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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SIMPSON).

—————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 18, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL K.
SIMPSON to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, the Chair would now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

————
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 1
minute p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

————
O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 2
p.m.

——————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

We give You thanks, O God, for giv-
ing us another day. Please help us to
use it well.

We ask Your blessing upon this as-
sembly and upon all to whom the au-
thority of government is given. Help
them to meet their responsibilities
during these days, to attend to the im-
mediate needs and concerns of the mo-
ment, all the while enlightened by the
majesty of Your creation and Your
eternal Spirit.

We give You thanks that we all can
know and share the fruits of Your Spir-
it, especially in this time the virtues of
tolerance and reconciliation, of justice
and righteousness, of goodwill and un-
derstanding, of patience and loving
care for others.

Watch over this House, and cause
Your blessing to be upon each Member,
that they might serve all the people
with sincerity and truth.

May all that is done within the peo-
ple’s House this day be for Your great-
er honor and glory.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

—————

DELAYING ON THE DEBT
SOLUTION

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, over the weekend, concerned
constituents advised me they are tired
of hearing politicians grandstand about
fixing the Nation’s debt ceiling. The
current administration has proven it
would rather threaten our senior citi-
zens than propose reasonable solutions
that would benefit families.

Liberals refuse to listen to the Amer-
ican people. Americans voted for Wash-
ington to cut spending. Liberals want
to impose ‘‘more revenues,”’ which is
Washingtonspeak for more job-killing
taxes.

In August of 2009, then-Senator
Barack Obama stated ‘‘raising taxes in
a recession would be the last thing you
want to do.”” That is particularly true
today, as over 14 million Americans are
without jobs. The President’s policies
of borrow and spend have failed and we
must change course.

This debt crisis is a result of Wash-
ington spending money it does not
have. That is why House Republicans
have proposed the Cut, Cap, and Bal-
ance plan. Tomorrow, I hope Demo-
crats will join us to vote for this posi-
tive proposal to promote more jobs cre-
ated by small businesses.
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In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———

IT IS NOT ABOUT PROTECTING
BILLIONAIRES

(Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, in all the debate about the
debt ceiling, the biggest falsehood is
that Republicans want to protect the
multimillionaires and billionaires. The
millionaires and billionaires can take
care of themselves; and, in fact, they
come out ahead especially when gov-
ernment gets too big. And Republicans
lose the superwealthy areas usually by
two-to-one margins or more.

The reason we don’t want tax in-
creases is because the Federal Govern-
ment is so wasteful. The least economi-
cal, least efficient way to spend money
is to turn it over to the Federal Gov-
ernment. LLook at how little good the
$862 billion stimulus did. Unemploy-
ment went up.

Every dollar that can be kept in the
private sector will do much more to
create jobs and keep prices down. The
ones who will benefit the most from
more money in the private sector will
be the middle- and lower-income work-
ing people. If this wasn’t true, the So-
viet Union and Cuba would have been
heaven on Earth.

It is not about protecting billion-
aires—not in the least.

STOP THE OUT-OF-CONTROL
SPENDING

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. I would like to associate
myself with the comments of my col-
league from Tennessee. 1 agree with
every word he said.

And I would like to ask a question,
Mr. Speaker: Why is our national debt
so high? It’s because spending is too
high.

It’s pretty simple. Our debt crisis is
the result of Washington spending
money it doesn’t have and leaving the
tab for taxpayers and future genera-
tions to pick up. That’s irresponsible.

The only way out is reducing spend-
ing, since at least 40 cents of every dol-
lar we’re spending is added directly to
the national debt.

And, no, despite what our friends on
the other side of the aisle would say,
raising tax rates and confiscating more
money isn’t the solution. That ignores
the reality that Washington has a
chronic overspending problem, not an
undertaxing problem.

If we’re going to restore economic
certainty, bolster job growth, and keep
America competitive, we need to stop
spending money we don’t have. Mr.
Speaker, we’ve got to start cutting
spending, and we’ve got to start it now.
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IT’S TIME FOR THE PRESIDENT TO
ACT

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, right
now this United States Congress is
writing post-dated checks on an over-
drawn account. We’re on a path to fis-
cal destruction, one that may threaten
the very fabric of our Republic.

In many ways, Mr. Speaker, we may
be lucky that we have a statutory debt
limit because it forces both branches of
the legislative branch of government
and the executive branch to sit down
and have the hard discussions that are
necessary at this point in our Nation’s
history. Does anyone really believe we
would be here having these discussions
if we didn’t have to?

There is going to be a bill on the
floor this week called Cut, Cap, and
Balance; and it allows the President
his wish for expanding the debt limit at
the same time it caps spending, cuts
current spending, and allows for a vote
on a balanced budget amendment.

The President issued a veto threat
today, and I think that is unfortunate.
The President has refused to offer any
meaningful plan of his own, anything
that is scorable. Anything that even
has the barest of details the President
has failed to provide. And, of course,
we all wonder what’s happening over in
the other body.

This country doesn’t need more debt;
it needs more jobs. But we need to quit
spending money we don’t have and put
people back to work. Dealing with
these important issues is what we need
to do, and then let Americans do what

they do best: create, innovate, and
lead.
————
CUT, CAP, AND BALANCE OUR
BUDGET

(Mr. CHAFFETZ asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CHAFFETZ. A short time ago,
the President issued an administration
policy statement saying that he would
veto Cut, Cap, and Balance.

I appreciate the President’s offering
a moment of clarity. He said: ‘“‘Instead
of pursuing an empty political state-
ment and unrealistic policy goals, it is
necessary to move beyond politics as
usual and find bipartisan common
ground.”

All we ask is that we balance our
budget. For the President to suggest
that balancing our budget is not com-
mon ground does provide clarity.

This President has no plan to balance
our budget. The budget that he sub-
mitted never balances. In fact, it dou-
bles and triples the debt.

We’re asking that if the President
wants to raise the debt ceiling, we
must solve the underlying problem;
and the underlying problem is we’re
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borrowing, taxing, and spending too
much money in this country.

The President says, ‘‘passing a bal-
anced budget amendment that, in the
years ahead, will likely leave the Na-
tion unable to meet its core commit-
ment of ensuring dignity in retire-
ment.”

Mr. President, if we don’t balance
this budget, if we don’t take care of our
debt, if we don’t pay off our debts, this
country will be bankrupt.

We’re spending and borrowing too
much money. We can no longer borrow
40 cents out of every dollar in this
country. That’s why we must pass Cut,
Cap, and Balance.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Members are reminded to ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair.

——————
0 1410
CUT, CAP, AND BALANCE

(Mr. NUGENT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. Speaker, we’re
here today because this country has a
spending addiction. My 36-plus years in
law enforcement told me that when
someone has an addiction, you have to
first address and admit that you have a
problem.

Mr. Speaker, there is a bill that is
coming up this week called Cut, Cap,
and Balance. The important part of
that bill is the balance part. This Na-
tion needs a balanced budget amend-
ment, just like 49 States that make up
this great Union have a balanced budg-
et amendment.

Mr. Speaker, there’s been a threat
laid upon us that there will be a veto if
we pass this. Mr. Speaker, unless we
address our addiction to spending, we
will never ever get to a point where the
children that we have sitting in the au-
dience, those that are sitting here that
have children are never going to be
able to pass on a greater opportunity
to them, just like was passed on to me
by my parents.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 11 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

———
0 1700
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WOMACK) at 5 p.m.

—————

CHURCH PLAN INVESTMENT
CLARIFICATION ACT

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 33) to amend the Securities Act
of 1933 to specify when certain securi-
ties issued in connection with church
plans are treated as exempted securi-
ties for purposes of that Act, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Church Plan
Investment Clarification Act’.

SEC. 2. SECURITIES ACT OF 1933 AMENDMENT.

Section 3(a)(2) of the Securities Act of 1933 (15
U.S.C. 77c(a)(2)) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(other than a retirement in-
come account described in section 403(b)(9) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, to the extent
that the interest or participation in such single
trust fund or collective trust fund is issued to a
church, a convention or association of churches,
or an organization described in  section
414(e)(3)(A) of such Code establishing or main-
taining the retirement income account or to a
trust established by any such entity in connec-
tion with the retirement income account)’’ after
““403(b) of such Code’’; and

(2) by inserting ‘‘(other than a person partici-
pating in a church plan who is described in sec-
tion 414(e)(3)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986)”" after ‘‘section 401(c)(1) of such Code’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) and the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
add extraneous material on this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
33, the Church Plan Investment Clari-
fication Act. I would like to thank my
colleagues on the Financial Services
Committee for their support of this
legislation. I would also like to thank
Mr. CARSON of Indiana for managing
the bill for the other side of the aisle.

H.R. 33, the Church Plan Investment
Clarification Act, is a technical correc-
tions bill to amend Public Law 108-359,
the Church Pension Fairness Act. It
clarifies an exemption in current law
to allow church pension plans, like sec-
ular pension plans, to invest in collec-
tive trusts.

Due to a technical error included in
the 2004 law, the necessary exemption
from the Securities Act of 1933 was not
provided to give church pension plans
access to collective trusts. Collective
trusts allow pension plans to pool their
assets, diversify their investments, and
share risk and transaction costs with
other pension plans, thereby reaping
the benefits of collective buying power.
Again, H.R. 33 clarifies that church
pension plans, like secular plans, may
invest in collective trusts.
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On June 22, 2011, the House Com-
mittee on Financial Services by voice
vote unanimously approved H.R. 33.
This bill is similar to the original
Church Pension Fairness Act bill, H.R.
1533, which the House passed in 2003 by
a vote of 397-0.

Finally, the bill is supported by a
number of organizations, including the
Church Alliance; the General Board of
Pension and Health Benefits of the
United Methodist Church; the YMCA
Retirement Fund; Everence Financial
on behalf of the Mennonite Retirement
Trust, the retirement plan for the Men-
nonite Church USA; the Seventh-Day
Adventist Church in North America;
Church Pension Group, on behalf of the
Church Pension Fund, an independent
agency of the Episcopal Church; the
Ministers and Missionaries Benefit
Board of the American Baptist Church-
es in the USA; the Board of Pensions of
the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America; and the Pensions Board of the
United Church of Christ.

With that, I urge my colleagues to
support the bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, this bill would permit
church pension plans to invest in col-
lective trusts by correcting a technical
error that resulted from the inter-
action of the securities laws and the
Tax Code. In 2003, Mr. Speaker, Con-
gress passed legislation that was in-
tended to accomplish this goal, but the
final law did not make the necessary
corrections to the Securities Act of
1933. As such, IRS regulations cur-
rently prevent collective trusts from
allowing investments by church plans.

This bill will make it more cost-effi-
cient for a religious organization to
manage its pension plans by allowing
the plan to manage its assets through a
collective trust mechanism alongside
the assets of other pension plans.
Church pension plans will no longer
have to be managed separately, which
creates greater costs to the plan and
its participants. The bill, Mr. Speaker,
effectively provides another option for
church pension plans and allows them
to be managed much more like other
kinds of pension plans, and will mini-
mize costs.

This bill is supported by the Church
Alliance, a coalition of 37 denomina-
tional benefit programs that provide
pensions and health benefits to more
than 1 million clergy across this coun-
try, lay workers, and their family
members.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this
bill.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in support of H.R. 33, “The
Church Plan Investment Clarification Act.”
This legislation will allow church pension plans
to participate in collective trusts.

Collective trusts allow pension plans to com-
bine assets to invest in various stock and non
stock options. This provides pension plans an
opportunity to diversify investment portfolios,
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while sharing risks and transaction costs with
other pension plans.

Under current law, thousands of church
pension plans are denied participation in col-
lective trusts, rendering them unable to pool
their assets and reap the benefits of collective
buying power. Many churches, as a result, ex-
perience difficulties and incur expenses when
diversifying pension plan investments.

| support the Church Plan Investment Clari-
fications Act to amend the Securities Act of
1933. Amending current securities legislation
will broaden the existing exemption to collec-
tive trusts to include church pension plans.
This bill will clarify that clergy and lay workers
are able to invest in collective trusts, despite
their unique tax status. The Act affords church
pension plans the same securities law treat-
ment that is extended to governmental plans.

Churches provide invaluable services to our
communities. Across the Nation, church pen-
sion plans will benefit from this bipartisan bill,
including churches in Houston, Texas, where |
represent the 18th Congressional District.
Churches such as the Bellfort Seventh Day
Adventist Church, New Light Christian Church
and the Community of Faith Church. This leg-
islation will be of great significance to the
Wheeler Avenue Baptist Church, the St. John
Missionary Baptist Church on Dowling, the
Brooks Hollow Baptist Church, and Houses of
worship throughout our community and Nation.

These faith institutions in Houston, as well
as throughout the country, will no longer have
to individually bear the burden of high fees on
investment transactions for their retirement
plans. The clergy and lay workers that will
benefit from this legislation have spent their
entire careers serving others. The least we
can offer in return is the opportunity for these
pension plans to pool their resources in order
to decrease costs associated with funding
their retirement plans.

This bill is also supported by The Church Al-
liance, the Seventh Day Adventist Church, the
YMCA Retirement Fund, the Church Pension
Group, and others. | thank my friend from Illi-
nois for sponsoring this important legislation,
and urge my colleagues to work together to
pass the Church Plan Investment Clarification
Act.

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs.
BIGGERT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 33, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
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declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

——
0 1830

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. SMITH of Nebraska) at 6
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order: the motion to suspend on H.R.
33; and approval of the Journal, if or-
dered.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The re-
maining electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 5-minute vote.

—————

CHURCH PLAN INVESTMENT
CLARIFICATION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 33) to amend the Securities
Act of 1933 to specify when certain se-
curities issued in connection with
church plans are treated as exempted
securities for purposes of that Act, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs.
BIGGERT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 310, nays 1,
not voting 120, as follows:

[Roll No. 601]

YEAS—310
Ackerman Buerkle Crenshaw
Adams Burgess Critz
Aderholt Butterfield Cuellar
Alexander Canseco Culberson
Altmire Cantor Cummings
Austria Capito Davis (IL)
Baca Carnahan Davis (KY)
Bachus Carney DeLauro
Baldwin Carson (IN) Denham
Barletta Cassidy DesJarlais
Bartlett Chabot Deutch
Barton (TX) Chaffetz Diaz-Balart
Bass (CA) Chandler Dold
Bass (NH) Chu Donnelly (IN)
Becerra Cicilline Doyle
Benishek Clarke (MI) Dreier
Berg Clarke (NY) Duffy
Berkley Cleaver Duncan (SC)
Biggert Clyburn Duncan (TN)
Bilbray Coffman (CO) Edwards
Bishop (UT) Cohen Ellmers
Blackburn Cole Engel
Bonner Conaway Farenthold
Boustany Connolly (VA) Fincher
Brady (TX) Conyers Fitzpatrick
Braley (IA) Cooper Fleischmann
Broun (GA) Courtney Fleming
Brown (FL) Crawford Flores

Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Gardner
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hochul
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Keating
Kelly
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)

Akin
Andrews
Bachmann
Barrow
Berman
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Black
Blumenauer
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brooks
Buchanan
Bucshon

Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Maloney
Marino
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McClintock
McGovern
MclIntyre
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Polis
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Reyes
Ribble
Richardson
Richmond
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)

NAYS—1
Amash

Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carter
Castor (FL)
Clay

Coble
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crowley
Davis (CA)
DeFazio
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Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stark
Stearns
Stivers
Sullivan
Sutton
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tierney
Tipton
Tonko
Towns
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waxman
Webster
Welch
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Woolsey
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—120

DeGette
Dent

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Ellison
Emerson
Eshoo

Farr

Fattah
Filner
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
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Granger McCollum Rohrabacher
Graves (MO) McCotter Rokita
Grijalva McDermott Rothman (NJ)
Gutierrez McHenry Rush
Harris McKeon Sanchez, Loretta
Hastings (WA) McNerney Schakowsky
Heinrich Meeks Schrader
Hinchey Michaud Shimkus
Hultgren Miller, Gary Shuster
Issa Miller, George Simpson
Johnson (IL) Mulvaney Slaughter
Kaptur Nunnelee Smith (WA)
Kinzinger (IL) Olver Speier
Labrador Owens Stutzman
Lee (CA) Palazzo Tiberi
Lipinski Pascrell Tsongas
Loebsack Paulsen Walberg
Lofgren, Zoe Pence Waters
Lynch Perlmutter Watt
Mack Pingree (ME) Wilson (FL)
Manzullo Poe (TX) Wu
Marchant Pompeo Young (AK)
McCaul Quayle Young (FL)
[ 1858

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rolicall No.
601, | was unable to vote due to previous
commitments in my district. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes.”

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
601, | was unavoidably detained from arriving
before the close of the vote. Had | been
present, | would have voted “aye.”

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
601, for final passage of H.R. 33, | was pre-
viously detained for a family matter. Had |
been present, | would have voted “aye.”

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | was
unable to attend to votes in the House today.
Had | been present, | would have voted “aye”
on final passage of H.R. 33, the Church Plan
Investment Clarification Act.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the
Journal, which the Chair will put de
novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 244, nays 56,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 130,
as follows:

This

[Roll No. 602]

YEAS—244
Ackerman Alexander Bachus
Adams Austria Barletta
Aderholt Baca Bartlett
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Barton (TX)
Bass (CA)
Bass (NH)
Becerra
Benishek
Berg
Berkley
Biggert
Bilbray
Blackburn
Bonner
Broun (GA)
Brown (FL)
Buerkle
Butterfield
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carnahan
Carney
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coffman (CO)
Cohen

Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Courtney
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (IL)
DeLauro
Denham
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellmers
Engel
Fincher
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Green, Al
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanabusa
Harper
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)

Altmire
Baldwin
Boustany
Burgess
Carson (IN)
Chandler
Chu
Cuellar
Davis (KY)
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Duffy
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Foxx
Gardner
Gibbs

Hayworth

Hensarling

Herger

Higgins

Hinojosa

Hirono

Holden

Holt

Hoyer

Huelskamp

Huizenga (MI)

Hunter

Hurt

Inslee

Israel

Jackson (IL)

Jenkins

Johnson (GA)

Johnson, E. B.

Johnson, Sam

Jordan

Kelly

Kildee

King (IA)

King (NY)

Kingston

Kissell

Kline

Lamborn

Lance

Landry

Langevin

Lankford

Larson (CT)

LaTourette

Latta

Levin

Lewis (CA)

Long

Lowey

Lucas

Luetkemeyer

Lujan

Lummis

Lungren, Daniel
E.

Maloney

Marino

McCarthy (CA)

McCarthy (NY)

McClintock

McGovern

MeclIntyre

McMorris
Rodgers

Mica

Miller (FL)

Miller (MI)

Miller (NC)

Moran

Murphy (CT)

Murphy (PA)

Myrick

Nadler

Neal

Neugebauer

Noem

Nugent

Nunes

Olson

Pastor (AZ)

Paul

Payne

Pearce

Pelosi

Petri

Pitts

Platts

Polis

Posey

NAYS—56

Gibson
Green, Gene
Grimm
Hanna
Harris
Heck
Herrera Beutler
Himes
Hochul
Honda
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (OH)
Jones
Keating
Kind
Kucinich
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Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Ribble
Richardson
Richmond
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Scalise
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stark
Stearns
Sutton
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tonko
Towns
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walsh (IL)
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waxman
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Woolsey
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (IN)

Latham
Lewis (GA)
LoBiondo
Matheson
Matsui
McKinley
Meehan
Napolitano
Pallone
Peters
Peterson
Reed
Renacci
Reyes
Sarbanes
Shuler
Stivers

Sullivan
Terry

Thompson (CA) Tipton
Thompson (MS) Walden

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Amash
NOT VOTING—130
AKkin Eshoo Miller, George
Andrews Farr Moore
Bachmann Fattah Mulvaney
Barrow Filner Nunnelee
Berman Flake Olver
Bilirakis Forbes Owens
g}sﬁop Egéi gor;:en}kl)erry Palazzo
ishop erlac:

Bishop (UT) Giffords gasmu

X aulsen
Black Gingrey (GA)

Pence

Blumenauer Gohmert
Bono Mack Granger Pgrlmutter
Boren Graves (MO) Pingree (ME)
Boswell Grijalva Poe (TX)
Brady (PA) Gutierrez Pompeo
Brady (TX) Hastings (WA) Quayle
Braley (IA) Heinrich Rogers (MI)
Brooks Hinchey Rohrabacher
Buchanan Hultgren Rokita
Bucshon Issa Rothman (NJ)
Burton (IN) Johnson (IL) Rush
Calvert Kaptur Sanchez, Loretta
Camp Kinzinger (IL) Schakowsky
Campbell Labrador Schrader
Capps Larsen (WA) Shimkus
Capuano Lee (CA) Shuster
Cardoza Lipinski Simpson
Carter Loebsack Sires
gela:;or (FL) E;igcr}(len, Zoe Sla.uf’;lht‘eer
Coble Mack Sg;l;;r( )
Costa Manzullo Stutzman
Costello Marchant R
Cravaack Markey T¥ber1
Crowley McCaul Tierney
Davis (CA) McCollum Tsongas
DeFazio McCotter Walberg
DeGette McDermott Waters
Dent McHenry Watt
Dicks McKeon Welch
Dingell McNerney Wilson (FL)
Doggett Meeks Wu
Ellison Michaud Young (AK)
Emerson Miller, Gary Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

0 1905

Ms. HOCHUL changed her vote from
‘“‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rolicall No.
602, | was unable to vote due to previous
commitments in my district. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no.”

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 601
and 602, | was delayed and unable to vote.
Had | been present | would have voted “aye”
on both.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, | unavoidably
missed two rollcall votes. Had | been present
| would have voted “yea” on rollcall vote No.
601 on passage of H.R. 33—To amend the
Securities Act of 1933 to specify when certain
securities issued in connection with church
plans are treated as exempted securities for
purposes of that Act. Additionally, had | been
present | would have voted “yea” on rollcall
vote No. 602, on approving the Journal.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | was unable to cast
my votes today. Had | been present to cast
my votes, | would have voted “yes” on H.R.
33 and “yes” on approving the Journal.

——

ANNIVERSARY OF ATTACK ON
AMIA JEWISH COMMUNITY CEN-
TER

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise tonight to mark the anniversary of
the attack on the AMIA Jewish Com-
munity Center in Buenos Aires, Argen-
tina.

On July 18, 1994, the Iranian regime,
through the coordinated efforts of its
embassy and extremist proxy
Hezbollah, committed one of the dead-
liest attacks of anti-Semitism in the
Western Hemisphere by killing 85 men,
women and children and injuring over
300 innocent bystanders. Seventeen
years later, Mr. Speaker, the regime
has yet to answer for its role in the at-
tack. Its statement this weekend was
nothing more than a desperate PR at-
tempt to manipulate the headlines in
advance of today’s sad anniversary.

And so as we mark the 17th anniver-
sary of this horrible attack and honor
the victims and the survivors of that
day, we must recommit ourselves to
holding the Iranian regime accountable
for the AMIA attack and for the threat
that it continues to pose to U.S. re-
gional and global security.

——

IN SUPPORT OF CHURCH PLAN
INVESTMENT CLARIFICATION ACT

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, flying in today, our plane was
delayed. I didn’t have the opportunity
to advance my support for H.R. 33, the
Church Plan Investment Clarification
Act of 2011. I want to acknowledge the
sponsorship of Congresswoman
BIGGERT and indicate that under cur-
rent law thousands of church pension
plans are denied participation in col-
lective trusts, rendering them unable
to pull their assets or reap the benefits
of collective buying power. Many
churches, as a result, experience dif-
ficulties and incur expenses when di-
versifying pension plans.

Our churches, our houses of worship
provide invaluable service, and many
of those in my own community—the
Bellfort Seventh Day Adventist
Church, the New Life Christian Church,
Wheeler Avenue Baptist Church, St.
John Missionary Baptist Church on
Dowling, Brookhollow, and many oth-
ers, work throughout our community.
We are blessed to have Lakewood
Church in our community, as well, that
works very hard, a church leadership
that I'’ve known for many, many years.
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So this bill has been supported by the
Church Alliance, the Seventh Day Ad-
ventist Church, the YMCA Retirement
Fund, the Church Pension Group, and
others. And I thank my friend from II-
linois, as I said. Churches do mis-
sionary work. Their workers need to
have the ability to have their pensions.

And I close by saying there are those
suffering in Kenya, they are dying, the
Somalians who left because of the dev-
astation of the drought, and I know our
faith community wants us to do some-
thing about it.

———————

REMEMBERING STANLEY REED, A
GREAT LEADER IN ARKANSAS

(Mr. CRAWFORD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CRAWFORD. Madam Speaker,
today I rise to remember a great leader
from the State of Arkansas, Mr. Stan-
ley Reed. Stanley Reed was pre-
maturely taken away from us last Fri-
day, but his legacy will live on.

Stanley was from Marianna in Lee
County, but his influence is felt
throughout the entire State of Arkan-
sas. He served as president of the Ar-
kansas Farm Bureau and worked tire-
lessly for the agriculture community,
leading several initiatives to advance
Arkansas agriculture.

For 10 years, he served on the Board
of Trustees for the University of Ar-
kansas. Stanley placed a great empha-
sis on the importance of education, and
it can be seen through his work at the
university.

Stanley was also an advocate for Ar-
kansas businesses. He served on the
Board of Arkansas World Trade Center
where he shared his vision for Arkan-
sas businesses to compete in the global
economy.

Stanley leaves behind his wife,
Charlene, his children—Nathan, Haley
and Anna—and three grandchildren.
Arkansas lost a great leader, advocate,
and ambassador last week; but Stanley
Reed’s legacy will live on through the
impact of his work.

————
0O 1910

SOCIAL SAFETY NET PROGRAMS
UNDER ATTACK

(Mr. GARAMENDI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker,
later this week, this House will take up
the second iteration—the second com-
ing, if you will—of the House Repub-
lican budget, a budget designed to de-
stroy Medicare, basically to terminate
it for anyone who’s 55 years or young-
er, a plan designed to put Social Secu-
rity on a track to privatization, a plan
designed to take nearly $700 billion out
of the Medicaid program, basically de-
stroying those things that have held
the fabric of America together.

Have no illusions about what this is
all about. It’s not just a constitutional
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amendment; it’s not just cut and cap.
It is really about destroying Medicare,
Medicaid, programs that are essential
for seniors.

If you want to make a cut in some-
thing, why don’t you take a third of a
trillion dollars out of the war in Af-
ghanistan, which is what we’re going
to spend over the next 4 years? Now
there’s a good cut that we ought to
make.

——————

PRIVATE FIRST CLASS JOE
MEADE: AN AMERICAN HERO

(Mr. ROE of Tennessee asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to recognize a
true American hero, Private First
Class Joe Meade. Private First Class
Meade was a member of Mike Com-
pany, 3rd Battalion, 26th Marines. He
died in Vietnam when his battalion was
fighting outside Da Nang. While car-
rying a wounded comrade to a waiting
helicopter, Joe stepped on a land mine
and, sadly, was Kkilled. Private Meade
was only 19 at the time. In recognition
of his valor, he was awarded the Silver
Star.

Duane Crawford, Private Meade’s
former commanding officer, who re-
cently founded a scholarship in his
honor, had these words to say about
Joe’s actions:

“With total disregard for his own
life, he continually exposed himself to
danger by administering first aid to his
wounded comrades, offering them com-
forting words and helping them to
medivac helicopters. His courageous
actions saved many lives.”

Even though he lived only 19 years,
the legacy Joe left behind is truly re-
markable. Private First Class Meade
exemplified the best of America and
the United States Marine Corps. For
this reason, I ask you to join me in
commemorating the life of this ex-
traordinary marine.

Semper Fi, and this is an honor for
the 58,479 of our comrades who died in
Vietnam.

ONE SOLUTION AND THREE
SIMPLE STEPS

(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Speaker, I
have three simple words for President
Obama and congressional Democrats:
cut, cap, and balance. Last week when
our Campaigner in Chief held his news
conference, he asked for a plan.

Well, Mr. President, cut, cap and bal-
ance is our plan. It’s a plan that cuts
Federal spending immediately, puts in
place enforceable spending caps, and
demands a balanced budget amendment
to the Constitution. This plan cuts
total spending by $111 billion in 2012
and around $5.8 trillion over the next 10
years, while not increasing taxes one
single penny. We have too much debt
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because we spend too much, not be-
cause we haven’t taxed you enough.

Mr. President, you asked for a plan
and here it is. It’s your turn to get seri-
ous and work with us to solve this
problem—not against us. Stop
demagoging this issue with cheap scare
tactics and politics because the Amer-
ican people are tired of it and deserve
much better.

———

ON THE RECOVERY OF RINGGOLD,
GEORGIA

(Mr. GRAVES of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to let the Amer-
ican people know that the city of
Ringgold, Georgia, is open for business.
I know that we all remember the tor-
nadoes that ravaged much of the coun-
try in April. Over 180 of these destruc-
tive storms were confirmed in just one
day, and the Ninth Congressional Dis-
trict of Georgia was not spared. Some
of the worst storm damage in north
Georgia occurred in the small town of
Ringgold. Over 100 businesses and 500
homes were damaged or destroyed on
April 27. This was a devastating mo-
ment to the local community and the
local economy, which relies heavily on
travelers passing through on Interstate
75.

However, Ringgold is on the mend
and ready to share some of that south-
ern hospitality it is known so well for.
Nearly half of the damaged businesses
have reopened, homes are being rebuilt,
and the jobs are returning. While there
is still much to be done, if you find
yourself passing through Ringgold on
I-75, I encourage you to take exit 348
for gas, a bite to eat, or an overnight
stay in Ringgold, enjoy the shops and
sights in the historic downtown, and
know that you are playing a part in
helping this great and resilient com-
munity rebuild.

———
CUT, CAP, AND BALANCE

(Mr. HUELSKAMP asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. HUELSKAMP. A few hours ago,
the President issued a veto threat to
Cut, Cap, and Balance. While, of
course, this was expected, it is still dis-
appointing. It is disappointing because
this legislation answers his demand
that we on this side of the aisle offer a
plan. It is also disappointing because
he doesn’t have a plan himself.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle in the last few years often
called the Republicans the ‘“‘party of
no,” but this President who ran on
“hope’ has become President Nope.
The President doesn’t know what he’s
for, but he certainly knows what he’s
against.

His opposition to Cut, Cap, and Bal-
ance includes opposition to a balanced
budget amendment. He said it’s not
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necessary, and that lawmakers should
simply do their jobs. It’s ironic that a
President who is so insistent on tying
the hands of the private sector with on-
erous regulations would oppose tying
the hands of politicians when it comes
to spending and borrowing.

Dodd-Frank, ObamaCare, the EPA—
they all restrict what Americans can
and cannot do. The President wants no
such restrictions on either Congress or
himself. No, the only restriction-free
zone he wants is Washington, D.C.

Cut, Cap, and Balance recognizes
that Washington’s solutions have to be
long-term and permanent. Quick fixes
are what got us into the position we
find ourselves in; they are not what
will get us out of it.

———————

AN UNREALISTIC APPROACH

(Mr. TIPTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. TIPTON. Madam Speaker, we
have a President who likes to talk
about polling numbers, while the Presi-
dent seems to completely ignore one of
the most important polling numbers
that the American people have spoken
to, and, that is, asking the Congress of
the United States to do exactly what
Americans around their kitchen tables
are doing this evening: figuring out a
way to be able to balance that budget,
to be able to fill up that gas tank, to be
able to put food on the table. The very
thing that 49 of our States are doing on
a regular basis, balancing their budget.

Today, we have the President of the
United States come out and say a bal-
anced budget amendment is unreal-
istic. No, Mr. President, your approach
is  unrealistic. We are on an
unsustainable glide path, destroying
the future for our children and our
grandchildren, if we fail to get our fis-
cal house in order. Now is the time.
This is our opportunity. Cut, caps, and
balance. Not cut and run, Mr. Presi-
dent.

This is our opportunity to set Amer-
ica straight, to be able to get our peo-
ple back to work, and to get America
moving again.

——
0O 1920
CUT, CAP, AND BALANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
ELLMERS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Madam
Speaker, we are going to discuss to-
night the cut, cap, and balance bill
that will come before this body tomor-
row morning. I just want to express
some thoughts about how desperately
important I believe this bill is for
America. I have seen in the media of-
tentimes the bill diminished. Madam
Speaker, I believe this is an oppor-
tunity that is very unusual for those of
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us in this body to have, where we can
put this Nation on a track to fiscal
sanity and where we can truly do that
thing that we were sent here to do.

Madam Speaker, let me begin by say-
ing that all financial budgets will even-
tually balance. No individual, no fam-
ily, no business, and no government
can indefinitely continue to spend
more money than they take in without
someone having to make up the dif-
ference. That includes the budget of
the United States Federal Government.
Neither Mr. Obama nor congressional
Democrats can repeal the laws of
mathematics.

The Federal budget of the United
States Government will eventually bal-
ance, Madam Speaker. The question is
whether the House of Representatives,
the United States Senate, and the
White House will work together to bal-
ance this budget ourselves by wise pol-
icy, or national bankruptcy and finan-
cial ruin will do it for us.

From the day Barack Obama walked
into the White House, he has, with
breathtaking arrogance, absolutely ig-
nored economic and financial reality.
It took America the first 216 years of
its existence to accumulate the debt
that Barack Obama has accumulated in
the short 2%-year span of his Presi-
dency. During his short time in office,
Madam Speaker, he has increased our
Federal debt by nearly $4 trillion.

Just to put that nearly $4 trillion in
new debt in perspective, let me put it
this way: if all of a sudden a wave of re-
sponsibility swept through this Cham-
ber and we stopped all deficit spending
and began to pay installments of $1
million every day to pay down the
nearly $4 trillion debt that Barack
Obama has created in just 2% years, it
would take us more than 10,000 years to
pay it off. And that’s if we didn’t have
to pay one dime in interest, Madam
Speaker.

But, you see, we are not paying off
Mr. Obama’s debt by $1 million per day.
We are going deeper into debt, more
than 4,000 times that $1 million a day
every day under Mr. Obama’s own sub-
mitted budget and deficit projection.
Let me say that again: if we paid down
the debt $1 million a day, the debt that
Mr. Obama has accumulated in his 2%
year Presidency, it would take us 10,000
years to do it. But we are not doing
that. We are going deeper into debt,
4,000 times that much, every day, al-
most $4 billion per day.

And then when speaking of the effort
to reduce the deficit, the President has
the hubris to tell conservative Repub-
licans to take a balanced approach and
to eat our peas. Madam Speaker, if
there is anything more catastroph-
ically out of balance than our Federal
budget, it is the arrogance to com-
petency ratio of this White House. We
have already tried Mr. Obama’s way.
We have for far too long been testing
Democrat economics 101; the theory, as
Vice President BIDEN put it, we have to
spend money to keep from going bank-
rupt.
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Madam Speaker, when it comes to
balancing our budget, Mr. Obama and
the liberal media have suggested that
Republicans are unwilling to address
the revenue side of the equation, but
that isn’t true either. Just because Re-
publicans are not willing to increase
job-killing tax rates on this country
doesn’t mean that we don’t understand
the revenue side of the equation.

History and experience have dem-
onstrated time and again that the best
way to increase the amount of revenue
coming into this government is to get
out of the way and allow the private
sector to increase the quality and num-
ber of jobs for the American people.
This has historically resulted in the in-
creased productivity and the broad-
ening of the tax base in this amazing
Nation.

And yet the President is willing to
ignore that history and the reality of
the amazing American economic en-
gine and kill the goose that lays the
golden eggs by raising taxes. Madam
Speaker, that is like saying putting ad-
ditional weight on the back of a race
horse will help him win more races.

You will recall that the Democrats,
when they had control of Congress,
raised the debt limit six times. I so
clearly remember the surreal spectacle
at the time of then-majority leader of
the House, STENY HOYER, leading the
entire Democrat caucus in a rousing
standing ovation after the debt limit
was raised by $2 trillion in 2010. We
have watched as President Obama ran
up a trillion-dollar deficit for the first
time in history and then break that
record the very next year, and then say
that we would have $1 trillion-plus
deficits ‘“‘for years to come.”

We have watched as Mr. Obama and
the administration promised that if we
just allowed them to spend another
$800 billion on their stimulus package
that the economy would rebound and
unemployment would never go beyond
8 percent. Now, Madam Speaker, the
American people have awakened, and
they are tired of Democrats telling
them that 2 plus 2 equals 13.

So as we now find ourselves facing
the prospect of raising the debt ceiling
yet again, Republicans have said the
only way we are going to consent to
raising the debt ceiling is if we cut
spending by the same amount we in-
crease the debt ceiling and then if we
give the people and the States of this
Nation the historic opportunity to
adopt a balanced budget amendment to
our Constitution to put this country
back on the track of fiscal sanity once
again, Madam Speaker.

Now, I know that Mr. Obama and the
Democrats have falsely said that the
balanced budget amendment is just a
Republican plan to destroy Social Se-
curity and Medicare. But the truth is
that the bill we will be voting on to-
morrow does not cut Social Security, it
does not cut Medicare, and it does not
cut the compensation to our men and
women in uniform by one dime. But
the balanced budget amendment does
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give us an honest chance of reforming
and saving those programs and our
country from bankruptcy in the future.

Mr. Obama and the Democrats have
constantly said that we need to take a
“balanced approach’” and include in-
creased taxes in the equation. But I
have already said, Madam Speaker, in-
creasing the rate of taxes will decrease
the productivity of this Nation and will
ultimately decrease the revenue that
comes into this government. It is the
economic equivalent of mixing dirt and
ice cream. It is a poor recipe to em-
brace in the name of balance.

Madam Speaker, the truly balanced
approach to this problem is a balanced
budget amendment to the United
States Constitution. By passing this
cut, cap, and balance bill, along with
the balanced budget amendment, we
have a rare opportunity, and it is one
that may never come again, Madam
Speaker, of doing something truly his-
toric that will save this Nation and its
people from economic ruin.

Now, if the President and the Demo-
crats will help us do this, together we
can restore hope and confidence in cap-
ital markets inside the United States
and really all over the world because
those markets will see in the long run
that America is going to make it.

It may take 6 or 7 years to fully rat-
ify this constitutional amendment
once it is sent to the States. But we
owe it to the States and to the people
to give them this chance to save their
Nation. In the meantime, we can work
hard here to expand this economy and
to balance this budget that we work
with here every year so that when the
amendment is ratified, we will be ready
to go forward together as a Nation to
embrace the greatest days we have ever
seen.

However, Madam Speaker, if the
Democrats and the President are not
willing to give America and the Amer-
ican people this chance by helping Re-
publicans pass a balanced budget
amendment in this Congress, the re-
sulting consequences will be theirs
alone, and I believe the people will hold
them accountable for whatever finan-
cial disaster may follow.

Madam Speaker, long ago Thomas
Jefferson said: I wish it were possible
to obtain a single amendment to our
Constitution. I would be willing to de-
pend on that alone for the reduction of
the administration of our government
to the genuine principles of its Con-
stitution. I mean an additional article
taking from the Federal Government
the power of borrowing.

Madam Speaker, it turns out Thomas
Jefferson was right the vast majority
of the time, and we have been those
who have seen the best of some of the
principles that he espoused so long ago.
How I wish his contemporaries had lis-
tened to him about the balanced budg-
et amendment. But in this moment in
history, America may get a second
chance, Madam Speaker. But we may
not get it again.

I don’t often quote Shakespeare, but
long ago he wrote in a play this quote
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that I think applies to us today. He
said:
“There is a tide in the affairs of men.
Which, taken at the flood, leads on to
fortune;
Omitted, all the voyage of their life
Is bound in shallows and in miseries.
On such a full sea are we now afloat,
And we must take the current when
it serves,
Or lose our ventures.”
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In this time of crisis, we are also
standing in a place where the tide is
high and the opportunity is real for us
to do something that will truly turn
things around for this Nation.

Madam Speaker, this is not the Dem-
ocrat Congress of last year that gave a
standing ovation to a $2 trillion in-
crease in our debt limit. This is the
Congress that was sent here by the
American people to turn things around.
And that starts by drawing the line on
spending and saying thus far and no
further and passing a balanced budget
amendment to the United States Con-
stitution. By the grace of God, Madam
Speaker, that’s exactly what we’re
going to do.

With that, I would like to yield to
the gentleman from Indiana for such
time as he may consume.

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I thank my
colleague from Arizona for his learned
words and eloquent words, quoting,
Madam Speaker, Shakespeare. I'll
begin by quoting Yogi Berra, that
great fount of wit, wisdom, and good
old American common sense. More re-
cently, Yogi Berra said, When you
come to a fork in the road, take it. We
find ourselves as Americans right now
certainly in a fork in the road—a fork
in the road as a Nation. Either we must
act boldly or some would say we face
financial Armageddon. Unemployment
is at 9.2 percent. Investment is down.
Hiring is sluggish. The American peo-
ple are anxious about where they’re
going to find jobs, where they’re going
to send their kids to school. People in
southern Indiana ask me all the time
what they’re going to do as we fall fur-
ther into the financial abyss. Our na-
tional debt is over $14 trillion—and
growing.

We know we’re not in the mess be-
cause the American people are taxed
too little. We're in this mess because
Washington spends too darned much.
And we want to address that. So, as the
President stands at this fork in the
road, having no plan and refusing to
lead, we know that we here in Congress
must lead. We must act. We must, as
we say in the United States Marine
Corps, we must have a bias for action.
Well, that’s why we put forth this Cut,
Cap, and Balance Act of 2011. It’s a re-
sponsible action.

I'll briefly outline its finer points.
First, it cuts total spending by $111 bil-
lion in fiscal year 2012. No changes to
Social Security, no changes to Medi-
care, no changes to veterans’ benefits.
And considering the size and scope of
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the massive debt crisis we face in this
country, it proposes a very modest cut
of $111 billion next year—certainly a
manageable down payment as we work
to address this leviathan debt we face.
It caps total Federal spending in the
future as a portion of our economy—
that is the cap component of this cut,
cap, and balance plan—and brings down
by the end of the decade our Federal
spending to less than 20 percent as a
proportion of our economy. That’s the
post-World War II average. Very sen-
sible, very responsible. And then, fi-
nally, it balances our budget. It does so
through a balanced budget amendment
that will come up for a vote later, sub-
ject to the normal super majority re-
quirements in each House of Congress.
This works in 49 of the 50 States across
this great Nation. It will work here in
Washington, too. If we have the cour-
age to pass it.

The cut, cap, and balance plan will
restore confidence. It will restore con-
fidence in investors around this world,
people who are right now eyeballing
this body, wondering whether or not
we’re going to pass a bold plan to ad-
dress our financial situation and there-
fore maintain our high AAA credit rat-
ing. It will restore confidence in those
who create jobs—the entrepreneurs,
the innovators, the investors across
the fruited plains whom people rely on
for their family incomes. It will show
them that we understand Washington
has a problem, and we are prepared to
address it in a very specific way.

Finally, this will calm down, this
will restore confidence among those we
represent. Yeah, we have a deficit in
Washington. And it’s not just a finan-
cial deficit. It’s a leadership deficit. We
need to show the American people we
understand our Federal Government
must balance its books, just like Amer-
ican families and businesses are mak-
ing hard decisions and balancing their
own books during this difficult time.

The President stands at this fork in
the road. No plan, no action, no leader-
ship. And he characteristically refuses
to choose a path. We have laid out a
path. The path is one of leadership. The
path is one of choosing. I believe that
to lead is to choose. We must choose. I
encourage the members of this body,
my esteemed colleagues, to choose the
Cut, Cap, and Balance Act of 2011.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I would now
yield to the gentleman from Georgia
for such time as he may consume.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman from Arizona and my friend
from Indiana. This, to me, tomorrow,
where we are today, is a monumental
time in the history of this Nation.
When we think about the decisions and
the debate, the discussions, the rhet-
oric of tomorrow, it will be amazing to
see who falls on which side. Because
it’s truly a choice. It is a decision. And
we’ve heard that this is going to be a
time of choosing. Tomorrow is the day.

We’ve had reckless debt and deficit
for years now. It’s not a necessarily
Democrat problem because Repub-
licans have also been a part of the
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problem. We’ve seen both parties guilty
in this time of fiscal nonsense, the
recklessness of Washington spending.
But it’s come to an end. And we have
an opportunity before us that I think is
going to be incredible.

So, tomorrow, as the debate begins, 1
hope the Nation is watching. I hope the
Nation is listening. I hope the Nation
is witnessing their Members of Con-
gress, whom they voted for, sent to of-
fice to represent them, watching to see
how they will cast their vote. Of
course, the President has already
shown his cards. We know how he’s
going to cast his vote. I'd love to see us
as a House pass it to the Senate, and
the Senate move it to the President,
and him look the American people
square in the eye and say he is not for
balancing the budget. He is not for cut-
ting spending. He is not for capping the
Federal Government. How defiant
would that be to the American people?

His quote today was, We don’t need a
constitutional amendment to do our
jobs. Mr. President, the Constitution is
there to protect the American people
from their government. What better
opportunity to protect them from the
reckless spending of Washington than a
balanced budget amendment sent to
the States? We do need the Constitu-
tion to tell us how to balance the budg-
et because apparently this place can’t
do it on its own. Year after year after
year it’s been out of balance, debt lim-
its increased, spending out of control.
And yet we have a President who now,
without a plan, but a framework, we
hear—only through press conference,
press releases, and spokespersons—a
framework. Is that a plan? No, it’s not
a plan. We hear the Senate has a plan.
It’s plan B, though. Why? Because plan
A comes before the House tomorrow.
Plan A is to cut the Federal Govern-
ment spending now. It is to cap the
Federal Government’s size in the fu-
ture. And it is to balance the budget
forevermore. That is what America is
seeking right now.

So, the time truly is for choosing.
And the question before us tomorrow
as we all will watch the board light up,
everyone will put in their voting card—
they’re really casting a couple of dif-
ferent decisions tomorrow. It’s not just
cut, cap, and balance, but it is: What is
our vision for America. What will it be?
What will America be in the future?
That is the other question. I believe
that those who cast that ‘‘aye’ button
tomorrow, the green button, they are
casting their decision for a prosperous
future for this country—a future in
which we do live within our means, a
future that ensures prosperity for the
next generation. But then there are
those, they’ll cast a ‘“‘no’ vote. They’ll
cast the red vote. They will say, No,
the status quo is acceptable. Out-of-
control spending, yeah, we’ll get it
through it. The time will come, we will
get by. Compromise is necessary. That
will be the ‘“‘no” vote tomorrow.

Tomorrow’s vote is so big. It is big.
And I thank the gentleman from Ari-
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zona for leading this hour tonight be-
cause it’s a precursor to the debate to-
morrow—a debate that will be grand. I
believe out of all the votes I've cast in
my short time just over a year here,
tomorrow’s might be one of the most
important votes I cast. And I stand be-
fore this House tonight, Madam Speak-
er, before you to say you I'll be casting
that green vote for that prosperous fu-
ture of this great Nation we have, to
restore it, reclaim that liberty that we
all know is so great and grand. And I
look forward to joining many of my
colleagues such as the gentleman from
Arizona.
Thank you.
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Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
distinguished gentleman.

I now recognize the distinguished
gentleman from California (Mr.
BILBRAY).

Mr. BILBRAY. Thank you.

Madam Speaker, I am honored to
speak to the words of my dear col-
league from Arizona, and I appreciate
that he not only quoted Shakespeare
but that he also made a nautical ref-
erence to the facts of life when the
tides change. As a child of the ocean, I
appreciate that.

Let me just say we’ve all got to un-
derstand how we got where we are
today. The fact is, in ’06, the American
people were fed up with the Repub-
licans spending too much, not because
we had raised taxes or cut taxes, but
they were fed up with our spending
habits. Four years later, the same vot-
ers threw out the Democrats, not be-
cause they hadn’t raised taxes but be-
cause they had expanded expenditures
extraordinarily. So I think, if there
were one indication that we ought to
understand, it’s that when you navi-
gate on the ocean you’ve learned to
know which way the waves are coming,
which way the wind is coming, and you
learn from your experience that there
are some things that you don’t want to
fight.

One is the will of the American peo-
ple.

As we look around the world, every-
body celebrates the Arab Spring where
the average person in Arab countries is
standing up and saying, Not just ‘‘no,”
but ‘“hell no.” We’re going to stand up
and say, We’ve had enough. What’s
happening there is happening in Amer-
ica, too. The fact is that the average
citizens in America, just like around
the world, now can communicate
through the Internet, and no big gov-
ernment, big operation, big cartel can
keep them from communicating. So
there is an energy let loose not just in
Arab countries but here in the United
States that says, America, we’ve got to
live within our budget. You’re not
going to tax us anymore.

Madam Speaker, I think we’ve got to
remember that the American people
saw this coming. They saw starting in
’08 a spending spree of extraordinary
spending that went off for 2 years. Ac-
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tually, even before the new administra-
tion went in there, the American peo-
ple saw that there was going to be
spending done by Republicans or Demo-
crats that was going to be used as an
excuse to raise taxes, and that’s why
they said, We’re taxed enough already.
So we need to get down to the fact that
we’re talking about where is the credi-
bility of this government. It has to be
reinstalled by the fact that we can be
trusted with the budget—not trusted
with raising taxes, but trusted with
spending control. That is going to be
the real crisis.

Notable economist Art Laffer just
said recently that he almost compares
what’s being proposed by some in
Washington to a couple going out to
Monaco and then to Italy and then to
France and running up a big bill and
then coming back to their boss and
saying, Oh, by the way, Boss, we spent
all this money. We need a pay raise—or
how about this: why don’t you split
half of the expense of my vacation with
me. You pay half of it and I'll pay half
of it.

That kind of logic doesn’t sell when
you’re facing off with your employer.
It darned well doesn’t wash when
you’re facing off with your employer
here in Washington, which is the Amer-
ican taxpayer, and I think we need to
recognize that.

So, in all fairness, there are things
we can do, Madam Speaker, to stimu-
late the economy without borrowing
money from China. We can bring back
almost $2 trillion of American money
to create American jobs here on Amer-
ican soil. Congress and the President
just have to agree to do it. The money
is out there. It’s not being taxed, and
it’s not coming back if we don’t elimi-
nate the 35 percent penalty for it com-
ing back.

Here is a place where we can invest
in research and development, like the
President wants, and in construction.
We can go into manufacturing expan-
sion—things for which the President
and the Democrats in the past have
borrowed money from China in order to
create that kind of stimulus to the
economy. We can create a stimulus to
the economy, we can create jobs and
help to balance the budget, but first
we’ve got to understand that taxing
people to death is not the answer to
prosperity.

The answer for this family, called the
American Nation, is just like that of
every other family: living within your
means, understanding your limits,
spending within those limits, and not
asking people to pay for your extrava-
gances.

So as we face a lot of challenges, I've
just got to say to everybody that you
can look at what’s going on in Cali-
fornia today. Madam Speaker, it is a
State that is controlled by the left,
that has driven business out of the
State, and the money now has run out.
Not only did citizens lose jobs when
those businesses left; but because those
jobs are not there to pay the taxes, the
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citizens of California, who have de-
pended and expected to have their
health care paid by the State now are
being told they have to expect less be-
cause there is no more money to pay
for those social benefits that they were
promised—promised in such inappro-
priate ways. As we destroy businesses,
we destroy jobs. Even those who are on
public assistance will be affected by
this kind of destructive behavior.

The difference between raising the
debt limit today and in the past is
that, in the past, all you had to do was
raise the debt limit to have groups like
Moody’s be able to talk about address-
ing this issue. Fine, that’s enough. Now
the people who are raiding our dollar
are saying, You can’t just raise the
limit. You’ve got to show us that you
are serious about controlling the
spending. Now this Congress has to do
something that no Congress has been
forced to do in the past:

We have to address the issue of the
debt limit but address the issue of the
debt at the same time.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
gentleman from California for his wise
and well-placed words.

My friends on the left would have us
believe that if we have a balanced
budget in this country that somehow it
will crush all of the critical programs
for the most vulnerable in our society.
Madam Speaker, that just simply is
not true.

There is very little that I know of
that would cause this government to
flourish economically than for the Na-
tion, itself, to flourish economically.
Oftentimes, we forget that the con-
fidence in the system has a great deal
to do with the success of the system.
We find that a lot of us on the right
talk about the competitive free mar-
ket, and we do believe in that; but I
will tell you there is something that
we believe in even more, and that is an
element called ‘‘trust.”

Of those who are the producers of our
society, of those who are the job mak-
ers of our society, of those who are the
captains of industry and productivity,
all the way down to the person who
makes minimum wage, if they believe
that they can trust the environment
they’re in and if they do what they be-
lieve is right—that their contracts will
be honored, that their wages will be
paid, that government will make sure
that they’re treated justly and fairly—
then they will continue to be produc-
tive, and they will continue to do ev-
erything that they can collectively to
make this country the ongoing great-
est Nation in the history of the world.

Madam Speaker, when that trust is
broken—when government sometimes
just sets aside its own rules and prints
money and deficit spends and com-
pletely ignores the important things
that it’s supposed to do to keep trust
with the people that it represents—
then oftentimes those who are the pro-
ducers, those who are the entre-
preneurs, those who are the ones who
try to make a difference in this world
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become discouraged, and they step
back because they can’t trust their
government.

I would suggest to you, Madam
Speaker, that that is one of the big
challenges that we face today.

People have watched over the last
many decades this government con-
tinue to spend out of control. They’ve
watched us take advantage of inflation.
They’ve watched the government of
this Nation and its leaders use deficit
spending to a degree that diminishes
their way of life, and they’ve watched
us do all the bailouts and all those
kinds of things. I will just tell you,
Madam Speaker, that they’re getting
tired, but the good news is this:

The good news is that people have fi-
nally awakened.

I would say to you tonight, Madam
Speaker, that nothing encourages me
more than knowing that people are fi-
nally starting to watch this country.
They know that a balanced budget
amendment will do something that
very few other economic policies have
ever done: that it will restore the con-
fidence and trust in this government,
that we will begin to have to live with-
in our means, that if we want greater
revenue to come through these doors
that we will do everything that we can
to see business flourish, and that we
will put aside this notion, as Fred
Bastiat said, of government being that
great fiction through which everyone
endeavors to live at the expense of ev-
eryone else.

We will understand that the secret to
the success of this Nation economically
is productivity. Then we will have the
kind of tax base that will not only sup-
port this government but that will
allow us to do the things that are im-
portant for the most helpless in our so-
ciety.

O 1950

I want to yield again to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. BILBRAY. Madam Speaker, we
are really at a threshold of making de-
cisions of: Are we willing to do what it
takes to prove to the American people
that this Republican form of govern-
ment actually can function and address
the long-term needs of America?

We’re at a point to where we have to
be able to show not just the American
people, but to people around the world,
that our Republican experiment, the
Republic that we call the United States
of America, can function not just for
200 years but for hundreds of years on
top of that because we can make the
tough decisions not just to go to war,
not just to respond to disasters, but to
take care of our financial well-being
and that the elected representatives
cannot use tax money to buy votes and
cannot be bullied by scare tactics away
from doing what is essential for the fu-
ture of this country. That is a real test.

And remember, when we talk about
Washington taking money, and I think
this is one thing Republicans and
Democrats don’t talk enough about. I
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used to be a mayor. I was a mayor in
my twenties. We forget that this is not
government—and I say this to my Re-
publican colleagues. We say that too
much. This is not government we’re
talking about, but this is Federal Gov-
ernment. This is totally different than
your city council. This is totally dif-
ferent than your county commissioners
or supervisors. This is not going to
your school board. There, if they tax
you, you can go to their meetings and
you can stand up at a podium and you
can tell that mayor what you think
about his spending habits. You can tell
the county chairman what you think.
The school board member is required,
by law, to hear your opinion about
that.

But when your money is taken to
Washington, you don’t have the right
to even stand up and speak to the Con-
gress. You try to stand up without get-
ting permission, they’ve got security
to drag you off. There is a big dif-
ference between sending your money to
city hall and sending your money to
Washington, D.C. One, you are vested
with rights to participate in how that
money is spent. Here in Washington,
you are disenfranchised except for one
person, your Congressman. And that
person darn well is diluted and cannot
speak for you personally but has to
represent you as part of a group.

So when we talk about Washington
taking money, remember you’ve got
school boards, you've got counties,
you’ve got cities. But Washington is
not just taking it away from the busi-
ness community; it’s taking it away
from the local government agencies
that provide the baseline services that
are essential to all of us.

We keep talking about Washington is
the great safety net. Excuse me. Your
city and your counties are the great
safety net of civilized services that we
get into. The Federal Government,
anybody that’s lived in Washington,
D.C., understands that, that the local
government is where the essential serv-
ices have gone. And when we take
money out of a community and bring it
here to Washington, we’re depriving
those same mayors and school board
members and county commissioners
the essential services that make every
day possible for our citizens. And when
we do that, even more importantly, we
deprive the individual the ability to
participate in how their hard-earned
money is spent.

So we should take as little as hu-
manly possible to execute the respon-
sibilities and the mandates of the
United States Constitution. And maybe
if we looked around a little more and
focused on the responsibilities that the
Constitution gives us, Washington,
D.C., as opposed to mayors, council
members and State legislators, maybe
if we didn’t try to be everything to ev-
eryone, maybe we wouldn’t be so
greedy at taking so much from the citi-
zens of the United States. So I think
that that is one of those items we’ve
got to constantly try to remember.
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And I say this to my Democratic col-
leagues and my Republican colleagues.
When we’re talking about the Federal
budget, we’re not talking about gov-
ernment. We’re talking about Federal
Government taking these funds. And I
think those are the central issues.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
gentleman from California.

I yield to the gentleman from Colo-
rado.

Mr. LAMBORN. I want to thank the
gentleman from Arizona for sponsoring
this time to talk about the importance
of having Cut, Cap, and Balance. This
is an historic vote that we’re going to
be taking in the House tomorrow. And
I think that it’s critical that we have a
solution that will get our fiscal House
in order.

Very few of the other people that are
negotiating with the House leader-
ship—I am talking about the Senate
Democratic leadership, the White
House, they’re very short on having
specific plans. I haven’t really seen
anything in writing, in fact. I'd love to
see something in writing so we could
actually do a financial analysis, a fis-
cal analysis of one of the other plans.
But this is a way forward that many of
us are looking forward to voting for to-
morrow here on the floor.

And as you have been describing it,
Representative FRANKS and Mr.
BILBRAY of California, the elements of
this plan are really wonderful for the
fiscal health and the financial future
and the prosperity of our country.
America is a great country, and I don’t
want to see her go into decline. And if
we don’t do something, that is the
prospect that we unfortunately have
before us.

So I look forward to voting to cut the
next year’s budget by a manageable
amount. Sure, there will be some peo-
ple who say, Don’t cut this; I'd rather
you cut something else. But we have to
live within our means, so we’re cutting
from next year’s budget.

We’re also capping the next 10 years
so that instead of the unsustainable 24
or 25 percent spending of our gross do-
mestic product for the Federal Govern-
ment, it’s going to be brought down to
about 20 percent or under 20 percent.
That is important for living within our
means.

Historically, post-World War II, the
revenues of the Federal Government
have been about 18 percent, nowhere
near the 24 or 25 percent. Even 19.9 per-
cent that this calls for after, like, year
six or seven is still higher than our rev-
enues, but it’s on a glide path, it’s on a
trajectory that gets toward balance.

And the best thing of all is a bal-
anced budget amendment. And this is
something that the minute, should it
pass the House and Senate and go to
the States and should the three-quar-
ters of the States, 38 of them, pass it in
their own legislatures and it becomes
part of the U.S. Constitution, at that
moment we will live under a balanced
budget, whether that’s 4 years or 8
years or 12 or however long that would
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take. So this has a short-term, a me-
dium-term, and a long-term solution
for the fiscal health of our country.

Now, if others say, Well, I don’t like
that plan; I'm going to vote against it,
I'd like to see their plan. The status
quo is simply unacceptable. We are
headed toward a Greece-type default
and bankruptcy, and we just simply do
not need to do that. So we have to re-
duce our spending.

Representative FRANKS, you Kknow
this as well as I do. I have watched and
respect your voting record, and you’re
one for holding the line on extraneous
spending. And that’s what it takes.
Every family has to do it. Every busi-
ness has to do it. Every individual has
to do it. When your income is not as
much as your outgo, you have to
reprioritize. You have to stop spending
as much as you want to and you have
to live within your means. Every other
government in the country has to do
that—cities, States, counties. They all
have to do it. The Federal Government
is, for some reason, the only one that’s
exempt from these fiscal laws of na-
ture.

So we have this historic vote tomor-
row. I’'m really looking forward to vot-
ing to cut, cap, and balance our Na-
tion’s finances. And Representative
FRANKS, I'm so glad that you are spon-
soring this time so that we can discuss
this important issue.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
distinguished gentleman.

Madam Speaker, may I inquire as to
the remainder of the time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 20 minutes remaining.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. With that, 1
would yield to the gentleman from In-
diana.

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I thank the
gentleman from Arizona.

Just an observation here. I know our
President said earlier today that we
had—frankly, we don’t need a constitu-
tional amendment to do our jobs. He
was referring, of course, to this debt
limit debate and our insistence here in
the House that we get some serious
spending cuts in conjunction with that
debt limit and come up with a plan to
get our debt under control in the
longer term.
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My response to this idea that we
don’t need a constitutional amendment
to do our jobs, first I look to the Con-
stitution itself. Article V of the Con-
stitution, the first phrase there is pret-
ty clear. ‘“The Congress, whenever two-
thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec-
essary, shall propose Amendments to
this Constitution.”

I would say it’s our duty, when we
deem it necessary, to go ahead and pro-
pound constitutional amendments to
solve various problems here that we
think need to be addressed within our
Federal Government. First, we are
duty-bound to put forward such a solu-
tion. Second, history bears out many
examples where institutionally or cul-
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turally or historically the time has
arisen for certain improvements in our
way of government.

So we’ve put forth some fine amend-
ments like, say, the 19th Amendment,
which gave women the guaranteed
right to vote. I think that’s a fine
thing. I think it was important that
Congress put forth amendments to
guarantee women’s right to vote so
that we would do our job. It was nec-
essary. It was necessary to put forth
that amendment, just as it’s necessary
to put forth a constitutional balanced
budget amendment.

I guess the final thing I would say is
it’s necessary that we pass a constitu-
tional balanced budget amendment as
part of this Cut, Cap, and Balance Act
of 2011 because it’s the only viable plan
we have on the table right now. What
is the President’s plan to get our budg-
et back into balance? I ask that time
and again. I have not seen any sort of
acceptable answer.

So we need to bind the hands of our
political class. I think this Cut, Cap,
and Balance Act, which my colleagues
have been speaking to over recent min-
utes, is a very responsible direction to
go, and I ask for the consideration of
my friends across the aisle as well.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. I thank the
gentleman from Indiana.

Oftentimes, Madam Speaker, I have
friends that come up to me on the
street and they say, Trent, why aren’t
you talking more about this? Why
aren’t you explaining these things in
the media better? Why aren’t you
going to the floor and telling us about
these critical issues? So, oftentimes we
do and the media just ignores it or
somehow the people don’t have the ad-
vantage of hearing what we say.

And I hope that doesn’t happen to
this bill, Madam Speaker, because I
truly believe if the American people
could just read the Cut, Cap, and Bal-
ance legislation that they would under-
stand how profoundly reasonable it
really is. All it really says is that we
are going to cut our budget at least as
much as we raise the debt ceiling, and
that we’re going to put some steps in
place to begin to rein in the spending
of this government in a real way; and
that as we go forward, we will begin to
index the spending of this Nation with
a certain percentage of the gross do-
mestic product, or the amount of pro-
ductivity of our Nation.

Madam Speaker, that’s so immi-
nently reasonable because that creates
a great deal of incentive on the part of
government, then, to see all people in
our society successful, to see everyone
have gain and to be able to accumulate
wealth in every way that they can,
from the janitor to the Senator.

And then, finally, this legislation
says that we need a balanced budget
amendment to our Constitution.

Madam Speaker, I have the privilege
of being the chairman of the Sub-
committee on the Constitution in this
place. I will just suggest to you that
the balanced budget amendment seems
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so intuitive to me because, as I said
earlier, all budgets have to balance at
some point.

You know, I have two little babies,
Joshie and Gracie, and they have piggy
banks. They know that if they take
more out of it than they put in it, then
it goes empty. They understand that. I
don’t know why something so funda-
mental and basic escapes the erudite
minds that pervade government. But it
seems that we think that somehow be-
cause we have Ph.D.s and that because
we are able to perpetrate monotonic
polysyllabic  obfuscation, semantic
gymnastics, and verbal circumlocution
that people won’t know what we’re
talking about and that somehow we
can get away with anything that we
want to. And I just think that’s so
tragic because a reality is still in place
that says that if we live outside our
means, that pretty soon the entire sys-
tem begins to collapse. That’s where
we are, Madam Speaker. We are seeing
people losing confidence in their gov-
ernment. And I'm very concerned
about that because I believe that it is
vital that people have confidence.

Somebody said to me, they said, you
know, if all of the gold in Fort Knox
were stolen tonight and none of us
knew about it, that the gold market
wouldn’t change much tomorrow morn-
ing in The Wall Street Journal. But if
someone put out a press release, say,
from Fort Knox that all of the gold had
been stolen in Fort Knox but that that
wasn’t really true, that all of the gold
was still there but somehow the public
believed that it had been stolen, that
gold markets across the planet the
next day would crash because people’s
perception, their confidence in the sys-
tem is vital to the system.

Right now, people are losing con-
fidence in our system, and I think
there are very few things that threaten
us more. We talk about a default. Well,
the default is not going to happen on
August 2 unless the President chooses
to arbitrarily force that to happen. But
I am concerned that the markets may
begin to say, Maybe the Congress of
the United States just doesn’t have the
courage to do the right thing. Maybe
somehow they’re going to let politics
intervene to the extent that they’re ac-
tually going to step back and not do
what’s necessary to stabilize the eco-
nomic foundation of this Nation. And
that is so tragic because it doesn’t
have to be that way.

This Cut, Cap, and Balance bill can
accomplish everything that’s reason-
able. It can say, okay, we recognize the
challenges that we face in this country
today. We recognize that we’ve over-
spent. We recognize that our country is
at a low economically. We recognize
that we’re not working on full employ-
ment. We recognize that the markets
don’t know whether to jump or go
blind. They don’t know what this
President is going to do next. And if we
put this Cut, Cap, and Balance bill in
place, all of a sudden, the markets of
the world, the person on the street,
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they’re going to realize, hey, maybe
there is hope after all. Maybe America
is going to go forward and do what she
was destined to do from the born of
time and continue to be that great city
on a hill that Ronald Reagan spoke of.
I believe that it can be that way.

But I am afraid that somehow the
people won’t understand what’s in this
bill. T will just suggest to you, in all
due deference and respect to the Presi-
dent of the United States, his plan is
incumbent upon the people not under-
standing what it is, and the Republican
plan is incumbent upon the people un-
derstanding what is really in the bill.
And I so hope that the people are able
to truly get the information that they
need to understand what this bill is all
about, rather than letting the left-wing
media distort it to the extent that they
don’t know.

I also hope for something else,
Madam Speaker. I am hoping that to-
morrow when we vote that we will rec-
ognize something else as people in this
place: that all too soon we will step
from these Chambers one by one and
that our time here will be passed, and
only those things that we did that
truly honored our God and our country
and our fellow human beings and the
great gift that we’ve been given in
America will really matter at that
point. T hope we will realize that we
won’t have too many votes like this in
our career that can make a difference
for future generations.

It’s been said that the politician
looks to the next election; whereas, the
statesman looks to the next genera-
tion, and that great societies finally
come when old men plant trees under
whose shade they will never sit. I hope
tomorrow that we will embrace this
thing called statesmanship and look to
the next generation and, quite frankly,
Madam Speaker, to look to the next
few days and weeks, because what we
do is going to send a message to the
markets the world over.

If you are an investor and you saw a
company that continued to deficit
spend and continued to get in debt be-
yond its means and continued to care-
lessly spend, would you invest in that
company? I think that’s what our
country has to ask ourselves.

I truly believe that we’re going to
have a chance tomorrow that may be
very unique in our careers, and it’s pos-
sible that a lot of people are going to
succumb to the need to be popular
among certain special interest groups.
But I will just suggest to them, Madam
Speaker, that popularity is history’s
pocket change. It’s courage that is the
true currency of history, and we have a
chance to be courageous tomorrow. We
have a chance to do what’s right, to
stabilize this country today and tomor-
row. We have a chance to make sure
that our future generations walk in the
light of freedom. I have a chance, as a
father, to do what I believe is truly
right for my children and their con-
temporaries so that they might grow
up and walk in the light of freedom, as
I have.
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If we do this, I believe the people will
applaud us in the long run. There may
be certain exceptions in the short
term. But in the long run they will
look back and say that those people
who stood up and did what was right
that day when they voted on cut, cap,
and balance and voted for the balanced
budget amendment, they’ll look back
and see that as a historic turning point
in this country. And I want so much to
see that happen.

Finally, Madam Speaker, I would
just say to you again that all budgets
do balance, and the equation before us
today is, are we going to balance the
budget, or is reality going to balance it
in a horrifying way for us?

For the sake of my children, for the
sake of future generations, and for the
sake of all that we love and hold dear
in this country, and for the sake of
making sure that we are good stewards
of the greatest Nation God has ever
given to this planet, I hope we do the
right thing tomorrow.

I yield the remainder of the time to
the gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I thank my
colleague from Arizona.

He said a couple of things that I
would like to pivot off of. They cer-
tainly struck a chord with me. First,
the notion that markets deal with per-
ception, as opposed to always reality. I
thought it was a brilliant example of
Fort Knox, should the gold be taken,
the press release versus the actuality
of that gold being taken.

It reminded me of a conversation I
had just today on the airplane as I
headed backed to Washington from my
southern Indiana district. I was sitting
next to someone who dealt in the fi-
nancial markets, and I asked him a
fairly pointed question. I said, you
know, the media, in recent days, in re-
cent weeks, has really sort of ratcheted
up attention, even anxiety with respect
to the debt limit debate and whether or
not the debt ceiling is, in fact, going to
be raised, what is going to be attached
to a debt ceiling vote.

And I certainly understand this. I
take this vote very seriously and have
factored into my calculus of voting for
and against various measures, the in-
terest rate response we might see.

But the funny thing is there hasn’t
really been much of an interest rate re-
sponse. For all the hemming and
hawing about what might happen
should we not raise the debt ceiling by
August 2, there hasn’t been an interest
rate response. And I find that amazing.

And so I asked my friend why he
thought that was, and he put forth one
idea. He said certainly, TobpD, that
these are complicated matters, and
there are all different things that fac-
tor into them. But in his professional
opinion, one reason was that we finally
have a group of people in Washington
that are taking very seriously this no-
tion we ought not spend more money
than we bring in. That’s pretty power-
ful.
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I'm proud, as a new Representative,
to be part of this group of people sup-
porting the cut, cap, and balance meas-
ure that would bring our spending
under control. So we ought to be proud.
That’s an early victory. The markets,
at least, believe we are serious about
getting this spending under control. I
hope we can play this out and prove
that we are serious.

The other thing that my colleague
from Arizona said that struck a chord
with me was this notion that states-
men look not just to the next election,
they look to the next generation.

There was a group of people back 150
years ago that entered politics. It was
around the 1850s, and they entered poli-
tics certainly looking to the next gen-
eration. It was their belief that every
man, woman, and child should be enti-
tled to the fruits of their labor. They
weren’t partisans. In fact, they were
Know-Nothings. They were independ-
ents, some Democrats. They came to-
gether with this notion, though, that
everyone should be entitled to the
fruits of their labor.

Well, when we continue to spend
money we don’t have, oftentimes on
things we don’t need, and kick the debt
forward another year, another 5 years,
another 10 years, another generation or
two down the road, ladies and gentle-
men, we are committing the fruits of
the next generation’s labor to pay off
our current debt.

Madam Speaker, I think this is
wrong. I think this cut, cap, and bal-
ance plan is a viable plan, a specific
plan to stop this practice so that ev-
eryone, my four children, everyone
else’s grandchildren and great grand-
children, will not be paying off our fu-
ture debts.

So again, I urge consideration and
support of this cut, cap, and balance
plan. And for those who are unable to
support it, I would ask them to put
forth a specific plan of their own, one
that will get our spending under con-
trol and put this Nation back on the
right fiscal course.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Madam
Speaker, let me just close with these
thoughts. There are a lot of people that
have sacrificed profoundly for this Na-
tion. There are people lying out in Ar-
lington National Cemetery tonight,
and I wonder what their perspective
would be if they could come back
among us for just a few moments?

While none of us knows that, Madam
Speaker, I would suggest to you that
they didn’t die so that we could spend
our country into bankruptcy, so that
we could weaken our Nation on all
fronts simply because we weren’t fis-
cally responsible. And they didn’t die
so that we could put ourselves so deep-
ly in debt that we spent tens of thou-
sands for each little child born today
so that they would have to carry that
the rest of their lives.

They wanted, as the Founding Fa-
thers talked about, to see every person,
not only in America but, ultimately, in
the world, to be able to be born and to
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lay hold on the miracle of life and to be
free and to pursue their dreams. That’s
what they wanted. Sometimes I am so
afraid that we have gotten away from
that vision to the extent that we’ve
grown sort of callous and cynical.

I hope that we can revisit those
ideals tomorrow, and that we can force
ourselves to remember that all of his-
tory and all of the future is watching
us, and that what we do here tomorrow
could mean the difference for America
for decades and generations to come.

I believe if we do the right thing,
that the loneliest moments in an old
age home will be livable because we’ll
look back and say, you know, that’s
what we did. We did the right thing.
And I hope we do that for the sake of
my children, for the sake of America’s
children, and for the sake, somehow, of
the children throughout the world that
can be still touched by the message of
this, the greatest Republic in the his-
tory of humanity.

Madam Speaker, if we will protect
our constitutional foundations, if we
will protect our economic base, if we
will protect those things that make us
who we are, then I believe that this
government will have all of the rev-
enue that it needs. I believe we will
continue and go forward to be more
productive than we have ever been, and
I believe that America still has great
things in the world to do. I hope we
make sure that that occurs.

With that, with great respect,
Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2560, CUT, CAP, AND BAL-
ANCE ACT OF 2011

Mr. WooDALL (during the Special
Order of Mr. FRANKS of Arizona) from
the Committee on Rules, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 112-150) on
the resolution (H. Res. 355) providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2560)
to cut, cap, and balance the Federal
budget, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———
CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Speak-
er, I am pleased to be here this evening
once again with my Congressional
Black Caucus colleagues to talk about
the need for jobs, jobs, and more jobs,
and how we ought to be dealing with
the debt limit and our debt crisis. Let
me begin with jobs. That’s not a new
topic for the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, because our communities unfortu-
nately have a long-term and intrac-
table history of unemployment.

Every year that I have been here, and
I'm sure for the 40 years of our exist-

H5141

ence, job creation has been a priority,
and that includes summer jobs for our
young people, something we still have
not been able to get the Congress to
recognize and fund as critical to the
well-being of our young people and our
communities. In this Congress alone,
CBC members have introduced more
than 30 job-creating pieces of legisla-
tion, and we’ve cosponsored many,
many more introduced by our Demo-
cratic colleague.

Need I remind you that the Repub-
lican leadership has still, today, done
nothing to create one job. Meanwhile,
unemployment remains a crisis in our
country, and in the African American
community it’s a catastrophe.

And where is the patriotism of our
corporations who are sitting on billions
of dollars and still not hiring? I would
say that if there is uncertainty in that
sector, the corporate sector, welcome
to the club.

As the gentleman from Arizona said,
lack of confidence. But the cause of
this lack of confidence in the corporate
sector, in the banking sector and on
Wall Street has got to do more with
the gridlock, I think, that’s caused by
the Republican leadership who won’t
even consider the balanced approach
that the President is asking us to take.
And all this time the rest of the world
is looking at us, watching this sorry
mess that we’re calling governing. I
can’t imagine that our allies in those
countries around the world that look
to us for leadership have much con-
fidence in us either right now.

I am pleased to be joined this
evening, Madam Speaker, by several of
my colleagues, but I'd like to begin
first to yield such time as he might
consume to a reverend, to the former
mayor of Kansas City, now our distin-
guished leader of the Congressional
Black Caucus, Congressman EMANUEL
CLEAVER.

O 2020

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Speaker, let
me first of all express appreciation to
Congresswoman DONNA CHRISTENSEN,
Dr. DONNA CHRISTENSEN, for how she
has put forth boundless energy making
sure that we keep this issue of jobless-
ness in front of us.

Let me first of all say that I did two
interviews during the votes today, one
with ABC News. And as I stood before
the cameras they showed me two com-
ments, one from a gentleman who said
that he was so disgusted with Congress
because nothing is being done and he
believed that we needed to start trying
to deal with the problems. He thought
that we should not be raising the taxes
on what he called ‘“‘ordinary’ people or
low-income working people.

The other interview I did was on Fox
and was an interview where I was
interviewed about the joblessness
among African Americans. I think both
of those intersect. And the reason for
this is, I said to people that as a Demo-
crat I was embarrassed that during the
last session of Congress we failed to lis-
ten to the American public. The public
said they were interested in jobs.
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I would go home to my district in
Kansas City, Missouri, and people
would simply talk about the need for
jobs. I would come back to Washington,
and the only thing we talked about was
health care. And health care was im-
portant, I supported it—it was not the
bill that I wanted, but I supported it
anyway. And many of us supported it
because of the way in which you, Dr.
CHRISTENSEN, as a physician, presented
us with how valuable it would be. But
the point is we never, ever dealt with
jobs. We are now into our 194th day
into this Congress, and I am sorry and
I am embarrassed that we have not cre-
ated one single job.

African American unemployment is
at 16.2. If you use what the Labor De-
partment uses to factor real unemploy-
ment—it’s called U-6—the U-6 unem-
ployment for African Americans is at
30 percent. This is higher than the De-
pression. The 1929 fall of Wall Street
created unemployment that devastated
not only this country, but the entire
world.

I am saying here on the floor—in this
sacred well—that African American un-
employment is at a crisis level. Why
would that be important to somebody
who’s not African American or who
lives in a community where there are
no African Americans? Well, in the
first place, we ought to be concerned
about all Americans, period. And the
day that I am not concerned with all
Americans, I want that to be my last
day in this body. I would say at this
point that the congressional district
from which I come is only 18 percent
African American, but the people of
good will in my district understand
that all Americans should have equal
access to jobs.

There are a plethora of reasons for
the African American unemployment
being so high—I won’t get into all of
them—but I want to tell you that if we
had unemployment among any group
in America, whether they were news
anchors, whether they were comedians,
no matter what the group, I think that
this country would be in a crisis mode.
We would have commissions; we would
have the top economists and labor ex-
perts becoming involved, trying to fig-
ure out how can we erase or reduce the
level of unemployment among this par-
ticular group. Now unemployment is at
9.2 percent with all Americans. That is
unacceptable in the most powerful, in-
dustrialized, technologically advanced
Nation on this planet; 9.2 is unaccept-
able, 16.2 is sinful, it is sinful in this
country. I believe that we have got to
figure out ways in which we can get
something done.

One of the gentlemen said during the
pre-interview with me that he believed,
to quote him exactly, that ‘“‘Congress is
broke.” It pains me, I've got to tell
you, that I think he is right. I think it
is a broken body, but the public has
participated. The public is culpable as
well, and that is this, we have people
who run thermonuclear campaigns.
And instead of public people saying
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anybody who would run a nasty cam-
paign is going to be nasty when they
get in office, so I'm not going to vote
for him or her, but that’s not what the
public says. They cheer, they rah-rah
this negativity on.

And the people who run the nasty
campaigns on both sides end up in this
body, and they just simply escalate it
with more publicity. And until the
United States citizenry comes to the
conclusion that they are sick and tired
of what’s going on and begin to punish
people for being nasty, it’s going to get
worse and worse and worse.

I would love to be able to some day
close my eyes, fall asleep among the el-
ders, and believe before I go that the
United States of America will present
to my children—and their children and
even their progeny—a state that has
opened up opportunities to everyone
and a state where the government
works. We cannot get anything done
because anybody who raises their head
and presents something, if they belong
to the wrong party, they’re not going
to get recognized and nothing is going
to get done. Republicans do it; Demo-
crats do it. It’s wrong no matter who
does it.

What we are facing right now is a sit-
uation that is grave, and I don’t even
think the Republican nor Democratic
Parties in this body understand that
we can’t simply go as we are going.
We’re talking about the debt ceiling. It
has to be raised. It is absolutely ridicu-
lous to say that we shouldn’t raise it. I
sit in my apartment across the street
from the Capitol at night looking at
television and listening to people who
know better say that it’s all right, it’s
no problem, we can let the debt ceiling
remain under the $14.3 trillion and
nothing cataclysmic will happen. And
they know better. I would feel a lot
better if people would say something
and really meant it because they didn’t
know better. But they do know better,
but many in the public don’t, and so
they think there’s no big deal.

Look, if we don’t raise the debt ceil-
ing, we can pay 60 percent of our debts,
but we’ve got to make some concrete
choices on who gets that 60 percent.
And no matter who gets it, it will cre-
ate a cataclysm for the United States
and perhaps the entire world. Italy,
Spain, Greece and Ireland are already
in trouble in Europe. And they don’t
have central banks like we have. We
have the Federal Reserve, and so to
some degree we can go out and have an
auction of Treasury notes and bring in
revenue; they don’t. But if we end up
having a very, very serious economic
problem in this country, it’s going to
trigger a world-wide recession. Nobody
wins. Nobody comes out on top if this
happens. And the unemployment num-
bers, 9.2, they are going to rise.

I don’t want people looking at this
tonight or any of my colleagues believ-
ing that those are my numbers or that
I am the only one who believes there is
going to be trouble. Ben Bernanke, re-
appointed by George Bush, says that if
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we make deep cuts in the U.S. budget,
it is going to create a problem because
right know the only money that is
going into the U.S. economy, into the
GDP, into the economic activity is
coming from the United States Federal
Government.

And if you begin to cut back dras-
tically, it cannot help but raise the un-
employment numbers. And if we fool
around and fail to raise the debt ceiling
or just walk to the cliff, walk to the
edge, walk to the precipice, the bond
rating agencies, who have already
warned us—and these are not Demo-
cratic bond rating agencies, these are
not Congressional Black Caucus bond
rating agencies, these are not Repub-
lican bond rating agencies, they are
the bond rating agencies of the United
States of America—and they tell us
when we’re in trouble and they tell us
when we’re in good stead. And they
have said to us, if you walk to the prec-
ipice, we are going to end up getting in
trouble because they’re going to down-
grade our bond rating. What does that
mean?

[ 2030

Well, it means that the interest rates
are going to rise. China is our number
one creditor, external. Most people
think that we owe more money to for-
eign governments than we owe any-
place else, which is not true. The ma-
jority of the debt is held by citizens of
the United States. China is number one
outside the country, and then Japan.
Well, China has no other place to make
investments, so that’s to our advan-
tage. Japan has nowhere else to make
investments. That’s to our advantage.
But they are going to say to us, Look,
you guys are not paying your bills, and
if you’re not going to pay your bills, it
is a greater risk to us.

And what happens when there’s a
greater risk? We’re going to raise your
interest rates. So if the interest rates
are raised on the United States, they're
going to be raised in all of the banks
and anyplace else where we seek credit.
That is going to create a problem.

I don’t understand how and why we
have allowed all of this false informa-
tion to go out about how this will not
matter and nothing is going to happen.
It has nothing to do with the facts. It
has to do with the partisanship. It has
to do with partisanship. And in this
town, in this place, we allow ideology
to trump everything. Everything falls
second to ideology.

I don’t understand how anybody
could come to this place and say, I
come here so that I won’t have to com-
promise. You have to compromise.
There’s not a person in the world who
has been married for any length of
time who doesn’t understand the word
““compromise.” If they don’t under-
stand word ‘‘compromise,” then they
understand the word ‘‘divorce.”

And so what we’ve got to understand
here is that we’re going to divorce this
Nation—one side red, one side blue, one
side left, one side right—and we can’t
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get anything accomplished as a con-
solidated Nation.

Let me just say a couple of other
things, and I'm through, Madam
Speaker, and, that is, if I can go back
to the jobs issue just for a moment. We
know that only 18,000 jobs were created
in the United States last month. We
need probably 233,000 jobs each month
to be created in the United States.
Why? Because that’s about the number
of new employees or people seeking
work who come into the work market,
so we’'ve got to constantly create jobs.

People who were laid off work 3 or 4
years and haven’t found work, if the
economy broke tomorrow and we were
allowed to begin to see hiring in the
major corporations, the 10 employees
who were laid off 3 or 4 years ago would
now be three or four employees called
back to work. Why? Because tech-
nology is constantly growing and ad-
vancing, and where we needed 10 line
workers 3 or 4 years ago, we only need
two or three workers today, which
means that we’ve got to educate the
workforce.

What does that mean to the country?
Well, if we don’t educate the workforce
in the United States, it means that the
imbalance of trade with other coun-
tries is going to rise, because other na-
tions are going to be able to provide
what we can’t provide and they’re
going to do it at a lower cost. We've
got to have a workforce that can com-
pete with China and India and Japan
and Indonesia and Vietnam, because if
we don’t, American corporations are
going to continue to try to do business
abroad.

We cannot ignore the fact that a lot
of those jobs, positions, were held by
African Americans, and they need to be
retrained. We need to retool the U.S.
workforce. Let me tell you why we
have some numbers that are dispropor-
tionate with African Americans, be-
cause I don’t want people doing what
has been done in this country for the
last 400 years. Some people assume,
well, you know, the African American
numbers are high because African
Americans don’t want to work. We’ve
heard all of that unfortunately over
the years. The only reason we know
what the numbers are is because those
are the individuals who are out seeking
work, who have gone to the unemploy-
ment agencies in their States, and
that’s how we know that the unem-
ployment numbers are what they are.

But keep in mind, and nobody prob-
ably thinks about this. Every time you
read about a State laying off workers,
a municipality laying off firefighters
or police officers, or if you find any
government agency laying off, it means
that the number of African Americans
who are unemployed will rise, and the
reason for that is that African Ameri-
cans disproportionately seek work in
the government. We’ve done it histori-
cally because it was always believed
that if you could work for the govern-
ment, the chances are less likely for
you to be discriminated against, so we
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have a large number of African Ameri-
cans who work for the government.

You see all of these State layoffs all
over the country, and I want people to
realize when you see those numbers,
please understand that a dispropor-
tionate number of them are African
American.

Now, while we are here fiddling in-
stead of trying to deal with some real
problems in this country, there are
people with real problems. People who
don’t have a job, they have a problem.
I'm willing to compromise. I've talked
about others who won’t. I will. I'm
willing to compromise. I've already
compromised.

My father turned 89 years old last
Friday. Thank God. Glory. Hallelujah.
I'm happy. He’s in great condition,
probably better physical condition
than me—doctor, I'm going to do bet-
ter—and my uncle, who is 87. I'm
thrilled and fortunate and blessed that
they have this kind of longevity in the
Cleaver line. But I'm not ever, ever
going to compromise on one aspect,
and that is Social Security.

My father has worked since he was a
kid. His brother has worked since he
was a kid. For me to ever support re-
ducing the benefits for somebody who
paid into Social Security—this is not
some kind of giveaway program. Every-
body in this country who paid the pay-
roll tax paid into Social Security, and
in their sunset years, they deserve the
opportunity to live as decently and in
as healthy an environment as possible.
And so I’m not going to compromise on
Social Security, at least on the bene-
fits.

I will compromise if we raise the age
at which people can qualify, 10 years
down the road. I will compromise on
lifting the cap on $106,000. Right now if
you earn above $106,000, you will pay
Social Security taxes only on the
amount under $106,000. So you can
make 6 gajillion dollars and never pay
Social Security taxes on but about
$105,000, which I think is actually silly.

Those of us who have been blessed to
earn more than $106,000 should under-
stand how fortunate we are, and so we
should pay above the cap. It’s wrong.
It’s not right for people who earn a
meager salary to have to struggle when
there are people making $106,000 and
not even paying Social Security tax.

I am representing Missouri’s Fifth
Congressional District, and I want to
focus some attention before I close,
Madam Speaker, on a tragedy occur-
ring in Missouri and the entire Mid-
west region, for that matter. Cur-
rently, farmland and homes are under-
water along the Missouri River, from
Montana to my home State of Mis-
souri. Record snowmelt runoff this
spring along with unexpected record
rainfall in the upper river basin filled
up the reservoirs in eastern Montana
and the Dakotas and word is the Army
Corps of Engineers plans to release
large amounts of water from the res-
ervoirs to keep them from overflowing.
That excess water has flowed down-
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stream, creating a path of destruction
in its wake.

Levees have been breached in Iowa,
Nebraska and in my home State in
northwest Missouri, causing flooding of
farmland, road closures including
Interstate 29, and evacuations. More
than 500,000 acres of land have been
flooded in the seven States along the
river. The high waters have moved
eastward and further downstream in
Missouri, causing high water and flood-
ing in Ray, Saline and Carroll Coun-
ties.
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I have gone to those areas. I have
seen the flooding. I have looked at the
fields that farmers would normally
have corn growing in underwater. If we
are here in Washington twiddling our
thumbs, and the farmers in Missouri
and other States, for that matter, are
struggling just to make it—and with
rivers still running above flood stage
and soil saturated, forecasters have
predicted this summer flooding season
could rival the worst in U.S. history.
That means what was called the
“Great Flood of 1993 during my term
as mayor, cost about $256 billion in
damage—this would exceed $25 billion.

The excessive high temperatures
sweeping across the Nation this week
cannot erase concerns about river
flooding. These high river levels are
not going away any time soon, and nei-
ther is the risk of flooding. There will
be sustained high water along the Mis-
souri River through August as the res-
ervoirs continue releasing high vol-
umes of water. Due to this high water
and saturated soil, just a small amount
of rain could trigger more flooding in
areas that have already seen record
flooding in 2011.

Obviously, we cannot plan for every
natural disaster. However, we have the
responsibility to take preventive meas-
ures whenever possible. The original
purpose of these upper Missouri basin
dams was flood protection. Over the
years other priorities may have slipped
in. However, I believe now is the time
to reevaluate the Corps of Engineers
management plans and once again
place the safety and livelihood of peo-
ple who live and work along the river
first.

Reservoir levels need to be lowered
between October and April so fewer re-
leases are needed during the spring
rain season. A goal of targeted releases
should be that they not exceed any
given flood stage downstream. And, if
releases above flood stage levels are re-
quired, then a maximum flow of no
more than 5 feet over given flood
stages for no longer than 15 consecu-
tive days could be set, followed by 5
consecutive days below given flood
states. This cycle could be repeated as
necessary and would reduce down-
stream damages. This or other contin-
gency planning is needed to prevent
flooding events such as this year’s from
happening again.

Madam Speaker, we are here dealing
with political—I think ‘‘shenanigans’
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is a word that would fit. People out in
the country, the real people, are strug-
gling. Whether it is from flooding or
unemployment, they are struggling,
and the Congress of the United States
needs to act.

You know, one of the reasons we
can’t get anything done with jobs, as I
mentioned earlier, or the flooding
problem, is this bickering based on po-
litical affiliation. Here is one thing I
learned. I am always watching Animal
Channel and the Discovery Channel.
My family always makes fun of me.
But I learned something a few years
ago watching the Discovery Channel.
Bees cannot sting and make honey at
the same time. They either have to be-
come stingers or honey makers. What
has happened here is we have become
stingers, and, therefore, we are not
making any honey or laws to help the
American public.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Thank you,
Chairman CLEAVER, and thank you for
making it so very clear to those listen-
ing this evening what the real situa-
tion is in this country and how impor-
tant it is for us to act to help the
American people.

You have heard Reverend and Chair-
man CLEAVER talk about the job situa-
tion and the floods and other chal-
lenges the American people are facing.
And now to add insult to injury, in-
stead of passing a clean increase to the
debt ceiling, as we have done in the
past, our country and our good credit is
being held hostage by Republicans,
pushed by their tea party members,
who demand drastic and deep spending
cuts, cuts beginning in the last quarter
of this calendar year, against the ad-
vice of some of our most expert econo-
mists in this country.

The cuts in this new Cut, Cap, and
Balance Act that we heard the talking
points on this weekend and tonight, as
our Budget ranking member VAN HOL-
LEN has said, put more Americans out
of work while this country is still re-
covering from the worst recession since
the Great Depression.

In the earlier hour, we heard a lot
about Republican leadership, but I
think they are leading us down the
wrong path, the wrong path for this
country and for most Americans. That
bill, which will be on the floor tomor-
row, would cap spending at the levels
in the Republican budget that are
below 2008 spending levels. It would
make it near impossible, if not impos-
sible, to make the investments that we
need in education and health care, in
research and infrastructure to secure
our future. And it would still, with all
of that, extend even more tax cuts to
special interests. All it would do is
hamstring our Nation’s growth at a
time when we are falling behind. It is
not going to help to restore confidence,
as the gentleman from Arizona said.
Only lifting the debt ceiling will do
that.

I have heard my colleagues say that
the bill on the floor tomorrow will pro-
tect Social Security, Medicare, and
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veterans payments, but I am not too
sure about that because the cuts and
the caps that they will impose are like-
ly to lead us down a primrose path,
with no way to fund those programs
later on, causing us to have to renege
on our promises to our seniors, our vet-
erans, who have protected us, have
been willing to make the sacrifices to
protect the freedoms we enjoy.

Also targeted in that bill tomorrow,
or subject to the caps, are SNAP, or
food stamps, at a time when their poli-
cies are leaving more of America’s fam-
ilies and especially their children hun-
gry. It would include cuts to unemploy-
ment when we should really be adding
14 more weeks of unemployment, as the
bill that BARBARA LEE has, as H.R. 589
would do. It would be cutting school
lunches when sometimes that is the
only meal that some children have that
is really balanced.

It would cut college loans and Pell
Grants, as though we are trying to go
back to a time we don’t want to go
back to when only the wealthy could
afford a college education. We cannot
move our country forward by denying
education to so many of our people.
And all of this without letting those
tax cuts expire and continuing to let
some of the wealthiest in our country
go without paying their fair share of
taxes. The Cut, Cap, and Balance Act is
not the way to go. Lifting the debt
ceiling, doing it without having it
being held hostage to cuts and bills
like this balanced budget amendment,
is what we should be doing.

At this time I would yield to the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman from Texas,
who always comes with a lot of infor-
mation and words of wisdom and inspi-
ration.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I would
like to thank the manager and chair-
woman of this particular hour, spon-
sored by the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, and for those of us who care, along
with many of our members in the Con-
gressional Black Caucus and in this
Congress, I think it is important to
note for our colleagues that there are
many Members who truly believe in
their heart that we can find a common
path, a bipartisan path, and are in
angst, if you will, because they want to
represent their constituents in the best
way possible in what seems to be the
tyranny, in some instances, of the ma-
jority.
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Frankly, I do believe in the demo-
cratic process. I believe that if you are
a victor in elections, you have the
right to define your agenda and to
present it to the American people. But
there’s some instances where the
American people call upon us to have
those agendas set aside so that we can
work for America.

So I want to thank the gentlelady for
her great work on the Affordable Care
Act. We are beginning to see many who
never had access to health care begin
to be, if you will, the beneficiaries of
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preventative care, the parity with men-
tal health issues, more health profes-
sionals that we work so hard on in the
Congressional Black Caucus, and of
course, access to health care for those
with preexisting disease.

But I want to talk tonight to reit-
erate some points that were made
about the double-digit unemployment
among African Americans and the 36
percent unemployment among youth
and just make the point to the Amer-
ican people, to my colleagues, that no
jobs bill has been put forward by our
Republican friends, absolutely no job
bill. This is now July 18. A super-
majority is on the other side. They
could do so much alone, without any
votes from Democrats. Democrats have
been pushing for a jobs bill.

The Congressional Black Caucus will
be leaving out in a couple of weeks to
visit cities all over America to not
only say we care but to talk about
jobs. This summer we were going to
close city pools and community centers
in Houston, with temperatures of 100,
105 degrees. I felt if we couldn’t find
public moneys, let’s work to find pri-
vate moneys. We were able to open
over 10 to 15 community centers and
pools in my congressional district.

For me it was being able to find re-
sources, meaning that some came for-
ward to give the resources, but, more
importantly, it created jobs for youth
who could be, if you will, lifeguards. As
I visited these pools and talked to
young people who would not have had a
job, obviously a small measure, but to
at least acknowledge the desperation
that we have for jobs. As we go out as
members of the Congressional Black
Caucus, we’ll be embracing corporate
leadership and others to have job fairs
so that individuals can have it. Just a
summer or two ago, I had a job fair in
the teeming heat and thousands
showed up, so much so that people were
lined around the block.

Americans want to work. And in a bi-
partisan partnership, wouldn’t it have
been just great for Republican col-
leagues, no matter whether they’'re a
tea party or no party, to come together
and say the first act that we will en-
gage in will be creating jobs. And out
of that job creation comes growth.
We’ve done a great job under President
Obama, and we in the Democratic
Party have done a great job. We’ve ac-
tually been creating private sector jobs
every single month, and as well we did
create 3 million jobs under the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment. That
should be very clear.

And the loss of numbers or the bump
in unemployment is, as our colleague
indicated, for all of America, was be-
cause public sector jobs were being
willy-nilly dispensed with—front lin-
ers, first responders, sanitation work-
ers, teachers, firefighters, ambulance
drivers—all over America by Repub-
lican Governors. They laid the people
off en masse. In many instances, they
didn’t need to. There could have been
ways to work it out. But they laid



July 18, 2011

them off en masse, and that gave the
bump to the unemployment.

But where does that lead us today?
And what I want to focus on is the fact
that I want to make it very clear that
members of the Congressional Black
Caucus have supported many bipar-
tisan efforts to turn our economy right
side up. We have worked on infrastruc-
ture issues. We have supported trans-
portation legislation to fix America’s
bridges, highways, dams, because we
know how important it is. We have
helped resolve our budgetary issues,
our revenue issues. We have voted in
unison in a bipartisan way for some
legislation that may not have been in
total agreement with many of our
views but we did it for America. We
voted for a balanced budget amend-
ment that generated the Children’s
Health Insurance Program. And we
need to continue to discuss this, where
we are today, because we need to help
the American people. And I've heard
the concerns of my constituents.

Today, I was at an announcement of
the use of neighborhood stabilization
funds, where we work with Habitat for
Humanity and open the door of houses
for those who weren’t ever able to have
a house. Oh, you should have seen the
excitement of those families. But the
seniors there were asking me: Are we
going to get our Social Security check?

You can’t go anywhere in your dis-
trict where people are not up in fury.
They want to know how we can get this
done.

I think it’s important to note a little
bit of history. Prior to the existence of
the debt ceiling, Congress had to ap-
prove borrowing each time the Federal
Government wished to borrow money
in order to carry out its functions.
With the onset of World War I and the
growth of this Nation, more flexibility
was needed to expand the government’s
capability to borrow money expedi-
tiously in order to meet the rapidly
changing requirements. That’s where
this came from. This is not a Demo-
cratic idea. This is not the idea of
President Barack Obama.

To address this need, the debt ceiling
was established in 1917, allowing the
Federal Government to be the umbrella
on a rainy day, to come to the aid of
Americans during emergencies, to be
able to address the question of war and
peace. This wasn’t something we devel-
oped just to agitate Members who be-
lieve they are the fiscal hawks of all
time, even more so than President
Reagan, who understood that the gov-
ernment had certain roles.

Since the debt limit was first put in
place, Congress increased it over a hun-
dred times. In fact, it was raised 10
times in the past decade, which in-
cludes the era of President George
Bush and the wars of Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Congress last came together and
raised the debt ceiling in February of
2010, and it did so with the idea that we
were working together.

We understand that we are at $14-plus
trillion. There’s no one who is happy
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with a growing debt. But many econo-
mists will tell you that a deficit is
sometimes important to take care of a
country’s people. Who knows what is
going on in Japan right now because
they need to take care of their people.
They need to ensure that those who are
impacted by the tsunami and the
earthquake and the nuclear implosion
can be taken care of—the sick people,
the displaced people. And when I say
not knowing what’s going on, we know
that they are growing a deficit.

But our country is not like Portugal
and Greece, and economists that we lis-
tened to 2 weeks ago said on the record
that this Nation is not broke. Let me
say it again, Americans. Don’t be in-
timidated and frightened to believe
that America is broke. We can solve
this problem. The way in which we are
able to address it, the assets that we
have, will allow us to extend the cuts
over a 12-year period. Every reasoned
economist in America says you cannot
cut our spending overnight; you cannot
cut it. So Congress is entirely within
its right to be thoughtful on this issue
of the debt.

And it is also important to note that
what makes us so strong is we have
something called United States Treas-
ury bonds, which have traditionally
been one of the safest investments an-
other country or an investor can make.
And other countries, including Ameri-
cans, buy Treasury bonds. Our children
are given Treasury bonds. For foreign
nations and investors purchasing a
U.S. Treasury bond meant that they
held something virtually as safe as
cash, backed by the full faith and cred-
it of the United States. This is con-
stitutionally worded.

And so my friends who are drawn to
the tea party are suggesting that we go
straight to the brink. But when you go
to the brink, as my colleague has said,
you begin to shake the markets. They
begin to shudder. And the impact
comes to the hardworking American
who has been so fiscally responsible
that they have put away savings for
their children’s college, savings for
themselves if they retire. They have
been dutiful. They have been respect-
ful. But what we will do is force this
market to get so shaky that those sav-
ings may be jeopardized.
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How can we do this—the Democratic
Party, the Republican Party, the Tea
Party? If it’s a registered party or a
group of people, if there are members
who have come here wearing the ban-
ner, they can do nothing more than ad-
here to that.

So we are here on the floor tonight to
look for compromise and reason and to
say, in turn, with the proceeds from
the bonds that the Federal Government
of the world’s largest economy is able
to finance its operations. That’s us, the
United States.

Let me remind everyone we have the
largest economy in the world. America
is not broke. We have to do better. We
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have to extend our cuts. We have to
balance over a period of time, almost
like a household, where they begin to
try to analyze what they’ll be able to
pay and what they’ll have to cut out.
You’ve heard families say, We’'ve
stopped going out as much as we’ve
gone out. There are unemployed per-
sons who have to make more dev-
astating cuts and go into their savings.
That’s why I say: Where is the jobs bill
that the Republicans are supposed to
put on the floor of the House? Where
are the jobs? Somebody used to say in
an advertisement: ‘“Where’s the beef?”

So this week, my friends, we’re going
to be spending a whole week addressing
the question of a bill called Cut, Cap,
and Balance. Before I just address to
you who will be hurt on Cut, Cap, and
Balance—it’s a balanced budget amend-
ment that came out of the Judiciary
Committee of which I'm a member—I
just want you to know that every State
can stand up here and say that, but I
want to put it on the record that it has
come to my attention that:

Social Security beneficiaries in
Texas, 3,440,442, likely will be im-
pacted. The total number of Social Se-
curity beneficiaries in Harris County—
that’s where Houston, Texas is, which
is the fourth largest city in the Nation
and is a very diverse city—is 429,760,
which might include SSI, which is for
those who are in need of moneys be-
cause of their children or they’re dis-
abled. There are 780,000 seniors and in-
dividuals with disabilities in the metro
area who are currently enrolled in
Medicare—the lifeline of our seniors—
and there are currently 145,000 individ-
uals in the district, the 18th Congres-
sional District, who are on Medicaid.
It’s interesting to note that the Med-
icaid issue has not even been discussed.

So here we have a week of Cut, Cap,
and Balance. Frankly, the Treasury
bond is in jeopardy. The marketplace
of innocent, hardworking Americans
who have saved and invested in those
bonds, who owe nations around the
world, who bought what they thought
was a rock-solid investment are now
teetering because we’re willing to take
this week to discuss a bill called Cut,
Cap, and Balance, which the President
of the United States has already indi-
cated that he intends to veto, and
there’s a question of whether or not the
Senate will even address this bill. So
we will spend our time wasting and de-
bating so that someone can get a polit-
ical mark.

Let me express my understanding of
Members who need a political mark: I
voted for a bill that will never pass and
could never be a useful tool in the
United States. You can go home, as
you bang your chest, and suggest, I
showed them. I told them what it was.
I voted for the Cut, Cap, and Balance.

By the way, there is no doubt that
this will possibly pass, because Repub-
licans have a supermajority, but do
you know what this is? This is playing
political chicken. Who will blink? We
have never played political chicken
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with the raising of the debt ceiling. We
have never put the American people in
this jeopardy. We didn’t do it to Ronald
Reagan. We didn’t do it to Jimmy Car-
ter. We didn’t do it to the first George
Bush, a distinguished Texan. We didn’t
do it to President, as I said, Carter. We
didn’t do it to President Clinton. We
didn’t do it to President Bush, who was
just in office, but here we are with
President Barack Obama now at a time
that we think we have to do this. This
is based upon an ideological view that
does not look to the American people.

So let me tell you who is hurt in all
of this so that we can understand real
people are involved. I'll just call this
“working Americans’” and this little
one who will represent millions of chil-
dren across America. This is who this
will impact.

In the State of Texas, our Governor
has already cut $4 billion from edu-
cation. He actually took the stimulus
money that was supposed to be for edu-
cation. Governor Rick Perry decided to
just snatch the moneys away and put it
in a rainy day fund. It looks good when
you’re going to run for higher office to
show off that you saved money. You
haven’t saved any money. You took the
money out of the children’s mouths.
You’re closing schools. You’re closing
school districts. You're taking away
teachers. You’re building up the class
sizes. You’re making our country sec-
ond and third class in education while
other countries are moving forward. So
that’s who we’ll hurt.

Just take this little one who is not
yet in school. This is a hardworking
nurse, who represents working Ameri-
cans. This is who will be hurt because,
on the Cut, Cap, and Balance bill,
though they say they are protecting
Medicaid, Medicare and others, you’re
going to find out that we literally are
not going to be able to run this coun-
try. My colleague came from Missouri.
Everybody saw the tragedy of Joplin,
Missouri. So the Cut, Cap, and Balance
is going to hurt them. I'm going to call
this the ‘“‘Tap Dance bill”’> because
they’re going to be tap dancing around
all the people who are going to be hurt.

Next who is going to be hurt are our
military families. Now, they say that
they’re taking care of veterans’ bene-
fits, but this is active duty military.
They need to be paid. They say they
have classified or taken out the secu-
rity. Well, have they taken out the
grandmammas of these soldiers and
their wives? Have they taken out the
parents of these soldiers and their
wives who need Medicare and Social
Security? Have they taken out the sis-
ters and brothers who need student
loans? No.

So they’re tap dancing around the
fact that they say they’re not hurting
these people. It’s not the Cap bill. It’s
the ‘“Tap Dance bill.”” That’s what it’s
going to be. Then, rather than the Cut
and Cap bill, they’re going to organize
the ‘“‘Losers’ Club of America.” We're
going to open up a losers’ club with
what is going to go on on the floor to-
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morrow. The ‘‘Losers’ Club” will be the
American people—children, seniors,
college students, the jobs that we want
to make through the infrastructure.
How many people have driven on free-
ways and bridges and hit potholes? It’s
because America’s infrastructure needs
to be rebuilt.

So very quickly let me just say that,
as these poster boards take their own
life, the ‘‘Losers’ Club’ tomorrow is
going to pronounce that we will be giv-
ing gifts to millionaires. They’ll get
$200,000 because the bill tomorrow is
worse than the Republican budget. So
the millionaires will get $200,000. Re-
member what I said. They call it the
Cut, Cap, and Balance. I'm calling it
the ‘“Tap Dance, Losers’ Club and Bust
bill.” So we’re going to give million-
aires $200,000 a year while seniors will
be paying an extra $6,000 a year for
their Medicare because it will bust
Medicare as we know it.

Now, how did we get to where we are
today? Why are we in this false status
where people are saying, ‘“‘Don’t raise
the debt limit”’?

We brought it on ourselves. The Re-
publicans were in charge when the
Bush tax cuts came in, and they never
wanted to have it expire. That was a
big fight when we came in and when
the President came in. That was a big
fight. Out of compromise, he said, Let’s
be fair. So you can see the Bush tax
cuts are 37 percent of our debt—37 per-
cent. So, to talk about why we’re here,
look at what the Republicans have
done. Then you have the Iraq war—11
percent. So it’s interesting that now
they’re going to be fiscally responsible,
yet they’re the cause of the debt.

Let me finish by just saying that I
am glad to be here with the Congres-
sional Black Caucus. I want to rename
the bill as the ‘“‘Tap Dance, Losers’
Club and Bust the American People
bill”’—bust the safety net for America.
I want to thank the gentlelady by sim-
ply saying that I love this country, and
I believe we can come together.

I have great respect for my col-
leagues who have a different view, but
what I beg of them to do is to take the
Constitution and cherish it like we all
do. As to that opening part that says,
‘“‘we the people,” we are now calling on
Republicans and Democrats and mem-
bers of the Tea Party who are in this
Congress to be part of the ‘‘we the peo-
ple.” Let us not in a frivolous manner
take up the floor time that it is going
to take to work on a bill that will
never be signed and take it away from
the resolution of the debt ceiling,
which then causes the markets to go in
a tailspin. I want to save the American
people, and I, frankly, believe that we
have the right to do so.

I will simply close by saying to you:
Martin King, whose monument will
open in just a few weeks, gave us a
wonderful challenge—the time that he
asked this Nation to believe in his
dream.
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And he gave us the further challenge
of the night before his death. He indi-
cated that he had been to the moun-
taintop, and he looked out and saw the
Promised Land, an opportunity for all
of us, no matter who we were, to have
an equal opportunity in this country
and to respect views but always look
for the greater good.

But he said that he as a person, he
didn’t think that he would get to the
Promised Land, but he knew that we as
a people, we as Americans, would get
to the Promised Land some day. I still
believe in that dream and in that
charge. And I am asking for my col-
leagues to work with us to be able to
do that—this time on behalf of the
American people.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. I thank you so
much for your charts. You're really
pointing out who would be hurt by the
Cut, Cap, and Balance, or as you call it,
the tap dancing bill. Sometimes you
have to call it what it is. So thank you,
Congresswoman SHEILA JACKSON LEE,
for joining us this evening.

I listened to New York Times col-
umnist Tom Friedman yesterday, and 1
think we ought to put his talk on with
the one that he had with our Nation’s
governors on DVD and make it re-
quired listening for some of our
stonewalling colleagues. He put an ad-
jective on the debate or so-called nego-
tiations that have been staged these
last few weeks. He called the debate
““idiotic.” Now, some may agree, some
may disagree with that.

But he further said, and this I do
agree with, that it is not worthy of our
country and a disservice to our chil-
dren.

So just like the other 74 times since
1962, 74 times that a clean, non-
controversial lift of our debt ceiling
has been done, we should have done it
a long time ago, and that’s what we
ought to do now. And then after that,
whether we use Bowles-Simpson or
Rivlin-Domenici or what’s left of the
Gang of Six—I guess it is now just
Democrats—their plan is a starting
point; we need to begin coming up with
a solid deficit reduction plan that isn’t
done on the backs of our poor, our mid-
dle class, our children, our seniors, and
our people with disabilities. And one
that is as the President has called for,
one of shared sacrifices. It’s the only
fair way. It’s the only American way.

And while important to securing the
future, deficit reduction by itself is not
enough. We are still in a recession, a
recovery, but it’s very slow, and it’s
uneven. What we need now are jobs,
jobs, and more jobs. We need to con-
tinue the work of the Recovery Act and
add to the 3 million jobs that we either
saved or created with that bill and that
act. We need to rebuild our manufac-
turing base as the Make It in America
Democratic agenda would do. And we
have to revive the housing market to
help families stay in their homes and
restore the opportunity for every
American and those who came to live
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in this country to achieve what we call
the American dream.

We need to do what we have always
done best—to create. We need to regain
our place as the innovation capital of
the world. And to do that and to secure
a sustainable future for our children,
we have to invest in the work of bring-
ing our country back from 25th in
science, 17th in math, 14th in reading,
and 12th in college graduates.

The issue should not be cut, cut, cut.
I agree with Tom Friedman on that as
well. But it should be how do we do
what is necessary to bring our beloved
Nation back to the first-place standing
which is where it always must be and
what our families and our children de-
serve.

As the African proverb said—this is
really what’s happening now—the ele-
phants are fighting and the grass is
getting crushed.

This should not be a fight over polit-
ical ideology. Democratic leaders have
shown their willingness to compromise
on many of the programs we hold sa-
cred. What those compromises are and
how large they are I think will deter-
mine where the CBC stands when the
time comes to vote.

But there can be no compromise, as
you’ve heard from my colleagues to-
night, on Social Security, which has
nothing to do with the deficit whatso-
ever, or on Medicare, which we have
done so much to strengthen and
lengthen in the Affordable Care Act, or
on Medicaid, which would not only
cause undue but grave harm to the
poor and all of the States and terri-
tories that we represent.

So I say to my fellow Members of
Congress on both sides of the aisle, on
both sides of the Capitol, let’s raise
this debt ceiling. Let’s forget this
crazy debate about cutting programs
that hurt our fellow Americans and do
it in a clean vote so that we can get
back to the important critical business
of creating jobs, of rebuilding our coun-
try, of putting in place a strong foun-
dation for our future, of restoring our
image in the world and holding on to
our position of leadership.

I yield the balance of my time to
Congresswoman SHEILA JACKSON LEE.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank
the gentlelady.

I want to thank her so very much for
her leadership but I wanted to—when I
said the bust, I want to equate it to the
balanced budget amendment. That is
what this Cap, Cut, and Balance is; it is
a balanced budget amendment.

But let me be very clear, because you
said something very important. The
balanced budget amendment, if it was
passed, would virtually guarantee that
future budgets would cut and end Medi-
care as well as drastically cut Med-
icaid, just like the Republican budget.
The balanced budget amendment takes
two-thirds of the House and the Senate
to pass. It is almost impossible for it to
pass.

And we are not like States where
States do balance but they only have
to take care of their State.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. What you are
saying, though, is we would never be
able to raise any revenue because it
takes two-thirds of both bodies to be
able to do anything to increase rev-
enue.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. So in
Joplin, Missouri, the floods, the torna-
does—and let me finish on this.

We served on Homeland Security. We
have seen the death of Mr. Karzai’s
brother, his very close aide. We have
seen Pakistani police officers shot
down in a massacre by the Taliban.
This is a very serious climate of ter-
rorism in this world.

And the tragedy, the backdrop of 9/11
where we had to bail out the airlines,
where we had to rebuild New York and
other places, that is a responsibility of
America. That’s why there is a Federal
Government. And if we are to play with
this through the Cap, Cut, and Balance,
the balanced budget amendment, we
will be the tap dance, we will be the
losers club, and we will bust the rights
of Americans to call upon their Federal
Government when they are in need.

This is not a time to play with the
lives of Americans. I believe that we
are ready to compromise but not to en-
gage in frivolity when it is serious and
when we have to do what the American
people need us to do.

I am very glad to be with the gentle-
lady from the Virgin Islands tonight,
but I couldn’t leave the podium with-
out emphasizing that homeland secu-
rity cannot be undermined and dimin-
ished. It is extremely important and
does well to serve and secure the Amer-
ican people. Let’s do right by the
American people.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.
gentlelady from Texas.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

I thank the

——
CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION
FOR A BALANCED BUDGET
AMENDMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. BROOKS) is recognized for
half the remaining time until 10 p.m.,
22 minutes.

Mr. BROOKS. Thank you, Madam
Speaker.

America is the greatest Nation in the
history of the world. We enjoy a stand-
ard of living that is envied by most. We
have a national defense unmatched in
history. We are a beacon of freedom for
all.

Have you ever thought about why
America is the world’s leader? Are we
just lucky. No. I would submit to you
that there are substantive reasons for
our greatness.

We are blessed today because of the
sacrifices of others before us, others
who gave of themselves to ensure a bet-
ter future for their children and suc-
ceeding generations. History shows us
that great nations rise and great na-
tions fall, but they rarely fall from
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without without first suffering weak-
ness from within.

Today, the greatest threat to Amer-
ica is not a foreign power. No. Amer-
ica’s greatest threat is Washington’s
irresponsible, dangerous, and insatiable
spending habits. Admiral Mullen,
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
testified recently before the House
Armed Services Committee that Amer-
ica’s greatest national security threat
is our own unsustainable and growing
debt burden. It wasn’t al Qaeda. It
wasn’t North Korea. It wasn’t the
Taliban. It wasn’t any other foe across
the globe. It was our unsustainable na-
tional debt. And he is right.
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For years, Washington has been on a
spending binge of epic proportions.
Why do Washington’s politicians risk
America’s future? Because they have
put their own self-interests above
America’s interests. They spend money
we don’t have to get votes for the next
election. They don’t care about who
must pay the bill. They don’t care
about America’s future generations.
They don’t care whether their spending
binges risk America’s future.

Some say we don’t need a balanced
budget constitutional amendment to
force Washington to spend within our
means. They are 100 percent dead
wrong. Most recently, the President
stated: We don’t need a constitutional
amendment to do our jobs. The Con-
stitution already tells us to do our
jobs—and to make sure that the gov-
ernment is living within its means and
making responsible choices.

And he went on: We don’t need more
studies. We don’t need a balanced budg-
et amendment. We simply need to
make these tough choices and be will-
ing to take on our bases.

But history has established that we
need, in the United States Congress, a
balanced budget constitutional amend-
ment because it will provide the back-
bone that Congress has lacked for so
long. History proves those naysayers
are wrong. Three years of trillion-dol-
lar-plus deficits proved them wrong.
Projected trillion-dollar deficits into
the future proved them wrong.

America must rise up and force
Washington to live within our means
before it is too late. America must give
Washington the backbone it lacks.
That backbone is a balanced budget
constitutional amendment forcing
Washington to do the right thing.

If this Congress will not pass an ef-
fective balanced budget constitutional
amendment, then the States must do it
for us. The Lone Star State of Texas
recently passed a resolution calling for
a constitutional convention for a bal-
anced budget constitutional amend-
ment if Congress fails to act. The great
State of Alabama has joined Texas.

I will next read into the RECORD of
the United States House of Representa-
tives Alabama’s Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 100 from Alabama’s 2011 regular
session just passed by the Alabama
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State Legislature. This is Act No. 2011-
400. The principal sponsor is Senator
Arthur Orr. Cosponsors from the State
of Alabama are Senator Scofield, Sen-
ator Sanford, Senator Holtzclaw, Sen-
ator Williams, Senator McGill, and
Senator Beason.

‘“Enrolled, SJR100, urging Congress
to propose a Federal balanced budget
amendment.

“Whereas, the reluctance of the Fed-
eral Government to incur debt and
other obligations was established early
in American history, with deficits oc-
curring only in relation to extraor-
dinary circumstances such as war; yet
for much of the 20th century and into
the 21st, the United States has oper-
ated on a budget deficit, including the
2010 budget year, which surpassed an
astounding $1.3 trillion, an annual def-
icit that exceeded the entire gross
State product of many of the States;
and

‘“Whereas, an exception to this pat-
tern was at the turn of the 21st cen-
tury; in FY 2001, America enjoyed $128
billion budget surplus; and

“Whereas, since F'Y 2001, America has
been burdened with 10 consecutive
years of deficits, to wit:

“FY 2002, $158 billion deficit; FY 2003,
$377 billion deficit; F'Y 2004, $413 billion
deficit; F'Y 2005 $318 billion deficit; FY
2006 $248 billion deficit; FY 2007, $161
billion deficit; FY 2008, $459 billion def-
icit; FY 2009 $1.4 trillion deficit; FY
2010, $1.3 trillion deficit; FY 2011, $1.5
trillion deficit (estimated); and

“Whereas, as of January 2011, Amer-
ica’s accumulated national debt ex-
ceeded $12 trillion now estimated at
over $13 trillion; and

“Whereas, the Congressional Budget
Office projects that, if current trends
continue under the White House’s pro-
posed budget, each of the next 10 years
has a projected deficit exceeding $600
billion; and

“Whereas, the budget deficits of the
United States of America are
unsustainable and constitute a sub-
stantial threat to the solvency of the
Federal Government as evidenced by
the comments of Standard and Poor’s
on April 18, 2011, regarding the longer
term credit outlook for the United
States; and

“Whereas, Congress has been unwill-
ing or unable to address the persistent
problem of overspending and has re-
cently increased the statutory limit on
the public debt and enacted a variety
of legislation that will ultimately
cause the Federal Government to incur
additional debt; and

“Whereas, the National Commission
on Fiscal Responsibility and Reform in
its report The Moment of Truth’ in-
cludes recommendations to reduce the
Federal deficit that have not been con-
sidered by the United States Congress;
and

‘“Whereas, the consequences of cur-
rent spending policies are far-reaching;
United States indebtedness to govern-
ments of foreign nations continues to
rise; costly Federal programs that are
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essentially unfunded or underfunded;
mandates to States threaten the abil-
ity of State and local governments to
continue to balance their budgets;
moreover, future generations of Ameri-
cans inevitably face increased taxation
and a weakened economy as a direct re-
sult of the bloated debt; and

‘“Whereas, many States have pre-
viously requested that Congress pro-
pose a constitutional amendment re-
quiring a balanced budget, but Con-
gress has proven to be unresponsive;
anticipating a situation in which Con-
gress at times could fail to act, the
drafters of the United States Constitu-
tion had the foresight to adopt the lan-
guage in Article V that establishes
that on application of the legislatures
of two-thirds of the several States,
Congress shall call a convention for
proposing amendments; and

‘“Whereas, in prior years, the Ala-
bama Legislature has called on Con-
gress to pass a balanced budget con-
stitutional amendment, many other
States have done the same, all to no
avail; and

“Whereas, a balanced budget amend-
ment would require the government
not to spend more than it receives in
revenues and compel lawmakers to
carefully consider choices about spend-
ing and taxes; by encouraging spending
control and discouraging deficit spend-
ing, a balanced budget amendment will
help put the Nation on the path to last-
ing prosperity; now therefore,

“Be it resolved by the Legislature of
Alabama, both houses thereof concur-
ring, That the legislature of the State
of Alabama hereby respectfully urges
the Congress of the United States to
propose and submit to the States for
ratification a Federal balanced budget
amendment to the United States Con-
stitution.

“Be it further resolved, That, in the
event that Congress does not submit a
balanced budget amendment to the
States for ratification on or before De-
cember 31, 2011, the Alabama Legisla-
ture hereby makes application to the
United States Congress to call a con-
vention under Article V of the United
States Constitution for the specific and
exclusive purpose of proposing an
amendment to that Constitution re-
quiring that, in the absence of a na-
tional emergency (as determined by
the positive vote of such Members of
each house of Congress as the amend-
ment shall require), the total of all
Federal appropriations made by Con-
gress for any fiscal year not exceed the
total of all Federal revenue for that fis-
cal year.

“Be it further resolved, That, unless
rescinded by succeeding legislature,
this application by the Alabama Legis-
lature constitutes a continuing appli-
cation in accordance with Article V of
the United States Constitution until at
least two-thirds of the legislatures of
the several States have made applica-
tion for a convention to provide for a
balanced budget.

“Be it further resolved, That, in the
event that Congress does not submit a
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balanced budget amendment to the
States for ratification on or before De-
cember 31, 2011, the Alabama Legisla-
ture hereby requests that the legisla-
tures of each of the several States that
compose the United States apply to
Congress requesting Congress to call a
convention to propose such an amend-
ment to the United States Constitu-
tion.

‘““Be it further resolved, That this ap-
plication is rescinded in the event that
a convention to propose amendments
to the United States Constitution in-
cludes purposes other than providing
for a balanced Federal budget.

“Be it further resolved, That the cop-
ies of this resolution be provided to the
following officials:

“l. The President of the United
States.

““2. The Speaker of the United States
House of Representatives.

‘3. The President of the United
States Senate.

‘4, All members of the Alabama dele-
gation to Congress with the request
that this resolution be officially en-
tered in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as
an application to the Congress of the
United States of America for a conven-
tion to propose an amendment to pro-
vide for a Federal balanced budget in
the event that Congress does not sub-
mit such an amendment to the States
for ratification on or before December
31, 2011.

“Be it further resolved, That copies
of this resolution be provided to the
Secretaries of State and to the pre-
siding officers of the legislatures of the
other States.”

Signed by Kay Ivey, President and
Presiding Officer of the Alabama State
Senate; signed by the Speaker of the
House of Representatives of the State
of Alabama, Mike Hubbard; signed by
the Governor of the State of Alabama,
the Honorable Robert Bentley on June
7, 2011.

Congress clearly has the duty to pass
a balanced budget constitutional
amendment to prevent unsustainable
spending sprees that threaten Amer-
ica’s future.
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Quite frankly, and in my judgment, a
balanced budget constitutional amend-
ment is the only way to prevent a Fed-
eral Government insolvency and bank-
ruptcy and the ensuing economic and
national security consequences of such
a bankruptcy. I urge this Congress to
do the right thing and pass an effective
balanced budget constitutional amend-
ment.

But if Congress shirks its duty to
America, then I plead for the States to
join Texas and Alabama by demanding
a constitutional convention for the
limited purpose of drafting a balanced
budget constitutional amendment. I
urge the States to act with haste.
America rapidly approaches an eco-
nomic abyss. The States are our last
best hope for American greatness and
surviving in generations to come.
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Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

——————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER (at the request of
Ms. PELOSI) for today and the balance
of the week on account of the wedding
of his daughter.

Ms. McCoLLUM (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

Mr. ELLISON (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

Mr. WU (at the request of Ms. PELOSI)
for today.

Ms. WILSON of Florida (at the request
of Ms. PELOSI) for today.

Mr. BisHOP of New York (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today.

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BROOKS. Madam Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 31 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, July 19, 2011, at 10 a.m. for morn-
ing-hour debate.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2516. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a re-
port of a violation of the Antideficiency Act,
Air Force Case Number F08-07, pursuant to 31
U.S.C. 1517(b); to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

2517. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
regarding the provision of compensation
under section 439 of title 37, U.S.C.; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

2518. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final Equipment Delivery Report
for fiscal years 2009 and 2010; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

2519. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting
the biennial report on strategic and critical
materials requirements for the National De-
fense Stockpile, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 98h-5;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

2520. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the annual report on National HIV
Testing Goals; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

2621. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Bureau of Legislative and
Public Affairs, Agency for International De-
velopment, transmitting a formal reponse to
the GAO Report GAO-10-368; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

2622. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting a letter regarding the
annual report on the Treaty with Australia;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

2523. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting report prepared by the
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreemements other than treaties
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entered into by the United States to be
transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

25624. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting pursuant to section
3(d) of the Arms Export Control Act, as
amended, certification regarding the pro-
posed transfer of major defense equipment
(Transmittal No. RSAT-10-2257); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

25625. A letter from the Director of Congres-
sional Affairs, Central Intelligence Agency,
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

2526. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting a report on
the Strategic Plan for FY 2011-FY 2016; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

2527. A letter from the Executive Vice
President and Chief Financial Officer, Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank of Chicago, transmit-
ting the 2010 management reports and state-
ments on the system of internal controls of
the Federal Home Loan Bank of Chicago,
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

2528. A letter from the Director, Office of
Management and Budget, transmitting the
Office’s report entitled, 2011 Report to Con-
gress on the Benefits and Costs of Federal
Regulations and Unfunded Mandates on
State, Local and Tribal Entities’; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

2529. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Director for Management and Administra-
tion and Designated Reporting Official, Of-
fice of National Drug Control Policy, trans-
mitting a report pursuant to the Federal Va-
cancies Reform Act of 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

2530. A letter from the President, National
Council on Radiation Protection and Meas-
urements, transmitting the 2010 Annual Re-
port of an independent auditor who has au-
dited the records of the National Council on
Radiation Protection and Measurements,
pursuant to 36 U.S.C. 4514; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

2531. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting an extension of the
Department’s Memorandum of Under-
standing Between the Government of the Re-
public of Columbia Concerning the Imposi-
tion of Import Restrictions on Certain Cat-
egories of Archaeological Material from the
Pre-Hispanic Cultures and Certain Ecclesias-
tical Material from the Republic of Colom-
bia, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 2602(g)(1); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

25632. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Economic Development, Department of
Commerce, transmitting the annual report
on the activities of the Economic Develop-
ment Administration for Fiscal Year 2010,
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 3213; jointly to the
Committees on Transportation and Infra-
structure and Financial Services.

——

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ISSA: Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform. H.R. 2061. A bill to au-
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thorize the presentation of a United States
flag at the funeral of Federal civilian em-
ployees who are killed while performing offi-
cial duties or because of their status as a
Federal employee; with amendments (Rept.
112-149). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 355. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2560) to
cut, cap, and balance the Federal budget
(Rept. 112-150). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

————————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. HINOJOSA:

H.R. 2573. A bill to amend section 242 of the
National Housing Act to extend the period of
applicability of the exemption for critical
access hospitals under the FHA program for
mortgage insurance for hospitals; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 2574. A bill to amend the Workforce
Investment Act of 1998 to create a pilot pro-
gram to award grants to units of general
local government and community-based or-
ganizations to create jobs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 2575. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, to require the Secretary of
Transportation to withhold a portion of Fed-
eral-aid Highway funds apportioned to a
State unless the State enacts and imple-
ments a law establishing penalties for using
a cell phone to make telephone calls or text
while driving with a minor in the vehicle; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mrs. BLACK:

H.R. 2576. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the calculation
of modified adjusted gross income for pur-
poses of determining eligibility for certain
healthcare-related programs; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mrs. BONO MACK:

H.R. 2577. A bill to protect consumers by
requiring reasonable security policies and
procedures to protect data containing per-
sonal information, and to provide for nation-
wide notice in the event of a security breach;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. DENHAM (for himself, Mr.
NUNES, Mr. CosTA, and Mr. MCCAR-
THY of California):

H.R. 2578. A Dbill to amend the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act related to a segment of
the Lower Merced River in California, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

By Ms. JENKINS (for herself and Mr.
TERRY):

H.R. 2579. A bill to require the Corps of En-
gineers to take into account all available hy-
drologic data in conducting Missouri River
basin operations; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself
and Mr. GRIMM):

H.R. 2580. A bill to provide for the award of
a gold medal on behalf of Congress post-
humously to Father Mychal Judge, O.F.M.,
beloved Chaplain of the Fire Department of
New York who passed away as the first re-
corded victim of the September 11, 2001, at-
tacks in recognition of his example to the
Nation of selfless dedication to duty and
compassion for one’s fellow citizens; to the
Committee on Financial Services.
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By Mr. POSEY (for himself, Mr. WEB-
STER, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr.
AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. LATTA,
Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia, and Mr.
FARENTHOLD):

H.R. 2581. A bill to provide that the public
debt limit shall not affect timely payment in
full of Social Security benefits; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself,
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. MEEKS,
Mr. ROYCE, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr.
GALLEGLY, Mr. CHABOT, Ms. JACKSON
LEE of Texas, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,
and Mr. RYAN of Ohio):

H. Res. 356. A resolution urging the Euro-
pean Union and its member states to main-
tain the arms embargo against the People’s
Republic of China; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. HINOJOSA:

H.R. 2573.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8: The Congress shall
have the power to promote the General Wel-
fare

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 2574.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power * * * To
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
and among the several States, and with the
Indian Tribes.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 2575.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power * * * To
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
and among the several States, and with the
Indian Tribes.

By Mrs. BLACK:

H.R. 2576.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution;
whereby the Congress shall have Power to
lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and
Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for the
common Defence and general Welfare of the
United States; but all Duties, Imposts and
Excises shall be uniform throughout the
United States.

Furthermore, this bill makes specific
changes to existing law, in accordance with
the Sixteenth Amendment of the United
States Constitution; whereby the Congress
shall have power to lay and collect taxes on
incomes, from whatever source derived,
without apportionment among the several
States, and without regard to any census or
enumeration.

By Mrs. BONO MACK:

H.R. 2577.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clauses 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
Constitution the United States Congress
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shall have power ‘‘To regulate Commerce
with foreign Nations, and among the several
States, and with the Indian Tribes’.

By Mr. DENHAM:

H.R. 2578.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (relating to
the power of Congress to dispose of and make
all needful rules and regulations respecting
the territory or other property belonging to
the United States).

By Ms. JENKINS:

H.R. 2579.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14: To make
Rules for the Government and Regulation of
the land and naval Forces.

By Mr. KING of New York:

H.R. 2580.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 5

The Congress shall have the Power to coin
Money, regulate the Value thereof, and of
foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of Weights
and Measures;

By Mr. POSEY:

H.R. 2581.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 2 of the United
States Constitution

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 100: Mr. CHAFFETZ.

H.R. 157: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 219: Mr. FORBES and Mr. SCALISE.

H.R. 303: Mr. CHANDLER.

H.R. 440: Mrs. HARTZLER.

H.R. 466: Ms. BALDWIN and Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ.

H.R. 530: Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 589: Mr. CLARKE of Michigan.

H.R. 593: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mrs.
ELLMERS, and Mrs. HARTZLER.

H.R. 642: Mr. LOBIONDO.

H.R. 645: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. DANIEL
E. LUNGREN of California.

H.R. 687: Mr. OWENS and Mr. CHANDLER.

H.R. 721: Mrs. ROBY and Ms. SCHWARTZ.

H.R. 750: Mr. LANKFORD.

H.R. 791: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. CARSON of In-
diana, and Mr. LOEBSACK.

H.R. 886: Mr. GALLEGLY and Mr. SCOTT of
South Carolina.

H.R. 891: Mr. SCHOCK.

H.R. 972: Mr. CASSIDY.

H.R. 1041: Mr. McKEON and Mr. HURT.

H.R. 1042: Mrs. LuMMIS and Mr. ISsA.

H.R. 1063: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.

H.R. 1161: Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. BROUN of
Georgia, and Mr. SHULER.

H.R. 1242: Mrs. CAPPS.

H.R. 1269: Mr. Ross of Arkansas.

H.R. 1322: Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H.R. 1370: Mr. POE of Texas.

H.R. 1386: Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. MURPHY of
Connecticut.

H.R. 1397: Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana.

H.R. 1462: Mr. OLVER.

H.R. 1465: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, and Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 1489: Mr. LIPINSKI.

H.R. 1506: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R. 1588: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas and Mr. CONAWAY.

H.R. 1591: Mr. LAMBORN.

H.R. 1639: Mr. COOPER and Mr. PETRI.

H.R. 1685: Mr. HOLT.
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H.R. 1686: Mrs. BIGGERT, Mr. DoLD, and Mr.
WALSH of Illinois.

H.R. 1703: Ms. KAPTUR.

H.R. 1723: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 1834: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California.

H.R. 1842: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms.
WILSON of Florida, and Ms. HANABUSA.

H.R. 1852: Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, and Mr. CHAFFETZ.

H.R. 1895: Mr. STARK.

H.R. 1953: Mr. LUJAN, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN,
and Mr. MORAN.

H.R. 1970: Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 2016: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MEEHAN,
and Mr. PASCRELL.

H.R. 2026: Mrs. CAPPS.

H.R. 2030: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 2036: Mr. BucsHON and Mrs. MCMORRIS
RODGERS.

H.R. 2091: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R. 2161: Mr. DEUTCH.

H.R. 2164: Mr. YOouNG of Alaska and Mr.
GRIFFIN of Arkansas.

H.R. 2185: Mr. PoLis, Mr. MORAN, and Mrs.
MALONEY.

H.R. 2224: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 2236: Mr. GOSAR.

H.R. 2250: Mr. BisHOP of Utah, Mr. FINCHER,
Mr. BONNER, Mr. DESJARLAIS, and Mrs. CAP-
ITO.

H.R. 2280: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 2357: Mr. HANNA.

H.R. 2402: Mr. WESTMORELAND and Mr.
LAMBORN.

H.R. 2407: Mr. NADLER, Mr. JONES, Mr.
MCKINLEY, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. COSTELLO.

H.R. 2492: Mr. FARR and Mr. BRADY of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 2529: Mr. BURGESS.

H.R. 2544: Ms. HIRONO, Mr. WELCH, and Mr.
CONYERS.

H.R. 2554: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 2560: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. CON-
AWAY, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. GUINTA, Mr. MILLER
of Florida, Mr. McCAUL, Mr. BERG, Mr.
THORNBERRY, Mr. KLINE, Mr. CALVERT, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. LABRADOR, Mrs. MIL-
LER of Michigan, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. LATTA,
Mr. COBLE, Mr. BONNER, Mr. FORBES, Mr.
BARTON of Texas, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. SMITH of
Nebraska, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. COFFMAN
of Colorado, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. PLATTS, Ms.
BUERKLE, and Mr. MARCHANT.

H.J. Res. 8: Mr. FILNER.

H.J. Res. 13: Mr. PALAZZO0.

H.J. Res. 47: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H. Con. Res. 4: Mr. FILNER.

H. Con. Res. 39: Mr. MCCLINTOCK.

H. Con. Res. 65: Ms. LEE and Ms. BASS of
California.

H. Res. 130: Mr. POLIS.

H.Res. 220: Mr. TOWNS.

H.Res. 333: Mr. CHANDLER.

H.Res. 342: Mr. ISRAEL.

H.Res. 353: Mr. FATTAH, Ms. FUDGE, Mr.
TOowNS, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr. MEEKS,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. BAss of California,
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. NORTON, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. WATERS,
and Mr. CUMMINGS.

—————

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

OFFERED BY MR. RYAN OF WISCONSIN

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on the Budget in H.R. 2560,
the Cut, Cap, and Balance Act of 2011, do not
contain any congressional earmarks, limited
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tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as de-
fined in clause 9 of rule XXI.
OFFERED BY MR. DREIER
The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Rules in H.R. 2560, to cut,
cap, and balance the Federal budget, do not
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contain any congressional earmarks, limited
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as de-
fined in clause 9 of rule XXI.
OFFERED BY MR. CAMP
The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Ways and Means in H.R.

H5151

2660, to cut, cap, and balance the Federal
budget, do not contain any congressional
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule
XXI of the Rules of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives.
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