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urge my colleagues to vote in favor of 
the measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DENHAM), who is my 
friend and a fellow veteran. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman and ranking member for 
their support of H.R. 5974, the VA 
COST SAVINGS Enhancements Act. 

This bipartisan bill improves care for 
our veterans. It also ensures that the 
VA is using the latest cost-saving tech-
nology. It directs the VA to install on-
site medical waste treatment systems 
in facilities where this will result in a 
cost savings within 5 years. System-
wide, this will save the VA millions of 
dollars each year and directly improve 
safety and healthcare for our veterans. 

In addition to the significant cost 
savings, this technology is safer and in-
creases crisis readiness. Safety is para-
mount when caring for our vets, and 
treating waste onsite prevents the 
spread of dangerous infections. Both 
the CDC and the World Health Organi-
zation recommend this technology, and 
this policy brings the VA in line with 
recommended practices for private 
medicine. 

Likewise, in the event of an earth-
quake or a wildfire, which we saw in 
California, transportation infrastruc-
ture can be compromised and prevent 
hazardous waste from being trucked to 
a disposal site or through a city. We 
need to make sure that this is handled 
onsite. In a disaster scenario like this, 
treating waste is critical to preventing 
an outbreak and keeping the facility 
actually up and running without huge 
backloads of the waste. 

Our veterans deserve the highest 
quality of care. This technology im-
proves crisis-readiness and is safer, 
more efficient, more cost effective, and 
more environmentally friendly than 
traditional medical waste disposal. In-
stalling these machines will imme-
diately begin saving the VA millions of 
dollars per year and directly improve 
care for our veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 5974. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers. I ask my colleagues 
to join me in passing H.R. 5974, as 
amended, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers. 

At this time, I want to thank both 
minority and majority staffs for the 
hard work they have done on these 
eight bills. We once again have shown 
that we can work in a bipartisan way 
and close many loopholes that no one 
ever attempted in previous law or just 
common sense, like when a spouse has 
lost their loved one to be free to move 
along with a cable bill or a lease and 
other issues that we have dealt with 
here today. 

I want to thank Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
WALZ, the staff on the minority side, 
and the staff on the majority side for 
the hard work that they have done on 
all of these bills. The committee will 
continue to move forward with other 
bills later in the year. 

Mr. Speaker, I once again encourage 
all Members to support H.R. 5974, as 
amended, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
ROE) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 5974, as amend-
ed. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will recognize Members for Spe-
cial Order speeches without prejudice 
to the possible resumption of legisla-
tive business. 

f 

A BETTER DEAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank you very much for the oppor-
tunity to address the House. 

As I often do in these evenings in the 
Special Order hour, I try to first lay 
out what it is: what is the purpose, 
what is the goal, and what is the value 
in what we are trying to accomplish. 

I find myself always harkening back 
to a quote that I saw many years ago, 
and then more recently found etched 
into the marble at the FDR Memorial 
here in Washington, D.C. It comes from 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, and he 
talked about what he was trying to ac-
complish and what he thought America 
ought to accomplish during the Great 
Depression. His words are equally im-
portant during the Great Recession and 
the years thereafter. 

He said: ‘‘The test of our progress is 
not whether we add more to the abun-
dance of those who have much; it is 
whether we provide enough for those 
who have too little.’’ 

It is kind of what we are all about as 
Democrats, and that is why we found 
the tax cut, the Republican tax cut 
which no Democrat voted for last De-
cember, so profoundly troubling. That 
tax cut, on top of the 2001 and the 2003 
Republican tax cuts, added $2 trillion 
to the wealth of the top 1 percent of 
Americans. 

Let me say that once again. FDR was 
quite clear in his test of policy. He 
said: ‘‘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 2001 and the 2003 Republican tax 
cuts, together with the December 2017 
Republican tax cuts, which no Demo-
crat in the House of Representatives 
voted for, added $2 trillion to the 
wealth of the top 1 percent of Ameri-
cans. 

I suppose that would be okay if the 99 
percent had somehow seen their wealth 
grow. It didn’t happen. In fact, what we 
have seen in the last decade since the 
Great Recession is that the great mid-
dle class of America and the poor have 
seen no real income growth. 

In the last couple of years, yes, there 
has been a wage increase, about 2 per-
cent, totally consumed by inflation, 
which was slightly more than 2 per-
cent—no real income growth. 

So what is happening here is that we 
Democrats are proposing a better deal 
for Americans. Yes, those words are 
similar to what FDR used. But we are 
proposing a better deal for Americans, 
not one that makes the rich richer, al-
though that would be fine if the rest of 
America could also become richer. 

But that is going to take a change in 
public policy, and that is what we are 
proposing to do, because our public pol-
icy going forward is going to be about 
a better deal for the American people. 

We are proposing, as we go into this 
election year, that we push aside the 
Republican proposal, which is essen-
tially a better deal for the superrich, 
and we want to bring about a better 
deal for the people. 

Here are the three major elements of 
that deal: 

We want to lower our healthcare 
costs and prescription drugs for the 
American people. We can do this. Un-
fortunately, our colleagues on the Re-
publican side of the aisle are going in 
exactly the other direction. As they 
have ripped the guts out of the Afford-
able Care Act, we have seen the cost of 
healthcare in America skyrocket. 

b 1945 

We have seen the cost of drugs sky-
rocket. We want to end that. One of the 
things we most definitely want to end 
is what the Republicans are now pro-
posing and that is that we go back in 
America to the bad old days when, if 
you had a preexisting condition, you 
could not get healthcare; or, you would 
have to pay a small fortune just to get 
an insurance policy. 

No, we don’t want that, but that is 
what our Republican colleagues are 
trying to give us all across this Na-
tion—a return to the insurance dis-
crimination where, if you have a pre-
existing condition, you cannot get 
healthcare at an affordable price and 
quite probably couldn’t get it at all. 

Issue one, the cost of drugs. The 2003 
improvement to Medicare part D pro-
vided prescription drugs at a reduced 
cost for seniors. All good. A clause was 
written into that which prohibited the 
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Federal Government from negotiating 
drug prices for the tens of millions of 
Americans on Medicare. 

So we have seen the cost of prescrip-
tion drugs soar. We have seen the sto-
ries about a drug that was acquired by 
some rip-off person who then took the 
cost of that drug from a few dollars per 
pill to several hundred or several thou-
sand dollars per pill. 

So that is point one. I am going to go 
down to point three, because I am 
going to spend time on point two. 

What we want to do is clean up the 
corruption of politics in Washington 
and across this Nation. Just recently, 
the Treasury Department said that the 
NRA didn’t have to reveal who its con-
tributors were to its dark money pro-
gram. Similarly, no other dark money 
PAC across the State had to reveal who 
their contributors were. 

Citizens United opened the floodgates 
to hidden money, secret money. Mil-
lions upon millions of dollars pour into 
campaigns to influence the effect of 
those campaigns. So we want to deal 
with Citizens United. We want to deal 
with this problem of corruption in our 
political system. There are many ways 
we can do it, but until we can deal with 
it, we are going to continue to see 
more and more legislation that bene-
fits the rich at the expense of the 
working men and women of America. 

Now, let me go to this second one 
here. We want to increase and grow our 
economy and jobs through an infra-
structure program rebuilding America. 
That will be the central focus of what 
I want to spend this evening on. 

So, as we talk a better deal for the 
American people, we will be talking 
about healthcare issues, we will be 
talking about corruption and ending 
the dark money. We will also talk 
about rebuilding the infrastructure for 
America and creating jobs. 

As we go into this, why is it impor-
tant? Why is infrastructure important? 

I suspect many of you remember just 
more than a year ago that the greatest 
waterfall in all the world was created 
at the Oroville Dam in California, just 
a few miles upstream from my district 
on the Feather River. Yes, an infra-
structure failure. The Oroville Dam 
spillway was about to give way, just to 
the side of this, creating a 30-foot wall 
of water, because the main spillway 
had collapsed. 

I suppose if you are interested in wa-
terfalls, this was quite an event. But it 
was dangerous. Two hundred thousand 
of my constituents had to immediately 
evacuate in the cities of Marysville, 
Yuba City, and Live Oak, and other 
small communities in that area, for 
fear that that infrastructure project 
would fail. Well, it did, but not totally. 

For the folks in Seattle, Washington, 
or anybody who was traveling on Inter-
state 5 from Washington State to Brit-
ish Columbia, it turned out it was a 
tough day to get there. This is the 
Interstate 5 bridge. Well, I suppose if 
you had pontoons or maybe water 
wings, you could stay on Interstate 5. 

This is just one example of the tens 
of thousands of bridges across America 
that are considered to be unsafe and 
structurally unsound. This one proved 
it. 

A similar bridge in Minneapolis, Min-
nesota, in the Twin Cities area, re-
sulted in deaths as that bridge col-
lapsed. 

Infrastructure. American infrastruc-
ture, according to Duke University and 
the study they published a couple of 
years ago, ranks in the Ds. I do think 
we have one C. This is going to require 
glasses to try to find the one C in our 
infrastructure system. 

Our ports are a C-plus. The rail sys-
tems, the private rail systems are a B. 
The rest of them are Ds and Fs. Roads, 
bridges, dams, on and on, sanitation 
systems, water systems. 

All of us have heard about the prob-
lem in Michigan with the water system 
there. Well, it is repeated in California 
up and down the Central Valley of Cali-
fornia with water systems that are 
contaminated in multiple ways, as 
they are in Michigan. 

So, what are we going to do about it? 
Well, we have the good fortune of an 

opportunity presented to us by Demo-
cratic leaders. Let me start with a cou-
ple of examples of what can be done if 
we were to Make It In America. 

Take, for example, an American suc-
cess story of Make It In America. The 
Tappan Zee Bridge in New York, they 
did it right. They did it with U.S.-man-
ufactured steel. It was a $3.9 billion 
project and 7,728 American jobs cre-
ated. 

Out in California, we do things a lit-
tle differently and not always better. 
You have heard of the San Francisco- 
Oakland Bay Bridge. Well, they decided 
that the Chinese steel would be cheap-
er. It turned out it wasn’t, and there 
were thousands of American jobs that 
didn’t happen. It was $3.9 billion over 
budget, as that Chinese steel was used. 
There were 3,000 jobs created in China, 
and the most modern steel mill in the 
world to produce steel that was badly 
welded and flawed in many ways. 

So, we have a choice: We can make it 
in America, as New York did with the 
Tappan Zee Bridge, or you can have it 
made in China, as California did with 
the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge, 
not our proudest moment. 

For you who are not aware, I am a 
Californian. I was the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor when this disaster was going on. 
I screamed and yelled and jumped up 
and down and said, What in the world 
are you doing? Oh, but it is cheaper. It 
is supposed to be by 10 percent. Cheap 
is not always better—an example of 
what could be done if we were to make 
it in America. 

Now, this idea of Make It In America 
actually started with STENY HOYER, 
our minority whip. I am going to put 
up a couple of things. He has renewed 
his program that he and I worked on 
beginning in 2010. 

Over the years we have talked about 
Make It In America. We have talked 

about various ways it can be done, poli-
cies and the like. This Monday, Minor-
ity Whip STENY HOYER re-energized 
Make It In America. I think it is Make 
It In America 4.0. 

So we have encouraged entrepreneur-
ship by assuring access to workplace 
benefits like healthcare and retirement 
security, and providing more and 
stronger boosts to businesses with 
ideas and successful businesses. 

I just came across one of these ear-
lier today. I was talking to a friend out 
in California, Phil Wyatt, a Ph.D. guy 
who worked out of the University of 
California, Santa Barbara for some 
time. He came across a way of using a 
machine to analyze what is in some-
thing—a chemical analysis, an analysis 
of biological components, and the like. 
He started a company called Wyatt 
Technology. 

It is an analytical machine that is 
used all around the world. It is used in 
healthcare. It is used in biology. It is 
used in chemical analysis and the like. 
The company is an American company, 
an entrepreneurship that was devel-
oped in this country. There are 88 
straight quarters of profitability, and 
no way in hell is he going to allow the 
Chinese to steal it from him, even 
though his equipment is broadly used 
throughout the world. A great success 
story, Wyatt Technology. 

So, where did it come from? 
Well, it was an entrepreneurial pro-

gram. We need more entrepreneurs. We 
need more entrepreneurs who are out 
there developing new businesses like 
Phil did several years back. They can 
do it. They are going to need support 
from their government. They need 
sound tax policy. They need the edu-
cation and research that is going on in 
our universities. 

They need to be able to accept the 
risk of starting a new business, wheth-
er it is a high-tech business or maybe 
it is somebody that wants to go out 
and work at a taco stand. But they 
ought to be able to have their 
healthcare and they ought to have 
their retirement security available to 
them as they go through that time. 

So, that is one of the things that Mr. 
HOYER has talked about as he renews 
the Make It In America plan. We are 
going to hold infrastructure for a few 
moments and pick up the third element 
in his plan, which is education, which 
ties directly to what I talked about 
with Mr. Wyatt. 

Wyatt’s business, almost more than a 
decade old, actually came out of the 
University of California, Santa Bar-
bara, where he was a professor and he 
was doing research. And so it is the 
educational system, not only at the 
high level, but also all the way down 
the line, promoting pathways for ca-
reer opportunities. 

A lot of this is something you might 
find in the career technical education 
field, where a man or woman learns to 
be a welder and then says, Well, I can 
start my own welding shop. I can be-
come my own boss. So they do. 
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Or, maybe it is somebody that has 

learned hairstyling or cosmetics and 
decides they want to open their own 
shop. If they are able to have portable 
healthcare, if they have their retire-
ment benefits, they can run the risk of 
starting their own business. 

The training programs and education 
and the research all fit into this focus 
on education. So Mr. HOYER has out-
lined that as the second element. 

The third element in the renewal of 
the Make It In America plan that he 
and I worked on in the beginning of 
2010, and continued working on these 
many years, is a focus on infrastruc-
ture. 

As I said earlier, as I talked about 
the failure of our basic infrastructure 
systems—water, sanitation, bridges, 
highways, reservoirs and dams—is this 
problem, also this opportunity. As I 
said, with this report coming out of 
Duke University, where they rated the 
infrastructure systems—as did the So-
ciety of Civil Engineers—it is a fact 
that if we are building our infrastruc-
ture system, for every dollar we invest 
in the infrastructure, we will be able to 
create 21,671 jobs. And for every billion 
dollars we invest, we will create those 
jobs. For every dollar we invest, we 
will improve the economy by $3.54. 

b 2000 
So the return on that $1 investment 

is 3.5 to 1, so it makes a lot of sense to 
do that. Besides that, the bridges won’t 
fall down and the dams won’t crumble. 

This one is extremely important: re-
pairing and rebuilding our aging infra-
structure. It also gives us the oppor-
tunity to innovate in the infrastruc-
ture of the future. 

Well, as Mr. HOYER wants to talk 
about the infrastructure of the future, 
I want to talk about, for my remaining 
time here, the infrastructure of the 
past. 

You may be aware that America is 
now a nation that exports a strategic 
national asset. It is our petroleum 
products. For fracking and other rea-
sons, we are now an export nation when 
it comes to crude oil, gasoline, diesel, 
and, above all, natural gas. We have 
succeeded in turning this around from 
an importing nation to an exporting 
nation. 

Some of these statistics lead me to 
an opportunity that we could rebuild, 
reenergize, a critical national infra-
structure. 

We don’t often think about our mari-
time industry as being infrastructure, 
but it really is. It supports, to be sure. 
And we often talk about ports. We talk 
about intermodal, from the ship to the 
port, to the trail, to the train and rail, 
and then on to the highways. All true, 
but we often ignore the ship itself. 

So here we are. The future of Amer-
ican shipbuilding actually resides in 
the export of oil and natural gas. By 
2020, the U.S. is expected to be the 
world’s third largest exporter of LNG, 
liquified natural gas. 

Mr. Speaker, 225 LNG vessels are ex-
pected to be added to the world fleet by 

2020. Those are big ships. There is a lit-
tle picture there of one. 

Due to the eroded capacity of Amer-
ican shipyards, not one—none, nada, 
none—of those 225 LNG ships, vessels, 
will be built in American shipyards un-
less there is a law that requires that 
just a small part of that export of LNG 
be on American-built ships. 

Similarly, oil, I don’t have that up 
here, but none of the oil that will be 
exported from the United States will be 
on American-built ships unless there is 
a law. 

So, are you surprised that we are pro-
posing a law called the Energizing 
American Shipbuilding? It is a piece of 
legislation that I have introduced to 
deal with a critical infrastructure, the 
ships that America once had. 

So, of 225 new LNG vessels, currently 
70 percent of those orders are going to 
Korea and the rest to China, maybe a 
few to Japan, and none to the United 
States. 

So, the legislation called Energizing 
American Shipbuilding Act, introduced 
by myself, H.R. 5893, was introduced a 
few weeks ago. It requires that a cer-
tain percentage of the liquified natural 
gas and crude oil exports be trans-
ported on United States-built ships and 
American-flag vessels, crewed by 
American mariners, from the captains 
to the engineers to the seamen, Amer-
ican men and women on these Amer-
ican-built vessels. 

A similar bill was introduced in the 
Senate by Senator WICKER, and that 
bill also does exactly the same thing. 
Senator CASEY, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. 
COURTNEY, and Mr. WITTMAN—two 
Democrats, two Republicans—intro-
duced the legislation. In the Senate, 
one Republican and one Democrat have 
introduced the very same legislation, 
bipartisan, bicameral, and, by God, we 
ought to do it. 

What happens if we were to do it? 
Well, let’s look at some of the very 
simple opportunities that exist. 

Instead of China and Korea and 
Japan building the ships for the export 
of this strategic national asset, let’s do 
it in America. Let’s make them in 
America. 

The Energizing American Ship-
building Act, introduced in the House 
and the Senate this year, if we were to 
pass this legislation, we are talking at 
least 50 new ships built in America. 
Let’s see. That is 3, 6, 9, 12—about 15 of 
them, LNG ships, would be built here 
in the United States. And when they 
are commissioned and they are on the 
oceans, they would have American 
mariners on board providing a stra-
tegic advantage to our American de-
fense policy. I will talk about that a 
little later. 

There would be many, many more on 
the crude oil side, perhaps more than 
30. Probably closer to 35 ships would be 
built in the next decade and a half to 
two decades, providing, oh, I don’t 
know, maybe more than 1,500 jobs for 
American mariners. 

And we haven’t yet been able to cal-
culate all the jobs in the shipyards of 

America, but we know that, for San 
Diego, at the shipyards in San Diego, 
they would be building these ships. We 
know that they would be building these 
ships in the shipyards of the Gulf Coast 
and in the shipyards on the East Coast, 
particularly in Philadelphia. These 
jobs would be spread around at the 
shipyards on the West Coast, the Gulf 
of Mexico, and the East Coast. 

And, just as important, the bill 
would require that the engines, the hy-
draulic systems, the pumps, the pipes, 
the electronics, that those, too, also be 
built in America. 

We are talking about a major oppor-
tunity to make it in America, to make 
it in America once again so that Amer-
ica can continue to be a major place for 
the construction of American-built 
ships, whether those are naval ships, as 
they are today, required to be built in 
the United States, or whether they are 
commercial ships requiring that a 
small percentage of the export of oil 
and natural gas be on American-built 
ships with American sailors. Bottom 
line: manufacturing matters. 

So, when Mr. HOYER, our minority 
whip, talks about renewing the Make It 
In America agenda and he talks about 
the necessity for that to be focusing on 
infrastructure, we put forward that a 
critical piece of that infrastructure is 
the American maritime industry—just 
as important as the trucks that travel 
our highways, another piece of infra-
structure; just as important as the 
trains that travel the rails, another 
critical piece of infrastructure; just as 
important as the barges that move up 
and down the Mississippi River system 
on the Ohio, the Missouri, or the Mis-
sissippi itself. All of that is infrastruc-
ture, as are the airports and the air-
lines. 

We ought to start and always think 
about the fact that we are a maritime 
nation and that in our infrastructure 
we consider the American maritime, 
we consider the ships and the men and 
the women who are on those ships. 

Now, this is a national security issue. 
TRANSCOM, responsible for moving 
American military supplies around the 
world, has stated categorically that, 
unless we revive our American mari-
time industry, unless we have sailors 
and captains and engineers on ships 
who are able to transport our military 
wherever they need to go around the 
world, we are going to be in a world of 
hurt. 

Earlier today, I was talking to one of 
the officers of Liberty Maritime, one of 
the American shipping companies, 
owners of ships that will soon be trans-
porting a brigade of Reserve men and 
women from the United States to Eu-
rope as part of our European defense 
issues. 

So it becomes important that we deal 
with the infrastructure of the United 
States and that we do so keeping in 
mind that these are American jobs that 
fulfill this important policy position. 
This is the value that, as we go about 
our legislative work here, we keep in 
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mind that the test of our progress is 
not whether we add more to the abun-
dance of those who have much; it is 
whether we provide for those who have 
too little. 

Among those who have too little are 
the working men and women of Amer-
ica. And if we carry out this infrastruc-
ture challenge, if we make it in Amer-
ica, if the steel is American made, if 
the locomotives are American made— 
and there is a marvelous example of 
what can be done with public policy 
that says, if we are going to build loco-
motives for the Amtrak system on the 
Northeast corridor from Washington, 
D.C., to Boston, that those locomotives 
will be American made, with 100 per-
cent American-made equipment. 

Interestingly, when this was part of 
the American Recovery Act back in 
2010, a bill put forward by Democrats 
and President Obama, there was a re-
quirement for $700 million or $800 mil-
lion to be spent on American-built lo-
comotives, 100 percent American made. 
A German company said: Whoa, $700 
million? $800 million? Locomotives? 
American made? We could do that. 

So, in Sacramento, California, Sie-
mens, one of the great manufacturing 
companies in the world, said: Well, 
let’s see. We make not locomotives, but 
we do make cars for the transit sys-
tems. We can do locomotives. 

And they did. Just this last week, I 
got off one of the Amtrak trains from 
New York City, walked past a gleaming 
locomotive, brand-new, and on the side 
it said ‘‘Siemens.’’ I am going: That lo-
comotive was made in Sacramento, 
California, just outside my district, by 
a German company with American 
workers, American steel, American 
wheels, American engines—made in 
America. 

How did it happen? Because Congress, 
with Democrats in control and a Demo-
cratic President, said: We are not going 
to talk about making America great 
again; we are going to actually pass a 
law that says this money will be spent 
on American-made locomotives. 

And so it was. And now that plant is 
continuing to expand as they produce 
cars for transit systems all across this 
Nation. 

FDR had it right, and we are going to 
follow. We are going to make sure that 
the laws of this Nation actually pro-
vide for the working men and women; 
for those who don’t have a job, an edu-
cational program, job training pro-
grams, career development programs in 
community colleges and high schools, 
apprenticeship programs, so that the 
men and women of America can par-
ticipate in the revitalization of the 
American infrastructure system. 

Whether that is a highway, an inter-
state freeway, an airport, a dock, or a 
port, we are going to make sure that 
the American workers have a chance 
not only in building the infrastructure, 
but in using the steel and the concrete 
and the other elements that go into 
these infrastructure projects. Those 
should also be made in America so that 
that infrastructure program flows way 
beyond just those who are pouring the 

concrete to those who are making the 
cement and making the manufacturing 
plant that will develop the cement. 

b 2015 
This is where we are. And by the way, 

we want to make sure that tax policy 
does not do what the Republicans have 
repeatedly done—2001, 2003 tax cuts and 
again in the 2017 tax cuts that have 
transferred $2 trillion of American 
wealth to the top 1 percent. That is 
shameful, but that has actually hap-
pened. And all the while the rest of 
Americans have seen virtually no im-
provement in their economic situation. 

Tax policy—critically important. 
Policy that requires that when we 
spend your tax dollar, that your tax 
dollar is spent on American jobs in 
American factories, putting Americans 
to work in what we call a ‘‘Make It In 
America’’ agenda. 

And so keep this in mind, Mr. Trump, 
this is how you make America great 
again, by making it in America. So we 
can work with our Republican col-
leagues, as we are with our ship-
building program, the Energizing 
American Shipbuilding Act. Democrats 
and Republicans understand, together, 
that it is public policy. It is the laws 
that we write that set the pace for eco-
nomic growth and spread that growth 
out across the great American popu-
lation so that everyone—everyone can 
participate in the rebuilding of Amer-
ica’s infrastructure, whether it is a 
ship at sea, a port that is being devel-
oped, an airport, a highway or a rail-
way, water system, sanitation system, 
we must write into all of those laws 
that when American taxpayer money is 
used, it is spent on American manufac-
turing and American workers. 

So we will make it in America, and 
America will make it when we follow 
these kinds of wise public policies, 
keeping in mind that our task is to 
make sure that we always focus not on 
those who have much, but, rather, on 
those that have too little. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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THE FIGHT TO SAVE AMERICA’S 
PATENT SYSTEM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
first and foremost, before I get into the 
subject that I will be discussing today, 
let me just note that ‘‘American made’’ 
is only important if there are Ameri-
cans actually in the jobs. 

Who is the friend and who is the 
enemy of American workers today? 
Certainly the party that is permitting 
massive flow of illegal immigrants into 
our country in order to take the jobs 
that are being created is not a friend of 
the American working people. 

Let us take a look at why Americans 
have prospered. We have prospered be-
cause, yes, we have technology and we 
have jobs. But it is also because we 

have not permitted this massive immi-
gration that now seems to be flowing 
across and has been for the last 10 and 
20 years. 

If we have industries that are going 
to succeed and jobs that are going to be 
created, we must first control our bor-
ders so that all of the jobs that we hear 
about being created are given to Amer-
icans, not to people who come here ille-
gally. 

It is unfortunate that that part of 
the debate in how illegal immigration 
has been bringing down the quality of 
life, taking jobs away from Americans, 
that that has not been part of the de-
bate that we have heard over the 
media. 

In fact, last week, we had an example 
where the Democratic party members 
here were unable to support a bill on 
the floor commending those brave 
souls who are defending our border and 
trying to stem the flow—the massive 
flow of illegal immigration into our 
country. They couldn’t get themselves 
to back that. 

Now, I went to an ICE facility, which 
is the group in our government that ac-
tually runs the facilities and helps us 
control this massive flow into our 
country, and the people there, yes, 
there were over 300 being held, and 
they were going to be returned. They 
were doing a good job for us. 

And the fact is, in California, the 
Democratic party has gone so far over-
board, they won’t even permit local 
law enforcement—they have actually 
outlawed—they call it the sanctuary 
State law—they won’t even let local 
governments permit them to use their 
own law enforcement to cooperate with 
Federal authorities in order to deal 
with illegal alien criminals. 

Now, something is wrong here. We 
can hear all this talk about attacking 
Republicans as if all the tax money 
that was saved in this tax bill went to 
rich people. No, that is not the case. 
And what is also not the case is that 
the very jobs that are being created by 
such programs are going to foreigners 
who are here illegally, unless we do 
something about it. 

So with that said, I would like to get 
into the issue that I really would like 
to—that I was intending to discuss 
today, and it has everything to do also 
with American prosperity. American 
prosperity didn’t just happen. So I call 
this the Fight to Save America’s Pat-
ent System. 

We Americans are blessed to be part 
of a Nation where average people who 
live right and work hard can expect 
safety, a decent standard of living, and 
opportunities beyond the dreams of 
those who just struggle to survive in so 
much of the world—which is also why 
we have to control the borders. Be-
cause we do have a high standard of 
living in this world and we have this 
high standard of living for average peo-
ple, it is not just a gift from God, but 
it is also a result of fundamental poli-
cies and laws that have governed our 
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