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CPI’S 100 PERCENT JOB 

PLACEMENT 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to applaud 
the faculty, staff, and students of the 
Central Pennsylvania Institute of 
Science and Technology, referred to as 
‘‘CPI,’’ in Centre County, Pennsylva-
nia’s Fifth Congressional District. 

On April 30, CPI’s Heating, Ventila-
tion, and Air Conditioning class grad-
uated with a 100 percent job placement 
rate. 

The HVAC class included over 900 
hours of technical training in order to 
prepare students for careers in repair-
ing basic residential and commercial 
heating, ventilation, air conditioning, 
refrigeration, and pipe fitting. Stu-
dents also learn plumbing, mechanical, 
building codes, design schematics, 
blueprints, and hazardous materials 
and gas handling techniques. 

As the cochair of the bipartisan 
House Career and Technical Education 
Caucus, I am very proud to have a 
great model of career and technical 
education right in Pennsylvania’s Fifth 
District. 

Despite unemployment remaining 
above average levels, many industries 
face challenges finding qualified em-
ployees to fill job vacancies. The skills 
gap between those seeking jobs and 
those businesses requiring highly 
qualified and skilled workers can ade-
quately be addressed with the rigorous, 
high-quality career and technical edu-
cation programs, such as those offered 
at CPI. 

Mr. Speaker, congratulations to the 
recent CPI graduates. I wish them the 
best in their new jobs. 

f 

THE SILENCE IS DEAFENING 

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, today, 
sadly, the House asked for a moment of 
silence for a student who was killed in 
Oregon. Yesterday, sadly, we had a mo-
ment of silence for deaths in Nevada. 
We didn’t have a moment of silence for 
the death of a student at Seattle Pa-
cific University in Washington 3 or 4 
days earlier. 

Sadly, it is becoming a regular occur-
rence of moments of silence for chil-
dren who are killed in schools. We had 
Santa Barbara. We have had others. 
There have been 74 since Newtown. 

The silence is deafening that the 
House has not acted. Whether it is 
mental health, whether it is gun laws, 
the House needs to act and not con-
tinue to be silent. 

b 1930 

IT IS TIME FOR CONGRESS TO 
STAND UP AGAINST GUN VIO-
LENCE IN SCHOOLS 

(Ms. SHEA-PORTER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker, 
today we stood up again for a moment 
of silence because there was violence in 
schools, and we know this has hap-
pened repeatedly since Newtown. 

These families are waiting for us to 
do something. They are waiting for 
Congress to do something. They don’t 
want us to keep standing up for a mo-
ment of silence. They want us to stand 
up for a vote. 

I call on Speaker BOEHNER to bring 
some legislation to the floor. We have 
legislation, good legislation that can 
help prevent some of this terrible trag-
edy. So let’s work together and start 
addressing this terrible program that is 
impacting so many people in our coun-
try. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
THE ACTIONS AND POLICIES OF 
CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE GOV-
ERNMENT OF BELARUS AND 
OTHER PERSONS TO UNDERMINE 
BELARUS’S DEMOCRATIC PROC-
ESSES OR INSTITUTIONS—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 113–118) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE) laid before the House the 
following message from the President 
of the United States; which was read 
and, together with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be print-
ed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to the 
actions and policies of certain mem-
bers of the Government of Belarus and 
other persons to undermine Belarus’s 
democratic processes or institutions 
that was declared in Executive Order 
13405 of June 16, 2006, is to continue in 
effect beyond June 16, 2014. 

The actions and policies of certain 
members of the Government of Belarus 
and other persons to undermine 
Belarus’s democratic processes or insti-
tutions, to commit human rights 
abuses related to political repression, 
and to engage in public corruption con-
tinue to pose an unusual and extraor-

dinary threat to the national security 
and foreign policy of the United States. 
For this reason, I have determined that 
it is necessary to continue the national 
emergency declared in Executive Order 
13405 with respect to Belarus. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 10, 2014. 

f 

MAKE IT IN AMERICA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, I 
don’t think we will take a full hour 
here, but there are a couple of things 
that we need to talk about. 

I always like to start these hour ses-
sions with why we are here; what are 
the values that we want to put forth. 

Why do we spend these hours in the 
Chamber? 

What is our job here? 
I often find myself going back to 

FDR. He said back in the thirties 
something that has always been with 
me. He said: ‘‘The test of our progress 
is not whether we add more to the 
abundance of those who have much. It 
is whether we provide enough for those 
who have too little.’’ 

The test of our progress: Do we pro-
vide more to those who have much, or 
to those who have too little? 

How can we meet this test? 
What can we do? 
Today is one of those days that I 

guess comes from ‘‘A Tale of Two Cit-
ies’’; the best of times and the worst of 
times. 

I am going to put up this photo of a 
levee break in California. I represent 
200 miles of the Sacramento River Val-
ley and probably have over 1,100 miles 
of levees. Today, actually is the best of 
times. The levees are not breaking. Ac-
tually, we are in the middle of a 
drought. 

But today, at the White House, the 
President signed the Water Resources 
and Reform Development Act, an ex-
tremely important piece of legislation 
for my district, and for America, be-
cause this legislation provides for the 
protection of our cities. It provides for 
the flood control programs that are ab-
solutely essential in my part of Cali-
fornia and all across America. 

So, Mr. President, thank you very 
much for signing that legislation. 

And for the Members of this House 
and for the Senate that decided that it 
was time to put aside all the partisan-
ship and to do something right for the 
people of America, we actually made 
progress today and the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act 
is now the law of the land. 

For California, Hamilton City will 
see their levees, after 15 years of effort, 
they will see their levees under con-
struction in the coming year. And God 
willing, there won’t be a flood this win-
ter. And also an end to the drought, 
thank you. 
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Natomas, the city of Sacramento, 

major levee improvements there, and 
along Yuba City, along the Feather 
River, 40 miles of levee improvements 
now underway, and also over in 
Marysville. 

We are thankful that there was bi-
partisanship and that there was a 
major piece of legislation. We have to 
provide the funding, but the authoriza-
tion is there. 

So this photo of a levee break in Cali-
fornia, we can put it aside and we can 
then talk about this. This takes us 
back to FDR. 

The Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act not only deals with lev-
ees and floods, it also deals with the 
ports. It deals with the inland water-
ways. It deals with the locks and all 
that comes with the transportation in 
the sector of water transportation, 
whether it is on the east coast ports, 
the ports in California, Long Beach, 
Los Angeles and in my area, Stockton 
and Sacramento ports. 

We are talking about 13 million jobs, 
and these are the good, middle class 
jobs that Americans need. They want 
to go to work. They want a job. They 
want to be able to support their fami-
lies. They want to be able to have a 
home. They want to be able to have 
that vacation. 

With the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act, now law, signed 
today by the President, we will see 13 
million jobs in the future. They are not 
going to happen tomorrow, but they 
will over the next 5 years, as this bill— 
over the next 2 years as this bill goes 
into effect. 

So FDR’s challenge to us: What have 
we done for those who do not have 
enough? 

Today, the signing of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act 
provides for those who do not have jobs 
the opportunity. For those who are in 
harm’s way in floods, it provides for 
them to have those levees built over 
the next several years. 

For those who have abundance, well, 
maybe their home is behind the levee 
also, or maybe they also will benefit 
from the improvement of our ports and 
waterways. So that is the good news. 

So what happened today on the bad 
news side? 

Well, let’s talk about that. This is a 
picture of an Amtrak train that has 
been built in Sacramento, California. 
This train was paid for by the stimulus 
bill, which some in this House think 
was a failure, but the 600 employees in 
Sacramento at the Siemens manufac-
turing plant there, they don’t think it 
was a failure: $800 million in the stim-
ulus bill 5 years ago to provide for 100 
percent American-made locomotives. 

This is the most modern locomotive 
in the United States. It will soon be 
running on the Northeast corridor be-
tween Washington, D.C., and Boston, 
made in America, made in Sacramento 
by Americans, 100 percent American- 
made. 

So why am I talking about some-
thing that happened in this House 5 

years ago with the stimulus bill, the 
American Recovery Act? Why am I 
bringing it up tonight? 

Because today, the House of Rep-
resentatives passed an appropriation 
bill for transportation and housing, a 
woefully inadequate piece of legisla-
tion that actually will reduce funding 
for public transportation. 

Amtrak may not be able to use this 
train, may not be able to use the loco-
motive that was built specifically for 
the Northeast corridor because our Re-
publican colleagues reduced the fund-
ing for Amtrak and actually passed 
legislation to further restrict public 
transportation, Amtrak and public 
transportation, in our cities all over 
this Nation. 

Why would they do that when we 
know, when everybody knows that 
transportation is absolutely critical, 
that public transportation, whether it 
be Amtrak or a light-rail system or a 
rapid transit system in any of our cit-
ies, is absolutely essential for those 
people who have little ability to travel 
to their jobs? 

Whether it is on a bus, light rail or a 
train, they need to have that public 
transportation. 

So what did our colleagues do? 
They reduced the money for public 

transportation all across this Nation, 
whether it is Amtrak or your local 
light rail or your local bus system. 
Why? Why, when we know that we also 
have to deal with climate change? 

And how can you deal with climate 
change when you do not fund the pub-
lic transportation systems of this Na-
tion? 

It makes no sense. In fact, it is non-
sense. You want to put people to work? 

You put people to work in building 
the infrastructure of this Nation, 
whether it is a train, an Amtrak loco-
motive, or a levee, or a port, you put 
people to work building the transpor-
tation systems. 

We know that we also have a major 
funding bill that is necessary. We have 
to reauthorize the transportation pro-
grams. The MAP–21 expires this year. 
We know that this summer the high-
way trust fund runs out of money. 

So where was that money in the 
transportation bill? 

It wasn’t there. Reductions. 
So who is going to build? 
Who is going to repair our bridges? 
Are we going to be able to do that? 
Probably not, not with the money 

that was not appropriated today for the 
transportation programs. 

But the President has proposed a 
major reauthorization of the transpor-
tation programs. It is called GROW 
AMERICA. It expands our highway 
fund some $302 billion over the next 5 
years, an expansion so that we can re-
pair our bridges. 

We know across America, some 25 to 
30 percent of the bridges in every dis-
trict that the 435 of us represent, every 
single one of us have a bridge that is 
subject to collapse. In my district, I 
probably have more than 200 bridges 

that are in desperate need of repair for 
the protection of the individuals and 
communities that use those bridges, as 
well as the commerce that is dependent 
upon them. 

But, no. We don’t have a transpor-
tation bill on our side. We need to take 
the President’s bill, we need to em-
brace it because it is fully paid for. It 
has not only the money that is cur-
rently available from the various pro-
grams that currently fund it—these are 
the excise taxes on fuel, whether it is 
gasoline or diesel, but it adds to that 
another very large sum of money by 
corporate tax reform. 

Those corporations that have been 
able to skip out of their responsibility 
here in the United States to pay for the 
programs that all of us depend upon, 
they would have to pay their fair share 
in a corporate tax reform. 

That money would then flow into the 
transportation programs, providing the 
money that we need to build our trans-
portation system, whether it is the 
light-rail systems, the heavy rail, Am-
trak systems, or the roads and the 
bridges of this Nation. 

b 1945 

It is a good bill. It deserves our full 
support. We can tweak it. We can make 
little changes here and there, but un-
less we take up the challenge of trans-
portation funding in this Nation, un-
less we are willing to work with the 
President and his proposal—we have no 
other proposal before us in this House 
of Representatives. 

Let us embrace the President’s pro-
posal, make the changes that we think 
are necessary, but let us move forward. 
Let us make America move forward 
with a transportation program for this 
millennium, not for the last one, but 
for this one, one that provides all the 
benefits that we need. 

I want to bring up another part of the 
transportation program—and once 
again, it is about jobs. The economist 
in this case, Mark Zandi, has done an 
economic analysis of the transpor-
tation programs and the infrastructure 
investment. By the way, this guy 
worked for JOHN MCCAIN in the McCain 
Presidential campaign. 

His analysis is, for every $1 we invest 
in infrastructure, $1.57 is pumped into 
the American economy, so you are get-
ting that multiplier effect. You are 
putting men and women to work, not 
just the hardhats, not just with the 
pick and shovels working on the roads 
and bridges, but also in the offices, the 
engineers, the architects, the econo-
mists, and all those who are doing the 
work in the back office. 

So for every $1 that we invest—and 
let’s think about it. The President’s 
proposal is $302 billion over the next 5 
years. Multiply it out. An extra $1.57 
for every dollar invested. 

So let us take Mr. Zandi’s analysis. 
Let us apply it. So we probably have 
somewhere over $450 billion of actual 
economic growth, if we were to follow 
what the President has proposed in his 
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GROW AMERICA transportation pro-
gram. 

Has anybody got a better idea around 
here? I don’t see much happening, but 
we know by midsummer, the transpor-
tation programs in America face a 
highway cliff. The Federal highway 
trust fund runs out of money—no new 
contracts. 

Some 700,000 people are likely to be 
laid off in the ensuing year, unless the 
House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate takes up the challenge of funding 
the transportation programs of this 
Nation. 

It is ports. It is highways. It is 
bridges. It is the bus systems. It is the 
Amtrak system. It is the rail systems 
of America. All of these are part of the 
President’s proposal, and it is some-
thing we ought to take up and we 
ought to move forward with. 

What we have been talking about 
here in these hour-long sessions over 
the last 3 years is another piece of this 
puzzle. 

When we do infrastructure—whether 
it be the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act, the levees and the 
ports, and the inland waterways, the 
locks, the channels, all of those crit-
ical parts of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act, as we do 
that and the transportation bill, we 
need to think about how to increase 
the multiplier that Mr. Zandi talked 
about. 

He talked about, for every $1 we in-
vest, you get $1.57 growth in the econ-
omy. However, he did not take into ac-
count another critical aspect of this. 

This is our Make It In America agen-
da. If we take that $302 billion Presi-
dential program and we take the piece 
of it that he has suggested—that we 
take the Buy America law that has 
been in effect in the United States 
since 1933—and we expand that from 
the current 60 percent content; that is, 
for every dollar spent in the transpor-
tation programs, we would go to 100 
percent of that money being spent on 
American-made steel, concrete, iron, 
and American-made products of all 
kinds, so that when we build a bridge, 
it is American steel, and it is made in 
America. 

The Make It In America agenda says: 
let us spend our tax money on Amer-
ican-made equipment, on American 
steel, by United States companies oper-
ating in the United States, that the 
men and women of America get to ben-
efit from the tax money that they have 
contributed to our transportation pro-
grams. 

This is the Make It In America agen-
da. It is using our tax money to employ 
Americans, American steelworkers, 
American bridgebuilders, American 
contractors. 

I wanted to give you an example of 
what happens when you do not use the 
Make It In America agenda, when you 
ignore the 1933 law that says, at a min-
imum, 60 percent of the content in our 
transportation programs must be spent 
on American-made steel, American- 
made equipment. 

Here is what happens. This is a pic-
ture of the new San Francisco Oakland 
Bay Bridge. It opened less than 7 
months ago. It is a marvelous piece of 
architecture. It is quite a bridge. It has 
beauty, and it is extraordinarily expen-
sive. This is a single-suspension bridge, 
so it is suspended on both sides, an ar-
chitectural marvel. 

However, all of the steel here in this 
500-foot tower and the steel on the 
roadway was not produced in the 
United States. It was made in China by 
a Chinese Government-owned steel mill 
that was actually expanded and built 
on the backs of the American tax-
payer—$1 billion spent of American 
taxpayer money, directly sent to 
China, to the Chinese Government- 
owned steel mill. 

By the way, there were significant 
delays, and there were cost overruns 
because the Chinese steel manufac-
turer did a shoddy, crumby job of pro-
ducing the parts of this bridge. 

All of the welding was done in China 
by Chinese welders that were, by all ac-
counts and by audits done by Caltrans, 
ill-trained, ill-prepared, and had done 
thousands upon thousands of very inad-
equate welds, so that when this incred-
ible bridge arrived by boat from China, 
the welds were inadequate. There were 
cracks. 

In fact, much of the welding was done 
in the rain in Shanghai. When you do 
welding in the rain, you are going to 
get a very bad result. 

So there were thousands of problems, 
all of which led to a delay, and all of 
which led to additional expense, a 
prime example of what happens when 
you do not follow the law. The law said 
60 percent content in the United 
States. 

However, the Schwarzenegger admin-
istration in California figured out a 
way to circumvent the law. They took 
this bridge, a multibillion-dollar 
bridge, and they broke it into 20 dif-
ferent pieces, so that they could avoid 
the Buy America law—the result: made 
in China, 3,000 jobs, shoddy work, addi-
tional expense, and additional delays. 

The President’s proposal, the GROW 
AMERICA proposal that he has given 
to this Congress to consider and which 
we ought to consider, would say that, 
in this case, if you are going to use 
American taxpayer money to build a 
bridge, then it will, over the next 5 
years, ramp up from 60 percent Amer-
ican content to 100 percent American 
content. 

Let’s do it. Let’s Make It In America. 
Let’s employ Americans, and let’s tell 
the Chinese: you build your own 
bridges in China, but by golly, in 
America, it is going to be built by 
American steel and American workers. 

That is what the President is pro-
posing for us. That is what we ought to 
be doing, and we ought to be embracing 
the notion that we cannot do it on the 
cheap, as this Congress did attempt to 
do less than an hour ago with the pas-
sage of the Transportation-Housing ap-
propriation bill, totally inadequate 

money to deal with our fundamental 
transportation programs, to say noth-
ing of the housing programs that are 
desperately needed for the low- and 
moderate-income people of America. 

If you care about the American work-
ers, if you care about the ability of this 
economy to prosper, then we must em-
brace an aggressive, fully-funded, ro-
bust transportation program. 

We must fund the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act that the 
President signed today, and we are 
grateful for his signature. I am person-
ally grateful that communities in my 
district will be able to have protection 
from floods in the future, as a result of 
that law. 

However, the question will come to 
us: Are we willing to put up the money 
to build those projects? Today, we have 
a prime example of the unwillingness 
of my colleagues on the Republican 
side to fund the transportation pro-
gram that this Nation desperately 
needs. 

The infrastructure of this Nation is 
the foundation upon which the econ-
omy will grow. These are the issues of 
the Make It In America. Tax policy, 
the President addresses that in the 
GROW AMERICA. He says that Amer-
ican corporations cannot duck their re-
sponsibility to this Nation. 

He has proposed tax reforms for cor-
porations to pay their fair share—no 
more running away, no more getting a 
tax break for sending jobs overseas, 
but, rather, pay your fair share, and 
build America. 

We will come to energy policy an-
other day. 

His proposal also calls for the job 
force preparation, so that we are train-
ing those men and women who are 
going to be our future engineers to 
build the bridges of the future, so that 
we will have the men and women that 
know how to do the welding—appar-
ently, the Chinese could use that kind 
of training also—so that we would have 
the job training programs that at every 
level—the back office accountants, the 
engineers, the architects, the men and 
women that are operating the heavy 
equipment, and those that are doing 
the welding on these projects, that is 
part of the proposal that the President 
has put forward, and that is part of the 
GROW AMERICA proposal. 

So the labor and the education come 
together. Down here, infrastructure. 
This is the Make It In America agenda. 
Tomorrow, my Democratic colleagues 
and I will be talking with our leader, 
STENY HOYER, about how we can take 
an additional package of bills and ad-
vance the Make It In America, the 
GROW AMERICA proposals. 

We would hope our colleagues here on 
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives would embrace a bipartisan effort 
to really build our infrastructure, to 
take what success we had in the water 
resources and reform and take that 
success to the transportation issues 
that confront this Nation. There is 
much more that we must do. 
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As we do these things, we will also 

address a fundamental problem that 
faces this Nation, which is climate 
change. This is real. I studied this in 
the 1990s, when I was Deputy Secretary 
of the Department of Interior, as we 
prepared the American agenda for the 
Kyoto climate conference. Unfortu-
nately, the treaty that came back from 
that conference was never adopted by 
the Senate in the 1990s. 

So to this day, we have yet to address 
this issue, and we must. This is an 
issue that will cause flooding across 
this Nation. It will cause sea levels to 
rise, which we are already seeing, and 
it will lead to more severe storms, 
which we are already seeing. 

How can we do that? Again, back to 
the transportation bill, back to the 
water resources bill. Put together the 
levees that we need to protect our-
selves, and put together the transpor-
tation systems that allow for increased 
public transportation, whether it is on 
a locomotive built by that German 
company in America, in Sacramento, 
which is the most modern locomotive 
in the United States, made in America 
100 percent. 

Maybe it is a streetcar or a fast rail 
system or a bus, again, financed by 
Americans, built by Americans with a 
Buy America proposal, our taxpayer 
money used to employ Americans as we 
build high-speed trains, as we build 
new locomotives, hybrid buses, or 
whatever. 

That public transportation will lead 
to a reduction in greenhouse gases, and 
if we eliminate the congestion that is 
caused by our inadequate highway sys-
tem, we also will reduce greenhouse 
gases, all of which is good for climate 
change. 

b 2000 

There is much more to be said. But 
now for more than 3 years, I have stood 
on this floor and brought to this floor 
and to the attention of this Nation the 
Make It In America agenda, which is 
part of the transportation system as 
well as part of our highways and ports 
system. So we are going to continue 
with this. 

The plea I have to my colleagues—435 
of them, Democrats and Republicans— 
is that we learn from our success. The 
Water Resources and Reform Develop-
ment Act was a success—a bipartisan 
success. It lays the foundation for the 
protection that we need from floods, as 
well as growing our economy on the 
rivers, locks, and the ports of America. 
It was a good one. We thank the Presi-
dent for his signature today. Step one. 

Step two comes to us over the next 3 
months as we face the highway cliff 
where we know that if we fail to enact 
a new highway bill, we will see 700,000 
Americans unemployed, losing their 
jobs over the next year. We have to get 
this job done. The President has laid 
out a good proposal. We can tweak it, 
we can make changes to it, but we 
must take it up, and we must move for-
ward with the transportation program. 

And when we do, no more—no more 
bridges made in China, only bridges 
made in America, American taxpayer 
money spent in America for American 
steel and American workers. 

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

f 

THE DECLINE AND FALL OF 
GREAT CIVILIZATIONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, we 
have been going through appropriation 
bills, today Transportation, and Hous-
ing and Urban Development. We have 
had an open rule process where any-
body who wanted to bring any amend-
ment could do so. I was a little sur-
prised that my amendment did not 
pass. It had 160 votes today. This is a 
very simple amendment. We took the 
last official number we could find from 
an executive branch, from January of 
2009, before President Obama was 
sworn in, and it indicated that there 
was less than 1 percent of those getting 
section 8 public housing given to them, 
and so we took the amount of money 
clear back from 2009, even though there 
are indications that it is many times 
that now, we just took that conserv-
ative amount, trying to be conserv-
ative and trying to be more than fair, 
which it was, and said, okay, we have 
got to send a message to Housing and 
Urban Development folks that you 
can’t just keep giving housing away. 

I know the mainstream media never 
talks about it when there is a Demo-
cratic President, but they sure bring it 
right back up as soon as a Republican 
takes over the White House, and that is 
homelessness. Well, if homelessness is 
ever a problem, then why do we keep 
offering and paying for people to use 
federally financed housing when they 
are not legally getting federally fi-
nanced housing? 

So it gets me to use the word ‘‘only’’ 
with $24 million, but it was only $24 
million that would be the amount re-
duced from section 8 public housing to 
send a message that, HUD, if you are 
going to be providing housing to people 
who are not legally allowed in public 
housing, then we are going to cut your 
funding by that much. It seemed like a 
pretty good amendment. It sent a mes-
sage. And I was grateful for the num-
bers. The USA is very concerned about 
the illegal immigration issue. We 
scored that as an important vote, and 
we got 160 votes. 

If we cannot, as a majority Repub-
lican Congress, muster a majority of 
votes to say to the rest of the country 
that we have an obligation in this gen-
eration not to spend future genera-
tions’ money, not to continue to be the 
first generation in American history to 
put succeeding generations into so 
much debt they can never get out of 

it—we have a moral obligation not to 
do that. It is absolutely immoral to be 
spending future generations’ money. It 
is wrong, and if we can’t even agree to 
cut public housing that is provided to 
people by the amount that was pro-
vided 5 years ago—illegally—then 
where are we ever going to make cuts? 

It would be nice if America were 
strong enough to house and feed the 
entire world. But if we try to do that, 
we will be so devastated and emaciated 
as a country that we will become a 
Third World country, because you just 
can’t do that. You go bankrupt, then 
people quit buying your products, and 
then you have an entire rebound situa-
tion. But that is how you can become a 
destitute country. 

It is how the Soviet Union went out 
of business. It is what happens to any 
country, any group that tries to live 
under a communist or socialist system. 
As Margaret Thatcher said, eventually 
you run out of other people’s money, 
and you are broke. 

A true free market system does not 
fail. A free market system fails when it 
becomes more and more and more so-
cialistic, more government controlled, 
more giveaways, less reward for one’s 
own work, and more reward for not 
working at all. That brings down a na-
tion under the rules of socialism be-
cause it cannot stand—not in this life. 
It cannot. Yet, this Congress, though 
we are Republican-controlled in the 
House, is continuing to fail to stand 
strongly enough to protect future gen-
erations. And it is heartbreaking. 

Now, I got back from being in Nigeria 
for a couple of days. There are mothers 
with whom I met of young minor girls. 
Three of the girls were taken into cap-
tivity by Boko Haram, a radical Is-
lamic group, and they were able to es-
cape. There were only a handful that 
were able to do that, and this was three 
of those. Twenty-two of the mothers— 
one mother had two of her girls kid-
napped. 

Radical Islam, because of its desire 
for a global caliphate, is a threat to all 
freedom-loving people. It is a threat to 
moderate Muslims because they gen-
erally go to the top of the list. If they 
protest, then they are at the top of the 
list to be knocked off by the radical 
Islamists. But consistently at the top 
are Christians and Jews. So radical 
Islam is a threat to civilization as we 
know it. 

The progress that was made in Mus-
lim civilizations could not have been 
made if they were truly radical as we 
keep seeing them raise their ugly heads 
in Iran and places like Nigeria, the 
northern part where Boko Haram con-
tinues to terrorize, including yester-
day. I am not for going to war, but we 
were able to go into Afghanistan when 
we knew Afghanistan was where the 9/ 
11/2001 attack originated, and with less 
than 500 American soldiers, Special 
Forces and some intelligence, air 
cover, some weapons, they were wiped 
out within 4 or 5 months. It wasn’t 
until we became occupiers with tens of 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:37 Mar 21, 2015 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00055 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD14\JUN 2014\H10JN4.REC H10JN4bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

2T
W

X
8P

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-10-10T10:08:01-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




