows businesses to 
grow. It’s an exciting future that we 
face, knowing that we can do that 
right here in our own backyards. 

Mrs. ROBY. Right. I can tell you as 
the mom of two kids as well, every 
week when I get on a plane to come 
back to Washington, there is a lot of 
planning that goes into it. I put the gas 
in my car; I go to the grocery store; 
and when it comes to energy, I can 
watch energy prices affect the cost of 
food. 

One of the things that I do every 
week just to ease some of the juggle in 
our lives is I try on the weekends to 
cook a few things. I love to cook, and 
I try to make life a little bit easier by 
having a few things in the refrigerator 
already made that I do over the week-
end. So usually my grocery store visit 
is on Saturday and Sunday. I tell folks 
that sometimes it can amount to a 
town hall. You get in the produce sec-
tion and you have great conversations 
with your constituents. 

But I can see what the gentleman 
from Colorado is saying as the price of 
milk goes up. If gas prices are increas-
ing, then the cost of food is affected. 

b 2020 

I can tell you, and your wife would 
say the same, thanks for helping us in 
your role on Energy and Commerce. 

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. I’m glad 
you mentioned that because I too be-
lieve that we need to be about the busi-
ness of the American people and help-
ing them make life work, which means 
helping them in their day-to-day ac-
tivities, not making it harder for folks 
to survive. 

I’m from southwest Washington; and 
in our neck of the woods, we have a lot 
of working-class families who, like 
CORY mentioned, are struggling to 
make ends meet. We all know people 
who have been or are unemployed, 
where both parents, one or both par-
ents are out of work, or one or both 
parents are trying to work. 

People are working two jobs; and 
still they’re working longer and hard-
er, but not getting paid more for it. So 

folks are draining their 401(k)s to make 
their mortgage payments. This is the 
climate in which we find ourselves, and 
that’s why it is so, so, so important, 
like the gentleman from Colorado said, 
that we employ an all-American energy 
strategy. 

And the irony is we can do it here 
and now. There’s no reason to wait, 
which is why I also have joined the 
gentleman. We are on the House En-
ergy Action Team, or the HEAT Team, 
which is a group of like-minded Mem-
bers who believe we need that all- 
American energy approach, and we 
need it now. 

You spoke to some natural gas 
issues. I’ll tell you, in my neck of the 
woods, in the great Northwest, we get a 
majority of our energy from clean, re-
newable hydropower. And the best 
thing about this clean, renewable hy-
dropower is it’s inexpensive compared 
with most other forms of energy, espe-
cially renewable energy. So not only is 
it carbonless and it’s clean, but it’s in-
expensive, and it is constantly renewed 
in our backyard. 

I wanted to point some of these 
things out because I don’t believe hy-
dropower always gets its due, espe-
cially among the renewables, but just 
as a base load energy source in the Na-
tion. 

Hydropower is America’s largest 
source of renewable energy. It’s Amer-
ican energy. It’s produced in America. 
The jobs that go into producing it are 
American jobs, and it’s utilized here in 
America. It makes up 65.9 percent of all 
renewable energy in the United States, 
and it provides more than 30 million 
homes in the U.S. with inexpensive 
power. 

Hydro is clean. It avoids nearly 2 mil-
lion metric tons of carbon emissions 
every year. This is a tremendous oppor-
tunity for us. 

It’s not only important for families. 
It does keep our energy bills low and 
affordable. But it’s important for man-
ufacturing. We have, in southwest 
Washington, in my area, in Camas, and 
in Vancouver, a growing tech sector. 
We’ve traditionally been known for our 
forests and our beautiful Doug fir 
stands, but we are also now becoming 
known for our silicon forest. We’re 
manufacturing chips. 

One of the reasons some of the large 
chip manufacturers have come to 
southwest Washington, as opposed to 
India or China, is because of the inex-
pensive energy, because of the hydro-
power. We need to not only protect it, 
but promote it as part of the all-of-the- 
above energy approach which, again, is 
all-American energy. 

Another area when we’re talking 
about—I mentioned clean types of re-
newables, biomass. Woody biomass is a 
by-product of the timber that we have 
in the Great Northwest. It’s another 
area where we can produce carbonless 
or low-form energy. And it’s in our 
backyard. We have an abundant source. 
It’s an American energy source. 

Another by-product of timber manu-
facturing is black liquor. And it’s not 

liquor that you drink; it’s liquor that 
can go into helping produce energy. 

These are the types of ideas and solu-
tions that are going to make energy af-
fordable for the average American fam-
ily. These are the types of solutions 
that cause us, rather than to put oner-
ous rules and regulations on—oh, I 
could name a few that cause our energy 
to spike up and cause Americans to pay 
more—these are the types of solutions 
that actually meet the environmental 
standards, but also reduce the cost of 
the average power bill. 

I don’t know about you—you could 
probably speak to this, MARTHA—but, 
man, our energy bills have gone 
through the roof, and there’s no reason 
when we’ve got American energy right 
here in our backyard. 

Mrs. ROBY. Sure. And I can reiterate 
all of the points that the gentlelady 
from Washington makes. And you’re 
right. These are all things that con-
tribute to making life work for Amer-
ican families. 

I just want to say, Mr. Speaker, as 
we’re having this conversation, I’m 
getting information from folks that 
want to make life work. And, Mr. 
Speaker, I want to remind all of us in 
this room that we remain committed 
to cutting spending and reducing the 
deficit and getting our debt under con-
trol. This conversation really all en-
compasses just that. 

Margaret and George and all of the 
families represented in this room to-
night, they’re the ones that we want to 
get this under control for because, Mr. 
Speaker, we want this country to be 
great for them as it has been for all of 
us. 

But, at the same time, there are 
things that fall under Federal jurisdic-
tion that we can be doing to ease the 
burden on American working moms 
and dads; and that’s the things that 
we’re talking about tonight, the Work-
ing Family and Flexibility Act of 2013, 
energy solutions that are out there. 

We’re going to talk about health care 
and tax reform. We’re joined by Mr. 
YOUNG from Indiana. Thank you for 
coming. Please join the conversation. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. It’s great to 
be with the gentlelady, and thank you 
so much for having me. 

Does the gentlelady yield here? I 
know we’ve got less formal procedures 
under way. 

Mrs. ROBY. We don’t have to yield. 
You can just talk. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Okay. Well, 
great. This is the great American fam-
ily room, if you will, where we’re sit-
ting around and having a family con-
versation, the people’s conversation, 
about making life work. 

And I would absolutely agree, there 
are a lot of dimensions to this topic. 
We’ve got to get our spending under 
control. Republicans have put forward 
a bold budget to make that happen, 
bring our budget into balance within 
just 10 years. 

We need to stop imposing overly 
costly, overly burdensome regulations 
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on American families, American busi-
nesses and so on. 

We, of course, need to take a look at 
our energy policy and open up this 
bounty of resources here in this coun-
try; and there’s a whole variety of dif-
ferent ones. My colleague from Wash-
ington, the gentlelady, just spoke to 
some in her region. 

Of course, in my region, coal remains 
a viable and important resource; but 
we’re finding increasingly that my con-
stituents in Indiana’s Ninth District 
are enjoying the benefits of natural 
gas, and very affordable natural gas. 

We happen to have oil and gas re-
sources in this country, by some reck-
oning, that are larger than Iran, Iraq, 
and Saudi Arabia combined. This will 
make the United States of America a 
net energy exporter within just 10 
years. So that is a blessing that, once 
again, Republicans are leading with re-
spect to harnessing these resources we 
have. 

Of course, our human resources are 
another thing that we could touch on. 
But, really, my point of emphasis, 
since I’m on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, this evening is going to be tax 
reform. 

We just finished getting through yet 
another tax day, and I’m sure my col-
leagues heard from their constituents 
just how convoluted and complicated 
and frustrating and unfair this Tax 
Code can be to working families. 

I was struck by—there’s this notion 
of tax freedom day that some of our 
colleagues and certainly our constitu-
ents are aware of. This is when we, as 
hardworking taxpayers, stop paying 
the Federal Government and can start 
working for ourselves. And it fell on 
April 18 this year; 31⁄2 months into the 
year is when our taxpayers stop paying 
the Federal Government and can start 
working for themselves and their fami-
lies. That suggests to me that we need 
to work on all fronts to grow this econ-
omy more and also to lighten the bur-
den of taxation wherever possible. 

Tax simplification is something I’ll 
get into in a little bit, and that’s part 
of our overall tax reform effort. 

But with that, I’ll yield to my good 
friend from Colorado. Perhaps you have 
other thoughts on taxation or other 
things that are related to our making- 
life-work theme tonight. 

Mr. GARDNER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Indiana for coming and 
joining us on the floor tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, as we said, there are 
people across the country who are join-
ing the conversation about making life 
work. They’re sending tweets with 
#makinglifework. In fact, we’re hear-
ing from people who are indeed talking 
about tax reform on this very issue, 
talking about what it means to work 
under a Tax Code that can be pro-job 
creation, that can actually lift the bur-
den on American families by creating a 
fairer, flatter system. 

And so whether you’re a small busi-
ness who’s just getting started, or 
you’re a small business that’s been 

around for a while, the fact is the more 
the burden that you pay from the gov-
ernment, whether it’s a higher income 
tax, or you’re a subchapter S, and 
you’re paying at the individual level, 
that’s less money that you get to spend 
investing into job creation, into ex-
panding your employees, the number of 
people you have working for you, the 
salaries that you can provide for them, 
the insurance, the benefits that you 
can provide. 

b 2030 

And so, really, tonight’s discussion 
about making life work is what we’re 
doing to create a fair system that 
looks out for everyone and that looks 
out for people who are making min-
imum wage so that they won’t be mak-
ing minimum wage for long. They’ll ac-
tually be getting a pay increase be-
cause their business is growing, be-
cause their salaries are able to go high-
er, because they’re more successful in 
developing a product and manufac-
turing. And so a Tax Code that is pro- 
growth. Pro-growth economics can lead 
to that. And I know you’re in a great 
position to lead that discussion. 

Mrs. ROBY. I want to say to both 
gentlemen, what we’re talking about 
tonight is kitchen table stuff. Ameri-
cans all across this country sit down 
across the table from their loved one 
and they balance their budgets. Why do 
we hold the Federal Government to 
any standard other than that? 

We’re addicted to spending. We are 
on an unsustainable path for the next 
generation. Tax reform, energy, and re-
moving burdens on the working fami-
lies are all such important concepts to 
making life work for American fami-
lies. 

We’re joined by another colleague. I 
just want to introduce our newly elect-
ed Member of the House of Representa-
tives joining us in the 113th Congress, 
Mrs. ANN WAGNER, the gentlelady from 
Missouri. Please join us in this con-
versation and offer your perspective. 

Mrs. WAGNER. I’d be pleased to. 
Thanks so much for sponsoring this 
Special Order and talking about mak-
ing life better and for working Ameri-
cans across this country. 

I’m a proud freshman Member of the 
113th Congress, and we were elected to 
tackle the big problems. There is no 
bigger problem facing our country 
right now than getting hardworking 
Americans back to work with the skills 
they need during this tough economy. 

Today, the Federal Government cur-
rently operates more than 50 different 
job training programs, many of which 
are duplicative, at a cost of some $18 
billion annually to taxpayers. With 
nearly 20 million Americans unem-
ployed or underemployed, it’s time to 
cut through the red tape and start 
training individuals with the skills 
they need to find high-paying middle 
class jobs. That’s why this House in the 
113th Congress passed the SKILLS Act. 
It streamlines 35 overlapping job train-
ing programs, including many that 

were identified by the nonpartisan 
Government Accountability Office, and 
eliminates unnecessary red tape so 
that State and local resources go di-
rectly to help those that are actually 
seeking jobs. 

According to a report released by my 
home community, St. Louis, by the 
community colleges there, 76 percent 
of employers found that workers 
lacked the proper training to con-
tribute right away. And the most in-de-
mand certificates for job openings, be-
lieve it or not, were for registered 
nurses. I think it’s time that we start 
investing in nurses, medical assistants, 
manufacturing technicians, and com-
puter support specialist jobs, and stop 
wasting billions and billions of dollars 
every year on ineffective government 
programs that do little to train indi-
viduals with the skills they need to 
succeed. 

I believe it is past time for the Sen-
ate to take up this SKILLS Act, to do 
its job and pass commonsense legisla-
tion that puts America back to work, 
#makinglifework. 

Mrs. ROBY. That’s great. I serve on 
the Education and Workforce Com-
mittee. Of course, that bill was re-
ported out, as well as the Working 
Families Flexibility Act. Again, kitch-
en table stuff. We’ve got to balance our 
budget. Everybody here tonight voted 
in favor of a budget that would balance 
in 10 years. We understand that that’s 
the key. 

We’re about to enter into a district 
work week, and I’d love for the gentle-
lady from Washington to speak on this 
because you always have great exam-
ples of this, too, but we’re all about to 
get on the plane or get in our cars and 
go home for the week. And we’re going 
to be with our small business owners 
and with our employees. Quite frankly, 
the employers, yes, they provide the 
jobs. The employees, we need to spend 
a little bit more time talking about 
those moms and dads sitting at the 
table, making it work. And they are 
the ones who are suffering at the hand 
of these duplicative programs that are 
sucking up precious taxpayer dollars 
that—at the end of the day we can be 
doing a much more efficient job of 
helping American families and making 
life work. 

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. Abso-
lutely. Here’s the thing that’s frus-
trating to me and frustrating to every 
American. They look at Congress and 
they think okay, we’re sending, as we 
all were reminded recently, hundreds of 
thousands of dollars from each commu-
nity, millions of dollars from each 
community, here to Washington, D.C., 
and they expect us to do something ef-
fective with that money or—here’s a 
novel concept—send it back. 

The gentlelady from Alabama men-
tioned the fact that for the first time 
this House Republican Congress voted 
on a budget that balances within a dec-
ade. It shouldn’t be novel, but it is. 
Every family that’s watching us right 
now is saying, You guys are patting 
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yourselves on the back for that? We do 
that ever year. Every State legislature 
does it every year. But it was novel to 
do it here. 

And here’s the interesting thing. 
When members of our caucus got to sit 
down with the President a month or so 
ago and ask him about his budget that 
he released to the American people, his 
budget doesn’t balance. Ever. And we 
know why this is important. It’s be-
cause balancing the budget will help us 
grow jobs. Balancing the budget will 
help American families grow and 
thrive and prosper. It’s going to help 
businesses in southwest Washington 
and throughout this country grow and 
hire more people. 

We know that a bloated government 
that then keeps coming back to 
everybody’s back pocket and says, I 
want a little bit more of this, you’re 
my piggy bank—we know that that 
kills jobs, which is why it’s pretty sim-
ple. We need to do what every family is 
doing, every kitchen table conversa-
tion: balance our budgets so more jobs 
can grow and America can thrive. 

Mr. GARDNER. I think making life 
work boils down to what you’re talking 
about, which is the issue of fairness. 
What’s happening to our families, our 
businesses, our neighbors as the debt 
grows, as taxes grow. The fact is it is 
absolutely unfair to pass on so many 
unanswered problems to the next gen-
eration, to pass on $52,000 worth of debt 
to our kids and our 18-month-old son or 
a 9-year-old daughter. It’s unfair to 
them and to future generations. 

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. Unfair. As 
Republicans, we do often look at pos-
terity. We’re talking about the next 
generation. And we should. But I will 
argue that it’s actually unfair to to-
day’s generation, to the 67-year-old 
who just retired with the private-sec-
tor job and has a 401(k). The inflation 
that’s coming from this debt is going 
to hit him and his wife, who were sav-
ers. It’s unfair to the teacher in a pub-
lic school classroom when the Federal 
Government makes promises it cannot 
keep. It overspends, overspends, and 
then it’s going to cut her hours, add to 
her class sizes. 

All we have to do is look at Greece or 
Cyprus. It can happen—and it will hap-
pen—if we don’t get this under control 
now. 

Mrs. ROBY. Let’s talk about one 
other thing, and I’m sorry to open an-
other door, but I think it’s important 
because of what you heard on airplanes 
today, about the sequester and what’s 
going on in defense spending. Can we 
talk just a minute about our military 
families? 

You’re talking about making life 
work. The people that we have a direct 
charge to make life work for are those 
who sacrifice on behalf of all of our 
freedoms and their families—our mili-
tary men and women. 

I’m going to circle back to the bill, 
the Working Families Flexibility Act 
of 2013. Think about that military mom 
or dad that’s getting ready to deploy 

and they’re an hourly wage employee, 
and they don’t have, under the current 
law, the option to exercise compen-
satory time. Yet their spouse is about 
to leave for a 1-year deployment to Af-
ghanistan, and they’ve got to get their 
house in order. They’ve got to have 
flexibility to handle life outside of 
their job, whether it’s their children or 
their aging parents, while their spouse 
is deployed. 

Let’s talk about making sure that 
those men and women, as they’re de-
ployed, have everything that they need 
to accomplish the mission that we’ve 
given them. And yet through the se-
quester we know that we are going to 
have a smaller force. And our com-
manders say not less capable but we’re 
going to have to make some really 
tough decisions about where we are in 
the world and what we can do with our 
capabilities. 

And I’ll just tell you, all you have to 
do is go to the military installation 
closest to your home and look into the 
eyes of that spouse whose family mem-
ber is currently deployed in harm’s 
way, and it will change our outlook, as 
it should. 

b 2040 

Making life work for military fami-
lies, making life work for Margaret and 
George, my kids, and yours, that’s 
what we’re talking about tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to just remind 
that we are, throughout this discus-
sion, looking on Twitter, 
#makinglifework, taking input, Mr. 
Speaker, from our constituents as we 
have this conversation. 

I yield to the gentleman from Indi-
ana. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Well, you 
said so many things that really strike 
a chord with me. And I know, based on 
my consultations and visits with my 
constituents, they certainly do. One is 
the importance of funding the essential 
functions of government. I mean, we 
are the party of smart government. 
We’ve put forward specific proposals in 
order to rationalize different depart-
ments, make things run more effi-
ciently, ensure we get more bang for 
our buck in every department of gov-
ernment, and avoid the duplication and 
wastefulness that so alienates so many 
of our constituents. 

There’s nothing we can do that would 
more undermine the credibility of gov-
ernment as an institution—and the 
Federal Government in particular— 
than to waste money and to spend it in 
areas where our constituents don’t 
want us to spend it. So our national de-
fense is essential. That benefits work-
ing families on a daily basis. It cer-
tainly benefits our military families, 
but really benefits all of us. That’s 
something we have to be very careful 
with as we approach these different fis-
cal challenges. So I applaud my col-
league for her leadership in this area. 

Mrs. ROBY. All you have to do is pull 
out your copy of the Constitution, and 
what does it say? Our charge as Mem-

bers of Congress is to provide for a 
strong national defense. If we’re not 
taking care of those men and women in 
uniform who have fought and died for 
the very freedoms that allow for us to 
stand in this room today and talk 
about making life work, if we don’t 
have enough respect for that, to do our 
job in Congress and set priorities when 
it comes to wasteful spending on behalf 
of them, then we all need to take a 
long, hard look at ourselves in the mir-
ror. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. You know, 
my constituents, and yours too, they 
don’t mind paying taxes if they get the 
sense that we’re spending those taxes 
on the essential functions of govern-
ment and we’re spending absolutely no 
more than required. They also wouldn’t 
mind paying their fair share of taxes if 
in fact complying with the Tax Code 
were a simple exercise and one that 
seemed by most Americans to be a fair 
exercise. 

Having just passed tax day here, I’ll 
share a couple of semi-humorous com-
ments about what the American family 
could do instead of filing taxes, if they 
had taken all those 13 hours on average 
per American family and instead been 
able to use that for themselves. 

An average American family, instead 
of filling out their Tax Code, could 
have watched the entire ‘‘Harry Pot-
ter’’ movie series twice, and they’d 
still have time for two ‘‘Hunger 
Games’’ movies. Or they could have 
watched all six ‘‘Star Wars’’ movies 
three times. Or they could have lost 
weight if that’s where they want to 
spend their time. If the time was spent 
in a spinning class, the average Amer-
ican, we’re told, could lose 14 pounds 
per man and 11.8 pounds per woman, re-
spectively. They could fly between 
Hong Kong and New York three times. 
This just illustrates how darn painful 
complying with this convoluted, com-
plicated, and unfair Tax Code can be. 

I like to say that our Tax Code in a 
way makes those who sit down at the 
kitchen table and actually do their 
own taxes—most people actually have 
to hire a tax preparer or buy tax soft-
ware these days—but it makes the av-
erage American feel like either a crook 
on one hand or a sucker on the other. 

So consider the case of John and 
Jane. John and Jane are neighbors; 
they make the exact same amount in 
personal income. But John decides he’s 
going to itemize his deductions and he 
takes several credits—he’s sort of ag-
gressive when he’s filing his taxes. 
Jane, on the other hand, she takes a 
standard deduction and fairly limited 
credits. Now, John is left feeling like a 
crook. He might feel like he’s run afoul 
of the law. He did his best to follow it, 
but he might be left to feel like a crook 
as a result of the whole tax exercise. 
Jane, on the other hand, knows that 
John ends up paying far less in taxes 
even though he makes the same 
amount, so Jane feels kind of like a 
sucker. What sort of code makes you 
feel like either a crook or a sucker? 
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We have to stop this nonsense, sim-

plify the Code, and reduce the rates in 
the process to make us more competi-
tive vis a vis our international com-
petitors. That’s what we’re doing in the 
Ways and Means Committee, and I in-
vite our Democrat colleagues to help. I 
actually see a lot of room for common 
ground here, and I hope that they will 
join us in this exercise. 

Mrs. ROBY. To the gentleman from 
Indiana, we appreciate the hard work 
that you’re doing on the Ways and 
Means Committee. All of us here look 
forward to helping making life work 
for American families through a sim-
pler, flatter, fairer Tax Code that does 
just that. 

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. And not 
making them feel like crooks and 
suckers, right? I mean, that’s part of 
what we’re here to talk about tonight. 
I think the gentlelady may have some 
comments on that. 

Mrs. WAGNER. Absolutely. We’re all 
reminded, with tax day having just 
passed, that we do need a Tax Code 
that is fairer, that is simpler, that we 
don’t have to hire accountants and 
lawyers and go through thousands of 
pages of code in order to comply with 
the law. 

We must remain competitive in soci-
ety. We must cut through the red tape. 
Whether it’s lowering tax rates for 
hardworking Americans and businesses 
and job creators or whether it has to do 
with cutting through overregulation— 
which is running rampant through our 
government—we’ve got to do things 
that cut waste and not workers. That’s 
why making life work for Americans is 
so very important. 

Balancing our budget, living within 
our means, I will tell you every family, 
every hardworking middle class family 
in the Second District is working hard 
to figure out how to make those tennis 
shoes last another 6 months. The dish-
washer may be broken; but you know 
what, they’ll wash them in the sink 
until they’ve got the money to pay for 
it. 

There are private sector job creators, 
there are working families everywhere, 
there are State governments that are 
living within their budget, living with-
in their means. It’s time that the Fed-
eral Government balances their budget 
and lives within their means. Only the 
House budget balances within a 10-year 
period of time and cuts the kind of 
waste that needs to be cut instead of 
cutting workers and making sure that 
the American Dream is available for 
all Americans. 

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. I think 
this is one of the challenges we’re fac-
ing is all Americans are looking at 
Congress saying why is it that we’re 
sending all this money to Washington, 
D.C. Why are we having to live within 
our means and the Federal Government 
doesn’t. In fact, what they see is the 
Federal Government cutting direct 
services, whether it’s to military fami-
lies, whether it’s services in airports, 
whether it’s security at parks. They’re 
not cutting fat. 

See, this is what’s frustrating to me; 
the IRS operates a 24/7 satellite TV 
studio in their building. Across the 
street from the IRS, the EPA operates 
its own 24/7 satellite studio to the tune 
of $4 million a year. Rather than 
maybe combine those two or share that 
one studio and save the taxpayer dol-
lars, it seems like the administration 
is cutting those services that Ameri-
cans expect and have already paid for. 
It’s really time that the Federal Gov-
ernment learn to live within its means 
because it’s going to help us grow jobs. 

Mrs. ROBY. I just want to remind 
you, Mr. Speaker, that tonight we are 
grateful to be on the floor talking 
about making life work. Mr. Speaker, 
one of the ways that we’re doing that 
tonight is engaging our constituents 
through #makinglifework. We want to 
hear, as we continue through this dis-
cussion, from the people from Mis-
souri’s Second District or Alabama’s 
Second District or the other districts 
represented in this room, Mr. Speaker. 
We want to hear from those folks as we 
continue this conversation tonight 
about how to make life work on behalf 
of Americans. 

As I’ve talked about on several occa-
sions tonight, the Working Families 
Flexibility Act, which will be on the 
floor for a vote in 2 weeks, is about a 
voluntary agreement between an em-
ployer and an employee, only at the op-
tion of the employee, in the private 
sector—which is currently not legal, 
and the private sector removing this 
regulation so that employee has the 
opportunity to say, you know what, 
time is more precious than money. As 
a working mother with two small kids, 
I get that. I get that and I can relate to 
that. 

This bill is about allowing in the pri-
vate sector that employer and that em-
ployee to come to an agreement and 
that employee exercising their right to 
say I’d rather have comp time, paid 
time off, than overtime payments and 
cash payments. 

b 2050 
So we’re talking about not just 

through tax reform or energy or health 
care—all of these things that have been 
discussed tonight—we’re talking about 
how do we make life just a little bit 
easier for hardworking tax-paying 
Americans? They sit around their 
kitchen tables, balance their budgets, 
live within their means, and the Fed-
eral Government, quite frankly, 
doesn’t do that, and we should be held 
to that same standard. 

Mr. GARDNER. One of the things 
that I hear constantly from people 
around my district and around the 
country about Making Life Work is, 
what we are doing to get credit to busi-
nesses who are hoping to expand and 
the challenges that they may face. I 
just, in fact, heard this through some 
comments on #makinglifework, people 
responding to the conversation that we 
were having, worried about credit 
issues, worried about what’s happened 
to their small businesses. 

I’ve introduced legislation that 
would create a small business savings 
account to make sure that we can 
incentivize people to save money and 
to put it directly into job creation so 
that they will be able to save and have 
some benefit for that savings by actu-
ally not paying a tax on the gain when 
they invest it into a savings account or 
some other kind of savings or invest-
ment vehicle. But it’s a way to save 
money and put it directly into job cre-
ation. 

Other people have contacted us about 
regulations. You mentioned regula-
tions. And I think it goes back again to 
that very issue of fairness, of what we 
are doing to look out for people who 
don’t have a voice and to look out— 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Sorry for in-
terrupting there, but you struck a 
chord when you said ‘‘regulations.’’ 

We know what the American people 
want. They want fewer hassles, fewer 
burdens, fewer mandates from on high. 
They want more flexibility, more walk-
ing around cash, they want more 
choices, they want more hope for them-
selves and their children and grand-
children. 

With respect to regulatory reform, 
this impacts daily lives in a very big 
way. We typically hear about it in the 
context of how it’s going to hurt your 
corporations or sometimes your small 
businesses. I happen to represent a dis-
trict with a lot of rural areas in it. Not 
a week goes by that I don’t hear a 
farmer complaining about some of the 
regulations in the pipe. 

We’ve had recent attempts by our 
Federal Government to try and regu-
late milk spills like oil spills, and to 
regulate the dust that comes across 
fields in rural areas. 

Mrs. ROBY. My farmers in Alabama 
are very, very familiar with all those 
regulations. We’ve worked hard 
through the Committee on Agriculture 
to do all that we can to remove that 
heavy hand of the Federal Government. 
Our farmers just want to farm. 

Let me tell you, when we talk about 
national security, the day that our 
farmers in the United States of Amer-
ica can’t feed, not just the world, but 
can’t feed America, do you want to 
talk about a national security inter-
est? Those are great examples of how 
we can remove those regulatory bur-
dens. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. And how we 
can make life work for our regular 
American families, our American 
workers, and even our companies, be-
cause, after all, this is where most of 
my constituents are employed—some-
times large companies, sometimes 
small companies. 

With respect to regulations, we have 
tried a Whack-A-Mole approach going 
back a number of years here, where we 
do our best with respect to oversight. 
Sometimes we do better than others. 
And we try to prevent certain execu-
tive departments from actually imple-
menting a given regulation, or we 
change the law so that the regulation 
can’t move forward. That’s hard to do. 
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But I think we need to be thinking 

ambitiously here about changing the 
entire regulatory system. I introduced 
earlier this year a bill that was origi-
nally authored by Geoff Davis, a Re-
publican from Kentucky, called the 
REINS Act. What the REINS Act does 
is it establishes a $100 million thresh-
old. So every time, say, the EPA or 
OSHA puts forward a rule or regulation 
that is determined will have $100 mil-
lion or more in economic impact on our 
multitrillion-dollar economy, that rule 
or regulation has to go before Congress 
for an up-or-down vote. 

Now, what effect would this have? Of 
course, this would slow down the regu-
latory process, which is good. Wash-
ington needs to deliberate before it 
acts, right? We can still regulate. 
There’s a role for smart regulation, but 
we need to deliberate before we act. 

But, perhaps, most importantly, in 
the end, if we pass the REINS Act, this 
would allow our constituents to blame 
us for these painful and costly regula-
tions, rather than unelected, unac-
countable bureaucrats. We want to be 
accountable. 

Mrs. WAGNER. Absolutely. And I 
will tell you, it puts the job back in the 
people’s House—we, the people. This is 
not governance by fiat. We were sent 
here by our districts across the coun-
try to pass commonsense legislation 
and to get the government off the 
backs and out of the way of hard-
working Americans across this coun-
try. And, truthfully, the overregula-
tion, the overburden, on business and 
industry is passed along to everyone 
across America. Every worker, every 
family is paying the cost of this over-
regulatory burden. Whether it’s the 
debt and deficit, whether it’s tax re-
form, whether it’s flexibility for fami-
lies, whether it’s living within our 
means, I’m finished with mortgaging 
our children’s future. 

And I agree with the gentlewoman 
from Washington. I’m tired of mort-
gaging today. It’s not just about the fu-
ture, it’s about mortgaging what’s hap-
pening right now. 

Mr. GARDNER. I’m hearing from 
people who just want more independ-
ence, they want more say over their 
own lives. This isn’t a top-down gov-
ernment approach, this is a bottom-up 
people approach, what we can do with 
technology to make sure that we’re al-
lowing innovation to occur and econo-
mies to grow. 

Mrs. ROBY. We’ve sat on this floor 
for the past couple of years, and glad to 
have our new colleague join us tonight, 
but we’ve all given examples, and one 
of my favorite examples, although it’s 
not funny, it’s real, is the owner of a 
construction company that came to 
one of my NFIB roundtable discussions 
back in my district during a district 
workweek. Let me just give you this as 
an example. He said, The regulator 
drives by my job site and there was a 
ladder propped up against the eave. 
Let’s say the guy stood to make an $800 
profit off of this construction job. His 

workers have been going up and down 
the ladder all day safely. And the regu-
lator on his way home from his job 
slows down, because it happened to be 
on his street, and he says, That ladder 
does not meet regulation. This guy 
gets slapped with like an $8,000 fine on 
a job that he only stood to make an 
$800 profit on. That is not making life 
work. 

This administration and our col-
leagues in the Senate have got to wake 
up to what we’re doing strangling 
small businesses. But, again, it’s not 
just about the employer. I think we’ve 
got to remember and remind ourselves 
that it’s not just about the employer 
that creates the jobs. We get that and 
we applaud that. We want to make it 
as easy for people to create jobs as we 
can in this country because that’s in-
novation and that’s what this country 
is about, but it’s also about that hard-
working employee. And we’ve got to re-
member that clearing this regulatory 
environment, it helps that American 
family, it helps that American family 
when they’re sitting around their din-
ner table and they’re trying to make 
life work. 

Again, real quick, we’ve got a few 
more minutes, I just want to remind, 
Mr. Speaker, tonight, we are hoping to 
receive input from our constituents at 
#makinglifework. Throughout our con-
versation tonight we’ve been hearing 
from folks that have been reminding us 
of issues that are important to them. 
And I think this is, Mr. Speaker, a very 
unique opportunity to have this con-
versation. 

Mrs. WAGNER. We thank the gentle-
lady from Alabama for putting the Spe-
cial Order together, for really caring 
about all Americans and about what’s 
important to them, as you said, sitting 
around the kitchen table. It’s about 
making life work. And at the end of the 
day, that’s what government ought to 
be doing—getting out of the way, off 
their backs, working for the people, 
not against them. 

Mr. GARDNER. And I hope that to-
night’s conversation will continue; 
that it’s not just an hour before the 
House of Representatives. But this is a 
conversation that people will be able to 
talk about and continue. And that the 
feedback that they provide through 
#makinglifework will continue to come 
to us to talk about ways and ideas that 
we can truly move this country for-
ward. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, thank you for 
the opportunity to do this as we talk 
about these ideas. We’ve mentioned 
several of them here as feedback has 
rolled in from around the country. 

Mrs. ROBY. One of the things we 
haven’t really spent time on—and the 
gentlelady from Washington wants to 
talk about—is health care and things 
that we are doing to make sure that 
American families have the access. I 
think we can all agree that we want 
health care to be more affordable and 
more accessible by all Americans, but 
as we move closer and closer to the full 

implementation of ObamaCare in 2014, 
we’re finding that that doesn’t work. 

b 2100 
Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. We’re 

starting to hear from some of the folks 
we serve in our districts and in our 
States that folks with serious pre-
existing conditions are being turned 
away from a high-risk pool that was 
promised. 

Mrs. ROBY. Didn’t the President, 
himself, promise that those individuals 
would receive that care? 

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. It was the 
promise. I mean, that was part of the 
big promotion of the health care bill 
that the President passed: that, if we 
do this, no one will ever be turned 
away with a preexisting condition. Yet 
today, right now, people with serious 
preexisting conditions are being told, 
basically, by the Obama administra-
tion, sorry, we didn’t plan for you. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I understand 
that the money that Republicans 
would propose to spend to address this 
issue within the Obama structure is 
money the administration would in-
stead like to spend for advertising—ad-
vertising the exchanges, advertising 
how the Affordable Care Act is actually 
going to work. 

Mrs. WAGNER. And this is key. This 
is about the Helping Sick Americans 
Now Act. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. That’s right. 
Mrs. WAGNER. There are tens of 

thousands of Americans who have been 
turned away who are suffering and sick 
and ill with preexisting conditions, and 
I hope we’re going to address this to-
morrow. 

Do you know what we’re going to do? 
We are going to defund this preventa-

tive care act—this slush fund in the Af-
fordable Care Act—that has been going 
for everything from paths and bike 
paths and advertising campaigns and 
spaying and neutering dogs. Instead, 
we’re going to defund it. We’re going to 
pay down about $8 billion on the def-
icit, and we’re going to move money 
into these high-risk pools, which are 
run by the States, that are going to ac-
tually take care of sick Americans. 

Mrs. ROBY. We look forward to that 
debate in the next 2 days. 

We are closing in on the end of our 
hour, but we have just been joined by 
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
GRIFFIN). As you know, tonight, we are 
talking about this #makinglifework for 
American families. 

So I want you to jump in, but we do 
have, just as a reminder, about 2 min-
utes tops. 

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. This looks 
like a welcome addition. Before he 
steps to the microphone there, he’s 
going to tell us where all the money is 
going, how bad our debt is, and maybe 
how that’s crowding out future invest-
ment in our children and grand-
children. 

Is that right, TIM? 
Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I appre-

ciate that transition. Thank you very 
much. 
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What I’m concerned about is because 

we haven’t gotten our fiscal house in 
order, we are not able to invest in a lot 
of things, like medical research and 
roads and education, the way we need 
to in order to be prepared for the fu-
ture. I’ve got a 3-year-old and a 5-year- 
old, and I want their America to be as 
good as the one that I grew up in. To do 
that, we have to invest in these things. 

So I call this the ‘‘PAC-MAN prob-
lem’’ because nearly two-thirds of our 
Federal budget is on autopilot. It’s 
mandatory spending. Medicare, Med-
icaid, Social Security, and interest 
make up that mandatory spending; and 
this is money that’s basically spent 
without congressional approval be-
cause it’s written into the law. Unless 
we save and strengthen those programs 
represented by the yellow here, then 
they’re going to go bankrupt; and 
they’re going to crowd out the invest-
ments that we need to make that will 
help families and help grow our econ-
omy. Basically, PAC-MAN eventually 
will swallow all the investments up; 
and when it does, all the spending for 
medical research, scientific develop-
ment, and all of these other things will 
go away. So we’ve got to get that under 
control for our families. 

Mrs. ROBY. We do. I thank the gen-
tleman from Arkansas. I know you ran 
over here to join us tonight. I thank all 
of those States and districts that are 
represented here tonight. 

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

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1549, HELPING SICK AMERI-
CANS NOW ACT 

Mr. BURGESS (during the Special 
Order of Mrs. ROBY), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 113–46) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 175) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1549) to 
amend Public Law 111–148 to transfer 
fiscal year 2013 through fiscal year 2016 
funds from the Prevention and Public 
Health Fund to carry out the tem-
porary high risk health insurance pool 
program for individuals with pre-
existing conditions, and to extend ac-
cess to such program to such individ-
uals who have had creditable coverage 
during the 6 months prior to applica-
tion for coverage through such pro-
gram, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

RADICAL ISLAM AND THE ‘‘T’’ 
WORD 

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I must say how proud I am of the 
Members of Congress from the class 
that came in 2 years ago and of those 

who are coming in now. It’s an honor 
to serve with folks who care so much 
about the country and where we’re 
going; but to know where we’re going, 
it’s important to know where we’ve 
been. 

Of course, over the last week or so, 
we have endured terrible heartache be-
cause it wasn’t just Boston that was 
attacked, and it wasn’t just the little 
town of West, Texas, that lost so many 
people. E pluribus unum—‘‘out of 
many, one.’’ When tragedy strikes, we 
come together as one people to mourn. 
That has been true in the past. That’s 
why it’s so heartbreaking when Ameri-
cans note that some gloat when other 
Americans are killed. Thank goodness 
it’s such a rare thing. But with the 
tragedies in Boston and with the horror 
of the explosion and fire down in West, 
down in BILL FLORES’ district, we will 
continue to pray for those who are en-
during such suffering, for those who 
have lost loved ones. There is no easy 
way to lose a loved one. Everyone in 
America has either lost a loved one or 
will; and when it happens, it allows you 
to empathize and sympathize so much 
more easily with those who have lost 
loved ones. So we grieve; we mourn. 

An important after-tragedy aspect 
for those who are in government is to 
make sure that we figure out exactly 
what went wrong so that Americans 
are spared this tragedy in the future. A 
former Secretary of State once asked 
in the aftermath of a tragedy, which 
she was overseeing in the department, 
what difference does it make? Having 
had Embassies attacked before—and 
yet this consulate in Benghazi was not 
adequately protected—it raises very se-
rious issues, and the answer should be 
very clear when the question is: What 
difference does it make? 

It makes a difference in not having 
to console those who have lost and 
mourned with those who have lost and 
consoled and help those who are trying 
to heal. It means all of that suffering 
doesn’t happen if we find the mistakes 
and make sure they are not replicated 
in the future. 

It was difficult—and it continues to 
be difficult—to get information out of 
the State Department, out of Home-
land Security in having questioned the 
Secretary of Homeland Security myself 
and finding that she couldn’t even an-
swer how many members of the Muslim 
Brotherhood were part of her closest 
advisory council, the Homeland Secu-
rity Advisory Council, or what back-
grounds people had that would indicate 
ties to the Muslim Brotherhood within 
her Countering Violent Extremism 
Working Group. It’s called the Coun-
tering Violent Extremism Working 
Group because, heaven forbid, we 
should offend anyone who is trying to 
kill us and wants to destroy our way of 
life. 

It’s also interesting as we dig into 
the situation—I mean, I’ve been ham-
mered in the last week and accused of 
being an intolerant racist simply be-
cause people did not know the facts 

when they leveled such allegations, but 
I don’t expect any apologies as they 
find out the truth that, yes, there have 
been radical Islamists who have been 
known to have changed their Islamic 
surnames to Hispanic-sounding names 
and to have falsified their identifica-
tion documents so they would appear 
to be Hispanic and then make their 
way across our southern border. 

b 2110 

There is nothing racist in that. In 
fact, it actually can be construed as a 
compliment because these people knew 
that radical Islamists were not wanted 
in this country and that in this coun-
try most of us are greatly appreciative 
of the heritage that Hispanics bring. 

As I’ve said many times, I think 
something that has been a 
foundational part of making America 
great has been, generally speaking— 
with a hat tipped to atheists and all 
the other religions in America—tradi-
tionally there was a faith in God, there 
was a devotion to family and there was 
a hard work ethic. And generally 
speaking, that’s what I see more than 
any other things in the Hispanic cul-
ture. I’m hoping that culture will help 
revive those aspects in our American 
culture. So it’s certainly not intended 
as a snub, and, in fact, it is just stating 
a fact. This is something that’s oc-
curred. But it’s always apparently a 
fun game for liberals to preach about 
tolerance and then be the most intoler-
ant people in the country when it 
comes to conservatives or conservative 
Christians. 

Jesus told us 2,000 years ago, You’ll 
suffer for my sake. I didn’t suffer as a 
Christian growing up, but some are all 
too willing to oblige nowadays to make 
sure that Christians do suffer, that 
they are persecuted, that they are con-
demned for their religious beliefs; and 
they go after Christians in a way that 
they would never seek to condemn even 
radical Islamists. 

But I hope that out of the disaster 
and the heartbreak and the harm and 
damage that came not just to Boston, 
Massachusetts, but to a central heart-
beat of America and Boston, which is 
such an important and integral part of 
America—we all got hit on 9/11. We got 
hit as Americans when our consulate 
was hit and four Americans were killed 
in Libya. We got hit when rebels took 
the weapons that this administration 
helped provide and killed Americans in 
Algeria. 

We all take a hit when there are mis-
takes in judgment, mistakes in judg-
ment like helping bomb Qadhafi, even 
though this administration had agree-
ments with him. He was providing intel 
on radical Islamic terrorists. Well, that 
source is gone now. And this adminis-
tration, despite being warned by many 
of us that, Look, we know there are al 
Qaeda that are actually embedded in 
the revolutionaries; don’t help until we 
know who we’re helping, but this ad-
ministration made clear it didn’t need 
congressional approval and it did not 
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