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Over the last decade, through the co-
operation of a French citizen who had
been exploring the forest and the Joint
POW/MIA Accounting Command using
DNA evidence and forensic identifica-
tion tools, the remains of these heroes
were identified.

On July 20, 2011, 67 years after their
deaths, they were given the proper bur-
ial they had been denied as they were
laid to rest in Arlington National Cem-
etery.

To these heroes, we say: Welcome
home, and may you rest in peace.

While these soldiers were identified,
we still have 72,000 American soldiers
who are unaccounted for from World
War II, and more than 83,000 from all
wars who are missing in action.

Staff Sergeant Leroy Leist is one of
those Americans. In 1944, his World
War II bomber was shot down over the
North Sea. His body, along with several
of his fellow crewmembers, was never
recovered. For more than a decade,
Adrian Caldwell has worked tirelessly
to locate her father’s remains and
bring them home. All of our fallen war
heroes deserve a proper burial, and my
office is working with Mrs. Caldwell to
ensure that her father receives what he
earned—the honor and gratitude from
the country he served and gave his life
to defend.

This repatriation reminds us that
freedom is not free. We enjoy the lib-
erty of a free Nation today because of
men like these who answered freedom’s
call. And the way we honor their sac-
rifice is to remember them and call
them by name.

The Greatest Generation is passing
to their heavenly reward at a rate of
over a thousand people a day. These
are veterans who left their homes to
fight in faraway places. These are fami-
lies who supported those efforts. We
cannot thank them enough before they
are called home.

The other way we honor their sac-
rifice is to pass on the legacy of free-
dom that they died to defend. When I
conduct town hall meetings around
Mississippi, I ask a question: Do you
believe your grandchildren will live a
better life than you lived? For the first
time in American history the answer
to that question is no.

Sixty-seven years from now, and 167
years from now, successive generations
will review the actions of our genera-
tion. Only history will record if we an-
swered freedom’s call.

———

AMERICAN DREAM SHATTERED BY
NIGHTMARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. RANGEL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. RANGEL. My colleagues, yester-
day I was talking about the American
Dream. But then again, I was thinking
about how many people woke up this
morning concerned about our national
debt.

When you represent the type of dis-
trict that I do, and many other Mem-
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bers, they’re concerned about can they
get a job or can they keep the job they
have. They’re concerned about the bills
and obligations that they have.
They’re concerned about whether they
can Kkeep their kids in school and
whether they can keep food on the
table, whether they can keep the dig-
nity and pride and not have their
dream shattered by this nightmare
that their country owes $14.3 trillion.

We’re making a special appeal to
Americans, Republicans and Demo-
crats, not to allow our country to get
caught in a position that we don’t pay
our bills. I suspect that a lot of my
constituents would say: Well, how the
heck did I get that bill? How do we owe
$14.3 trillion, and what did I have to do
with it?

And I guess we have to say honestly:
You didn’t have much to do with it.
You did not go into countries and get
involved in three wars. You were not
responsible for saying that the richest
of Americans and corporations that are
receiving large profits should have and
continue to have preferential tax treat-
ment.

Well, why are you telling me then
that I have to pay the debt? If we all
have to pitch in on this, what about
the guys who will not be making a sac-
rifice?

Well, that’s kind of difficult to ex-
plain to these people. But you tell
them that there are people in the Con-
gress who truly believe that they can
address their problem by having a con-
stitutional amendment.
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I know it’s a stretch, but that’s what
some of us have to deal with in the
Congress. But you’ve heard some of
them this morning say the only answer
to our problem is to have a vote in the
House of Representatives and persuade
two-thirds of our Members that in the
United States Constitution we will re-
quire a balanced budget.

Now, after we get two-thirds here—
and we can’t get two-thirds to agree to
anything but, hey—then we have to get
two-thirds from the Senate. And we
only hold the Senate by one vote, but
it’s a commentary because after we do
that, then we have to go out to the
States and ask the State legislators to
approve what we have done, at least
two-thirds of the States. That’s their
answer to those people who had an
American Dream.

It would seem to me that along the
line they may ask: Who received the
benefits of all of this debt? And I would
suspect that a lot of the people that
manufacture military equipment had a
windfall. I would suspect that those
people that were able to take jobs over-
seas, the profit-and-loss books look
like they did pretty well. And the fi-
nancial section, our committee voted
for and it was approved by the Presi-
dent, $789 billion to be given to the fi-
nancial community. And God Kknows
they say these are the people that can
create the jobs.
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Well, I don’t know whether any econ-
omist agrees with that, but they have
enjoyed these tax cuts for decades, and
we now are at the highest unemploy-
ment that we’ve ever been. And it
would seem to me that those who have,
through the benefits of all of our tax-
payers, received this windfall, that it’s
not asking too much to ask them to in-
vest in their country, to invest in jobs,
to not look at how much profit they
can make overseas but how many lives
can they have to get a decent salary, to
be able to join the union, to be able to
pay their bills, and at the same time be
able to go back to work.

This answer that everyone makes a
sacrifice, it’s not talking about the pri-
vate sector that made the money. I
don’t even know why ‘‘sacrifice” is
even used in any dialogue. What we’re
basically saying is that we have to cut
spending. Well, everyone would agree
to that. But these people that are re-
ceiving benefits from their government
are the ones that will be making the
sacrifice. And as we cut the benefits—
whether we’re talking about education
benefits, health care benefits, supple-
ments to pensions, or sometimes the
only funds that they have in retire-
ment, Social Security; whether we’re
talking about checks for the disabled
who cannot work—now they want to
cut those programs and the people that
provide the service. So that means that
they will be increasing the number of
people that are unemployed.

It just doesn’t make sense that we
have unemployment compensation and
other things for people to have dispos-
able income, but we cut $4 trillion from
those people that are trying to survive.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for allowing
me to address the House.

———

DO THE RIGHT THING FOR
AMERICA: BALANCE THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, there’s
no question this Congress for many
years has had a problem with spending.

The Democratic Congress developed a
bigger and bigger appetite for spending
for 40 years, as it held the majority for
years and years.

Then Republicans took the House in
1995, and they forced a balanced budget
on President Clinton. They had friction
between the President and the Con-
gress, and that allowed this country to
have a balanced budget.

Who would have ever thought—I cer-
tainly wouldn’t. I know I have got
some Democratic friends who would
have thought it, but I wouldn’t—but
when we got a Republican President
and we had Republican majorities in
the House and Senate, we began to
spend again. There wasn’t the friction
there to hold spending down, and Re-
publicans, I would submit, lost their
way and began spending too much
money.

My first year in Congress, in 2005 and
2006, we shouldn’t have spent the
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