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there, but Congress needed to work together
on a bipartisan basis to solve those problems.
In this era of partisanship, it was always re-
freshing to have Senator Lautenberg there to
bridge gaps and get things done.

Over the years | had the pleasure of work-
ing with him on a number of critical issues that
helped people in New Jersey and across the
country. For example, when | first came to
Congress in 1988, Senator Lautenberg and |
worked together to close ocean dumping sites
off the Jersey coast so the water millions of
people swim in would be cleaner.

We also worked together on Superfund and
Brownfields issues. The Senator always fought
to ensure that polluters, and not taxpayers,
would foot the bill when it came to cleaning up
toxic waste sites in New Jersey. Through his
advocacy, numerous toxic sites in New Jersey
have been cleaned up and redeveloped, cre-
ating jobs and cleaning the environment.

| always admired Senator Lautenberg’s
commitment to helping ’the little guy’ and the
way he fought to make sure all Americans
were on an equal ground to work toward the
kind of success he achieved in his life. | par-
ticularly respected his tireless efforts to im-
prove the safety and security of all Americans
by working to end gun violence. | was proud
to stand with him in that effort and supported
his initiative to keep our communities safe.

| enjoyed working with him to provide health
care for 9/11 first responders. We both worked
hard to pass the James Zadroga 9/11 Health
and Compensation Act of 2010, which pays
for the monitoring and treatment of health con-
ditions that resulted from the 9/11 World Trade
Center attacks for first responders and com-
munity residents.

And most recently, he worked tirelessly to
advocate for rebuilding our state after the dev-
astation of Superstorm Sandy. He fought hard
to make sure New Jersey got the disaster re-
lief funding it deserved so that we could re-
build and recover. He was able to accomplish
all of these things because of the hard work
that he put into everything he did.

Like all New Jerseyans, | am grateful for
Senator Lautenberg’s service to our state and
our nation. | will miss him dearly and will do
my best to continue working on the issues that
were so important to both of us.

————
THE AMERICAN DREAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker,
thank you for the opportunity to spend
a few moments this evening talking
about things that are on my mind, and
I suspect on the mind of the American
public. There’s certainly a lot of news
recently about collecting data on
American citizens. Having attended a
conference this afternoon, I can tell
you that I think the great majority of
the 435 Members of this House share
the deep concern of the American pub-
lic about our civil liberties perhaps
being taken away from us in the proc-
ess of data collection. I would expect
that this House of Representatives and
a couple of our committees, the Judici-
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ary and the Intelligence Committees,
will be spending time over the next few
weeks going into this in great detail
trying to assess whether we all made a
mistake when we voted for the various
laws that have allowed the National
Security Agency and the other agen-
cies to collect data on all of our phone
calls and more. I would hope that’s the
case.

We need to know exactly what’s hap-
pening, how it has happened and what
impact it may have on our civil lib-
erties. One of the most precious things
given to us in the Bill of Rights is that
freedom, freedom from an oppressive
government. So we’ll see what happens
here. For my own part, I want those
hearings to take place right away. I
have great concerns about all of this,
and we’ll see how it all plays out.

As to people stealing secrets, yes,
that’s against the law and there ought
to be a punishment, and I suspect they
will very quickly find that punishment
available for those have who have sto-
len these pieces of information.

Now, moving on, I wanted to talk
this evening about the American
Dream. I think it was probably best
put forth by President Clinton, al-
though down through the ages and for
generations and generations, the dream
has been pretty much the same. But
since he has the most recent quote that
I could find on this, I think I'll just use
it. He said:

If you work hard and play by the rules,
you’ll have the freedom and opportunity to
pursue your own dreams and leave your Kids
a country where they can chase theirs.

I like that. In fact, I like President
Clinton and the way in which he was
able to articulate some of our most
fundamental values. In this case, he so
very well laid out the essence of the
American Dream: if you work hard and
you play by the rules, then you ought
to be able to have a good life in Amer-
ica. You ought to be able to see
progress for yourself and for your fami-
lies.

This issue was brought to my atten-
tion at a recent town hall that I had in
my district. A gentleman in the town
hall, not a Tea Party, not a liberal or
whatever, he just said:

I've got a question for you, Congressman.
I've got two kids. My wife and I both work,
and we’ve worked all our lives. I'm in my
mid- to late forties now, and I have to tell
you, we’re not getting ahead. We still have
those student debts from our children. We
still have our home, but it’s a modest home,
we don’t own a big boat, or any boat for that
matter. We just can’t seem to get ahead.
What’s happened? What’s happened to the
American Dream?

I went on to cite a few things that I
thought were the essential elements of
that. I want to cover some of those to-
night. This is not going to be an ex-
haustive description of the issue. I
want to save that or come to that in
subsequent Special Order hours that
my colleagues and I will take up in the
coming weeks. But just a couple of
things that came across over the last
weekend that I think really exemplify
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some of this. The ideal: education is
open to everyone. In America, everyone
can get a great public education. The
reality is different. In 2007, one-half of
the children from the wealthiest house-
holds completed their college edu-
cation. Only 9 percent of the children
from low-income families completed
their college education. That’s a gap
that has never been wider since 1989. So
with regard to that ladder of success,
education, if you happen to be poor or
in the lower income, chances of your
completing your college education is
one out of ten.

How about being able to have free-
dom from want, one of the four free-
doms that Franklin Delano Roosevelt
so beautifully articulated during the
Great Depression? But as a result of
the Great Recession in 2010, a total of
46.2 million Americans were below the
poverty line. That was the highest
number in 52 years. And as best I could
find more recently—the last 2 years—
that number has not really changed
very much. So we’re looking at 46 mil-
lion Americans that are living below
the poverty line. So freedom from want
may not be readily available to a very,
very large percentage of Americans.

How about the land of opportunity?
We all believe America is the land of
opportunity. Well, not really. On aver-
age, it takes five to six generations,
five to six generations, that’s 125 to 150
years, for a child from a poor back-
ground to rise to the middle class—not
to the upper class; to the middle class.
I looked at that, and I said, clearly,
that has to be an inaccurate analysis.
But it’s not. So for a child from a poor
background—that’s those 46 million
Americans in poverty—they could wait
five to six generations on average—
that’s not everybody, obviously some
will do it faster, and others won’t do it
at all—to get to the middle class.

That is interesting, sad and chal-
lenging for us.

Income inequality, this is what some
people like to call—well, I won’t use
that right now. But income inequality,
you work hard and you do okay. I
think that’s what President Clinton
said, if you work hard and play by the
rules. Hmm. Really? The United States
ranks 93rd in the world on income

equality, behind Great Britain, Aus-
tralia—and here’s one that caught my
attention, Nigeria, Argentina, and
Japan.

O 1940

What income inequality means is the
distribution of wealth within the econ-
omy. When you have income inequal-
ity, the share of the pie that is avail-
able to the wealthy is significantly
greater than the share of the pie to the
great mass of the population. That’s
income inequality.

Fascinating statistics. Statistics are
kind of the basis for many of our argu-
ments. There are many more statistics
along this line that we ought to be pay-
ing attention to. Over the next couple
of weeks, we are going to be speaking
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to these as we pursue the reality of the
American Dream and what we can do
to rebuild the American Dream.

A couple of notions that I have right
at the outset that I'd like to share as
we go through this shortened 1 hour:
first of all, the American Dream very
much depends upon a job. If you don’t
have a job—and we’ve got maybe some
12 million Americans that don’t. They
would like to work, but in some cases
they’ve given up and in other cases
they simply haven’t been able to find a
job. So you’ve got to have a job.

There are ways that we can create
jobs in this Nation. Certainly, we de-
pend upon the private sector; but down
through the decades of this democracy,
beginning with our very first Presi-
dent, there has been a common bond, if
you will, a partnership between the
government and the private sector in
creating jobs.

In his very first days in office,
George Washington asked Alexander
Hamilton, his Treasury Secretary, to
develop a program, policy on manufac-
turers, which is another word for man-
ufacturing. Alexander Hamilton came
back, I guess, a couple of months later
with a report on manufacturers—very,
very interesting and instructive to us
today in that our very first President
and very first Treasury Secretary said
that the Federal Government has a sig-
nificant role in developing the econ-
omy, manufacturing. We did then, and
we do today.

Alexander Hamilton said: George
Washington, here’s what we need to do.
We need to use the purchasing power of
the government, that is, the tax money
that’s spent by the government, to buy
American-made goods and services.
Now, there’s a good idea. We’ve had the
Buy in America policy in the United
States for many, many years all often
ignored by the various agencies that
are supposed to oversee the purchasing.
Right now we have a problem with the
military that is supposed to go green
to develop alternative power sources
that they can depend upon if the grid
goes down.

However, they’re routinely ignoring
the Buy America requirements that
the law has because they’re purchasing
these massive solar arrays as though
they are available in Home Depot. I
don’t think so. But, nonetheless, it’s an
example of how the various arms of the
U.S. Government in one way or an-
other ignore the purchasing require-
ment of Buy America—literally using
our tax money to buy American-made
goods and services to employ Ameri-
cans.

It turns out that this is part of what
I like to call the Make It in America
agenda, a series of proposals that my
Democratic colleagues and I are put-
ting forth to build the American manu-
facturing sector. For example, the De-
partment of Defense obeying the law
and buying American-made solar pan-
els for those large arrays that they are
putting up on various military bases or
the private sector is putting up for the
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military. Buy America, Make It in
America, use our tax money to buy
American-made equipment. By the
way, I've got a bill that I have intro-
duced on this for the last to 2 years
now that simply increases that pur-
chasing content to 85 percent.

I didn’t have time to bring up an-
other photo, but I'll tell you about it.
In the American Recovery Act—other-
wise known as the stimulus bill—there
was a provision for Amtrak to have
$480 billion to purchase new, advanced,
efficient locomotives for the Northeast
Corridor. These would be electric-
power locomotives—I think 7,000 horse-
power machines. Somebody—and I'm
not sure who it was—wrote into that
requirement that these had to be 100
percent American-made. Now, nobody
in America was making 100 percent
American locomotives; in fact, very
few locomotives were made in America
anyway.

But, nonetheless, contractors, manu-
facturers of locomotives said, half a
billion dollars, hmm, have to be made
in America. So a German company—
one of the largest manufacturing com-
panies in the world—said, oh, we could
do that. So in Sacramento, California,
just outside the edge of my district,
Siemens—who already had a factory
manufacturing light rail cars and
streetcars—said, hmm, let’s expand
this factory, and we’re going to build
one hundred percent American-made
locomotives.

Three weeks ago, the first of those 70
locomotives rolled onto America’s rail
tracks—now being tested in Colorado,
shake-down crews. We can look forward
to thousands of jobs in America as a re-
sult of that—200 specifically at that
new manufacturing plant in Sac-
ramento; and then the supply chain, all
the people that are supplying those
American-made parts to that loco-
motive are going to have jobs. Now,
that’s a good thing. That’s part of our
Make It in America agenda. And here’s
back to the first point: those jobs are
middle class jobs.

One of the fellows I met at that cere-
mony when this locomotive was rolled
onto the tracks was telling me about
himself. He was about, I don’t know,
maybe 35, 37 years old. I asked him,
How long have you been here? He said,
I've been here 5, 6 years. I said, Really?
What are you doing? He said, Well,
that’s my train; I built that train,
along with my coworkers. I was respon-
sible for building that train. I said,
Wow, you must have a lot of experi-
ence. He said, No, 5 or 6 years. I said, 5
or 6 years and you know how to build
that? He said, Yeah, I was trained by
the Germans, who came over here and
helped us understand how to build it,
but now I’m responsible.

I said, What did you do before this?
He said, Well, I finished high school
and messed around for a while and
wasn’t going anywhere, so I hired on
here at the lowest-paying job.

He is now firmly in the middle class,
taking pride in his work, taking pride
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in building it in America. That’s a les-
son for us here in Congress. We really
ought to take that lesson and put it
into law, into a law that says we’re
going to use our taxpayers’ money to
purchase American-made goods and
equipment.

Think about the infrastructure in
America, and let me give you an exam-
ple. It’s kind of interesting when you
have a long airport flight like I did
today from Sacramento to Washington
to read the newspaper. Occasionally,
you can find some interesting things in
the newspapers. Oh, here it is, yes.
California could use $44.5 billion to fix
an aging water system over the next
two decades, according to a Federal
survey by the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. Oh, that’s California. We
have the greatest need, $44.5 billion.
And Texas, who likes to think it’s
going to be bigger than California—
maybe in size, but certainly not better,
with apologies to my Texas col-
leagues—$34 billion; New York, $22 bil-
lion. And that doesn’t include repairing
from Sandy.

It turns out that these are repairs to
investments that were made by our fa-
thers and mothers and grandfathers
and their fathers and mothers. So these
are water systems that have been built
over the last—in California, over the
last maybe 120, 130 years; in New York,
it probably goes back a couple hundred
years. These are water systems that
were investments by previous genera-
tions that we have been living on, lit-
erally consuming these investments,
and not repairing and replacing and up-
grading. Shame on us. It’s as though
you go to the supermarket once a year
and you fill your pantry and freezer
and refrigerator with all the food and
you simply sit there and you consume
and you consume. Eventually, the re-
frigerator is empty, the pantry is
empty, and you go really hungry.
That’s what we’ve been doing here in
America. We have been consuming the
investments of previous generations.
Here we are with this new report that’s
out for my State, California, $44.5 bil-
lion; for Texas, $34 billion; and for New
York, $22 billion, just for the water
systems.
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That doesn’t include sanitation sys-
tems. That doesn’t include the road
systems, bridges, highways.

We’re living off the investments that
were made by previous generations,
and we can see the result of that. We’ve
had bridge collapses recently. Hello? I-
5, Washington State, we had bridge col-
lapses. Anybody been on the inter-
states and notice the disrepair? I have,
and I suspect most Americans have.

So we’re going to have to once again
invest in our basic infrastructure. And
when we do, do you know what hap-
pens? Americans go back to work in
middle class jobs. So that perhaps that
average American that will never in
five generations get out of the bottom
poverty level can jump up into the
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middle class by getting one of those
solid construction jobs, which across
America are middle class jobs.

We have enormous needs. And, by the
way, we’re going to have to pay for it.
I remember when I was in college buy-
ing gasoline at about 19 cents a gallon,
20 cents a gallon. That was a long time
ago in the 1960s. And one day I was out
buying gas—I don’t know, I had some
time because my car was empty and it
was slow to fill—and I looked at the
sticker on the pump and it said, 12
cents of that 18 cents was tax, an ex-
cise tax, State and Federal. So two-
thirds of the total cost of that gasoline
at that time, and that was in 1964, was
for taxes. Oh, my goodness. Oh, my
goodness.

Is the American public aware that
it’s been since 1990 since the excise tax
on gasoline has been raised? It’s about
182 cents on gasoline, a little higher
for diesel. What is the cost of gasoline
in the United States today? $3.50, aver-
age? Do you want to do that mathe-
matics? It’s not two-thirds, not at all.
So you wonder, where’s the money for
investments?

We have decided to consume the in-
vestments that were made in the ’60s
when the general public—at least in
California—was willing to pay two-
thirds of the cost of a gallon of gaso-
line in taxes. So today we consume,
and we pay the price: we pay the price
in congestion; we pay the price in safe-
ty; and we pay the price in jobs.

This is something we’re going to
have to consider here in Congress.
We’re going to have to look at our-
selves and we’re going to have to take
up our courage and say: What are we
doing here? Are we going to be con-
sumers or are we going to be investors?
Are we going to consume the invest-
ment of our fathers and mothers or are
we going to invest in that infrastruc-
ture so that our children can have the
kind of modern, necessary infrastruc-
ture that they need upon which their
economy will grow?

We’re going to have to deal with this
because the Surface Transportation
Act has to be renewed this session of
Congress. Not likely to occur this year,
but before we end our work in January
of 2015, we must deal with this issue.
And so the American Dream, if you
work hard and you play by the rules,
you will have the freedom and oppor-
tunity to pursue your own dreams and
leave your kids—and leave your kids—
a country where they can chase theirs.

Let’s just say this is the opening of
what I hope will be many sessions in
the evening—or following our session
in the afternoon or evening—in which
we engage in a discussion on the Amer-
ican Dream, a discussion about really
the future of America, a discussion
that—I see one of my colleagues has
decided to join us this evening.

Welcome. Share with us your
thoughts. We’re pursuing infrastruc-
ture and the American Dream, jobs,
how we can deal with creating opportu-
nities in America.
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I want to thank
the gentleman from California for
being consistent in coming down to the
House floor and always making sure
that the issues of the day are brought
to the American people, but also trying
to persuade the House of Representa-
tives to move in a direction that, quite
frankly, the case continues to be made
for these investments that you talk
about with regard to infrastructure.

Now, this to me seems like a very
simple proposition. There was a great
article today—I think it was today or
yesterday—by Ezra Klein talking about
we’ve got to get away from the deficit
hock issue into the infrastructure hock
issue. And I want to join the infra-
structure hock caucus, if there is one
here. But this simply articulates a po-
sition that I've held from before the
American Recovery Act—and still hold
here today—that we have projects in
the United States that need to get
done, that need to get built. Bridges,
roads, airports, ports, all across the
country, rail, all across the country,
investments that need to be made,
combined sewer systems, all over the
United States of America, that need to
get done at some point.

And what I like about what Mr. Klein
said is that we’re talking about what
we’re leaving to the next generation.
Now, at some point, they’re going to be
left some deficit. We have an obliga-
tion here in Congress to make policies
that are going to make investments to
reduce that deficit. In some instances,
that means balancing the budget. Over
the long term, we’re all in agreement
that that is a moral issue for us not to
leave that huge deficit for our children
and our grandchildren.

But there are also deficits in other
ways that we could leave our children,
and that’s if we have infrastructure all
over the United States that needs fixed
and we don’t fix it, that is a deficit
that we are leaving to our children and
our grandchildren. That road needs
fixed, that bridge needs fixed, that
sewer system needs upgraded, the rail
system needs upgraded. So if we don’t
make the investment now, someone is
going to have to make it down the line.
And the argument we’re making is that
maybe some money will have to be bor-
rowed today in order to do that project
or do all of these projects.

The value of doing it today is two-
fold: One, the money we’re borrowing
today is almost 1 percent in interest, if
not less. So we’re borrowing money
with a very, very, very, very small in-
terest payment to get the job done for
a project that’s going to have to get
done anyway. Now, b years from now,
10 years from now, the project is prob-
ably going to need more work, health
care costs are going to be higher, en-
ergy costs are going to be higher, labor
costs are going to be higher, so the
project is going to cost more money be-
cause we’re going to have to do it at
some point.

The other factor is that we have high
unemployment now, double-digit un-
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employment, with the men and women
in the building trades, the men and
women in the construction area, con-
struction field. So by doing the project
today, we not only get the project
done, but we’re also putting people
back to work that need to go back to
work that will then have money in
their pocket to go out and spend and
pay taxes and to help get the economy
going again.

This is a very, very simple economic
principle that we are trying and fight-
ing to implement here, and we keep
running into roadblocks—no pun in-
tended—roadblocks that are preventing
us from getting the economy moving.
Now, we have an obligation in this
country to make sure we give the next
generation a country that is moving in
the right direction. And I think when
you couple a strong emphasis on in-
vestments and roads and bridges and
rail and combined sewer overflow and
waterlines and dams all across the
country, we’re going to put people back
to work, not to mention high-speed
Internet, which could help light up the
next generation of American workers.
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So I wanted to come and join my
friend here, who is carrying the flag
week in and week out here on the floor,
to say that we have a lot of work to do
here; and to the American people, to
say there are Members in this Chamber
who are saying: make these invest-
ments.

The President had a plan. It wasn’t
quite as big as I wanted it to be or as
big, I'm sure, as my friend from Cali-
fornia wanted, but he did what he
thought could, maybe, at least get
through in a jobs plan. It got shot down
and hasn’t gotten anywhere in this
Chamber, so we’ve got a lot of work to
do.

Mr. GARAMENDI. The President
wanted to do two things in this area:
one, the normal programs—the surface
transportation program, the water re-
sources bill, which we’re going to be
working on—but he also wanted to add
on top of that $50 billion of infrastruc-
ture investment and create an infra-
structure bank, which you so well de-
scribed in your discussion here. None of
that has been done, which is to the det-
riment of the American worker.

For example, of the water programs
that I was talking about early on—the
$44 billion that’s needed in California—
for every $1 billion that you spend on a
water project, you put 28,000 people to
work with good middle class jobs, and
I think the numbers would probably be
similar for highways and bridges and
the like. This is the great tragedy—
that we’re not moving in a direction of
creating the fundamental investments.
Rather, we are disinvesting—we are
consuming—and that doesn’t last very
long, as you so well said.

So what are we going to do about it?

Hopefully, this House will undertake
the same process, find the same wis-
dom of the House of Representatives
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and the Senate when Dwight D. Eisen-
hower, President Eisenhower, brought
to the Congress a proposal for a na-
tional defense highway system, which
we now call the interstate system.

I'm sure you’ve got some examples
that you’d like to share with us. Let’s
g0 back and forth, and we’ll kind of
toss the ball here.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes. I mean, one
of the things I'd mentioned a couple
times toward the end is the combined
sewer systems in all major cities in the
United States. So if you take a city
like Akron or Youngstown—mid-sized
cities in the industrial Midwest—
you’re talking about between $500 mil-
lion and $1 billion in investments that
are needed.

Mr. GARAMENDI. A combined sewer
system. That’s the stormwater that
flows into the sewer, and it’s not dis-
connected from the sanitation—toilets
and the like; is that correct?

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. You want to
make sure that a lot of this stuff is not
getting mixed together, and you want
to make sure that it’s separated, and
you want to make sure that it’s up to
date. So these investments that a city
or a municipality would traditionally
have to make go well above and beyond
a city like Akron or a city like
Youngstown or Cleveland or Detroit or
Toledo or Milwaukee—all across the
United States.

Let’s make this investment. You're
talking about cities that have very
high unemployment rates. Let’s get
people trained up. We’ve got many
good, solid union training programs
out there that would put these people
to work, that would get this economy
moving, that have state-of-the-art
transportation and infrastructure sys-
tems in the United States, and that
would inject some money into the
economy on the demand side. We’ve
been playing the supply side game
since 1980: cut taxes for the wealthiest,
deregulate Wall Street and every other
sector you can deregulate and hope the
economy takes off; but that ultimately
led to the boom, bust and to the ulti-
mate collapse in 2008.

What you’re talking about and what
I'm talking about is consumer invest-
ment, the demand side: get people back
to work; get some money in their pock-
ets. They go out and spend it, and the
economy hums right along because
there are consumers out there. That
construction worker pays local taxes
for the local school district, for the
mental health levy, for the libraries,
and you throw some money in the bas-
ket at church on Sunday. It just keeps
going around and around and around.

Mr. GARAMENDI. That’s how we
deal with the deficit. You put Ameri-
cans back to work, and automatically
the tax revenues increase; and we then
have a very solid, good way to deal
with the deficit. On the other hand, as
you suggested, cuts alone don’t do it.
What cuts do is to create unemploy-
ment, and we’ve seen that.

We’ve talked about this extraor-
dinary investment that we need to
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make in rebuilding our existing sys-
tems. Yet in looking at the budget that
passed this House, which was the Ryan
Republican budget, they have an
unallocated $886 billion cut in these
kinds of programs over the next 10
years. More than $80 billion a year
would be taken out of these kinds of in-
vestment programs that we’re talking
about here so that what we do instead
of investing for our own generation and
the next generation is we actually in-
crease the consumption of yesterday’s
investment, leading us nowhere but to
more bridges falling, more sewers
backing up, more levees breaking, and
more highway congestion.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. As you have
talked about—and I know on other oc-
casions—what are the investments we
need to make today, not just in phys-
ical infrastructure, but in other things
that will lead to the next generation of
employment?

The United States’ comparative ad-
vantage in the world has always been
that we make these investments into
the next generation of research wheth-
er it’s through the National Institutes
of Health, the National Science Foun-
dation, the Department of Defense, the
Department of Energy. Do you know
what? Sometimes it doesn’t always
work out, but sometimes it does. When
it does, we create new areas of the
economy that can expand and grow
just like the human genome that has
led to billions and billions and billions
of dollars in private investment.

Here, I think, is the important point
for a lot of Americans who probably al-
ready know we collectively as a society
make investments in the research that
no one company can make on its own,
this basic research that costs tens of
millions, if not billions, of dollars over
many, many, many years that no com-
pany could come in and reap the profits
of immediately. We collectively say
that we’re going to make that together
and then let the companies come in,
pull out what they want, and take it to
the private market, get investors, and
off we go.

That has been a pretty good recipe
for the United States for a long time,
and we’re saying physical infrastruc-
ture but also these investments in re-
search that have led to an explosive
economy, a dynamic economy here in
the United States. Now in these budg-
ets that we’re talking about we’re par-
ing back our investments in the Na-
tional Science Foundation and in the
National Institutes of Health. Not only
does it affect Alzheimer’s research and
autism and these kinds of things; it’s
also taking away from the next genera-
tion of ‘‘what could be” in the United
States.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I am so pleased
that you have brought that subject up,
because it is critical. It is absolutely
critical for the future economy of this
Nation and, really, for solving prob-
lems of the world. Those investments
are critical.

You did leave out agriculture. I hap-
pen to represent the University of Cali-
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fornia at Davis, which is, by my argu-
ment, the largest, best agricultural re-
search program in the world. We know
the population of the world is going to
grow, so we’re going to have to con-
tinue the agricultural research. Yet in
the budget proposals that have passed
this House and in sequestration—let
me just put it this way: in sequestra-
tion alone, there is a reduction of $45
million of research in agriculture at
the University of California at Davis.

Now, with health research, I was
talking to the former dean of the med-
ical school at the University of Cali-
fornia at Davis last week, and she was
talking about the significant reduction
in health research, which is affecting
projects that are already under way. As
for research programs that were going
along, suddenly the money is gone, and
that’s sequestration, which is also part
of this.

We can solve America’s problems by
getting government out of it, by reduc-
ing the role of government. As I said at
the outset, George Washington didn’t
believe that. He believed in inserting
government into the economy as a
partner in growing it, in growing the
economy.

0 2010

We talk about Thomas Jefferson and
education and how he believed that
education—education and research—go
together. These are fundamental in-
vestments along with infrastructure.
Yet, in this House, there’s an unwill-
ingness by the majority party to ad-
dress this fundamental axiom of eco-
nomic growth: education, research, in-
frastructure, manufacturing the things
that come from that, building the mid-
dle class, building the economy.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I know you and I
are not going to defend wasteful gov-
ernment programs. They should go.

We are now in a new economy that is
information-based and very dynamic in
s0 many ways, faster than anything
that we’ve ever experienced in the
country. And I think there are some
programs that we historically have had
that probably we don’t need to have
any more, and there are also programs
that need to be tweaked and changed,
as far as how we are training our work-
force and how we are investing, and our
new understandings of our brain, for
example.

All of this research should begin to
change the way we approach some of
these investments that we’ve made be-
fore we had that knowledge. So we
probably do need to shift resources into
areas, but clearly we aren’t making
enough investments. We clearly still
have 25 percent or 30 percent, in many
high schools, of kids not graduating.
We need to figure out how to make, for
example, school a lot more exciting.
We have programs in robotics. We have
programs in Legos. We have Kkids that
need to do a lot more hands-on stuff to
get them excited about learning.
That’s going to take some investment
to make.
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Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me give you
an example.

Today, in the Daily Republic news-
paper in Fairfield, they ran a story
that’s exactly on your point. I’'m just
going to take a second and read some
of this.

This is a program that EDF Renew-
able Energy, which operates wind tur-
bines between Rio Vista and Fairfield
and Suisun City in my district—we
have a big wind farm there—they are
funding a program at Rio Vista High
School for this year as a way to pro-
mote job training in green industries.

Jim Bard is the instructor in the re-
newable energy class, which empha-
sizes wind energy. So it’s exactly what
you said. This private company that
has these numerous wind turbines—I
think several hundred wind turbines on
this big wind farm—needs workers. So
they’ve gone to the local high school,
and they’re creating what I suppose at
one time was called a vocational edu-
cation class. It’s getting the kids edu-
cated and prepared to take jobs in their
own neighborhood.

So here you see the green tech-
nology—wind energy—coupling up with
education to provide middle class jobs.
It’s a great example. My congratula-
tions to EDF and their renewable en-
ergy program, to Jim Bard and to the
folks in Rio Vista at the Rio Vista
High School, which I proudly rep-
resent.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. You make a good
point.

I remember having a conversation
with a friend of mine who is a lot more
conservative than me. We were talking
about the government’s role in these
different things. He said, Well, what
about the phone company and the
original government investments into
telephones? As the conversation pro-
ceeded he said they weren’t doing it
well enough and the private sector
could do it a lot better.

My point was, Yeah, we all have
fights with our cell phone companies
now on our cell phone bills, but no
company was going to be able to do at
that point what the government came
in and said they were going to do. I'm
not defending every government pro-
gram. What I'm saying is there is a
role that has been successful in the his-
tory of our country.

Whether it was the phone company
back then or green technology today,
how do we begin to incentivize these
investments that are good for the envi-
ronment, that could create a whole
new sector of manufacturing? How
many tons of steel go into a windmill?
How many thousands of component
parts go into a windmill that may be
made one day by three-dimensional
printers and additive manufacturing?
This is all starting to tie together. But
while the Chinese and the Indians and
other countries are making these in-
vestments, we’re sitting on our hands
saying, Ah, the private sector will do
it.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you so
much for bringing that out.
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Back to George Washington. I like to
talk about the Founding Fathers be-
cause it’s often used on the floor to dis-
parage one or another programs. But
I'd like to talk in a positive way.

He also said the Federal Government
has a fundamental role in infrastruc-
ture development, and he cited three
different things: ports, roads and ca-
nals.

The very first President of this Na-
tion was doing what we continue to do
to this day, although at a much lower
level than our Nation needs today. So
this is a long tradition of America, and
it’s one that really works.

Education, research, infrastructure
and manufacturing, you tie those to-
gether and then you build the founda-
tion for economic growth and a just
and equitable society so people have a
chance to climb the economic ladder,
to go as high as they want to. You’'re
giving them the tools that they need to
succeed.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I want to thank
the gentleman for making that a point.

If you look at the United States as
we compete against other Nordic coun-
tries, Australia and some other coun-
tries in Europe, we do not have the up-
ward mobility. Meaning if you’re born
poor—and we talk a lot about the
American Dream and moving up the
ladder. If you are born poor in Amer-
ica, we rank about ninth or tenth in
our citizens’ ability to climb up
through that ladder and get themselves
into the middle class. That, to me, is a
benchmark of how we’ve moved away
from that philosophy that we had for
many years, up until the 1980s, where
we were going to make key invest-
ments that were going to help people
climb up that economic ladder.

That citizen has to bring initiative,
has to bring ingenuity, has to bring de-
termination. I am not one of these peo-
ple who thinks every kid needs to get a
trophy in Little League. I don’t adhere
to that philosophy. Kids are going to
fail, but we need to help pick them up.
At the same time, you can have poli-
cies that allow and cultivate the abil-
ity for people to go up the economic
ladder, to not have such a disadvantage
in life and an economic system that
doesn’t facilitate that to ultimately
where we’re getting bypassed by some
of these other countries who have a dif-
ferent philosophy than we do.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you for
raising that, my colleague from the
great manufacturing sector of, I guess,
the eastern part of the middle west. Is
that fair enough?

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Fair enough.

Mr. GARAMENDI. This is an inter-
esting chart that I came across a while
ago. It talks about income growth, the
issue you were just talking about: How
does an individual rise and climb the
economic ladder and what kind of suc-
cess do they have?

This is the income growth from 1996
to 2011. I kind of displayed this on a
football field. Years ago I played foot-
ball with some modest success.
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Leather helmets?

Mr. GARAMENDI. I did wear a hel-
met, and I don’t recall any concus-
sions.

The bottom 90 percent of our popu-
lation has seen an income growth—this
is adjusted for inflation—of $59 over
this period, 1966 to 2011. That’s some 55
years.

Basically, 90 percent of the popu-
lation has stalled out and is not able to
climb the ladder. That’s about 1 inch. I
guess that’s even a referee’s error if
they pull the chains out.

The top 10 percent of the population
has gone half the football field, and
they’ve seen their income growth ex-
pand by $116,071 over this same period
of time. So 90 percent of the population
has seen $569 in growth, and the top 10
percent have seen a little over $110,000.

The 1 percent of the population, the
very tip-top—these are not the 3
percenters. This is the 1 percent. They
have gone 2% football fields in com-
parison, and they’ve seen their income
grow at over a half-million dollars a
year, $628,817.
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Now, even a smaller group, one-tenth
of 1 percent of the American popu-
lation, have seen their income grow by
72 football fields compared to the bot-
tom 90 percent. They have seen their
annual income grow by $18 million a
year.

So what’s happening here in the
United States—and I talked about it
earlier before you arrived—and maybe
this is a reasonable place to leave it be-
cause we are going to run out of time.
This is not class warfare. This is eco-
nomic reality. This is where the middle
class and the lower income poverty
class have been static. And the very
tippy top, the top 10 percent and above,
have seen significant income growth
over that period of time.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I would just like
to say, we all say let the free market
work and all of this. But when there’s
a savings and loan issue or there’s a
Wall Street collapse and a lot of very
wealthy people in the country are
going to lose a lot of money, here
comes Secretary Paulson with his hair
on fire walking around Capitol Hill
saying we need $700 billion of the tax-
payers’ money. You know, over and
over and over again, we’ve seen this in
the last 30 years with this system of
heavy deregulation and heavy cuts for
the top 1 percent.

So it looks like they’re making a lot
of money, and that’s high risk and high
reward in a deregulated market; but
when things collapse, here comes the
government to save the day. It’s a pret-
ty good deal. I've got 1,700 families
going bankrupt in my district just on
health care alone. Nobody’s rushing in
to say: Oop, that shouldn’t matter. It’s
a health care issue, so you’re not going
to go bankrupt. That is, in essence,
what happened to a lot of these folks.
Someone came to the rescue, and that
someone was the taxpayer.
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Mr. GARAMENDI. Wall Street was
taken care of, but not Main Street.
That’s what happened.

This is not just the result of just a
free market system operating. This is a
result of specific government policy
over the last 50 years that has resulted
in a skewing of the wealth of America,
a skewing of that wealth from the
great majority of Americans, as many
as 90 percent, to the very tippy top of
the income class.

And so over the next, I don’t know, 3,
4 weeks, maybe 2 months, I want to
take this issue up of: What happened to
the American Dream? What happened
to it?

When you see these kinds of statis-
tics that children live in poverty and it
takes four or five, five to six genera-
tions before a child that is in poverty
today, their successor generations will
be able to rise to the top of the middle
class, almost 150 years, five, six genera-
tions before a person in poverty can
climb the economic ladder, that’s in-
credible, and that speaks to something
terribly wrong here in America.

When education, when half of the
children from the wealthier families
graduate from college and only 9 per-
cent of the children from the low-in-
come classes are able to graduate from
college, these are problems that exist.

If you want to take one more shot at
a closing statement, then I'm going to
end by quoting Bill Clinton.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I have one point
to make. Why are we talking about in-
equality and poor folks and upward
mobility? The reason is we only have
313 million people in the United States.
We’re competing against 1.3 or 1.4 bil-
lion in China, and 1.3 or 1.4 billion in
India. We have to have everybody on
that football field playing for us eco-
nomically, wearing the jersey that says
“U.S.A.” on it, so we can compete eco-
nomically. So we need to get innova-
tive and we need to make these kinds
of investments if we’re going to get ev-
erybody on the field, graduated from
high school, on a track to go into man-
ufacturing or some of these other
trades so we can really have a renais-
sance in the United States economy.

I thank the gentleman.

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank you, Mr.
RYAN, for that analogy. I really like
that one.

I'm going to end with this by Presi-
dent Bill Clinton:

If you work hard and you play by the rules,
you’ll have the freedom and opportunity to
pursue your own dreams and leave your kids
a country where they can chase theirs.

That’s our goal. We’re going to talk
about these things, about the Amer-
ican Dream, what happened to it and
what we need to restore it, and how we
can make things in America and how
we can rebuild the American economy.

I yield back the balance of my time.

———
TRIBUTE TO FALLEN FIRST
RESPONDERS OF WEST, TEXAS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). Under the Speaker’s
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announced policy of January 3, 2013,
the Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FLORES) for 30 min-
utes.

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, the city
of West, Texas, is a small, tight-knit
community located a few miles north
of Waco, Texas, with a population of
just under 3,000. West is commonly
known for its Czech bakeries, Czech
gift shops and antique stores, and it
has been recognized as the ‘“‘Czech Her-
itage Capital of Texas.”

On April 17, the city of West was sub-
ject to a catastrophic explosion that
was felt hundreds of miles away. The
tragic explosion injured hundreds,
caused tens of millions of dollars in
damage, and took 15 lives.

On the evening of the explosion, first
responders from West and surrounding
communities responded to a fire at the
West Fertilizer Company. These brave
men worked to try and tame the flames
and evacuate a nearby apartment com-
plex and nursing home when the explo-
sion erupted and rocked this small
community.

When the smoke cleared and the res-
cue mission was complete, we learned
we had lost 12 first responders. These
brave men died while doing the job
that they were trained and prepared to
do in order to Kkeep our community
safe. Today, we honor and remember
these fallen first responders who put
themselves in harm’s way for the good
of their family, their friends, their
neighbors, and their community.

Mr. Speaker, today we remember
Morris Wayne Bridges, Jr., of West,
Texas. He was born February 28, 1972,
in Dallas, Texas, to Morris and Sharon
Bridges. He attended schools in Dallas
and later became a pipefitter for Ac-
tion Fire Pro in Waxahachie, Texas. He
had been a volunteer for the West Fire
Department for the past 3 years.

Morris loved to ride motorcycles. He
also loved to go fishing and enjoyed
camping and the outdoors.

He was preceded in death by his par-
ents. He leaves to cherish his memory
his wife, Carmen Bridges; three chil-
dren, Brent Bridges, Brittany Bridges,
and Jaemeson Bridges, all of West; and
two sisters, Lula Mill of Bristol and
Melinda Hager of Olean, Missouri; and
many friends and extended family.

Mr. Speaker, today we remember
Perry Wayne Calvin of Frost, Texas. He
was born January 18, 1976, in Dallas,
Texas, to Phil and Cindy Calvin. He
graduated from Frost High School and
attended the Fire Academy and Emer-
gency Medical Technician school at
Hill College. Perry was a self-employed
farmer and loved the outdoors. He was
a member of the Navarro Mills Volun-
teer Fire Department and the Mertens
Volunteer Fire Department.

Perry enjoyed horseback riding, ro-
deos, fishing, and especially spending
time with his family.

He was preceded in death by his par-
ents. He leaves to cherish his memory
his wife, Rebecca Ann Calvin; two sons,
Paul Wyatt Calvin and Preston Calvin,
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all of Frost; a brother, Wes Calvin and
his wife, Emily, of Frost; two sisters,
Penny Dixon of Bryan-College Station
and Page Calvin, who is currently serv-
ing in the United States Air Force; his
grandmother, Edna Calvin of Hutchins;
and several nieces, nephews, and other
relatives and friends.

Mr. Speaker, today we remember
Jerry Dane Chapman of Hillsboro. He
was born April 7, 1987, in Pampa, Texas,
to Martin Dane and Rhonda Chapman.
He grew up in Pampa and moved to
Hillsboro in 2003. Jerry had various
jobs early in his career and ultimately
discovered his passion, which began
when he became a member of the Ab-
bott Volunteer Firefighters. He then
proceeded to work towards becoming
an emergency medical technician.

He loved all things Batman, Star
Wars, Tolkien, and was an avid video
gamer. As an avid electronics enthu-
siast, he always wanted to be on the
cutting edge of technology. He was a
generous person; he would give what he
had to anyone in need.
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Jerry was known for his passion for
helping others, both those he knew and
those he did not. His willingness and
giving spirit were fit for the career he
chose to pursue as a firefighter and an
EMT.

He was preceded in death by an
uncle, Rodney McCulloch, who was also
a volunteer firefighter. He leaves to
cherish his memory, his parents, Dane
and Rhonda Chapman of Hillsboro; ma-
ternal grandfather, Bryan McCulloch,
and his wife, Joy, of Plainview; mater-
nal grandmother, Charlotte McCulloch,
of Lubbock; paternal grandparents,
Gerald and Janet Chapman of Ama-
rillo; great grandmother, Gladys Ragle,
of Lubbock; one sister, Shay
Pohlmann, and her husband, Justin, of
Nacogdoches; niece, Chloe Rose
Pohlmann, of Nacogdoches; and many
friends and extended family.

Mr. Speaker, tonight we remember
Cody Frank Dragoo of West. He was
born October 15, 1962, in Billings, Mon-
tana, to Christopher Clyde and Mildred
Dragoo. Cody graduated from Montana
State University with a degree in agri-
culture.

He had been employed with the West
Chemical and Fertilizer plant for many
years. As a member of the West Volun-
teer Fire Department, Cody was very
involved with the annual volunteer fire
department barbecue cook-off fund-
raiser and organized tractor pulls in
West.

Cody enjoyed hunting, fishing, cook-
ing, watching NASCAR, and being with
family and friends. He was a member of
St. Mary’s Catholic Church of the As-
sumption in West and the Knights of
Columbus Council 2305. He served as
the president of the Cottonwood Water
Supply.

He was preceded in death by his par-
ents and a brother, Tom Dragoo. He
leaves to cherish his memory his be-
loved wife, Patty Dragoo, of West; sis-
ters, Shirley McDonald, and husband,
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