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And if we are going to kill our intel-
ligence and not look at things because 
we are afraid we are going to hurt 
somebody’s feelings, then we are going 
to get hit again. And if we get hit 
again, we are going to be standing 
around still asking the same questions 
we are asking here tonight: Why? What 
happened? Why did this happen? Why 
didn’t we know? As my friend Mr. 
MCCAUL had been saying, we had the 
information to ask the question. Some-
body should have asked it. That is the 
key. 

Mr. MCCAUL. If the gentleman would 
yield. We had the information in both 
the Hasan case and the Christmas 
bomber. I made all the points about the 
Hasan case, all the flags that popped 
up, a failure to act upon those red 
flags. 

Indeed, in the Christmas bomber case 
you had a State Department cable 
coming out that warned the father had 
come in warning that his son was in 
touch with Islamic extremists in 
Yemen. Yet, when I asked the Under 
Secretary of the State Department, 
Mr. Kennedy, in God’s name when he 
found that out, why didn’t he revoke 
his visa, his response was, You know, a 
lot of people come into embassies and a 
lot of people give us tips, and they are 
not all credible. And I said, Well, this 
was not some anonymous source com-
ing in, it was his father. 

Meanwhile, in the intelligence com-
munity there is specific threat infor-
mation coming in about this indi-
vidual. The State Department has got 
the cable, the intelligence community 
has got the threat information. It is 
not put together. Both sides could have 
acted on it. The intelligence commu-
nity could have asked the State De-
partment, Does this guy have a pass-
port? Does he have a visa? Can we re-
voke that? And the same with the 
State Department. Yet, that doesn’t 
happen. 

We need to move forward to make 
sure the Christmas bomber never hap-
pens again, and to make sure, with all 
the evidence coming in with Mr. Hasan, 
to make sure that with individuals like 
this the evidence isn’t swept under the 
rug out of political correctness. 

Mr. CARTER. Reclaiming my time. 
Mr. KING made the comment about 
crazy conservatives, so let’s look at 
some crazy conservatives that made 
the same statements we are asking. 

I wouldn’t classify Time magazine as 
one of the great conservative maga-
zines of the 21st century, but here is an 
article from Time magazine asking the 
same question: ‘‘The Fort Hood Report: 
Why No Mention of Islam?’’ 

Here is another, I would say, not very 
conservative organization, The San 
Francisco Chronicle, asking the same 
question: ‘‘Political Correctness on 
Fort Hood at Pentagon’’ 

I think that you cross all boundaries 
here when you start getting down to 

the logical things we ought to be doing 
to fight people trying to kill us. I 
mean, it doesn’t take a genius to say, 
Daddy says he is crazy, and he may do 
something crazy. And when you get re-
ports that this guy is out there talking 
to this guy over in Yemen, these things 
start to fit together. Maybe you ought 
to check him when he hits the airport 
or before he takes off from either Brus-
sels or Amsterdam. Fortunately, he 
had a misfire and it didn’t work. But 
he could have killed all the people on 
the airplane, hurt a whole lot of people 
on the ground in Detroit. Detroit has 
enough problems right now without 
having somebody blowing up an air-
plane over their city, and God bless 
them. 

Mr. MCCAUL. If the gentleman will 
yield. It was preventable. There is a lot 
of information coming in, and we have 
a lot of good men and women working 
counterterrorism. They have got a 
tough job. There is a lot of information 
coming in. But we had these two major 
focal points that just were never acted 
upon and never put together in the 
Christmas bomber case. And Mr. 
Hasan, my God, how many points of 
error popping up on him? How many 
red flags are popping up? 

And why weren’t they acted upon? I 
think it goes back to your original 
point: We didn’t want to hurt some-
one’s feelings. 

And do you know what? We see this 
in the Federal Government. They 
would rather just kind of promote and 
move on somebody rather than have to 
deal with the problem. Gee, we have 
someone who is making these radical 
statements, but I would rather not deal 
with the problem. Let’s just push them 
along in the system. Let’s transfer him 
from Walter Reed, where he was a 
major problem—we know that, poor 
performance evaluations—to one of the 
largest military installations in the 
country, and let’s promote him to 
major in spite of the fact all these 
points of evidence were out on him. I 
think that is the real tragedy. 

I know my good friend from Texas 
has probably one of the most difficult 
jobs out of any Member in this body, 
and that is because you have more sol-
diers in your district than any other, 
and you are the one who has to comfort 
them, as we all do, but you, many more 
times than any other Member, have to 
comfort the loved ones whose son or 
daughter has been killed in a time of 
war. I know you personally have com-
forted the families of the victims here 
and Fort Hood, and the biggest tragedy 
is that it could have been prevented. 

With that, I yield back. 
Mr. CARTER. We are about to run 

out of time for this evening. Once 
again, we are talking about the rules 
we make for ourselves and how we 
should apply them. I think it is hon-
estly said here that let’s don’t be so po-
litically correct that we oversee ills 

that may fall upon our society. That is 
why we make rules. That is why we 
have laws and order in our society, so 
we can protect our citizens, whether 
they be civilian or in the military. 

It has been a great evening, and I 
thank my friends Mr. MCCAUL and Mr. 
KING for being here to join me in this 
conversation. I am going to thank the 
House for allowing me to continue to 
talk about issues that relate to rules or 
to the law. 

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

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate notifies the House that 
the Senate shall convene as a Court of 
Impeachment at 2:00 p.m., on Wednes-
day, March 17, 2010, for the purpose of 
receiving the Managers on the part of 
the House in the matter of the Im-
peachment proceedings against G. 
Thomas Porteous, Jr., Judge of the 
United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Louisiana. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Executive Order 12131, as 
amended and extended, the Chair re-
appoints and appoints the following 
Members to the President’s Export 
Council: 

Reappointment: 
The Senator from Michigan (Ms. STA-

BENOW). 
The Senator from Ohio (Mr. BROWN). 
Appointment: 
The Senator from Oregon (Mr. 

WYDEN) vice the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. DORGAN). 

f 

MORE GOVERNMENT WON’T WORK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HIMES). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina (Ms. FOXX) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, today I had 
the great pleasure of holding a town 
hall meeting in one of the towns in the 
Fifth District in North Carolina, 
Statesville, North Carolina. 

I didn’t count the number of folks 
there, and I haven’t had a chance to 
ask my staff exactly how many were 
there, but I think probably about 175 
people were there. 

We let these folks put in questions or 
their names into a box, and we pull 
their names out randomly and let them 
speak about the health care bill. This 
was a health care town hall. And to a 
person who spoke, and there were prob-
ably about a dozen who had a chance to 
speak for about 2 minutes, and I an-
swered their questions, they all are 
very upset about what is going on here 
in Congress. They are upset about 
many, many things, but they are par-
ticularly upset about this government 
takeover of our health care system, 
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and they just don’t understand why the 
folks in the majority continue to push 
this issue knowing that the majority of 
the people in this country are very 
much opposed to it. 

They very much are concerned about 
what they have heard and read about 
the way this is going to be pushed 
through this week. They hate it when 
bills are put together that aren’t ger-
mane to each other or that aren’t re-
lated. They heard about the education 
bill being put on the health care bill, 
and they are very concerned about 
that. They just don’t like that. 

They said over and over again they 
know that the government does not do 
things more efficiently and effectively 
than the private sector. One business-
man talked about how he has been 
struggling for the last year. He has 
used up all his savings, all his equity in 
the last year to keep his business going 
because the economy is so bad, and he 
wants to know, where is that stimulus 
that he thought that we were getting? 

So it was a great town hall, because 
they talked about what was on their 
mind and got a chance to ask me ques-
tions. 

When I told them about the plan to 
do this reconciliation bill, where the 
folks on the majority side are going to 
go from passing bills without reading 
them to passing bills without voting 
for them, they understood what a 
threat that is to our entire way of life. 
They understand that that is a threat 
to the rule of law, and they are very 
much concerned about that. 

I told them of the President meeting 
with us at our retreat and saying, You 
know, I was wrong when I said over and 
over again that you can keep your 
health insurance if you like it. But, he 
said, I made a mistake by saying that, 
because some cats and dogs got into 
that Senate bill that we weren’t plan-
ning to get into that bill. But we are 
going to take care of that. 

But guess what. That is not going to 
get taken care of. And the President, I 
understand, made that comment again 
this week, saying out on the stump, If 
you like your plan you can keep it— 
when he told the Republicans at our re-
treat that is absolutely not true. 

We have a major problem, Mr. Speak-
er, in this country. We have people try-
ing to establish a takeover of our lives 
from birth to death. They want the 
government to run our lives and to 
make all of our decisions for us. 

I have an article, Mr. Speaker, from 
The Washington Times, Wednesday, 
January 20, 2010, that says ‘‘More Gov-
ernment Won’t Work.’’ 
[From the Washington Times, Jan. 20, 2010] 
EDITORIAL: MORE GOVERNMENT WON’T WORK 

Government is bigger than ever and con-
trols more aspects of American life than at 
any time in U.S. history. Last year, the fed-
eral government ate $3.52 trillion out of a 
$13.2 trillion economy. With the current tra-
jectory of big government under the Demo-

crats, the federal bureaucracy will devour as 
much as 50 percent of this nation’s economic 
activity by midcentury. To illustrate how 
wasteful that is, take a look at the empty 
space above this editorial. That’s what gov-
ernment creates—nothing. 

A basic problem with a future dominated 
by ever-expanding government is that bu-
reaucracies are hobbled by waste, fraud and 
abuse. Government simply does not work 
well. Freedom works, but the more govern-
ment that exists, the less freedom we have. 
Under President Obama and the Democratic 
Congress, the United States is heading in the 
wrong direction. The big spenders are on a 
joy ride, and we’re stuck in the back seat on 
the road to dramatically less freedom. 

The main battleground of the war between 
freedom and government is the marketplace. 
Markets work for a simple reason: They give 
people choice. Consumers know what they 
want, and businesses try to figure out how to 
produce and deliver the goods and services 
the best way, considering price, quality and 
service. Only the best firms survive. 

Today is the first anniversary of the start 
of Mr. Obama’s term in the Oval Office. For 
the past year, Americans have been told that 
government is smarter than private industry 
and that more government intervention is 
needed to fix problems in the market. Cen-
tral to this agenda is the canard that private 
for-profit companies have to charge higher 
prices than nonprofits to recoup enough to 
earn profits, thus making for-profit firms 
less competitive. This explanation is wrong-
headed because it ignores that profits give 
an incentive to lower costs and improve 
quality. The greater the incentive to reduce 
costs, the less waste there is. That is why, 
despite all the tax advantages given to non-
profits, the economy is dominated by for- 
profit firms. 

Politicians and bureaucrats in Washington 
don’t know what individual consumers want 
and certainly shouldn’t be the ones to decide 
what individuals need. If the government de-
cides everything, elections will determine 
what businesses can produce and what op-
tions consumers will have. In a healthy mar-
ket system, consumers wouldn’t have to per-
suade their neighbors to use the ballot box 
to determine what type of toys, computers, 
books, houses or cars they can buy. Those 
products will be produced as long as the 
value consumers get is greater than the 
costs of producing them. The government 
should stay out of the way of these inher-
ently private everyday decisions. 

A common justification for government 
intervention is based on the notion that indi-
viduals and firms don’t bear the full costs 
and benefits of their actions and that taxes 
and regulations are needed to correct the im-
balance. The debate over global warming is 
an example of this idea. Climate-change ac-
tivists argue that markets don’t take into 
account damage purportedly caused by car-
bon dioxide. Yet even if they were right that 
carbon emissions cause global warming 
(which is unlikely), there are many stum-
bling blocks that prevent effective govern-
ment intervention. First, there is the pure 
numbers-crunching aspect: Government 
must figure out how much to tax carbon 
emissions to alter behavior, which is a dif-
ficult and error-plagued challenge. Other 
than taking wealth out of private hands, all 
the negative impact of higher taxation is 
rarely clear, and it’s a fair question whether 
the outcome is likely to cause more damage 
than the original problem. 

Second, politics is a dirty business. Special 
interests twist programs into dole-outs for 

favored groups. Political machinations are 
behind every dollar of federal spending, and 
the interest of the taxpayer usually doesn’t 
have a seat at the table when the spoils are 
divvied up. Consider all the special favors to 
unions and particular constituencies in ev-
erything from last year’s $787 billion stim-
ulus package to the Democrats’ government 
health care bills. So much of federal spend-
ing amounts to nothing more than a big 
slush fund. 

Regulations are the second edge on the 
knife government uses to cut the heart out 
of private initiative. Bureaucratic red tape 
ties up markets with little consideration 
about its impact. Take the health care de-
bate. Amidst government’s attempt to take 
over health care, politicians are telling 
American families that the suits in Wash-
ington know how to run health care at a 
lower cost and with better quality than what 
is currently being produced. If that were 
true, government wouldn’t need to pass a 
regulation. If Democratic ideas had any 
merit, companies would pay Mr. Obama, 
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Senate Ma-
jority Leader Harry Reid for advice to help 
provide customers a better product at a 
lower price. Democrats wouldn’t have to 
scheme behind closed doors to figure out how 
to ram through legislation to force Ameri-
cans to accept a system they don’t want. 

This gets to the heart of the matter. Mar-
kets are fundamentally different from gov-
ernment programs in that market trans-
actions are voluntary. Government’s main 
tool is coercion. Consumers don’t buy a prod-
uct unless they think it makes them better 
off. Firms don’t sell a product unless they 
think they can make profits. Telling people 
what to do doesn’t make them want to do it 
or like doing it. There’s no question which 
way works best. Countries with the most 
market-based economies have enjoyed the 
largest growth in wealth. The innovations 
generated in these places benefit the entire 
world. Messing with the market-based model 
slows the pace of progress for our children 
and grandchildren. 

The massive ‘‘tea party’’ protests all 
across the land reveal how outraged Ameri-
cans are by the direction of government. 
President Obama and Democrats in Congress 
are making government bigger than ever be-
cause they think bureaucracies make smart-
er decisions than individuals and the govern-
ment is better than private business. But 
taxpayers aren’t hitting the streets for so- 
called smarter or better government—they 
want less government. A lot less. A new Con-
gress will be seated a year from now. Hope-
fully that will bring real change to the na-
tion’s capital. 

The Senate bill that the House is 
about to pass this week under a very, 
very, shaky rule is going to let people 
vote on the rule and then say the bill is 
passed. It has major problems with it. 
It is not addressing the cost of insur-
ance and health care. It has a tax on 
hiring low-income workers. It funds 
abortions. It has the Cornhusker kick-
back, the Louisiana purchase, the 
Gatorade. It has a new Federal man-
date to buy insurance. There is a pen-
alty enforced by the IRS that is going 
to require an additional 40,000 IRS 
agents if we don’t buy insurance. And 
there will be a job-killing 8 percent tax 
on employers who don’t offer govern-
ment-approved health insurance. This 
is wrong, Mr. Speaker. 
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The people in my district want jobs. 

They want to be able to work. And 
they want to see our country continue 
to operate the way it always has, under 
the rule of law, not with the majority 
abusing the rules. They want us to do 
the right kind of thing here. 

What do Republicans support? We 
want legislation that will reduce the 
cost of health care. We want to force 
insurance companies to compete with 
each other across State lines and let 
people buy insurance across State lines 
if they choose. We want to cover pre-
existing conditions. We want medical 
liability reform, which would save tens 
of billions of dollars each year. And we 
want to expand health savings ac-
counts, which put Americans in charge 
of their health care and their health 
dollars. We can do that, Mr. Speaker. 

We passed a bill the other day in a bi-
partisan fashion, a 11⁄2 page bill taking 
away the antitrust exemption for in-
surance companies. Folks on the other 
side said we couldn’t do it, but we can. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back. 
f 

b 2115 

JOB CREATION IN THE AFRICAN 
AMERICAN COMMUNITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. FUDGE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert materials related to the topic of 
this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. FUDGE. Thank you. The Con-

gressional Black Caucus is proud to an-
chor this hour on job creation in the 
African American community. Cur-
rently, the CBC is chaired by the Hon-
orable BARBARA LEE from the Ninth 
Congressional District of California. 
My name is Congresswoman MARCIA 
FUDGE, representing the 11th Congres-
sional District of Ohio, and I anchor 
this hour. 

Mr. Speaker, I would now like to 
yield to our chairwoman, the Honor-
able BARBARA LEE. 

Ms. LEE of California. First, let me 
take this moment to thank Congress-
woman FUDGE again for the Special 
Order tonight, for your leadership, and 
for bringing to the Congress, really, 
the understanding of what unemploy-
ment is, given the unemployment rates 
in your district, given what has taken 
place in Ohio in terms of the recession. 
Your leadership and your commitment 
to turn the economy around is remark-

able. We can learn a lot by what you 
have done in Ohio. So thank you again. 

As Chair of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, I rise this evening to con-
tinuing to sound the alarm about the 
need to create jobs in America, par-
ticularly for the chronically unem-
ployed who are disproportionately suf-
fering the brunt of this economic crisis 
and, who, as a result, are in desperate 
need of targeted, concrete, and mean-
ingful relief. 

Last week, members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus met with Presi-
dent Obama at the White House to dis-
cuss our job creation agenda. It was a 
candid, constructive, and substantive 
conversation which the CBC had with 
the President. We reviewed our prior-
ities to create jobs, especially for the 
chronically unemployed. 

We understand very well that Presi-
dent Obama inherited an economy on 
the brink of collapse and all that he 
and his administration have done in 
working with Congress to hold it to-
gether. It has certainly been remark-
able, and we commend the administra-
tion for their efforts. The recovery, 
however, from this economic crisis has 
been uneven, at best, and there is a 
long way to go to put people back to 
work. 

The impact of unemployment fore-
closures and the housing crisis are par-
ticularly extreme among African 
Americans and Latinos. People are des-
perate, as Congresswoman FUDGE 
knows in Ohio. As we try to create 
jobs, States are laying off people in 
order to balance their budgets. Cali-
fornia has cut $20 billion out of our 
budget. Virginia will pass a State budg-
et with $4 billion in cuts. If you ex-
trapolate this nationally, we are talk-
ing about $200 billion State budget cuts 
nationwide, after about $350 billion last 
year. So we need the $200 billion this 
year just to break even. 

Our Congressional Black Caucus 
member, Congressman BOBBY SCOTT, 
who’s on the Budget Committee, con-
tinues to remind us of these very glar-
ing numbers and how we need a major 
jobs initiative just to break even. 
That’s why the CBC has been and re-
mains laser focused on helping people 
who are chronically unemployed and 
on direct job creation. 

On Wednesday morning, the CBC will 
host a hearing focused on job creation. 
The event is called: ‘‘Out of Work but 
Not Out of Hope: Addressing the Crisis 
of the Chronically Unemployed.’’ This 
will be held on March 17 from 9 to 11 in 
room 2237 of the Rayburn House Office 
Building on Capitol Hill. The hearing 
will focus on data that suggests the 
chronically unemployed include Afri-
can Americans and other communities 
of color with unemployment rates sig-
nificantly higher than the national av-
erage. Youth and adult workers also 
are in need of enhanced education and 
training, and those who have lost their 

jobs as a result of the weakened econ-
omy and who have been unemployed 
for at least 6 months. Wednesday’s 
hearing is part of a 5-week campaign 
launched by the Congressional Black 
Caucus at the beginning of this month 
to seek policy solutions for the chron-
ically unemployed. Our aim is to en-
gage our leadership and our coalition 
partners in a strategy to put America 
back to work. 

We are all aware of the staggering 
high unemployment rates facing our 
communities. In February, the rate of 
unemployment for African Americans 
was 15.8 percent, compared with 12.4 
percent for Latinos and 8.8 percent for 
whites. This is according to the Bureau 
of Labor and Statistics’ March 5, 2010 
report. 

But the job problem goes deeper for 
many of our constituents and commu-
nities because African Americans are 
not only unemployed in higher num-
bers but also stay unemployed signifi-
cantly longer. Of the people who have 
been unemployed for over 6 months, 
20.3 percent are African American. For 
those unemployed for a year or more, 
22.1 percent are African American. The 
median duration of unemployment was 
23.8 weeks for African Americans, and 
18.4 weeks for our national average. 

These figures underscore the urgent 
need to target job creation efforts for 
those communities hardest hit by the 
recession. This has nothing to do with 
directing resources based on race. This 
has to do with directing resources 
based on need, based on unemployment 
statistics, and based on where the un-
employed live. These stories illustrate 
the reality that many of our commu-
nities have been disproportionately hit 
by this recession. That’s why we must 
simply prioritize and deliver, and 
that’s what we talked with the Presi-
dent about. We said specifically we 
must focus on chronic unemployment. 
We must have direct and targeted job 
creation, which can make a real and 
significant impact quickly for every-
one. 

For instance, given the unemploy-
ment rate of approximately 10 percent, 
that’s 15 million people, one percentage 
point of the total number of unem-
ployed is about 1.5 million. At $50,000 
per job, $75 billion would hire 1.5 mil-
lion workers and reduce the unemploy-
ment rate by one percentage point. For 
$300 billion we should be able to hire 6 
million workers and reduce the unem-
ployment rate by four percentage 
points below what would have been 
without any investment at all. 

But it’s not just enough to create 
jobs. We must ensure that we include 
all of our communities in that effort by 
targeting high areas of poverty, unem-
ployment, and the chronically unem-
ployed. Summer jobs for young people 
must be part of our direct job creation 
efforts. We all know that many of our 
young people have to help pay the rent 
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