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a phasing out and pushing out for the
opportunities for individuals.

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, and I take
you north of the border. We started to
hear in the news in the last week or so
something that has been brought to
our attention here in this Congress
where we have some Interparliamen-
tary exchange, and I have sat down
with the Canadians perhaps 3 years
ago.

They pressed the case that we need
to do a better job of controlling our
borders because we had people pouring
into the United States, coming here il-
legally, and once they got established
here, they realized there were welfare
benefits to be had in Canada. And they
were having thousands, at that time,
about 3 years ago, they had about 50,000
illegal immigrants that they said had
poured through the United States and
into Canada and they were putting too
much pressure on their welfare system.

So I asked the question in that meet-
ing, what percentage of those that ar-
rive sign up and qualify for welfare?
Their answer was, Mr. Speaker, vir-
tually 100 percent of them, because
that is how the Canadian laws are set
up as a magnet.

If you saw in the news this past
week, there is a community there not
too far north of the border into Canada
that has started to raise an issue, and
they said they are enclaves that are
being created here with illegal immi-
grants that have been illegal in the
United States that have gone on into
Canada because the welfare benefits
are better.

They interviewed some of them on
the street where they laughed and
smiled about how it was that their wel-
fare check came on time, there weren’t
so many snags and snafus in the wel-
fare system in Canada, and they were
glad to be there despite of the winters.

That was the message I got, Mr.
Speaker. And I think that study in so-
ciology that the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) has laid out
speaks to that, that people will follow
a path, and if you grant them a safety
net, that is fine. It fits the standards I
think of the American people. But
when you crank that safety net up, at
some level the safety net becomes a
hammock. Then they rest back in the
hammock and they lose their desire to
produce, there is not a reason any
longer. So the merit that comes from
having to produce, of having that re-
sponsibility, is part of what gives us a
vitality in this country.

As I started this discussion out in the
beginning, I talked briefly about the
defeat of communism, the defeat of so-
cialism, the collapse of the Soviet em-
pire, because they found out that a
managed economy and socialism didn’t
work. That when you let people earn,
save, work, invest, and they decide
when they make their purchases and
they decide how they go about doing
that, that creates opportunities in a
free market system.
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You simply cannot manage an econ-
omy without it. It manages itself under
the free market system, and people
have an incentive to go to work be-
cause there is a reward for that work.
If you take that reward away and you
do the great leveler and you make the
argument like is being made in this So-
cialized Clinton-style Hillary-care for
Illegals and their Parents, if you make
the argument that you make too much
money, we are going to take it. And, by
the way, we are going to take all of
that that comes down someplace in the
middle, and then we are going to sub-
sidize your expenses on up to that
point, and in fact we are going to cross
them to where we are going to tax you
on the alternative minimum tax and
provide health insurance for your kids,
that is the definition of the nanny
state. That is a definition of socialism,
and that is a definition for a nation
losing its vitality, its confidence, its
ambition. And the sum total of the in-
dividual productivity in America under
this plan, Mr. Speaker, goes down.
American people will not work as hard.
They will not be as prudent and as re-
sponsible under this program that they
have brought off this floor in this
Pelosi Congress, and that diminishes
all of us.

We need to be about raising the aver-
age individual productivity of all of
our people and the quality of our life
and raising our own personal responsi-
bility. It is not just economic, Mr.
Speaker, it is cultural. It is the work
ethic. We used to call it the Protestant
work ethic until we figured out that
the Catholics got with that program
pretty good, too.

But we went to work and we raised
our families. We understand that is our
first responsibility, then our neighbor-
hood and our community. Also our
schools and our churches and our
States and our country. God, then
country, make this a better place than
it was when you came. That is the
charge that has been handed to us be-
cause we are such grateful bene-
ficiaries of this American Dream that
has been passed to us. And we squander
it under this program.

We diminish all of us when we in-
crease the dependency, especially when
we can’t make an honest argument, an
argument that speaks to the issue, an
argument that says over there, if they
just stand up and say ‘I am for social-
ized medicine,” at least the Presi-
dential candidates, the Democrats,
have done that.

They haven’t quite done that over
there yet. They want to change the
subject matter. They are for socialized
medicine. We are for freedom. We are
for the kids.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I should point out that the
dependency and the loss of freedom is
not only for the individual, it is for the
State, too. What CHIP does is create an
incentive for States to add more people
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onto the program since there is a 3 to
1 ratio as far as the dollars. The State
spends $1, and they get basically a 3 to
1 ratio in dollars from the Federal Gov-
ernment.

That means that the State is no
longer incentivized to do other creative
things to actually improve the health
of the kids in the State, just so they
can turn around and say we are getting
Federal dollars to put the Kkids on
health insurance. So not only do we
disincentivize or take away incentives
from individuals, we take away incen-
tives from the States to do the right
things for themselves. We see it in New
Jersey. I am sure you see it in your
State.

Mr. KING of Iowa. One other point.
This isn’t all just about kids on SCHIP.
You have States like Minnesota, 87 per-
cent of the beneficiaries are adults, not
kids. We need to take these resources
and push them down to where they go
to the kids that are the reason for this
program. We need to provide and main-
tain this personal responsibility. Two
hundred percent of poverty has been a
good target for more than 10 years.
Four hundred percent of poverty is
taking the path to socialism. Three
hundred percent is too much. But this
program that is before us today is So-
cialized Clinton-style Hillary-care for
Illegals and their Parents.

Mr. Speaker, I will let that be the
last word.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. CoSTA) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. WYNN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. HIRONO, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. JONES of North Carolina)
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous material:)

Mr. PoOE, for 5 minutes, today and Oc-
tober 24.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, October 24.

———

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House reports that on October 15, 2007
she presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills.

H.R. 1124. To extend the District of Colum-
bia College Access Act of 1999.

H.R. 2467. To designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 69
Montgomery Street in Jersey City, New Jer-
sey, as the “Frank J. Guarini Post Office
Building”’.
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