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enough money in the bank to pay for
this new equipment to hire a new per-
son. On the other side, then, the regu-
lations have to match also.

A friend of mine in Artesia, New
Mexico, Bill Sweatt, recently said to a
group that was asking what does it
take to create a job; there is all this
speculation in Washington what does it
take to create a job if we want to in-
crease the 2.2. Mr. Sweatt says, I will
tell you what it takes to create a job.
He has a company that runs bulldozers.
He said it takes $340,000 for me to cre-
ate a job. That’s what new bulldozers
cost. He said, by the way, I have to
have a pickup truck because they just
frown on me driving the bulldozer down
through the main streets of Artesia to
get to the location, so I actually have
to leave it out there on a truck and
drive a pickup through town. So he
said, basically $400,000, I can put a new
employee on.

As we tax away money from busi-
nesses, it takes longer to accumulate
the $340,000. It takes longer for jobs to
be created when we tax that money
away. So our tax policy will cause Mr.
Sweatt not to hire a new worker as
soon as he would otherwise. That
causes our economy to be stagnant.
That’s happening to businesses across
the country.

But then the bigger thing is if the
government passes, say, a new regu-
latory framework that is similar to
this, the regulatory framework again
alarms him, and he says, I can’t make
my way through that government reg-
ulation. I believe I am just not going to
do it. Those two aspects are creating
the great imbalance here between jobs
and between our economy. Those can
be balanced and should be for the sake
of our future.

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title.

H.R. 4. An act to repeal the expansion of
information reporting requirements for pay-
ments of $600 or more to corporations, and
for other purposes.

—————

STOP INTRUDING IN D.C. LOCAL
AFFAIRS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is
recognized for 30 minutes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have
come to the floor because in a very real
sense I feel surrounded. Mr. Speaker, I
was sent to Congress, like every other
Member, to attend to the business of
the Nation. But in fact, I have been
surrounded. I have been surrounded by
the new House majority that has de-
cided to spend huge amounts of time,
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in the most autocratic fashion, trying
to deprive the District of Columbia of
its self-governing rights.

Mr. Speaker, Congress delegated
home rule to the District of Columbia
in 1973. Before that time, the District
of Columbia had no mayor, city coun-
cil, was ruled by the federal govern-
ment without any democracy. That
was mostly the work of Southern
Democrats, whose reasons were, among
others, but most definitely, racial.
What is happening today is not the
work of Southern Democrats. It is the
work of the new Republican majority.

I am pulled off the Nation’s business
day after day after day because of yet
another zinger from Republicans to in-
trude into the local affairs and local
spending of the District of Columbia. I
had to call the administration and Ma-
jority Leader REID today, cautioning
them that the District must not be
used as a bargaining chip in the
present battle over Federal spending
underway here.

The latest intrusion is hard to bear.
The District has decided to spend its
local funds, among other things, on
abortions for poor women. Dozens upon
dozens of jurisdictions do that. No Fed-
eral funds. Funds raised by the tax-
payers of the District of Columbia.
What does that have to do with the
Federal budget? What does that have
to do with overspending or a deficit
here? That has to do with somebody’s,
some majority’s, ideological obsession
with placing their autocratic desires on
a jurisdiction that did not elect them,
cannot put them out. It’s the very defi-
nition of an autocracy.

So they pick on the jurisdiction that
has no Senators and throw us into the
pot because the far right social con-
servatives here want something in this
CR. So give them the District of Co-
lumbia. You can’t have us. Who do you
think you are? The residents of the
District of Columbia are free and equal
citizens. We will not be traded off like
we were slaves or a colony that can be
thrown in by those who don’t care. We
care.

So whether it is the other body, or
this body, or for that matter the Presi-
dent of the United States, get your
hands off the local funds of the District
of Columbia. You didn’t raise a penny
of it. We will spend it the way we
please. And especially in this battle,
which has to do with your deficit
spending.

D.C. has a budget that is balanced.
Why should that budget be over here in
the first place? Our budget was ap-
proved last year. It came here and was
approved by the House and the Senate
before the lame duck. Yet last year’s
D.C. budget is still here, and we are
now sitting on the possibility that
when the Federal Government, which
now looks like it’s stupid enough to
close down because the Republicans
won’t take the best deal anybody has
had in the history of this body for what
they wanted, that may shut down. And
the American people will be shocked to
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know that would mean that the local
government of the District of Colum-
bia, which is not in this fight, will be
shut down too.

This has gone much too far. It’s one
thing to start the session with your
first act being to strip the District of
Columbia of its vote in the Committee
of the Whole, although two courts have
said that that vote is constitutional.
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Then to move on to intrusion after
intrusion, reinsert riders that we just
got out, riders that have nothing to do
with any Member of this body except
me, who represents the citizens of the
District of Columbia, a rider that
would increase HIV/AIDS in D.C., the
District of Columbia, by keeping the
city from using its own funds to fund
needle exchange.

Again, dozens upon dozens of juris-
dictions have driven down their AIDS
rate this way. We have the highest
AIDS rate in the United States only
because the Congress of the United
States has killed—I use these words ad-
visedly—killed men, women and chil-
dren in the District of Columbia by
keeping the District for 10 years from
using needle exchange, so that AIDS
spread throughout the city.

So we have a higher AIDS rate than
Baltimore—poorer city—than New
York, than Detroit, than Los Angeles
because of the wishes of the Congress
of the United States which is respon-
sive to nobody in the District of Co-
lumbia.

They move to abortion. And if it
wasn’t enough to keep us from using
our own local funds in this budget, as
they still hope to do, they have put us
in H.R. 3. H.R. 3 is a bill, and instead of
a rider which lasts 1 year, they would
permanently Kkeep the District from
spending its own funds on abortions for
women. This is the majority that does
not even want the Federal Government
in Federal matters. What in the world
are they doing in the matters of the
local jurisdiction?

What kind of tea party Republicans
are these who have just added to the
deficit by voting $300 million for pri-
vate schools in the District of Colum-
bia, adding to the deficit and not pay-
ing for it? How do you explain that
back home? We didn’t ask for these
vouchers. Nobody even consulted with
public officials in the District of Co-
lumbia before they put that voucher
bill on the floor last week. That’s the
kind of contempt this majority has for
the residents of the District of Colum-
bia.

We are going to fight back each and
every time, and we are going to say to
this administration and to the Senate:
Don’t give in. Don’t give us away be-
cause they want a chit and they have
decided that chit is the District of Co-
lumbia.

I went to the Rules Committee from
the very beginning when a shutdown
looked like it was going to occur. I
said, look, this is our money. We are
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