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see. Never achieving balance, a bal-
anced budget, adding another $2.3 tril-
lion to the national debt over the next 
5 years. 

Democratic budget, yes. Fiscally re-
sponsible. The deficit is lower than the 
GOP budget over the next 5 years and 
gets to a balanced budget, balanced 
budget, Mr. Speaker, in 6 years basi-
cally using pay-as-you-go rules which 
require that spending increases and tax 
cuts be paid for, and which brought us 
into a budget surplus in the 1990s. That 
is fact. That is not fiction. 

I yield to Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. And 

when you are dealing with the facts 
staring you in the face like that, then 
even their former leader, the chief ar-
chitect of what was then called the Re-
publican revolution that began in 1994 
and the run up to the 1994 election, 
when he begins to use ‘‘us’’ and ‘‘they’’ 
terminology, then you know they have 
really made some serious mistakes. 
They, the Republican leadership here 
has really made some serious mistakes. 

And let’s just go through what 
former Speaker Gingrich has said 
about what they are doing. He cited a 
series of blunders. Our third party 
validator for this evening is the Knight 
Ridder news papers. And Speaker Ging-
rich was quoted in their papers on Fri-
day, March 31, 2006. He cited a series of 
blunders under Republican rule, from 
failures in the aftermath of Hurricane 
Katrina to mismanagement of the war 
in Iraq. He said, the government has 
squandered billions of dollars in Iraq. 

But that is not all he said. He also 
noted that a congressional watchdog 
agency, and I will note that I can recall 
watching Speaker Gingrich on the 
House floor a number of times, and 
when he was in the minority, would 
cite the congressional watchdog either 
when the facts helped him, and then 
when he was in the majority, dispar-
aging what the congressional watchdog 
that he was referring to said, depend-
ing on which side he felt like taking. 

But in this case he noted that a con-
gressional watchdog agency recently 
smuggled a truck carrying nuclear ma-
terial in the country to test security. 
He said, why isn’t the President pound-
ing on the table? Why isn’t he sending 
up 16 reform bills? 

And that is the lack of outrage that 
we have talked about here on the 
House floor in the 30-Something Work-
ing Group. Where is the outrage? I 
mean, if we have nuclear material 
being smuggled into this country, and 
no one knows it, where is their out-
rage? Where is the oversight? Where is 
the committee hearing? 

Another thing he said, here is where 
he calls them ‘‘they’’. In the same arti-
cle, he says, they are seen by the coun-
try as being in charge of a government 
that can’t function. 

Now, if the architect of the Repub-
lican revolution is calling the Repub-

lican leadership and the rank and file 
here ‘‘they’’, then I think it is clear 
that it is time for a change. It is time 
that we restore the PAYGO rules. It is 
time that we restore some fiscal re-
sponsibility. It is time that we make 
sure that actions match words. The 
American people, in each of their fami-
lies, they struggle to spend only what 
they have. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Can I make a 
point? 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Yes, 
absolutely. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. The point I want 
to make is one that we have made 
many, many times here, is that this 
outfit, on the other side of the aisle, 
has for the last 14 or 16 years run down 
government. The only problem in soci-
ety is government. 

And so, when it comes to Katrina or 
comes to a war and you actually need 
government or education, you actually 
need government to work on behalf of 
the American people, all of a sudden it 
doesn’t work. And it doesn’t work be-
cause you have disrespected it for the 
last 14 or 16 years. You have appointed 
people to positions that are not quali-
fied to actually run it. 

And I think what we see here, with 
the Defense Department and Secretary 
Rumsfeld and the Pentagon and the 
way they have executed the war has 
been atrocious. Katrina, you have peo-
ple who are not qualified to run the 
emergency management system in the 
country. And you get the kind of re-
sults that you have talked about. You 
get what you think about it. If you 
have a good attitude about things, 
good things will happen. Run it down, 
you get crap. And that is basically 
what has happened. 

I yield to my friend. 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. We 

have been talking about the pay-as- 
you-go needs that we have here. Be-
cause we are the 30-Something Work-
ing Group, what we try to do really 
often is explain the multi generational 
impact that these fiscal policies and 
decisions have. 

Let’s take a look at the economic im-
pact on college students, Mr. MEEK. We 
are talking about, in this chart, you 
have the average tuition and fees, 
which is this line here that has gone up 
and up and up. Yet, the Pell Grant av-
erage award has remained completely 
flat. The maximum award has also re-
mained completely flat and doesn’t 
even come anywhere close to meeting 
the needs that the students who are 
trying to attend college and who are 
struggling to get a higher education 
need the two to coincide. There is an 
impact seniors, an impact on college 
students. 

I would be happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Well, I just want 
to say what we are spending our money 
on, instead of spending it on the Pell 

Grants, this is what we are spending it 
on, just the interest on the debt that 
we have been talking about, and this is 
what we are spending on education. 

We have got to balance the budget, 
implement these PAYGO rules that say 
that you are not going to spend any 
money in this government unless you 
know how to pay for it. And you are 
not going to go out and borrow it. We 
tried to do it with H. Con. Res. 95, 
couldn’t do it. Zero Republicans voted 
to put PAYGO rules on to reign in 
spending. We tried it again with roll 
call vote Number 91 on March 25 of 
2004. Dennis Miller tried to do it in 
Kansas. Charlie Stenholm tried to do 
it. Democrats have tried to reign in 
spending here in the United States 
Congress by putting these PAYGO 
rules in, Mr. MEEK, by putting these 
rules in. And no Republican, ladies and 
gentlemen, we had a huge vote today 
and the Republicans kept talking 
about we are reigning in spending. Ba-
loney. We have tried to put these re-
straints on time and time again and no 
Republican, not one, tried to imple-
ment these rules. 

I yield to my friend from Florida. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. I would appre-

ciate, Mr. RYAN, while you are at it, if 
you give the website out to the Mem-
bers. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
www.housedemocrates.gov/ 
30something. All of the charts that 
folks see here tonight, Mr. Speaker, 
can be accessed on this website. 
www.housedemocrats.gov/30something. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Thank you, 
Mr. RYAN, and thank you Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. And Mr. Speak-
er, basically what we are talking about 
is change. We are giving the American 
people an alternative to where we are 
headed now, which is down a dark tun-
nel, and it very well can be a train 
versus the sunlight. And we believe the 
numbers that we showed here today, we 
want to make sure that everyone 
knows that all of these charts will be 
on the website, housedemocrats.gov. 
You can get that information. And we 
would like to thank the democratic 
leadership for allowing us to have this 
hour. 

f 

REPUBLICAN REBUTTAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FORTENBERRY). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 4, 2005, 
the gentlewoman from North Carolina 
(Ms. FOXX) is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
much aware that I am the only thing 
standing between everybody going 
home tonight, so while I have 30 min-
utes, I am not sure that I am going to 
use all of them. But I have been listen-
ing to some of the things being said to-
night. I listened to them last week 
when I was in the Chair. And I get pret-
ty wrought up about some of those 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 14:16 Mar 14, 2017 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00113 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\BOOK4\DAT FILES\BR06AP06.DAT BR06AP06ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE5496 April 6, 2006 
things. And so I am going to talk a lit-
tle bit about some of the comments 
that have been made tonight and 
present some facts. 

Now, I don’t have tonight with me 
our great poster that says ‘‘The Truth 
Squad’’. But I am going to leave this 
white chart up here for just a few min-
utes. So imagine that that says on it 
‘‘The Truth Squad’’. I couldn’t find the 
poster tonight. I am sort of filling in 
for someone else tonight. 

But I want to say that, you know, I 
am a rather plainspoken person. I come 
from the mountains of North Carolina 
and generally am known as pretty 
plainspoken. And tonight, when I was 
listening to some of the rhetoric that 
was going on over here, I thought, one 
of the first things I want to say, if you 
believe that the Democrats will do a 
better job of providing for national se-
curity, then I have got some swamp 
land in New Mexico for sale for a great 
price for you. 

b 2330 

I have not been a big watcher of C– 
SPAN before I came to the House of 
Representatives. I know we have got a 
lot of great folks who watch it, and I 
am grateful to you for doing that. But 
my guess is that there have been more 
untruths told in this Chamber in the 
past 15 months than maybe any other 
period of time in the history of this 
country. I have been watching it and I 
know other people have been too. That 
is what caused us to form the Truth 
Squad so that we could come out and 
set the facts straight. 

I get very concerned when people 
play fast and loose with the truth and 
particularly when they play fast and 
loose with talking about national secu-
rity. You see, I take that very, very se-
riously; and I think most of my col-
leagues on the Republican side of the 
aisle do too. The role of the Federal 
Government is to provide for the na-
tional security of this Nation. We were 
savagely attacked on 9/11, and we have 
responded to that, I think, in an appro-
priate way. These are people that hate 
us, that hate our way of life, and that 
want to take us back to the 5th cen-
tury and have us live the way they 
live. 

I do not think the American people 
want to do that. I think the American 
people love their freedom and want to 
maintain that freedom, and we are in-
terested in helping other people gain 
their freedom. 

What I am curious about, the Demo-
crats get up here and say, We could 
provide better for the national secu-
rity. I just have a couple of questions 
to ask them: Where were they and 
their President when the World Trade 
Center was first hit? Where were they 
and their President when we got hit 
several other times and we could have 
had a response to that? My guess is if 
we had had a Democratic President 

when we were facing 9/11, we would still 
be negotiating at the U.N. somewhere 
and pretty soon we would be losing our 
freedoms in this country. 

I do get a little upset about it. I 
think that they are absolutely ridicu-
lous in the things that they say about 
how they would keep us safer than the 
Republicans have kept us safe. We are 
in a terrible time. We did not ask for 
the war. We are not imperialistic peo-
ple, but we know how to protect our-
selves when we are attacked, and we 
are going to continue to do that. The 
Democrats are Johnny-come-latelies 
on all of this stuff. They know that the 
American people see the Republican 
Party as the party that will protect us 
and protect our freedoms, and that is 
the number one role of the Federal 
Government and that is where our 
money should be spent. So I am very 
happy for us to be doing our job when 
it comes to national security. And we 
are going to be working on all of those 
things. Our budget will address that. 
Our budget has addressed that, and we 
will continue to do that. 

I want to make another comment to 
sort of clear up the facts tonight, com-
ments made about the fact that we did 
not pass President Bush’s budget today 
and somehow or another that is ter-
rible. Well, we have never passed Presi-
dent Bush’s budget, and there is no in-
tention of passing President Bush’s 
budget now. The President does submit 
a budget. The Constitution requires 
him to do so. However, it is the 
Congress’s responsibility to take that 
budget and to look at what is proposed 
and then to come up with our own 
budget. And we will do that. But to be 
so duplicitous as to say that we are 
going to rubber-stamp the President’s 
budget is just unbelievable to me. 

To talk about cutting student loans, 
as my colleague says here all the time, 
Representative PRICE of Georgia, you 
can have your opinions, but you cannot 
make up the facts. And there is no way 
that you can distort the facts in what 
we have done for the education budget 
and particularly the higher education 
budget. 

They talk all the time about what 
they would do, what they would do, 
what they would do. Well, I want to 
show you what they would have done 
had we let the Democrats have their 
way in Appropriations Committee 
meetings and in Budget Committee 
meetings. 

I am going to turn this chart around 
now. For all their rhetoric about cut-
ting spending and doing something 
about the deficit, during the markup of 
the budget, they proposed new spend-
ing of $26.9 billion and new taxes of 
$19.3 billion. How much savings? Zero. 
Now, they can get up on the floor of 
the House and they can say lots of 
things, but when we bring out the 
facts, the comments that they make 
just do not hold true. They think peo-

ple are just going to ignore what they 
really do and believe what they say. 

I said this the other night: our motto 
in the State of North Carolina is to be, 
rather than to seem. Some day I am 
going to figure out a clever way to 
show how the Democrats want to seem, 
rather than to be, instead of reversing 
that. But that is what they want to do. 
They want the American people to be-
lieve that what they are saying is true 
when they live a totally different kind 
of life-style. And I think it is very im-
portant that every time this happens 
that we respond to it. It is very, very 
important that we do that and not let 
them get by with it. 

I want to say a couple of things about 
the effect of what we have done in 
terms of cutting taxes. The difference 
between Democrats and Republicans is 
that the Democrats think they know 
how to spend your money better than 
you do and the Republicans think that 
the American people know how to 
spend their money better than the Fed-
eral Government knows how to spend 
it. So we want the American people to 
keep more of their money than they 
have been. So the Republicans insti-
tuted tax cuts, and what we have done 
is we see that tax receipts rebound 
with record increases based on tax 
cuts. 

They want you to believe that all the 
ills of the world have come as a result 
of tax cuts. Well, the good things that 
have happened in this economy, most 
of them have come as a result of our 
having cut taxes. We want to let you 
keep your money in your pocket and 
spend it the way you want to and not 
turn it over to bureaucrats in Wash-
ington, D.C. who waste a lot of it and 
then spend a little bit of it maybe on 
some good things. That is not the way 
it ought to be. We want you to keep 
your money. 

Let me show one other chart here 
that I have to talk about the projected 
growth of revenue and what will hap-
pen. We need to make the tax cuts that 
were instituted permanent, and that is 
one of the things that we need to be 
able to do so that we can keep this 
economy going in the right direction. 
And this is what will happen with tax 
relief made permanent. And, yes, in-
deed, we can cut the deficit in half by 
2009, which is when the President said 
that it would be cut in half, and there 
is another chart over there to show 
that. 

They just very, very cavalierly leave 
out certain things when they are talk-
ing, like the President said that the 
deficit would be cut in half. The Presi-
dent did not say the deficit would be 
cut in half this year. He said very 
clearly in 2009. And it will be if we can 
make the tax cuts permanent. The big-
gest fight we are having around here is 
how do we make those tax cuts perma-
nent and keep that money in your 
pocket instead of putting it into the 
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hands of people who will not spend it 
nearly as well as you do. 

And you notice again that the Demo-
crats are very, very selective in the 
things that they tell you in terms of 
their own actions and the things that 
they have done. They are fond of 
quoting third sources, and I want to 
quote something for you too tonight 
that you probably will not hear about 
in the mainstream media, the best 
friend of the Democrats. But Roll Call, 
one of the local newspapers here in 
town that is read primarily inside the 
Beltway, April 6, states: ‘‘House Demo-
crats have spent hundreds of thousands 
of dollars in taxpayer funds over the 
past several years on the party’s an-
nual retreats. Democrats have used of-
ficial money to pay for a portion of 
their retreats for at least a decade. And 
a review of disbursement reports from 
the chief administrative officer shows 
that the House Democratic Caucus has 
spent more than $200,000 directly out of 
the caucus’s official budget since 2003 
on chartered jets, rented buses, enter-
tainers, brochures, staff travel, and a 
host of other retreat expenses.’’ 

These are not allowed. The Repub-
licans do not do that. We pay for our 
retreats ourselves. But you are never 
going to hear this again from the main-
stream media because they do not want 
you to know about the way Democrats 
abuse taxpayer funds. 

I want to talk just a little bit tonight 
about some of the good and great 
things that have been done in this ses-
sion of the Congress. It is the ‘‘do big 
things Congress.’’ The Democrats 
would like you to believe that we have 
not accomplished a great deal. They 
are focused tonight on the budget. We 
did not get the budget passed. Well, we 
do not have any deadline for doing that 
until the end of the session, actually. 
But we set ourselves to task at doing 
that, and we will do that. And it will be 
a good budget when we do it, and it 
will cut spending, which is what we 
need to be doing. And it will rein in 
some of the spending that is on auto-
matic pilot because programs set up 
under Democratic administrations are 
difficult to cut back. 

We passed the energy bill, H.R. 6, 
which brings America’s energy system 
into the 21st century, signed into law 
by the President. We passed the high-
way bill, which creates millions of new 
jobs and improves public transpor-
tation and highways and other things 
all across the country, public law. We 
passed the Deficit Reduction Act, 
which provides $39.732 billion in savings 
by reforming the government, reducing 
the deficit, and renewing our commit-
ment to hardworking American tax-
payers. 

How many Democrats voted for re-
ducing the deficit? Zero. None of them. 
They can stand up here again and talk 
all they want, but they have got to 
walk the walk. And when it comes to 
that, they just do not do it. 

We have passed liability reform, sev-
eral liability reform bills. We have 
passed class action reform legislation 
to reduce frivolous lawsuits, to reduce 
all this money going into the hands of 
the trial lawyers. 

We have passed a Combat Meth Act. 
Methamphetamines are a terrible 
scourge on our country, and we are 
doing something about that. 

We passed the PATRIOT Act, again, 
something that we need to do to pro-
tect Americans, to allow our govern-
ment to do proper investigations of the 
people who may be harming us. What 
did the Democrats do? They bragged 
that they killed it. 

We passed a United Nations Reform 
Act in the House with very little sup-
port from Democrats. We are man-
dating budget oversight, account-
ability, and ethics into U.N. reforms. 
You do not hear that coming out of the 
Democrats. 

We passed the Health Act, making 
positive changes to the health care li-
ability system. 

We have extended the death tax re-
peal permanently. Help from the 
Democrats, very little. 

We passed the Tax Relief Extension 
Act. We are going to extend the tax 
provisions expiring in 2005. No Demo-
crats helping with that. 

We passed the Job Training Improve-
ment Act of 2005, enhancing the work-
force investment system of the Nation. 

We have passed lots and lots of bills. 
We passed in December the Border Pro-
tection, Antiterrorism, and Illegal Im-
migration Control Act. Any help from 
the Democrats? No. 

We are working hard to protect the 
American people in the way that they 
should be protected. And one of the 
ways that we need to be doing that is 
to be reducing the spending of the Fed-
eral Government and reducing the bur-
den on hardworking Americans. 

We also need to make sure that we 
maintain our freedom so that we can 
do all the other things that we want to 
do. That is what the Republicans are 
doing. 

What you hear out of the Democrats 
is a lot of empty rhetoric, and I am 
afraid that it just won’t wash anymore, 
because the Truth Squad is going to be 
around all the time calling their hand 
on the things that they are saying that 
are simply not true. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. LANGEVIN (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today after 5:30 p.m. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for April 5. 

f 

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 Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. KILDEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TIERNEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. HOEKSTRA) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. SHIMKUS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. HOEKSTRA, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Mr. CONAWAY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Member (at his own 

request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania, for 
5 minutes, today. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mrs. Hass, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled bills of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H.J. Res. 81. Joint resolution providing for 
the appointment of Phillip Frost as a citizen 
regent of the Board of Regents of the Smith-
sonian Institution. 

H.J. Res. 82. Joint resolution providing for 
the reappointment of Alan G. Spoon as a cit-
izen regent of the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 
the order of the House of today, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Accord-

ingly, pursuant to the previous order of 
the House of today, the House stands 
adjourned until 2 p.m. on Monday, 
April 10, 2006, unless it sooner has re-
ceived a message from the Senate 
transmitting its adoption of House 
Concurrent Resolution 382, in which 
case the House shall stand adjourned 
pursuant to that concurrent resolution. 

Thereupon (at 11 o’clock and 45 min-
utes p.m.), pursuant to the previous 
order of the House of today, the House 
adjourned until 2 p.m. on Monday, 
April 10, 2006, unless it sooner has re-
ceived a message from the Senate 
transmitting its adoption of House 
Concurrent Resolution 382, in which 
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