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to conceal. In 23 percent of those cases, 
the applicant gave a name other than 
the one in their criminal history. Ap-
plicants were found with convictions 
for everything from murder to child 
abuse to sexual assault; and frequently 
those convictions were from out of 
State so that only an FBI background 
check would have found them. 

We have demonstrated that back-
ground checks for nonprofits working 
with children can be conducted quick-
ly, affordably, and accurately. Three 
times since 2003, Congress has acted to 
extend the pilot so that thousands of 
community organizations all over the 
country don’t lose access to back-
ground checks for their volunteers. It’s 
time to create a permanent system, 
one that will protect children while en-
suring the civil rights and privacy of 
volunteers. 

Again, I want to thank Chairman 
CONYERS, one of the original cospon-
sors; Chairman SCOTT, the chairman of 
the subcommittee; my colleague, MIKE 
ROGERS; and all other Members who 
have contributed to this effort and 
urge the Members to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank Chairman SCOTT and 
Chairman CONYERS and also the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) for 
sponsoring this legislation and also 
want to thank Mr. SCHIFF for not just 
this piece of legislation but other 
pieces of legislation in his relentless ef-
fort as a Member of Congress to make 
sure that the greatest resource in our 
country, children, are protected from 
child predators. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume just to, again, thank the gen-
tleman from California for his leader-
ship on this issue. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SCOTT) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1469, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

b 1930 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

FEDS SUING ARIZONA FOR DOING 
A JOB THE FEDS WON’T DO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
Justice Department is suing Arizona 
for enforcing Federal laws that are al-
ready on the books. Other States and 
counties already have enforcement 
laws like Arizona’s. 

Prince William County in Virginia 
has laws almost identical to the new 
Arizona Senate Bill 1070 enforcement 
law. Police are allowed to check legal 
status at any time. Police are also re-
quired to check immigration status if 
anyone is arrested for anything, in-
cluding DUI or public drunkenness. 

According to Corey Stewart, the 
county board chairman, there has been 
a 37 percent drop in violent crime in 
the first 2 years of enforcement of this 
law. Overall, crime in Prince William 
County, Virginia, is at a 15-year low. 
Criminal aliens have fled that part of 
Virginia and gone somewhere else 
where the laws are not enforced. Stew-
art says there has not been one sub-
stantiated claim of racial profiling. 

Also, the State of Rhode Island en-
forces Federal immigration law by ex-
ecutive order, like the sanctuary cities, 
only in reverse. The Governor said his 
law enforcement officers must enforce 
this Federal law. 

There are more States that follow 
suit. In Missouri, if police want to see 
your ID papers to prove legal status, 
they are free to ask. Sanctuary cities 
are illegal in Missouri and they enforce 
the E-Verify system for employers. 
That’s the free system set up by the 
Federal Government where all employ-
ers can check someone’s immigration 
status. In Missouri, you have to be 
legal to get a driver’s license and there 
is no in-State tuition for illegals at 
State junior colleges. 

So why the double standard at the 
Justice Department and suing Arizona? 
Why are the Feds picking on Arizona 
and not these other States? 

On the other hand, there are two laws 
that expressly forbid States from hav-
ing sanctuary cities. The laws are 
found in title 8, section 1373 and title 8, 
section 1644 of the United States code. 

These statutes say cities may not 
have policy that prohibits peace offi-
cers from communicating with the 
Federal Government about a person’s 
immigration status. But there are cit-
ies across the country with policies 
banning their police from calling the 
Federal Government to report even 
criminal illegals. 

In San Francisco, one recent case 
turned tragic. In 2008, there were three 

members of a family that were gunned 
down by Salvadoran illegals. Edwin 
Ramos is a member of the MS–13 narco-
terrorist gang, and he is on trial for 
gunning down one of the members of 
this family. Two young sons of that 
family were also gunned down, Mat-
thew and Michael were their names. 

They were all in a car driving home 
from a family barbecue after church. 
They were not gang members, they 
were just citizens. They were in the 
wrong place at the wrong time, and 
Ramos, their accused killer, had been 
previously arrested three times. 

San Francisco police knew he was an 
illegal alien MS–13 gang member. The 
San Francisco Chronicle reported after 
the shooting that the city’s sanctuary 
policy was the reason authorities never 
called the Federal Government. I re-
peat. The newspaper, the San Fran-
cisco Chronicle, reported after the 
shooting that the city’s sanctuary pol-
icy was the reason the authorities did 
not call the Feds. 

Instead of being detained and de-
ported, gang member Edwin Ramos was 
released, and he killed a father and the 
two young brothers because of the Fed-
eral Government’s tolerance to sanc-
tuary cities. So the blood is on the 
hands of those who support the concept 
of sanctuary cities. There was even an 
eyewitness to the shooting, and Tony’s 
youngest son, who survived the hail of 
bullets, was that witness. 

Is the Justice Department suing San 
Francisco to stop this sort of irrespon-
sible action? No, of course not. 

Instead, the Justice Department is 
using taxpayer dollars to sue the State 
of Arizona for enforcing Federal laws. 
Arizona is not creating any new laws, 
they are merely enforcing the Federal 
law under concurrent jurisdiction. 

The sanctuary cities pose a greater 
danger to American cities because they 
give a sanctuary to all illegals. They 
shield criminal aliens from being de-
tained and deported by the Federal 
Government, and sanctuary cities, in 
my opinion, operate in violation of the 
Federal Government law prohibiting 
such. But because of politics, the ad-
ministration is suing Arizona for up-
holding the law and refuses to sue 
sanctuary cities for violating Federal 
law. 

We hear the rhetoric that illegals do 
jobs Americans won’t do. Now we have 
an actual situation where Arizona is 
getting sued for doing a job the Amer-
ican government won’t do—protecting 
the security of the country and enforc-
ing the law. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

AMERICA’S ECONOMY IS 
STRUGGLING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BRADY) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 
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Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

America’s economy is struggling. De-
spite all of the spending and promises 
out of Washington, a lot of average 
Americans, more than 15 million, are 
wondering where are the jobs, because 
they don’t have one. 

This Democrat Congress and this 
White House promised a lot to these 
workers and to the American taxpayer 
if they would just give them a blank 
check, if they could just write money 
like there was no tomorrow, that they, 
Washington, would know best how to 
get this economy back on track. 

Unfortunately, the reality of the past 
16 months since the stimulus bill 
passed has unfortunately been much 
less than what was promised. 

The Obama administration likes to 
tout right now, they call this ‘‘the 
summer of recovery,’’ but you don’t see 
them touting. Because what their 
original promises were for that $862 bil-
lion—more than a trillion dollars, 
when you add the interest to it, the 
taxpayers will actually have to pay 
back. The reality is that the Obama ad-
ministration, the Democrats in Wash-
ington, failed on all three key promises 
to the American people about its econ-
omy. 

They said our first promise is if you 
will pass this stimulus, the unemploy-
ment rate would remain below 8 per-
cent. They said nonfarm payroll em-
ployment, that’s most workers, would 
increase to 137.6 million by the end of 
this year. And then finally they said if 
you pass our stimulus bill, 90 percent 
of payroll jobs created would be in the 
private sector. 

Well, let’s look at the reality. It’s 
been 16 months, a lot of the stimulus 
has been spent, not all, but a lot of it. 
So 16 months later, what do we see? 

The Obama forecast was supposed to 
be at this point, almost 7.5 percent. 
Today it’s actually 9.5 percent. That’s 
a little lower than it’s been. The reason 
it’s lower: 650,000 Americans last 
month just gave up, gave up looking 
for work, gave up hope looking for 
work. 

So that employment rate went down, 
not because the economy is getting 
better, but people have given up hope 
that they will get a job, 16 months 
after this magical stimulus bill was 
passed, so the actual versus the fore-
cast is very sad. 

b 1940 

Second promise, that the stimulus 
would raise employment, jobs in Amer-
ica, 137 million. This is where we’re at 
right here, as stagnant as can be. In 
fact, right now, congressional Demo-
crats and the White House, they are 7 
million jobs short of where they prom-
ised they would be by the end of the 
year, 7 million jobs short. The economy 
has never created 7 million jobs in 6 
months before. Short on promise num-
ber two, failed by a wide margin. 

And here I think is the reason. I 
think this sums up why the stimulus 
failed, why so many Americans are dis-
appointed with the Obama administra-
tion. I think the last poll was 13 per-
cent of Americans believe the stimulus 
helped them in any way, 90 percent of 
Americans believe this economy is in 
bad shape, and almost three-fourths 
don’t believe it’s going to get better 
any time soon. So, so much for restor-
ing consumer confidence in America’s 
economy. And this is the real reason 
why, promise number three. 

Remember, promise number one, 
below 8 percent, didn’t come close; 
promise number two, we would have 137 
million jobs by the end of this year, 7 
million short. This is promise number 
three, that 90 percent of all the new 
jobs created by the stimulus would 
come from the private sector, not from 
government. They would come from 
small businesses back home along 
Main Street, the same small business 
and private sector jobs that have al-
ways brought America out of a deep re-
cession. 

Well, here’s the actuality: Since the 
stimulus passed 16 months ago, hun-
dreds of billions of dollars of money 
spent and wasted in America, guess 
what’s happened? The only sector that 
has grown—the Federal Government. 
The Federal Government has added 
400,000 government workers. How about 
the private sector? How about our 
small businesses in every State across 
America? Lost almost 3.3 million jobs. 
Federal Government workers grew. 
State government came down a little, 
but they pumped a lot of stimulus 
money into more government workers. 
The private sector, the businesses that 
bring us out of the recession, lost 3.3 
million jobs. That’s why this economy 
is so subpar. 

America is blessed. We are, I think, 
genetically predisposed to bouncing 
back from tough economic times. We 
hate to be in recession. But not this 
time. This recession, unfortunately, is 
continuing, not from a statistical 
sense, but from a jobs sense. It is one- 
third as strong a recovery as the 
Reagan recovery, and we can talk 
about that in a minute. But here’s the 
reason why. 

Washington has poured all this 
money into government workers and 
wasteful stimulus spending and they 
expect the economy to just jump-start. 
As they said, it will jump-start and 
consumer confidence will grow. The op-
posite has happened. Consumers, fami-
lies are holding on to their money. 
They’re frightened by the dangerous 
levels of debt in this country. They’re 
frightened by $13 trillion of national 
debt America owes in publicly held 
debt. And businesses are frightened 
these days. 

As one of the Secretaries of Labor 
here in Washington said: Businesses 
aren’t adding jobs because they’re 

waiting to see what government can do 
for them; businesses aren’t adding jobs 
because they’re frightened by what 
government will do to them. They see 
an environment in Washington, pro-
posals that dramatically increase 
taxes, increase regulation, increase 
their health care costs, increase their 
energy costs, that broaden govern-
ment, expand regulation into almost 
every nook and cranny of this econ-
omy. And they look at that and they 
say, No, you know, we’re going to delay 
rehiring people we laid off, hiring new 
ones. We’re going to delay that critical 
investment decision, that expansion 
decision, the decision to buy that new 
piece of equipment because we don’t 
want to be punished by Washington for 
adding jobs. We don’t want to be pun-
ished if we go out and hire that new 
worker or buy that new piece of equip-
ment. And that uncertainty, unfortu-
nately, is an anchor around our eco-
nomic recession. And that uncertainty 
means that American businesses are 
holding on to almost $2 trillion of cash, 
$2 trillion, normally enough to, again, 
start bringing us out of this recession. 
They’re not willing to do that. 

They’re frightened by this White 
House. They’re frightened by Wash-
ington, DC. They look at what’s hap-
pening in Congress and these wild pro-
posals, extreme, ideologically driven 
agendas, and they’re saying, We’re 
going to play it safe and stand pat with 
their money. Consumers are doing it 
because of the debt, businesses because 
of these terrible antibusiness, antijob, 
growth-killing proposals coming out of 
Washington, DC. 

We’ve seen this before. We’ve seen 
this before. Economists refer to this 
phenomenon as ‘‘regime uncertainty.’’ 
What I would call it is a rational expec-
tation. Families know America is so 
deep in debt, someone’s got to pay it 
back. You can’t tax the wealthy just to 
pay that back. You can double every-
one’s taxes in America. Double them 
this year, we would still be running a 
deficit. 

You can’t tax away this problem. But 
businesses and families are worried 
that’s exactly what’s going to happen. 
Middle class, small businesses will end 
up shouldering a bigger and bigger bur-
den of government. That means less 
money in their paycheck. They know 
that. Rationally, they expect it, so 
they’re holding back. Businesses are 
doing the same. 

We saw this before as President 
Franklin Roosevelt’s contradictory and 
rapidly shifting economic policies de-
layed recovery from the Great Depres-
sion. The U.S. was the last country to 
recover from the Great Depression. 

Today, unfortunately, this White 
House, this Washington is following 
the same formula of spending, of uncer-
tainty, of poor governance, poor deci-
sions, and at times, as we saw in the 
gulf, sheer incompetence. But again, 
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businesses look at what they see out of 
the White House—higher taxes, new 
laws, the entrepreneurs who are fright-
ened to hire. That’s why—back to this 
chart. That’s why the Federal Govern-
ment is the only sector that has grown. 
And whenever there are government 
jobs, they only last as long as that 
money keeps coming out of your pay-
check. But in the private sector, when 
a business creates a job, when a local 
company hires a worker, buys that new 
piece of manufacturing equipment, 
those economic benefits multiply 
across the community. But unfortu-
nately, private sector in America lost 
over 3 million jobs. 

Don’t take my word for it. The Na-
tional Federation of Independent Busi-
nesses recently surveyed a number of 
their small business owners, and here’s 
what they said: U.S. economy faces 
hurricane-force headwinds and the gov-
ernment is at the center of the storm, 
making an economic recovery very dif-
ficult. This is small businesses. 

By the way, I am Congressman KEVIN 
BRADY. I represent the Eighth District 
of Texas. It’s a great area—11 counties 
from the Louisiana border through east 
Texas and down through Montgomery 
County and the Woodlands. I’m the 
fourth senior Republican on the Ways 
and Means Committee, the ranking Re-
publican on the Trade Subcommittee, 
and the ranking House Republican on 
the Joint Economic Committee. 

So we’ve been studying these busi-
nesses and these economic numbers for 
some time. And what the NFIB, the 
small independent businesses has said, 
in addition, Either policymakers have 
no idea how to help the economy or 
they are intentionally committing it 
to unsustainable expenditure growth 
and deficits so large there will be no al-
ternative but to raise taxes, a slow sui-
cide for a dynamic economy. Just what 
I said, the National Federation of Inde-
pendent Businesses has confirmed that 
it is the hurricane-force winds coming 
out of Washington, DC, that’s holding 
this economy back. 

They go on to say this: With an un-
employment rate of nearly 10 percent, 
the President travels the country tout-
ing the health care bill that few like, 
selling wealth redistribution and the 
need for more taxes. What should ordi-
nary citizens and small business own-
ers expect from all this? A growing and 
more dynamic economy? Not likely. 
Taxing success is a terrible path to 
growth and real investment. And add-
ing to the misery and pessimism, mas-
sive government deficits threaten fu-
ture capital availability for the private 
sector. 

So our independent businesses along 
Main Street say just what those of us 
who have been in business before say: 
It is Washington that’s holding back 
this economic recovery. It’s the White 
House that’s holding back this eco-
nomic recovery with this very extreme 
agenda. 

I’m going to yield in a moment to an-
other Texan, one of our more studious 
members of the Joint Economic Com-
mittee, from Texas, Dr. MICHAEL BUR-
GESS, but I want to take this quote 
from the Business Roundtable, because, 
while the NFIB represents tens of thou-
sands of independent businesses, Busi-
ness Roundtable represents businesses 
from every sector in America who are 
selling here in the United States, com-
peting around the world to sell Amer-
ican as well. 

And here’s what the Business Round-
table just said: Many regulations and 
legislation, both existing and proposed, 
exacerbate the uncertainty created by 
today’s volatile economic environ-
ment. Virtually every new regulation 
has an impact on recovery, competi-
tiveness, and job creation. Often that 
impact is negative. On an individual 
basis, most businesses can cope with 
each new regulation, but the collective 
impact on the economy is enormous 
and often harmful. And with the mas-
sive new health care law—this is from 
the Business Roundtable—with the 
massive new health care law and finan-
cial reform legislation looming, compa-
nies are more worried than ever about 
the impact new regulations and legisla-
tion will have on their operations and 
their bottom line. Not knowing what 
to expect from these pending regula-
tions, businesses are acting cautiously 
to forestall any negative impact. These 
actions are squelching economic 
growth and job creation as companies 
are forced to freeze investment and hir-
ing until they understand how they 
will be affected by these new mandates. 

b 1950 

So, despite hundreds of billions of 
dollars of spending and despite all this 
government intervention and expan-
sion of government, the American 
economy is stalled because busi-
nesses—those job creators who bring us 
out of recessions—are frightened by 
Washington and these policies. They 
don’t want to be pushed. They are hold-
ing onto almost $2 trillion of cash, and 
that capital is what would fuel our eco-
nomic recovery. So Washington and 
the White House is the single largest 
obstacle to America’s getting back on 
its economic feet. 

Joining me tonight is a Congressman 
from Texas who serves on the Energy 
and Commerce Committee. He is one of 
the leading Republicans there, but he 
also serves with me on the Joint Eco-
nomic Committee. He focuses not just 
on health care but on businesses along 
Main Street. 

I would yield to the honorable Con-
gressman from Texas, from the Fort 
Worth area, Dr. MICHAEL BURGESS. 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Of course, the gentleman is correct. 
You know, I believe in the American 
economy. I believe in the ability of the 

American people to recover this econ-
omy. I don’t think that the United 
States House of Representatives, the 
Senate and the White House combined 
can keep this economy down forever, 
but they can give it a good shot at 
keeping it down longer than it needs to 
be; and, we all know, because of the 
prolonged effect of joblessness, the 
economy is having a tougher time re-
covering. 

The gentleman said it so well as to 
the reason small- and medium-sized 
businesses are reluctant to add jobs 
right now, and I know you see the same 
thing in your district that I’m seeing 
in my district. Some things look like 
they’re picking up a little bit—parking 
lots are a little fuller—but when you 
talk to the small business people and 
ask them, Are you doing a little bit 
better this year? they answer, Yeah, 
maybe a little bit. 

Do you think you might add a job 
soon? Might you be able to take some-
one else into your business? 

Well, I might, but I don’t know what 
you’re going to do to me in this health 
care bill. I still haven’t figured it out. 
I have no idea what this financial regu-
latory scheme that you’ve passed is 
going to do to me. I sure can’t afford 
the tax increases that you’re going to 
be delivering at the end of this year. 
So, no, I don’t think I can add a job and 
that, if you further do something with 
energy prices, I know that the future is 
just too uncertain, so I’ll just stand pat 
right now. I’m doing okay, but I’m not 
going to be adding any jobs. 

Well, that may be one or two jobs at 
a single business at a strip mall shop-
ping center; but extrapolated across 
the larger economy, those are the jobs 
that should be fueling our recovery, 
and the activities here in Washington, 
DC, are what are having the dampening 
effect on that. 

Now, today’s Wall Street Journal had 
kind of an interesting lead editorial on 
the editorial page, appropriately titled, 
‘‘Stimulating Unemployment.’’ It’s 
kind of a novel approach as to how you 
might attack a problem of the econ-
omy. 

According to the Wall Street Journal 
today, they talked about how Presi-
dents typically invite Americans to ap-
pear at Rose Garden press conferences 
to trumpet a policy success; but yester-
day, we saw what may have been a 
first. President Obama introduced 
three Americans—an autoworker, a fit-
ness center employee and a woman in 
real estate—who have been out of work 
for so long that they underscore the 
failure of his entire economic program. 

Going on, they say, But Mr. Obama 
was nonetheless obliged to concede 
that 18 months after his $862 billion 
stimulus there are still five job seekers 
for every job opening and that 2.5 mil-
lion Americans will soon run out of un-
employment benefits. Only last week, 
Vice President JOE BIDEN was hailing 
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the stimulus for saving or creating 3 
million jobs. This week, the White 
House says we need even more stimulus 
in the form of jobless checks to make 
up for the jobs his original stimulus 
spending did not create. 

Here is an interesting issue. Of 
course, we hear over and over and over 
again how it’s the Republicans who are 
obstructing the extension of unemploy-
ment insurance benefits; but realisti-
cally, there is still money left in that 
stimulus bill. Since the stimulus has 
been such a failure in creating jobs and 
since the money is available to pay for 
those unemployment benefits, that 
seems like a reasonable suggestion. I 
get calls in the office all day long that, 
yes, that is a reasonable suggestion. 
Why don’t we proceed with that? In-
stead, we continue to pass bills where 
this money is just simply going to be 
added to the deficit. 

If the money weren’t just sitting 
there, languishing in the stimulus bill, 
then maybe you could see their point; 
but realistically, the money is there. It 
should be used to offset the extension 
of unemployment benefits because one 
thing that we do know is that there is 
a consequence for borrowing these vast 
sums of money. We know that expand-
ing the deficit to the $1.4 trillion or $1.6 
trillion that we are going to see this 
year is ultimately money which is 
going to have to be borrowed; and be-
cause that money will ultimately have 
to be borrowed, it could raise the inter-
est rate and could, subsequently, have 
an effect on inflation. 

So why not do the sensible thing and 
spend the money that you have already 
allocated in the stimulus bill, which 
isn’t doing anyone any good anyway? If 
you need to extend unemployment in-
surance, that would be the correct 
place to do it. 

I have some other points that I’d like 
to share, but I’ll yield back to the gen-
tleman and hear his thoughts on that. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Well, I’d like to 
follow up on your point about unem-
ployment benefits. 

The Republicans support helping peo-
ple when they’re down on their luck. 
There is no question about it. There 
has been extension after extension. Our 
point and our principle on this whole 
issue has been don’t make matters 
worse for people by adding to the debt, 
by adding to the uncertainty about the 
economy, by frightening more con-
sumers into saving more of their 
money. You pay for this bill. 

Our point was, White House, congres-
sional Democrats, you haven’t even 
spent one half of that stimulus money 
yet. You know, some of it has been al-
located, but you still have nearly half 
of it left. 

Rather than waste it on what you’ve 
wasted it on, I want to talk for a sec-
ond about our just creating govern-
ment jobs. Why don’t we pay for the 
unemployment benefits with that 

money? Let’s start just stimulating 
private sector jobs. Again, we’ve lost 
more than 3 million since the stimulus 
took effect. 

Dr. BURGESS, you know, people back 
home look at some of the wildly exag-
gerated claims from the stimulus. Do 
you remember all of the phantom con-
gressional districts? This White House 
actually made up districts that don’t 
exist today and credited them with cer-
tain job creations. Some of the exam-
ples of job creation were just wild—$1 
million for each pair of boots. That it 
created jobs is crazy. We can look at 
some of them, you know, from the 
stimulus money: 

$71,000 to the University of Wake 
Forest, of taxpayer funds, to study the 
effects of cocaine addiction on mon-
keys. The University of New York at 
Buffalo received $390,000 in stimulus 
funds to conduct a study on the rela-
tionship between drinking malt liquor 
beer and using marijuana. One hundred 
people were paid $45 a day or will be 
paid $45 a day for 3 weeks by taxpayers 
to drink malt liquor to compare it with 
marijuana. Arizona State University 
received $500,000 to study the genetic 
difference between queen and worker 
ants. There was $3 million awarded for 
a turtle-crossing in Florida. There was 
$50,000 granted for a hand puppet. 

In the Midwest, Bloomington, Indi-
ana, received $40,000 for 10 solar-pow-
ered trash compactors, which reminds 
me that New York City received stim-
ulus funds for a homeless program, and 
they said, Well, we didn’t ask for this 
money. We don’t have a homeless prob-
lem. The response from Washington 
was, Well, get creative. 

I don’t know, does that mean get cre-
ative in creating homeless people? 

With the stimulus dollars, Florida, 
for example, used $8 million of their 
funds to pay off a backlog of people 
who had already completed work for 
the State. So they used it to pay their 
bills, creating zero net jobs. The Na-
tional Science Foundation gave fund-
ing to North Carolina University for a 
dance draw, which involved students’ 
attaching wireless mice to their chests 
and wrists and dancing to form ab-
stract geometric shapes on a computer. 

So, when the President stands at the 
White House and says that we need 
help for the unemployed, Republicans 
agree. We want to stop wasting stim-
ulus money. 

Help people who actually need help. 
Stop playing politics with them. Is 
money for mice, studying malt liquor 
beer and the hand puppets more impor-
tant than helping people down on their 
luck? We don’t think so. 
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We also don’t think adding to this 
terrible deficit and making it tougher 
for consumers to have confidence in 
their country again helps either. I just 
wanted to expand on that point be-

cause I think it’s a critical one for peo-
ple watching tonight who really are 
wondering if Congress is functioning at 
all or listening at all. I honestly don’t 
think this Congress is. 

I yield back to you, Dr. BURGESS. 
Mr. BURGESS. I was just going to 

make the point—The Wall Street Jour-
nal editorial today talks about the five 
applicants for every job that is avail-
able. And you know, we had in our 
committee today in Energy and Com-
merce, we had yet another hearing on 
the oil spill down in the Gulf of Mexico. 
And once again, it came up about the 
issue of the Secretary of Interior pro-
posing a moratorium on drilling in the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

Well, here we kind of reverse the sit-
uation. Here we can kill five jobs for 
the price of one. For every job that we 
destroy on the drilling rigs in the Gulf 
of Mexico, five jobs that are also di-
rectly related to that activity in the 
gulf, five jobs are lost. So the morato-
rium in the Gulf of Mexico in a very 
real way is going to affect families all 
up and down the gulf, families that 
have already been hurt by this spill, al-
ready been hurt by the fact that the 
Federal Government did not exercise 
its due diligence and oversight in leas-
ing that well to BP in the first place. 

BP, a foreign oil company that has 
one of the worst records as far as safe-
ty to be able to drill a well like this, 
with all kinds of passes and waivers on 
all of the NEPA regulations, wasn’t re-
quired to put out a spill plan before 
they did this drilling. 

Well, now the poor people in the gulf, 
they’ve lost their shrimping, they’ve 
lost their fishing, they’ve lost their 
tourism, and now they’re going to lose 
what’s left of their economy because of 
the imposition of this moratorium. At 
a time when we should be tasked with 
creating jobs, a time when we should 
be getting out of the way of the private 
sector and let the productive sector of 
the American society do what it does 
best, and that’s grow and prosper and 
create jobs. Instead, we’re putting ad-
ditional impediments up there that are 
going to make it even more difficult 
for an area of the United States that’s 
been hard hit by hurricanes, and now 
hard hit by this gulf oil spill. 

And we are all grateful that the spill 
appears to be contained at the present 
time, but we all know this is not over. 
The cleanup is not over. The well is not 
yet shut in. They’re facing some tough 
problems down there. And then we add 
to the problem by a moratorium that’s 
ill-advised. The President’s own panel 
said there is no reason to do this. And 
yet the Secretary of the Interior just 
pushes ahead, and would not even pro-
vide us today with any of the data that 
was used, any of the risk data that was 
used to say that there must be a mora-
torium, or any of the economic data 
that was available to him, and presum-
ably to the President, about what the 
effects of this moratorium would be. 
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So here we are in the face of the 

worst recession, we got an area of the 
country that’s really hurting, and let’s 
see if we can’t hurt ’em a little worse. 
It just makes no sense. I yield back to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. You raise great 
points. I would like to follow it up. I 
don’t think this White House or Wash-
ington has a clue as to how damaging 
this drilling moratorium has been just 
on average American workers who are 
tied not just to the gulf, but energy 
production offshore that spreads out. I 
saw a study the other day, nearly all 50 
States, nearly every congressional dis-
trict risks job losses as a result of this 
drilling moratorium. 

We’re already seeing companies who 
are redeploying their rigs to Egypt, 
moving their investments out of the 
United States, to Brazil, West Africa, 
the Middle East. And those rigs won’t 
be coming back any time soon. Typical 
rig in the gulf in deep water has 1,500 
workers tied to it, a thousand or more 
vendors. When they leave the gulf they 
don’t come back for years. 

So we already have businesses laying 
off workers, moving equipment, infra-
structure outside the United States, al-
ready cutting their capital budget for 
future investment in the United 
States. And it doesn’t take long before 
you have our energy infrastructure and 
headquarters leaving the United States 
as well. There are literally tens of 
thousands of workers tied directly to 
the gulf, more than 170,000 at imme-
diate risk of this. 

And yet two thoughts: One, Monday 
the President was in front of the White 
House talking about playing politics 
with people’s jobs. Playing politics 
with people’s jobs. That’s exactly what 
his drilling moratorium is doing along 
the Gulf of Mexico. 

And I find it frustrating, today I 
picked up—or actually went online and 
read The Houston Chronicle. And there 
it said the President is coming down to 
Texas, to Houston August 9 to raise 
money for his party. And I read that, 
realizing that we have had a standing 
invitation by letter to the President 
asking him to come down to Houston 
to meet face-to-face with these energy 
workers, the ones whose jobs he is kill-
ing right now, and explain to them his 
reasoning. 

Listen to these American workers, 
Democrat, Republican, independent, it 
doesn’t matter, they are all ages, all 
ethnic categories, all income cat-
egories. They just want to work. And 
his moratorium is destroying their 
livelihood. We are still waiting for an 
answer for that invitation. But appar-
ently he doesn’t have time to talk to 
our workers or to sit down face-to-face 
with them because he’s got to raise 
campaign cash. 

So we said today, we said Mr. Presi-
dent, can you give us an hour to meet 
with these workers? Can you give us 15 

minutes? You know, do you have time 
at all for workers in Texas along the 
gulf who now they see their hopes of 
their small business, of putting their 
kids through college, of keeping their 
home dashed because of a poorly 
thought out drilling moratorium that 
is taking an environmental disaster in 
the gulf and creating an economic dis-
aster for a lot of innocent families who 
had nothing to do with that spill. 

I know you sense that in Dallas-Fort 
Worth, as one business from Dallas told 
me. He said, what small business can 
survive without 6 months of revenue? 
That’s a great question, because the 
answer is not many. Not many at all. 
Maybe the big guys can. But they’re 
going to be laying people off, they’re 
not going to be buying from vendors. 
The damage is going to be wholesale. 

With that, I know you feel that pain 
in Dallas-Fort Worth, and I guess we 
are just frustrated that—I am at 
least—that the President won’t at least 
listen to reason, come down and face 
our energy workers. Just have the 
courage to sit down with them. Give us 
an hour out of your busy campaign 
fundraising and tell them your reason. 

I yield to you, Dr. BURGESS. 
Mr. BURGESS. Well, and it does get 

to your point of playing politics with 
people’s jobs. I just want to say a cou-
ple of other things about the predomi-
nant Democratic agenda items that 
have been pushed through this House of 
Representatives largely on—well, in 
fact almost entirely on—party line 
votes. In fact, the only thing that has 
been bipartisan about these bills has 
been the opposition. The health care 
bill, financial regulatory bill, cap-and- 
trade, probably more Democratic votes 
against, and made it a truly bipartisan 
opposition, and very few Republican 
votes in favor. 

But Vice President BIDEN over the 
weekend, in talking on an interview on 
one of the Sunday shows, said, ‘‘Look, 
these are gigantic packages to deal 
with the problem we inherited. The 
vast majority of the American people 
and a lot of people really involved 
don’t even know what’s inside the 
packages.’’ I assume he’s talking about 
people involved in, like, conference 
committees and people involved in con-
gressional committees who actually 
wrote this legislation. Going back to 
quote then, ‘‘People don’t know a lot of 
what’s going on in the Recovery Act. 
Understandably, because this has been 
so much stuff that’s been flowing our 
way.’’ 

Well, Mr. Vice President, with all due 
respect, this is the problem. Because 
people don’t know what’s in this stuff, 
because no one bothered to take the 
time to bring along even public opinion 
while this stuff was done, as a con-
sequence you’ve got people who are 
fearful of what is contained within this 
health care bill. We are now 3 months 
into it. The rules and regulations are 

being written in secret by the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services. 

And this new CMS, Centers for Medi-
care and Medicaid Services, director 
that nobody knows, the most impor-
tant man in the country that no one 
ever heard of, Donald Berwick, it’s no 
wonder that people are of necessity 
concerned. They’re concerned for their 
own survival because they don’t know 
what the implications are for these big 
things that we’ve already passed. And 
yes, Mr. Vice President, people are con-
fused by the stimulus bill because, as 
Mr. BRADY pointed out, there’s so much 
stuff in there that was absolutely un-
necessary, had nothing to do with 
stimulating the economy. 

I remember one morning in our Joint 
Economic Committee where it was re-
vealed that there were so many jobs 
created in Arizona’s Ninth Congres-
sional District. Well, that was news to 
everyone because Arizona’s Ninth Con-
gressional District hasn’t even been 
created yet. It may in the reapportion-
ment after the census, but right now it 
doesn’t exist. They stop at number 
eight. So is it any wonder that people 
have lost faith with their government’s 
ability to do the things necessary to 
help this economy recover? 

b 2010 

It has certainly been educational to 
sit on that Joint Economic Committee 
to hear the testimony like we heard 
last week, all the happy talk coming 
from the administration that things 
are great, it’s the recovery summer. I 
don’t think so. Have you been out be-
yond the confines of Washington, DC to 
look at what’s happening to real people 
and real people’s lives? 

I know the gentleman has a number 
of facts and charts that he wants to 
share with us, so I will leave it to him 
at this point, but I did want to come 
and share with you some of the 
thoughts I had on this very important 
topic that I am so grateful that you 
brought up tonight. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. I thank you, 
Congressman BURGESS, for joining us 
tonight on trying to get the economy 
going, and you are so right. This recov-
ery is so subpar. Most Americans don’t 
realize. I talked earlier about—we are 
predisposed, excited about bouncing 
out of recessions as fast as we can, but 
not this time. 

We took a look at recessions the 
country has gone through since the 
Great Depression, and the one that’s 
closest to it, that had the most dam-
age, happened in the early 1980s. And if 
you compare how President Obama’s 
performance was—is today versus 
President Reagan’s in 1982, 1983, it’s 
pretty stunning. 

The Reagan recovery, which had a 
higher unemployment rate to begin 
with, and if you look at three key 
areas, in the first three quarters after 
the recession ended under President 
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Reagan, his economy grew twice as fast 
as the Obama recovery. If you look at 
the number of jobs created, it isn’t 
even close. The first year of the Reagan 
recovery, the United States added 3 
million jobs. We’ve actually lost them 
under President Obama. And look at 
this chart. You can see what the job 
numbers are. Reagan continues to in-
crease. Obama, even under the best sce-
nario right now, it is a very slow, sub-
par, very stagnant type of economic re-
covery. And similarly, the unemploy-
ment rate fell by more than 2 points 
under President Reagan, while it’s in-
creased under President Obama. 

You ask what is the difference, and 
it’s what Congressman BURGESS talked 
about, two things. President Obama’s 
decided Washington would create jobs. 
Washington knew best. They didn’t put 
an economic stimulus together; they 
put a political stimulus together. And 
what it’s produced is government jobs 
and no economic recovery. 

It’s also balanced with—offset higher 
tax increases, higher energy costs, the 
fear of new health care costs, new regu-
lations, taxes everywhere. So job cre-
ators aren’t adding jobs. 

The Reagan recovery is just the op-
posite. He created certainty for this 
country. They lowered taxes. They 
spurred investment. They told busi-
nesses, if you create jobs, you can keep 
them. You won’t be punished; you’ll be 
rewarded. And what did the private 
sector do? It created jobs. It created 
jobs in America. 

Now what we’re facing is a country 
at a time when we have 50 million 
workers, almost 50 million workers 
looking for jobs, many of them who, al-
most half, have been out of work for 
more than 6 months. That’s the longest 
since they started keeping numbers. 

Those with a high school education 
struggle with, gosh, it’s almost 16, 17 
percent unemployment. Certain ethnic 
categories have much, much higher un-
employment rates than others, and it’s 
because this President and this Con-
gress, when faced with the choice be-
tween lowering taxes and creating 
small business jobs or spending, raising 
taxes, and creating government jobs, 
they chose the latter. 

And so America’s recovery has 
stalled. It is subpar. It offers little 
hope to most people. It certainly 
hasn’t, as the President claimed, jump- 
started the economy or restored con-
sumer confidence. Just the opposite. 

We talk about taxes. We talked ear-
lier about families so worried about 
this debt that this country has gotten 
just a staggering amount of debt under 
President Obama. In fact, when Repub-
licans lost control of Congress, the an-
nual debt to that year was about $160 
million. Too high, in my view, and I 
think too high in most Americans’ 
views. Now, within 3 years, that debt is 
almost eight times, almost nine times 
higher at $1.4 trillion. The Republicans’ 

debts of a year are now the Democrats’ 
debts of a month. Each and every 
month we’re adding that equivalent, 
and that debt has exploded. 

And the cost, a great example. Right 
now, America’s debt is more than 60 
percent of the size of our economy. 
That’s in the yellow warning category. 
If we continue to move this direction, 
we will be at a hundred percent of the 
economy by the end of this decade. And 
it will skyrocket to an incredible, al-
most 10 times the size of our entire 
economy, everything we make and 
produce in America, by the year 2084 if 
we stay on this path. 

And that debt has real cost. It means 
we have a bigger government for fami-
lies and workers to drag around on 
their back. Younger people will pay 
more out of their paycheck to haul, 
drag this economy around. It creates 
an anchor on America’s prosperity. In 
fact, most economists tell us that when 
a country’s debt gets to about 90 per-
cent of the size of their economy of ev-
erything that they produce and create, 
when the debt gets to 90 percent, it 
drags down your economy substan-
tially by about 1 percentage point. 
That doesn’t sound like a lot, but what 
that means is, instead of America 
growing at 3 percent a year—good, 
steady, strong 3 percent a year—we 
grow at a more anemic 2 percent a 
year. So you really lose a third of your 
economic prosperity. It puts you in the 
category of Europe, which has had this 
Big Government mentality. They’ve 
had this anchor around their economy, 
and it’s cost them. 

I took a look at the five most trou-
bled countries in Europe. We’ve all 
been following Greece’s problem with 
their debt, but also what they call the 
PIIGS, and it stands really for Por-
tugal, Italy, Ireland, Greece, and 
Spain—the five most troubled Euro-
pean countries. If you look at their 
gross debt, the United States is right 
in the middle of them, of the five most 
troubled countries in Europe. If you 
look at the budget deficit as a percent 
of our economy, the United States 
ranks third worst as well. Third worst 
in gross debt, third worst in budget def-
icit, and we are on a bullet headed 
their direction. 

We’re not necessarily in the same 
shape as Greece today, but we’re on the 
trajectory, we’re on the path. That’s 
why we need to focus on education, 
America. Make sure people can say 
these things. We’re on the path to ca-
lamity, financially, unless we change 
our ways. 

One thing I want to point to that 
Congressman BURGESS talked about, 
people know taxes are coming. What’s 
frightened a lot of job creators and I 
think a lot of just average families— 
certainly in Texas, in southeast Texas 
and east Texas that I represent—fami-
lies tell me spending is out of control 
and it scares them. Small businesses, 

they look at all of these programs that 
House Democrats try to pass each 
week. They say that won’t create jobs 
or customers. That just frightens peo-
ple more. They know they’re going to 
end up being taxed for it. 

And you look at there’s taxes, pro-
posed increased taxes on health care, 
Cadillac health care plans, on income 
for Americans, on capital gains, on 
dividends, on death taxes. There’s all 
the private health insurance plans, 
pharmaceutical, medical device taxes, 
the cap-and-trade legislation, which is 
just a tax on all of the energy you use 
in your home and in your vehicle. 
They’re talking about now a VAT tax, 
a value-added tax, which would come 
on top of what we have today. The 
value-added tax, which has worked in 
European countries, added on top of ev-
erything we have, it’s the politician’s 
perfect tax. It’s an ideal tax. It’s hid-
den from the public. It sounds small, 
and people pay for it in everything 
they buy. It’s hidden. It’s a hidden tax. 
Politicians can play with it any way 
they choose, and the public rarely 
knows. 

And people look at that and they 
think the Bush tax cuts, which was so 
helpful for our economy and our middle 
class, the average Texas family would 
have to pay $3,000 more a year if those 
tax cuts go away, $3,000 more every 
year. I know in Washington that 
doesn’t sound like a big deal, but for 
most families across America, that’s a 
lot of money, especially right now. 
That’s all their utility bills for the 
year, probably throw in this cable bill 
as well. 

I took a look at a study I saw the 
other day about how out-of-control 
spending burdens our youth. We all 
know how much our debt has increased 
over the last 3 years since Democrats 
took control of Congress, but just look 
at two things. 

b 2020 

Just look at the impact of the 2008 
and 2009 bailouts and stimulus. Accord-
ing to economist Dr. Edward 
Stringham of Trinity College, just the 
costs from those two events will cost 
the average 22-year-old coming out of 
college this year $145,000 over their 
working life. That’s $280 a month, 
equivalent of a second car payment. 
That’s the impact spending has on peo-
ple, and that’s just two spending bills. 
That’s not the trillion and a half dol-
lars of debt from last year and the year 
before that continue to pile up; and, 
again, we’re $13 trillion of spending and 
getting higher. 

I know the excuse in Washington is 
that it’s Bush’s fault. Everything is 
Bush’s fault. America’s not going all 
the way in the World Cup was Bush’s 
fault, I think some people believe in 
Washington. But if you look at where 
the jobs have traded in America, you 
can see here is when Republicans fully 
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controlled Congress and added in their 
tenure 6.6 million jobs. Since Speaker 
PELOSI took the gavel, what we’ve seen 
is a loss of over 6 million jobs. So al-
most every job Republicans created, 
Democrats have destroyed, and the rea-
son this is going to get even worse is 
because this White House and this Con-
gress is the most job-killing, anti-busi-
ness, anti-growth Congress perhaps in 
the history of the United States. 

We see this not just in tax increases 
and cap-and-trade and health care 
costs but wild provisions coming out of 
the House and, of course, now the drill-
ing moratorium that is beginning to 
destroy jobs and lives and small busi-
nesses in the Gulf of Mexico. What’s, I 
guess, perhaps most saddening is that 
along the gulf coast, many families in 
Louisiana and Alabama and Mississippi 
who are bearing the brunt of BP’s oil 
spill and bearing the brunt of this ad-
ministration’s failure to contain the 
spill, they’re the ones who are begging 
this President not to continue this 
drilling moratorium, allow our workers 
to go back to work because they know, 
as bad as the environmental damage 
has been, the drilling moratorium dam-
age on their jobs and livelihood will 
add even more misery to their lives. We 
can’t allow that to happen. 

Mr. President, I would ask you again, 
come down to Houston, meet with our 
energy workers, see whose lives and 
jobs you’re destroying. Meet with our 
independent businesses. Meet with our 
mid-sized businesses. Meet with the 
companies that are out there in the 
gulf today wanting to go back to work, 
who don’t want their rigs to go to 
other countries, who don’t want the 
jobs to go to other countries, the 
equipment to go to other countries, our 
capital to go to other countries, and 
eventually our energy infrastructure to 
go around the rest of the world to the 
detriment of U.S. energy workers in 
America. 

Mr. President, while you’re fund-rais-
ing in Houston, give us an hour to meet 
with our workers. Give us 15 minutes if 
you’re so busy fund-raising you can’t 
spare the time for our workers, to sit 
down with them. We won’t have press 
there. You pick the workers if you 
choose. Although, if I were you, I 
would ask the average Americans who 
are facing a job loss, so you can listen 
outside the Beltway, no Tele-
Prompters, no big speeches, just listen 
to our energy workers and perhaps you 
will see just how damaging this drilling 
moratorium is and will be for America. 

What you will hear is that they are 
already suffering and people are being 
laid off. Businesses are contemplating 
not being able to survive and filing 
bankruptcy. 

What you will see is that energy 
prices will go up as a result of your 
moratorium because the Gulf of Mexico 
produces so much of the energy we use 
in America. 

What you will hear is that we are 
giving more power and more energy 
strength to countries outside the 
United States, some of whom can’t 
stand anything that America stands 
for, and that we’ll face an energy 
shortage in 2011, 2012 if this drilling 
moratorium continues. 

You will hear from shallow well oper-
ators who have drilled down in the Gulf 
of Mexico without an incident, but now 
what they find is they can’t get a per-
mit to continue working so they’re fac-
ing layoffs of their workers and their 
financial struggles. 

In the deep water, which has drilled 
14,000 wells around the world safely, 
but for the BP incident, you will see 
that one rig is already leaving for 
Egypt, others are planning to leave and 
won’t be back anytime soon, years per-
haps, 1 year, 2 years, 3 years. In the 
meantime what do our workers do? 
What do those small businesses do? 
What do the people who do manufac-
turing, who do oil field services and 
supplies throughout the country, who 
reach literally into every State and al-
most every congressional district in 
America, what do those businesses do? 

Mr. President, we’re not asking 
much. We’re asking you to help get 
this economy back on track. Take off 
the table the drilling moratorium, end 
it today. Take off the table cap-and- 
trade and the high energy prices that it 
will create. Take off the table the new 
regulations, the new taxes. Agree to 
extend the Bush tax cuts. Don’t raise 
taxes on capital and dividend invest-
ment. Lower them to get this economy 
going. Reassure consumers that we 
have a path to balance the budget. Re-
assure businesses they won’t be pun-
ished for hiring that new worker, 
bringing back that old worker or hiring 
that new one, buying that new piece of 
equipment. Listen to the businesses 
around you who are telling you that 
you are the problem, this Washington 
Congress is the problem, because of the 
uncertainty, because of the taxes, be-
cause of, again, the extreme ideological 
agenda that is holding our economy 
back. 

Mr. President, if you want to turn 
this chart around, if you want to—and 
we’ll help Democrats in Congress. We’ll 
help you lower taxes. We’ll help you 
take these items off the table, if you 
will listen to our small businesses, lis-
ten to our energy workers, listen to our 
families, because right now most peo-
ple in America believe this Washington 
is so arrogant, this Congress isn’t lis-
tening, that they seem to know what’s 
best for them, that they go any route, 
don’t read any bill, rush massive meas-
ures through without any knowledge of 
what their impact is, and we learn 
months later that they’re nothing like 
they were promised. 

So average families are listening to-
night. Workers are desperate for jobs. 
Yet they see a Congress off on cap-and- 

trade and all sorts of schemes instead 
of encouraging the job creators to cre-
ate more jobs. 

America cannot survive this job-kill-
ing agenda much longer. As strong as 
we are, as resilient as we are, as quick 
as we are to bounce back from reces-
sions, it’s not happening this time, and 
Washington is the obstacle. 

Look in the mirror, congressional 
Democrats. President Obama, respect-
fully, look in the mirror; and if you’re 
serious about changing this economy, 
if you really want to answer where are 
the jobs, we’ll help you create those 
jobs where they belong, not in the gov-
ernment but along Main Street in 
every State and every community in 
America. 

By the way, it isn’t enough any-
more—the world has changed—it’s not 
enough to just buy American. We have 
to sell American. We have to sell our 
products and services all throughout 
the world. But when we try to do that, 
what we find is a lot of countries have 
an ‘‘America need not apply’’ sign. Mr. 
President, you’re not doing enough to 
tear down those signs. Give us a chance 
to sell American goods and services. 
When we get a chance to compete, we 
win; we create jobs; we sell America 
successfully. 

But, unfortunately, this Congress for 
3 years has taken off the table any op-
portunity to go out and compete; and 
while we’ve voluntarily benched our-
selves, the Democrats in Congress have 
stopped trade, while the President took 
a time-out, now starting to step back I 
think a little more so, but while we 
voluntarily benched ourselves, other 
countries—China, Europe, Canada and 
others—are stepping right around us, 
cutting agreements that create jobs 
and sell their products. So U.S. farm-
ers, U.S. businesses, U.S. manufactur-
ers, U.S. service companies, U.S. work-
ers find themselves at a disadvantage 
because this White House, this Con-
gress are more interested in special in-
terests than in the interests of our 
workers, of our economy, of our jobs. 

So, tonight, I would say respectfully 
to our Speaker of the House, the ma-
jority leader of the Senate, to Presi-
dent Obama: if you want an answer and 
a partner in creating jobs, Republicans 
are here. We have solutions and we’re 
ready to fight for jobs, but we’ve got to 
tackle the debt. We’ve got to create in-
centives to create jobs. 

b 2030 

We have got to stop frightening con-
sumers, frightening workers. If we do 
that, America is capable of bouncing 
back and getting this economy on the 
right path again. 

Mr. President, work with us. Get 
America strong again. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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FAILED POLICIES OF PREVIOUS 

ADMINISTRATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SCHAUER) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. SCHAUER. Mr. Speaker, it’s an 
honor to be here to address the House 
of Representatives, to address the peo-
ple of America, especially to address 
the people of Michigan. No State has 
suffered more under the failed policies 
of the previous administration than 
the people of Michigan. 

We are very resilient people, and I 
will say, for my colleagues to under-
stand, and for everyone watching, the 
people of Michigan and Michigan’s 
economy, never came out of the last 
economic recession. 

This, and as a first-term Member of 
Congress, I remember being sworn in 
just about a year and a half ago, and it 
was that time, this was January of 
2009, that we learned that our economy 
had been in recession for a full year, 
for a full year. 

So my freshman colleagues and I, re-
gardless of what side of the aisle they 
come from, all walked in to a year into 
the deepest economic recession since 
the Great Depression. The closest thing 
I can remember was when I was in col-
lege in the early 1980s, not being able 
to find a job, and it was very, very dif-
ficult at that time. But that’s the story 
of many in Michigan. It has hit my 
family just like practically every fam-
ily in America. 

So what I am here to talk about this 
evening, and I will be joined by some of 
my Democratic colleagues, is really 
where are we in America with our 
economy? What is the policy direction 
that we should be going in? What is the 
choice for America? 

This is the body, this is the people’s 
House, where we discuss and debate 
these choices, and the American people 
hear what my Republican colleagues 
say and there isn’t necessarily a com-
plete partisan difference, I don’t want 
my constituents to feel that, because I 
always look for that common ground. 

But I think the choice is very clear: 
Does America and our economy, our 
fragile economy, that is recovering, 
continue to move forward and dig out 
of this economic hole, this economic 
mess that we are in, or do we go back-
wards? 

I would like to share a quote, and I 
am hoping that people can see it, and 
this is a statement that one of my Re-
publican colleagues made, one of the 
Republican leaders. He was on one of 
the Sunday morning talk shows. I 
don’t get to watch these very often. I 
guess some of my constituents and the 
American people do, but this is one of 
the national shows, ‘‘Meet the Press,’’ 
this Sunday, July 18. 

The host of the show said ‘‘I think 
what a lot of people want to know is if 

Republicans do get back into power, 
what are they going to do?’’ And I 
think the American people deserve to 
know that, because we have a new 
President that has helped us move in a 
new direction, we have a Congress that 
I am a part of, that the Democrats con-
trol, that is working to move us in a 
new direction. 

But Congressman PETE SESSIONS of 
Texas said, here is his quote, ‘‘We need 
to go back to the exact same agenda.’’ 

Well, that is the choice. Do we, as the 
House of Representatives, as a Con-
gress, go back to those exact same poli-
cies that created this economic catas-
trophe, or do we move in a new direc-
tion, do we continue in the direction 
that we are going in? 

Now, I want to be clear that as a 
Member from Michigan, where our un-
employment rate is still slightly over 
13 percent, in my district in south cen-
tral Michigan it’s slightly under the 
State average, but we are gradually 
digging out of this hole. Or do we want 
to go back to the policies that created 
this economic catastrophe? These are 
very, very important questions, and 
what I have been working on, my 
Democratic colleagues and I have been 
working on, is addressing the problems 
that created this economic catas-
trophe, and it is a catastrophe. 

I will tell you a personal story. My 
son-in-law, a journeyman electrician, a 
trade that, you know, should guarantee 
you employability for sure for life, 
with intermittent unemployment, I un-
derstand, that’s the nature of that 
business, he was unemployed for the 
better part of a year. He is married to 
our oldest daughter, who is a nurse. 
They had a baby. She was on maternity 
leave, and our son-in-law, Paul, living 
in Ypsilanti, just outside of Ann Arbor 
just east of my district, was laid off 
from the steel mill where he had been 
employed for some time, for the better 
part of a year. Unfortunately, that’s 
the story that’s the result of economic 
policies that this Congress inherited. 

But why did this happen? Unfortu-
nately, there was an ideology under the 
former administration that said, you 
know, we need to let the marketplace 
regulate itself. 

Well, I remember about a month or 
so before the last election, even Alan 
Greenspan, the former Federal Reserve 
Chairman, said, I was wrong. I thought 
Wall Street, I thought the markets 
could regulate themselves. We saw the 
meltdown that resulted from that, a 
gambling mentality on Wall Street 
that played a cruel game that affected 
millions of families, and it was a game 
of heads I win, tails you lose, gambling 
irresponsibly with the retirement sav-
ings of the American people. 

So this week, this week, the Presi-
dent will sign a landmark Wall Street 
reform bill that will crack down on the 
big banks, that will protect consumers, 
and this is perhaps the biggest con-

sumer protection legislation in dec-
ades, and it will bring greater eco-
nomic security to families and small 
businesses across our country. 

And my wife and I own a small busi-
ness. She runs a business, it’s her busi-
ness, she employs three people. She is 
thinking about employing another per-
son, probably part-time. That’s the 
story of America, and it’s businesses 
that went bankrupt during this Wall 
Street meltdown and families that lost 
their homes, but this Wall Street re-
form bill puts in place the strongest 
consumer protections in history, with 
an independent watchdog whose sole 
purpose is to enforce those protections 
and look out for the American con-
sumer. 

So, let’s go back to what Alan Green-
span said. He said that I thought the 
markets, I thought Wall Street could 
regulate itself. I was wrong. 

b 2040 

Now, my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle somehow are trying to con-
vince the American people that this 
legislation is somehow, to use their 
words, another ‘‘bailout.’’ Well, we saw 
the bailout that resulted from the Re-
publican philosophy of deregulation. 
We saw the almost complete meltdown 
of our economy, and we saw the results 
of that and this mentality. And it’s a 
similar approach to protecting the en-
vironment that has resulted in this 
catastrophic oil spill, the BP oil spill 
in the Gulf of Mexico. But the reforms 
in this Wall Street reform bill will pro-
tect consumers when they take out a 
mortgage or sign up for a credit card. 
It will prevent the kind of shadowy 
deals that led to this crisis and will 
never again put taxpayers on the hook 
for Wall Street’s mistakes. 

Now, let’s talk about this bailout. 
And I want to be clear to my constitu-
ents at home, I said when I was run-
ning for office I never would have sup-
ported that bailout. And when I had to 
vote, and a number of us took this po-
sition, voted against the second part of 
this bailout, but the problem with the 
bailout was that it put more money in 
the hands of the big banks that actu-
ally caused the economic collapse in 
the first place. Those big Wall Street 
banks refused to lend to small manu-
facturers, tool and dye shops, machine 
shops, auto suppliers, those businesses 
that I work with every day in my dis-
trict that are diversifying into renew-
able energy technology, life sciences 
technology, defense technology, and so 
many ways to create jobs. But these 
big banks even that were bailed out 
wouldn’t lend to them. 

So under this Wall Street reform leg-
islation, the American people, the tax-
payer will never be stuck with a tab 
again, never under any Democratic leg-
islation that finally passed the Senate, 
and I will commend some of my Repub-
lican colleagues in the Senate that saw 
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