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And these people don’t make any
money. The sheriff of Hudspeth County
makes $39,000 a year. Sheriff Carrillo of
Culberson County makes $32,000 a year,
and their deputies make about $27,000 a
year. And they are protecting us from
the drug cartels moving into the coun-
try. A guy just bringing drugs into the
United States is going to make up to
$1,500 a load, making far more than our
own border protectors.

There are four commodities being
traded on the border. Two are going
north and two are going south. The two
going north are people and drugs, and
they’re being worked together. In other
words, the coyotes work with the drug
cartels to smuggle people. The two
commodities going south: guns and
money, and that’s what’s being traded
on the border with Mexico.

It’s important, Madam Speaker, that
we provide our border protectors with
the Humvees they need. We need to
give them better equipment, and we
need to put troops on the border be-
cause the purpose of government is to
protect the people.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

CHARITABLE DEDUCTIONS AND
GOVERNMENT SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam
Speaker, we have an organization in
this country called the Independent
Sector. It’s a nonprofit, nonpartisan
coalition of charities, foundations, and
corporate philanthropic programs col-
lectively representing tens of thou-
sands of charitable groups in every
State across the Nation. The mission of
this organization is to advance the
common good by leading, strength-
ening, and mobilizing the nonprofit
community.

The reason that I bring this up to-
night is that the way that the adminis-
tration, through the budget, wants to
help fund health care reform is they
want to reduce the amount that people
can deduct when they make charitable
contributions. And this organization
that represents the Volunteers of
America, the Salvation Army, the Red
Cross, all these organizations, says
that if the legislation passes in the
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budget in its present form, they will
lose $4 billion a year in charitable con-
tributions because people won’t be able
to deduct the same amount that
they’ve been deducting before when
they make a contribution to these
charities. And I think that’s tragic be-
cause people who need help from the
Salvation Army or the Red Cross or
these other philanthropic organiza-
tions really need help, and if they can’t
get it from those organizations, the
place they are going to go to try to get
it is where? From the taxpayers, from
their local trustee, their State govern-
ment, their city government, or the
Federal Government. So what we are
going to see is a transfer of responsi-
bility from these independent philan-
thropic organizations to these local
government entities and the Federal
Government if we start reducing the
amount that people can deduct in char-
itable contributions. I think that’s
tragic.

The Secretary of the Treasury,
Geithner, appeared before the Senate
this past week, and he was asked about
this, and he said, well, he thinks there
might be other ways that they could
fund the health care changes in this
country without dipping into the chari-
table contribution deductions. Well,
the head of OMB indicated, I think,
yesterday on Face the Nation that Mr.
Geithner probably wasn’t right, that
once the American people see how this
money is going to be used, they’ll un-
derstand it.

I don’t believe that, Madam Speaker.
I believe the American people, when
they give money to a charity, want to
make sure that that money is going to
that charity and that they get their
charitable deduction for that. If they
don’t get that charitable deduction,
they’re going to start cutting back on
the money they give to charities, and
the minute they start doing that,
Madam Speaker, then you’re going to
see these charities start wanting for
money because they won’t be getting
the money they have been getting in
the past.

These organizations have said collec-
tively they are going to lose $4 billion
a year if the budget proposed by the ad-
ministration and proposed by the
House leadership and the Senate lead-
ership, if that goes through. And it
may go through tomorrow. Then these
charities are not going to get that
money, $4 billion in losses, and it’s
going to be borne by other institutions.
And I submit to you it will be the local
governments, the State governments,
and probably the Federal Government.
I think that’s just dead wrong.

I want to end up tonight by saying
one more thing, Madam Speaker, to my
colleagues back in their offices. We
have been increasing the money sup-
ply, printing more money very rapidly,
and we are indebting the people of this
country to the tune of trillions of dol-
lars. The Secretary of the Treasury is
going to have another $3 trillion that
he’s going to have to print to give to fi-
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nancial institutions to keep them
above water. The budget that we’re
talking about, the bailout bill that
we’re talking about, the stimulus pack-
age, all of those add up to trillions of
dollars more in spending.

If you look at this chart, you will see
that the money supply in this country
has been pretty level up through the
year 2000, and then it starts going up
like a rocket, and now it’s going
straight up. And what that means to
the American people, and I hope the
American people, if they happen to be
paying attention, and I can’t talk to
them, I know, but if they happen to be
paying attention, I hope they realize
that the increase in the money supply
is going to come directly to them even-
tually. It’s going to affect them in
higher taxes and higher costs of goods
and services when they go to buy them.
If you have more money in circulation,
and we’re looking at trillions of dollars
more that’s going to be printed, that
money is going to be chasing fewer
goods and services. What that means
simply is if you go to buy a loaf of
bread, it’s going to cost more. If you
buy a gallon of gas, it’s going to cost
more. If you buy electricity in your
home, when you turn the switch on,
it’s going to cost more.

So I would just like to say to my col-
leagues, we really need to do some-
thing about spending. We have got to
say to the administration and our col-
leagues in the House and the Senate
it’s time to cut spending. We don’t
need to spend more. We don’t need to
spend these trillions of dollars. We
ought to be cutting taxes instead of
doing that to stimulate economic
growth, and we need to make sure that
the American people and the future
generations of this country are not
saddled with more debt and hyper-
inflation.

There are so many things going on
right now, Madam Speaker, that trou-
bles me, it’s not even funny. And it all
comes down to spending more money
and imposing more burden on the
American taxpayers and the future of
this country.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

ENERGY INSECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. ING-
LIS) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. INGLIS. Madam Speaker, I have
been doing this series on our energy in-
security problem and opportunity. And
it clearly is that. It’s both a danger
and an opportunity. Our energy insecu-
rity, the fact that we are dependent on
foreign nations for our transportation
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