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Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
could you please tell me how much
time remains on each side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman has 4% minutes remaining.
The gentleman has 10% minutes re-
maining.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I thank the
Speaker.

At this time, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
LOWEY).

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker,
today in support of this bill.

For more than 40 years, BILL YOUNG
served his district and this institution
with integrity and honor after having
served our country in the Army Na-
tional Guard for nearly a decade.

As chairman of the Appropriations
Committee, his leadership and advo-
cacy for our men and women in uni-
form and our veterans was unsur-
passed. In a time when political culture
too often devolves into hostility, and
‘“‘compromise’ is a dirty word, BILL
YoUuNG was always a gentleman who
consistently reached across the aisle.

He would share with me his visits
with his dear wife, Beverly, to wounded
warriors to bring them comfort. How
happy those visits made him.

It was such a pleasure to serve with
him, and he will be truly missed. Re-
naming this VA facility in his memory
is a tribute to his legacy.

You will be missed, my dear friend.
Rest in peace, God bless you, and God
bless America.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I have no further requests for time and
am prepared to close.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
first of all, let me thank Chairman
MILLER for organizing this tribute to
Chairman YOUNG.

In closing, I often say when you are
born, you get a birth certificate; and
when you die, you are going to get a
death certificate; and that little dash
in between is what you have done to
make this a better place.

I don’t know anyone who has done
more than Chairman BILL YOUNG. It
has just been my honor having had the
opportunity to serve with him. His
leadership for the Florida delegation—
I mean, we have gone through some
tough times. But I can tell you, he has
always been a gentleman.

When I first began, I said that one of
my favorite sayings is to let the work
I have done speak for me. Clearly he
has done his work, and as Paul said, he
has fought a good fight, and he has
kept the faith. He has done his job. It
has been left up to us to continue his
great work.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
tonight I want to thank all the Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle for their
kind words they have said of our friend
from Florida, BILL YOUNG. I sincerely
hope that the words give Beverly, Rob,
Billy, and Patrick some measure of
consolation.

While we will no longer have BILL’S
personal and wise counsel to go to,

I rise
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that beautiful veterans medical center
will bear his name. It will give wit-
ness—witness to his many years of
service to America and her defenders.

I want to thank my good friend from
Florida (Ms. BROWN) for her help in
bringing this bill to the floor and the
over 375 cosponsors that we have
brought on this piece of legislation.

I respectfully ask all Members to join
us in supporting this piece of legisla-
tion, H.R. 3302, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | heard from my
friend, former Congressman Norm Dicks,
today, and he asked me to submit this state-
ment on his behalf. He had the privilege of
serving with Chairman BILL YOUNG for over
thirty years on the Defense Appropriation Sub-
committee, and said this about him:

Chairman Young did more for the men and
women in the armed forces than anyone in
Congress. Bill and Beverly made weekly trips
to Bethesda and Walter Reed to see our
wounded warriors and offered personal help
to their families. Bill Young believed in bi-
partisanship; the Defense Subcommittee al-
most always reported the Defense Appropria-
tion bill with all Members, Democrats and
Republicans, in full support. Bill was a great
American, a great leader, and a great friend
and he will be truly missed.

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker | rise today in
honor of CHARLES WILLIAM YOUNG, better
known to his colleagues and constituents as
BiLL. | am deeply saddened Congressman
YOUNG, a man who put all others before him-
self, has passed—he will be sorely missed.

Although | only had the pleasure of working
with BILL for a short time, | benefitted greatly
from his leadership and the strong example of
service to the United States and Florida that
he set. Congressman YOUNG leaves behind a
long history of dedicated service to his con-
stituents and the veterans of America.

BILL saw the nation through, some of her
most tumultuous times, and throughout all of
it—he worked tirelessly to make sure our na-
tion’s veterans were taken care of. He was a
constant fixture at VA medical centers in Flor-
ida and in the Washington, D.C. area always
making sure the veterans were receiving the
best possible care.

| proudly join my colleagues in renaming the
Bay Pines VA Medical Center the C.W. Bill
Young Department of Veterans Affairs Medical
Center as a small token of the nation’s grati-
tude for his dedicated service.

| urge my colleagues to pass this small ges-
ture of our gratitude without objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MIL-
LER) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 3302.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

AMERICA’S BUDGETARY ISSUES

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, plain and simple, the
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shutdown stalemate was unacceptable.
The impasse should have been resolved
weeks before October 1 when the House
began passing funding bills through
regular order. I argued that the strat-
egy of defunding the health care law
would not succeed, considering most of
its programs are funded through man-
datory spending. I did, however, believe
that forcing the debate was necessary
in order for Congress to actually start
dealing with the challenges we face.

The President’s health care law is,
without a doubt, one of those chal-
lenges, Mr. Speaker. The law was sold
as a way to lower insurance costs and
expand access. But in reality, it is re-
ducing access, breaking the budget,
and harming consumers.

We forced the Senate to join us in ad-
dressing our larger budgetary issues—
including debt and deficits—which un-
doubtedly will lead us back to a discus-
sion of this flawed health care law.

This debate would never have taken
place if Senate Leader REID had his
way. Considering the ongoing failures
with the ObamaCare exchange, it is
certainly a debate we will now be able
to have. The American people deserve
as much.

——
O 2000

FINDING MIDDLE GROUND

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. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate this presentation. We had one
of those very important moments to
recognize the long service of one of our
colleagues.

As we listen to those eulogies, I
think all of us should be reminded of
the awesome responsibilities that we
share here in the House of Representa-
tives. BILL YOUNG, obviously, felt those
responsibilities deeply. He carried
them out for an extraordinary length
of time—43 years. We are thankful for
his service, for his memory, and also
for what he has taught us about perse-
verance and steadfastness and also, as
you can tell from the various eulogies,
about working across the aisle.

Working across the aisle and finding
the middle ground is what I want to
spend some time on tonight.

Like my 434 colleagues, when we fin-
ished voting last Thursday, we all left
this Chamber, I think, in a rather som-
ber mood, realizing that 16 days had
passed and our government was shut
down and there was the likelihood of
damage to America and Americans.

When we got home, I suspect all of
us—and I know this certainly was my
case—were confronted by our constitu-
ents. They were not happy. In fact,
they were angry. They were angry that
their government—the government of
the strongest, most powerful Nation in
the world—wasn’t operating because
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its legislative body had failed. And we
had failed to find the common ground;
we had failed to protect this Nation
and Americans.

It was a grand debate over the Af-
fordable Health Care Act, then it
morphed into some other kind of con-
cerns, and ultimately wound up some-
where about the deficit and about the
default. At the end of that process, 1
don’t think Americans really much
cared what the debate was about. What
they cared about was the very nature
of our government and whether it
would be able to operate.

It was a heavy toll. It was a heavy
toll on our Nation. It is estimated it
was well over a $24 billion hit to the
economy; and I know in my own dis-
trict, there was a tremendous hit. As I
got off the plane here in Washington,
D.C.,, as I was returning today from
California, at the airport, ready to fly
back to California, was the chancellor
of the University of California-Davis.
She caught me as I got off the plane,
and she expressed her deep concern for
the university and its operations.

Research projects that were under
way simply stopped.

Sitting next to me on the airplane
coming out was a woman who was run-
ning a health and nutrition program
for the U.S. Department of Agriculture
that was associated with the Univer-
sity of California-Davis. It was shut
down for 16 days, and just the enor-
mous challenge of shutting down and
starting back up, the loss of efficiency
and the lost research that took place.

Those kinds of problems are repeated
throughout my district. At Travis and
Beale Air Force bases, over a thousand
civilian employees were furloughed. In
Lake County, the county family serv-
ice center which provides support for
victims of child abuse, domestic abuse,
and rape had to reduce its services.

As I mentioned, the University of
California and the U.S. Department of
Agriculture weren’t able to operate.
Farmers who needed to get loans at the
service center couldn’t get them—right
in the middle of the harvest season.
Companies that needed licenses from
the Department of Commerce to export
advanced technology had all of their
orders on hold; and, undoubtedly, some
of them were lost.

In the far north of California, the
wildlife refuges were closed during the
opening of the duck season and also the
antelope and deer season. In my own
district in Dixon, an annual ‘‘stand
down” for struggling veterans had to
scramble for money to cover the De-
partment of Labor loan that was not
made available. The Small Business
Administration was unable to approve
business loans.

The entire economy of the United
States lost over $24 billion. The eco-
nomic growth of the Nation probably
lost as much as half a percentage
point. And for what?

It is hard to even begin to describe
what the argument was all about over
the Affordable Care Act—an act that is
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now providing health care services to
over 4 million young men and women
who are able to stay on their families’
health insurance, for seniors who are
getting preventive health care services.
It goes on and on.

But here we are, once again. We got
past all of that. Where do we go tomor-
row?

Well, tomorrow we begin once again
the struggle to define this govern-
ment’s future and, really, to define the
future of America. I am going to spend
a few moments talking about that
struggle because on January 15 there
will be yet one more crisis point—a
focal point upon which the issues of
government will be leveraged one way
or the other.

We have seen five such crisis points
in the last 3 years, and each one a cri-
sis building up to a point where the
American economy doesn’t know what
to expect and therefore does not make
the critical investments, does not at-
tempt to grow, because they don’t
know what the economic and political
future will be.

We are going to endure that not just
once in the next 3 months, but twice.
January 15 will be the first opportunity
for the next crisis—a crisis that will be
about opening government or not. Be-
cause, once again, it will be a funding
crisis. Will we be able to appropriate
the money to operate the Federal Gov-
ernment? Less than a month later, on
February 7, there will be one additional
debt crisis. Once again, a default cliff
will be reached.

And so the American economy, like a
racehorse at a gate, hearing the trum-
pet, looking for the gate to open, ready
to get out there and charge down the
track, the American economy will face
once again that gate slamming shut on
it. Even as it wants to grow, even as
that great American racehorse econ-
omy wants to head down the track,
that gate has the potential of slam-
ming shut. The uncertainty will be
there once again.

We have got to end these fiscal cri-
ses. It is in the interest of Democrats
and Republicans to end these manufac-
tured crises and to put in place a long-
term, stable policy that allows this
government to make the critical in-
vestments to grow the economy, to put
in place a tax policy that is sensible
and long range and helps to balance the
budget, that makes the necessary cuts
to those programs that are not essen-
tial, and maintains and even enhances
those that are essential.

Let me put up on the board just for a
moment some of the numbers that we
are dealing with over the next couple
of months. I don’t say this is the best
chart. It is actually a bit confusing,
but I think we need to try to under-
stand the numbers.

This number, $1.203 trillion, was what
President Obama suggested be the Fed-
eral budget for the year 2014. Back in
2010, the actual amount was $1.188 tril-
lion. That is what we actually budg-
eted and spent that year. That was
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2010. So there was some growth that
the President recommended for the
Federal budget.

What actually happened was quite
different. What actually happened is
down here in these lower numbers.

This year, the House Republican
budget, otherwise known as the Ryan
budget, called for $1.095 trillion, which
is significantly under the President’s
budget. In 2011, the debt crisis came up
once again and the August 2011 com-
promise said that we would spend $1.066
trillion in the 2014 budget. The Senate
actually said we would spend $1.058 bil-
lion.

What did we actually do? What we
actually did last week was to authorize
an expenditure of $986 billion—a huge
difference of some $217 billion less than
recommended by the President.

What does this number mean? This
number means that across this Nation
vital programs in the military, vital
programs in education, in health care,
in agriculture, and in every activity of
the government, except those of Medi-
care, Social Security and Medicaid,
were substantially reduced. That put
an enormous drag on the economy. So
not only was the economy faced with a
16-day shutdown, but it was also faced
with a shallow and less robust Federal
Government, laying off people all
across this Nation. For the University
of California at Davis, it meant that
$40 million of research programs were
not funded. Simply stopped.

This kind of effect on the Nation’s
budget or the Nation’s economic activ-
ity is going to continue. And in the
year ahead, economists predict that it
will continue to cause a slowdown in
the growth of the economy, lowering
tax revenues, actually increasing the
deficit, and creating higher unemploy-
ment—or at least not reducing the un-
employment rate in this Nation.

We need to change that. We need to
set in place a different policy. And here
is where I want to go with this discus-
sion. What is it that we really need to
do to grow the American economy, to
make sure all of the rungs on the eco-
nomic ladder are in place and providing
the opportunity for every American to
have a decent job?

Hardworking Americans want to go
to work. They want to have a job where
they can support their family, where
they can meet their own personal and
family needs and participate in their
communities in a meaningful way with
a good, middle class job. There are
ways that we can do that. One of them
is what we call the Make It In America
agenda.

The Make It In America agenda in-
volves seven different policies, such as
international trade policies. Instead of
giving away our jobs to some foreign
country, making sure that our trade
programs actually encourage economic
growth at home, not encourage eco-
nomic growth in China. Also, that
there be a tax policy that ends unnec-
essary tax loopholes and rebates for
those companies that are profitable.



H6666

For example, of the top 20 American
corporations, about half of them pay
little or no corporate income tax. The
tax system is set up in such a way that
they are able to avoid their fair share
of the cost of government.

0 2015

So we need to make sure that the tax
policies of the United States are wise,
that they support economic growth,
that they don’t provide unnecessary
tax breaks and loopholes to those indi-
viduals and corporations that don’t
need them. I will give you one example
of such a huge tax loophole:

The five biggest o0il companies in
America together receive somewhere
between $4 billion and $5 billion in re-
duced taxes every year. This is the
most profitable industry in the world.
Why are they getting subsidies? Why
are we subsidizing them? Why is the
American taxpayer subsidizing the
most profitable industry in the world,
the oil industry? This is just one exam-
ple of tax subsidies, tax breaks, that
ought to be removed and seriously
looked at. We could significantly in-
crease the revenue to the Federal Gov-
ernment by eliminating these unneces-
sary, unwise, and quite foolish tax
breaks and subsidies that many cor-
porations and some individuals receive.

Energy policy is extremely impor-
tant. We need a wise energy policy.
Right now, the United States is in the
midst of an energy boom. It is reducing
the cost of energy. All across this Na-
tion, we are seeing the effect of this in
the coal industry as natural gas is re-
placing coal-fired power plants, reduc-
ing greenhouse gas emissions. All of
that is a very, very good thing. Also,
we need to continue to move towards
sustainable energy, the green energy
systems—wind, solar, hydroelectric,
geothermal—and other Kkinds of sus-
tainable energy policies.

I am going to skip down here to re-
search because this is where we have a
real opportunity to tie together the re-
search agenda with the energy agenda.
An example:

We know that most of the oil that is
produced in the United States and is
imported is used for the transportation
industry.

Recently, the Transportation Depart-
ment provided a grant to the Univer-
sity of California at Davis to do some
research on sustainable transportation.
The world’s top scientists have con-
cluded that there really is such a thing
as climate change and that it poses a
very serious threat to humanity. The
most recent report came out less than
a month ago and concluded that we are
in for some very serious troubles ahead
unless we are able to reduce green-
house gas emissions, particularly car-
bon dioxide, a good deal of which comes
from the transportation industry.

The good news is that we as the
American public, through this govern-
ment, can rise to the challenge, and
communities, like the one I represent
in Davis, California, are leading the
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way. The University of California at
Davis has received a cutting-edge re-
search grant for the research into
transportation systems that are sus-
tainable and that are not relying as
much or at all on the carbon fuels, gas-
oline and diesel. So what are they—
plug-in hybrids? Alternative fuels such
as advanced biofuels, hydrogen fueling
infrastructure and many other kinds of
transportation—batteries and the
like—are going to be part of this re-
search.

The Department of Transportation
asked the University of California at
Davis to lead the National Center for
Sustainable Transportation. This new
consortium will consult policymakers
as they implement real-world strate-
gies to address climate change and
other threats. In other words, by com-
bining research and energy, we can
move away from the dependence upon
oil, particularly foreign oil, reducing
our greenhouse gas emissions. So, as
you go through this Make It In Amer-
ica agenda, certainly energy policy will
be coupled with the research agenda.

Another part of this is labor. Is labor
ready to accept the kinds of challenges
that we are going to find in the new,
modern manufacturing sector?

We need to invest in labor so that we
have a well-educated labor force, and
we need to invest in the reeducation of
those men and women who have lost
their jobs. Just two decades ago, we
had nearly 20 million Americans in the
manufacturing sector. Today, it is
probably closer to 11 million. That
means some 9 million Americans who
once had jobs in the manufacturing
sector are no longer employed in that
sector. They need to be reeducated ei-
ther in advanced manufacturing tech-
nologies or in other sectors.

The labor force is constantly evolv-
ing, and one of the roles of the Federal
Government through the Department
of Education and the Department of
Labor and Commerce is to provide that
reeducation necessary as one of the old
manufacturing technologies moves,
dies out and as new ones come along so
that the labor force is able to move
into those new jobs. So you see the
combination of education and labor.
These things work together.

On the educational side, it has been
shown many, many times that an edu-
cation really needs to start prekinder-
garten; yet one of the effects of seques-
tration, together with the government
shutdown, was a significant reduction
in prekindergarten education. In my
district, some 6,000 young people were
unable to participate in the Head Start
program, not just for 16 days but for
the many days out ahead, so they will
enter kindergarten substantially be-
hind their peers, providing an anchor
to the economy as they move through
their educational process, quite pos-
sibly becoming one of the high major-
ity or the high percentage of students
who drops out of high school.

As you move down this Make It In
America agenda, we come down to one
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that is a fundamental investment, and
that is the infrastructure system. We
have a very high unemployment rate.
There is no doubt about it. One of the
ways to immediately employ Ameri-
cans is to build the foundation for eco-
nomic growth. These are all part of the
foundation for economic growth. This
is the concrete and steel when we talk
about infrastructure. These are the
roads, the airports, the railroads, the
mass transportation systems, the sani-
tation systems, the water systems. So
infrastructure becomes a critical part
of any of the efforts that we need to
make to rebuild America, to provide
the foundation and to put Americans
back to work.

There is some very interesting re-
search that has come out of this, and
here is a piece of it: for every dollar in-
vested in infrastructure, $1.57 is
pumped back into the economy.

So if, for example, the Federal Gov-
ernment were to undertake the robust
infrastructure program that the Presi-
dent put forth a year ago and reiter-
ated in his State of the Union speech
this last February and if we passed leg-
islation, as he wanted, to put $50 bil-
lion additional into the infrastructure
program, the economy would not only
be spending the dollar; it would be get-
ting back $1.57 for every one of those
$50 billion that the President wanted to
put into America’s infrastructure. Men
and women would be working; the
economy would begin to move forward
more rapidly; and we would begin to
see the kind of economic growth that
this Nation needs to have, that the
men and women who are unemployed
or those who are seeking better jobs
would want to have, and we would be
laying the foundation for future eco-
nomic growth.

We must keep this in mind. There are
several things that could be done in
this regard. One of them you just heard
about during the brief interruption
when the Rules Committee came here
to put before this House tomorrow and
in the days ahead the Water Resources
Development Act. This used to be bien-
nial legislation that Congress would
pass every 2 years to put in place the
water, resources, the development of
levees, transportation systems, such as
the locks and the rivers and the chan-
nels, the ports, other kinds of water
transportation systems. You had
water; you had sanitation systems; you
had levees. All of these critically im-
portant infrastructure projects are in
the Water Resources Development Act.

It has been b5 years since there has
been a Water Resources Development
Act, but we have a chance now to push
forward in this House of Representa-
tives in the next few days an extremely
important infrastructure piece of legis-
lation. The good news is there is a good
chance we will do it. The bad news is it
is inadequately funded. There is not
sufficient money in that program to
actually build the kinds of things that
we must have.

So what are we going to do?
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One of the solutions was again pro-
posed by the President in his infra-
structure program that he presented to
Congress, which has really not been
acted on yet—an infrastructure bank, a
bank that has been in existence in Eu-
rope for almost 30 years now. It is a
public-private partnership in which the
government invests money and in
which private investors can also invest.
That money would then be available
for those Kkinds of infrastructure
projects that are cash flow projects—
for example, a sanitation system, a toll
road, a toll bridge, an airport, a water
system. All of these kinds of infra-
structures have fees associated with
them, so there is a cash flow that is
generated sufficient to pay off the loan
that is made available through the in-
frastructure bank.

Such a program has been introduced
here in the House of Representatives
since at least the early 1990s. It doesn’t
exist—it has never been passed—al-
though, every year, one or another
Member of the House of Representa-
tives has tried. I know Congresswoman
ROsSA DELAURO has introduced this for
at least the last 15 years, but it has
never been acted upon. You have to
wonder why.

This seems to me to be eminently
wise that we would create an infra-
structure bank. The Federal Govern-
ment can borrow money today. A 10-
year note is just over, I think, 2.6 per-
cent. That is really cheap money. Bor-
row that money. Put it in this bank.
Loan it out at 2.8 percent to various
cities, counties, water systems, and
build the infrastructure. That is cheap
money. It gives us a chance to get the
economy growing, to employ people, to
build the foundation for economic
growth, and to raise taxes, not by in-
creasing the tax rate but by people
paying taxes because they are now
working. What a novel idea—people
who work pay taxes just as we ought to
be doing. So these are a couple of ideas
about how we can move the economy
forward.

There is another piece of this Make
It In America agenda, and it is this:
H.R. 15624. 1 like this piece of legisla-
tion. It is one I have introduced. What
it basically says is: if we are going to
build those clean energy projects—the
wind, the solar, the advanced fuel, the
hydrogen systems—all of which are
subsidized by your tax money, then
your tax money must be spent on
American made: American-made wind
turbines, American-made solar panels.
Let’s Make It In America.

Why should we spend your tax money
to buy steel from China to build the
San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge?

I am sure your answer would be we
shouldn’t, but we did—6,000 new jobs in
China, zero in America. It was sup-
posed to be 10 percent cheaper. It
turned out to be 10 percent more expen-
sive because there were flaws in the
steel; the welds were not satisfactory.
No, no. That is American taxpayer
money. That American taxpayer
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money should have been used to buy
American-made steel and to create a
new, high-tech steel mill not in China,
which is what happened, but, rather, in
America. We ought to be buying Amer-
ican. We ought to be using our tax
money to buy American-made goods
and services, and that is exactly what
this bill does. This is part of the Make
It In America agenda.

I am going to show you one other lit-
tle picture here. Normally, our trains
don’t run upside down, so let me make
it right-side up:

This is an electric locomotive—brand
new, made in Sacramento, California,
by Siemens, the German manufac-
turing company, which is one of the
world’s biggest manufacturing compa-
nies. Why in the world are they making
electric locomotives for Amtrak in
Sacramento? Why are they doing that?

O 2030

For years, Siemens has had a light-
rail trolley manufacturing plant in
Sacramento. In the American Recovery
Act—the stimulus bill—there was some
$600 million for the purchase of 80 loco-
motives to replace the aging loco-
motives on the east coast Amtrak
lines. Added to that $600 million was a
sentence that said, this money had to
be spent only on American-made loco-
motives.

Siemens looked at that and goes:
Hmmm, we can make locomotives in
America—and they did, in Sacramento,
California. Probably a couple of thou-
sand jobs, suppliers from all over the
Nation providing the parts—the elec-
trical systems and the rest—for this lo-
comotive, made in America, with
American taxpayer money, because
someone in the stimulus bill added a
sentence to an appropriation and said,
this money must be spent on Amer-
ican-made locomotives.

We can do that with every one of our
expenditures—or at least many of our
expenditures—using your taxpayer
money on American-made goods and
services, a very, very wise thing to do,
which, incidentally, was first suggested
by George Washington and Alexander
Hamilton. So if you want to go back to
the Founding Fathers, use some of
their ideas where they said—Alexander
Hamilton in a report to George Wash-
ington said that the Federal Govern-
ment should use its purchasing power
to support American industry—buy
American, Make It In America, use
American taxpayer money on Amer-
ican-made goods and services. Not a
bad idea. We need to pass that kind of
legislation here.

I am going to take just a few more
moments and talk about one of the
great challenges that we have. I am
going to start with this man who
seemed to understand what it took to
rebuild and to move the American
economy and society forward. This is
actually on one of the monuments at
the Franklin Delano Roosevelt Memo-
rial here in Washington, D.C. When I
took my grandchildren down there not
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too long ago, I read this to them and
explained to them why this was impor-
tant during the Great Depression, and
why it is important today.

Roosevelt said during the height of
the depression that “The test of our
progress is not whether we add more to
the abundance of those who have much,
it is whether we provide enough for
those who have too little.”” The test of
our progress is not whether we add
more to the abundance of those who
have much, but rather it is we provide
enough for those who have too little.

Most of us have an image of the
Great Depression—the food lines, the
hungry, the unemployed. America has
gone through something not as des-
perate, but nearly so—the Great Reces-
sion, beginning in 2008. Millions of
Americans lost their jobs—well over 8,
maybe as many as 10 million. Even
more lost their homes, and there was a
lot of hurt upon our land.

We have been working now since 2008
to restore the American economy. The
stimulus bill was one such way—the
proposals of the President—to rebuild
the American infrastructure, to edu-
cate our kids, and a host of other
things, what he called the American
Jobs Program—incidentally, not taken
up by our colleagues here in the House
of Representatives on the majority
side. Nonetheless, he recommended dif-
ferent ways to address this funda-
mental issue.

How do we provide enough for those
who have too little? How are we doing?
How is America doing on meeting the
challenge that Franklin Roosevelt laid
out? The answer is seen in this chart
and the answer is: not well at all. We
are miserably failing to meet the chal-
lenge that Franklin Delano Roosevelt
laid out during the Great Depression.

Here is what it is: of the economic
growth from 2009 to 2012, the fraction of
the growth that went to the top 1 per-
cent—this is the new wealth that was
generated by the American economy,
the growth in the economy, the wealth,
the growth in the economy—the top 1
percent got 95 percent of all of that
wealth that was generated. The 99
percenters—99 percent of the American
people—got to share 5 percent of the
wealth that was generated by the econ-
omy.

This is a great tragedy. This is an un-
paralleled tragedy in the American
economy. This is not just a 3-year pe-
riod; this has actually been hap-
pening—not at the same horrible dis-
tribution that you see here—but it has
actually been a phenomenon that has
been going on in the American econ-
omy where the rich get richer and the
great majority of Americans are stand-
ing still.

When I am not in my district and I
hear people talk about their lives, they
are talking about the fact that they
are literally standing still economi-
cally. Poll after poll indicates that the
American public knows and under-
stands this. When asked how they are
doing, they basically say they are just
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treading water, they are not moving
forward, they are just doing the very
best they can to hang on, to keep their
nose above the water, to not go under.

We have to address this phenomenon.
This doesn’t happen because of the
weather, it doesn’t happen because of
God or some other mysterious force.
This happens because of policy, policy
that this Congress, together with the
Senate and even the Supreme Court
and the President, put in place, a pol-
icy that is skewing the nature of the
American economy in such a way as to
add great wealth to those who already
have great wealth and little to those
who have very little.

We need to adopt policies to change
this. On the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives, there should be a piece of
legislation to raise the minimum wage.
$10 is a bare minimum. California—my
home State—did that, raised the min-
imum wage to $10 and then a couple of
steps will go on in the future, a couple
of higher steps. That is good, that is
good for everyone, even those busi-
nesses small and large that are going
to pay that higher wage. What it does
is to share the wealth that is generated
by this economy, providing those at
the bottom, those hardworking men
and women that are at the bottom, the
opportunity to sustain their families,
to sustain their livelihood. That is but
one.

If we make those critical invest-
ments that create economic growth,
particularly education and job train-
ing, and put in place the programs that
enhance manufacturing, we will see
this begin to change, and we will see
the 99 percenters begin to take their
fair share of the wealth that they are
generating. It is the men and women
that toil, wherever they may be—in the
Federal Government, in the State gov-
ernments, in the manufacturing, in the
fields of America—wherever they may
be, those are the men and women that
are creating wealth. I understand cap-
ital. It has a role in this, but capital
and labor together. What we are seeing
here is the men and women that toil
are not getting the wealth that they
helped to create.

This is a challenge. Tax policy is part
of it. Policy such as minimum wage,
the role of the labor unions putting
pressure on the system so that the men
and women that are working in those
businesses are able to share more of
that wealth. They are all part of this
system, and we need to pay attention
to it here on the floor.

So let’s keep in mind the 99
percenters, who in the years 2009 to
2012 received 5 percent of the total
wealth generated by the largest econ-
omy in the world—the American econ-
omy. Public policy means a lot.

Over the next several days, this Con-
gress is going to deal with some pro-
foundly important questions. The ques-
tion of the role of the Federal Govern-
ment—will we have another sequestra-
tion debacle on January 15? We could.
The current sequestration, which the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

military is saying is a disaster for
them, the education community, the
research community, the transpor-
tation community, the health, the so-
cial welfare community, all say the se-
questration is an unmitigated disaster.

They know, and the American public
will soon know, that on January 15 the
second shoe will fall and another $105
billion will be taken out of the econ-
omy beginning on January 15 unless
this House of Representatives and the
Senate, together with the President,
come up with a viable alternative, one
in which the growth of the economy
can be assured, in which the continued
austerity programs which are holding
back an incredibly powerful resource
called the American economy are put
aside, and we put in place those poli-
cies that create economic growth. We
have an enormous challenge.

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

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3080, WATER RESOURCES RE-
FORM AND DEVELOPMENT ACT
OF 2013

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida (during the
Special Order of Mr. GARAMENDI), from
the Committee on Rules, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 113-251) on
the resolution (H. Res. 385) providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 3080)
to provide for improvements to the riv-
ers and harbors of the United States, to
provide for the conservation and devel-
opment of water and related resources,
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

HONORING GERARD L. LAROCHE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RADEL). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, the United States loses several hun-
dred of our greatest, those heroes of
the Greatest Generation, every day. I
speak of the World War II veterans
whose valor, courage, and sacrifice
stopped the evil shadow of the swastika
from falling across the whole of hu-
manity.

One of those heroes we lost recently
was Gerard L. LaRoche, a World War IT
veteran of D-Day and the Battle of the
Bulge, Mr. Speaker. He was a Harvard-
trained linguist who continued to serve
his country after the war at the Na-
tional Security Agency for many years.

Gerard went home to be with his sav-
ior on October 6. He was 93 years old.

Gerard was a Renaissance man. He
was a translator, a language teacher,
and a professor at several universities
and colleges, a choral director, and a
calligrapher. He was also a talented
draftsman, Mr. Speaker, a violinist, a
photographer, a recording engineer,
and a furniture maker.
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Gerard was born of French-Canadian
parents in Cambridge, Massachusetts,
in 1920, the oldest of eight children and
the son of a noted calligrapher and
schoolteacher who encouraged his ar-
tistic talents.

Mr. Speaker, in 1933, at age 13, Ge-
rard entered the seminary of the
Marist Order but left at 21 to study at
Boston College, where he received his
bachelor’s degree and his master’s.
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He specialized in the study of ro-
mance languages, and then the out-
break of World War II came and inter-
rupted his studies. He enlisted in the
Army and served with the 2nd Armored
Division, where he was at Normandy on
D-Day Plus Six, and at the Battle of
the Bulge. His ability to speak many
forms of French soon landed him as an
aide to help U.S. military brass com-
municate with the Belgians and the
French. Through all this, he found
time to make sketches of the villages,
cities, and countryside in England and
in Europe. He eventually continued his
studies until he received his masters
from Harvard in romance philology.

While stationed in the southwest of
England, he met his future wife, his be-
loved Joyce Latchem, at a village
dance just weeks before D-Day. They
were married on October 18, 1947.

And now, Mr. Speaker, for a time at
least, Gerard has left behind his best
friend and loyal wife, Joyce; his daugh-
ter, Marianne; two sons, Jerome and
David; six grandchildren and 10 great-
grandchildren. But they shall all meet
again and gather together some day.

Mr. Speaker, Gerard LaRoche was a
godly man, a devoted patriot and will-
ing soldier, a committed husband, fa-
ther, and friend. This national treasure
will be missed, and we, his fellow
Americans, are forever grateful to this
noble champion of human freedom.

God bless Gerard.

OBAMACARE ORIGINATION CLAUSE

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I am going to change subjects
and talk about sometimes it is the
water on the inside of a ship that sinks
it rather than the water on the outside.
Mr. Speaker, right now we have water
on the inside of our ship because some-
times the Constitution itself is being
ignored by this administration.

Mr. Speaker, in 2012, the Supreme
Court narrowly and specifically upheld
the individual mandate at the heart of
ObamaCare under Congress’s general
taxing power. The Court noted specifi-
cally:

Even if the taxing power enables Congress
to impose a tax on not obtaining health in-
surance, any tax must still comply with
other requirements in the Constitution.

In short, Mr. Speaker, ObamaCare
was upheld as a tax. The Supreme
Court did not and has not yet consid-
ered a challenge to the Affordable Care
Act’s taxing provisions on the grounds
that it violated the origination clause
in the United States Constitution, and
it most certainly did exactly that.
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