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district in Connecticut as well, we have 
a legacy of manufacturing and we have 
a lot of folks who, because of the recov-
ery, are doing better today than they 
were a year ago, much better. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOC-
CIERI) listed some companies. I have 
some in my district. I can think of 
Ellwood Forge and Ellwood Quality 
Steel. Both are doing a lot better this 
year than they did last year, not only 
because their companies are doing bet-
ter but because as a country we’re 
doing better. That’s what it means 
when manufacturers see an increase in 
orders. It means that we’re stimulating 
our economy, we’re growing, we’re 
moving again, and that’s what that 
symbolizes. That’s the first thing that 
turns around is that manufacturing 
sector, and in western Pennsylvania 
we’re seeing that impact very directly. 

We’ve seen it in some of the infra-
structure projects in all of our districts 
across the country to have something 
of lasting significance that’s going to 
be there in the decades after we’ve re-
covered. 

Now, is everything in the economy 
where we want it to be? No, of course 
not. It hasn’t fully recovered. We’re 
not out of the woods yet. We’re not 
completely out of the hole that it took 
us decades to dig, but we’re getting 
better. Again, GDP growth is strong, 
stock market has recovered to some 
extent, jobs are much better, and we’re 
moving in the right direction. And that 
would not have happened were it not 
for the actions that this Congress took. 

b 2120 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Before I yield to 
the gentleman from New York, I think 
it’s important again to reiterate, these 
are two separate philosophies. We did 
not have one vote in the House of Rep-
resentatives from the Republican side. 
They, in many instances, continue to 
argue for cutting taxes for the top 1 
percent—hopefully that will trickle 
down to the middle class, hopefully 
that will trickle down to manufac-
turing. And we saw from the 1980s on, 
people took that money and they in-
vested it in China, manufacturing in 
Mexico and China and other places. 
What we’re saying is, reinvest back in 
the United States—transportation, en-
ergy, infrastructure. Rebuild the coun-
try. A pro-growth agenda from Demo-
crats—cutting taxes for businesses, 
cutting taxes for the middle class, and 
jump-starting the economy, making 
sure that we have fair regulation, ref-
erees on the field, and making sure we 
don’t let corporations run the country, 
whether it’s Wall Street and the finan-
cial markets, or whether it’s the oil in-
dustry saying approve this permit even 
though I don’t have a plan; in case we 
have a catastrophe, let it all go. We’re 
the corporations, we run the show. 

We’re reigning that back in, trying 
to jump-start small businesses with the 

fund we provided last week, $30 billion 
to loan $300 billion for community 
banks. Get the local banks loaning 
money again and stop relying on these 
globalized banks who are in it to make 
a profit and have no connection, no tie 
to the community. 

So I yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive RYAN. 

You know, the talk about the con-
trasts, the sharp contrasts between the 
party in control now in the House, with 
the Democrats advancing dollars that 
invest in small business, invest in inno-
vation as an economy, clean energy. 
You think of all those strategies com-
pared to the catering to Big Oil, big 
banks, Wall Street, making certain the 
biggest amongst us are taken care of. I 
contrast that with all of the work 
being done in my district, in the 21st 
Congressional District in New York, in 
the Capital Region, it has always had a 
spirit of pioneer. It’s in our DNA. We 
have within the confines of that dis-
trict an energy revolution of sorts, it’s 
the birthplace of electricity. So we’re 
continuing on with a global center for 
renewable energy at GE, nanoscience 
in the district, the semiconductor in-
dustry, superconductive cable, talking 
about advanced battery manufac-
turing. 

When we looked at the Recovery Act 
and how the President wanted to bring 
us into the new ages, allow for 
transitioning, a transformation of the 
energy economy, that’s what this is all 
about. What we have had expressed in 
this Recovery Act are opportunities to 
grow new opportunities with advanced 
battery manufacturing. The battery 
looked at by GE, as they’re soon to es-
tablish their plant, not only provides, 
in its concept of an alternative bat-
tery, not only for generation of elec-
tricity, not only for powering heavy ve-
hicles, but also it is there for energy 
storage, so that with the transmittent 
energy of renewables, that transmit-
tent nature, the opportunities to pro-
vide for storage there creates all new 
opportunities, the battery as a 
linchpin. The same is true with super-
conductive cable, where you can trans-
mit far more electrons per inch of 
cable compared to the traditional 
cable, where renewables are being de-
veloped and new opportunities with 
nanoscience to create lighter blades, 
more efficient outcomes, more power 
per dollar invested. All of this is what 
holds great promise for our economy, 
for jobs, for small business innovation, 
for the emerging technologies. That’s 
what this investment is all about. 

And finally, you see a commitment 
to small business, to the pioneer spirit, 
to the invention and creative genius 
that has always been part of the Amer-
ican culture. So I’m really proud of the 
efforts that we’re making to grow back 
this economy, to grow back the invest-

ments in basic research and R&D. 
That’s what this is all about with the 
Recovery Act. 

I think that people are now looking 
at this contrast, Representative RYAN, 
they’re looking at the slow, steady 
progress, that climb upward from what 
was a precipitous drop in that left- 
handed side of the V formation. The 
precipitous drop in jobs, in the growth 
in unemployment, the lack of invest-
ment, the household income loss, now 
has taken a sharp u-turn, and we see 
the road to recovery, the progress be-
cause of the wisdom of the types of in-
vestments made in the Recovery Act 
promoted by the White House and very 
much supported by Speaker PELOSI 
here. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I totally agree 
with the gentleman. Here you have tax 
cuts for businesses, you have $30 billion 
for community banks to loan out up to 
$300 billion, you have tax cuts for indi-
viduals, you have the extension of un-
employment benefits and health care 
through COBRA, you have infrastruc-
ture projects, billions of dollars, you 
have billions of dollars for Pell Grants 
so people can go to school. We’ve taken 
the banks out of the student loan busi-
ness so people get a better deal when 
they take out a loan to go to school. 
And as you said, we’re taking $1 billion 
a day that’s leaving this country to go 
to oil-producing countries and driving 
that back into the United States, the 
kind of technology that you have, the 
kind of nuclear technology and produc-
tion that Mr. ALTMIRE has in western 
Pennsylvania, fuel cells in Mr. BOC-
CIERI’s district, manufacturing and en-
gineering in my district, and all of the 
above in Mr. MURPHY’s district. 

Mr. TONKO. Well, simply said, the 
policies of the past gave us the catas-
trophe in the gulf; the policies of the 
present give us opportunities at home. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. MURPHY, 
would you like to wrap up? We’ve got 
about 1 minute left. Because I know 
you can, of all of us, you can put it all 
together in 1 minute. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. When 
it comes down to it, of all the things 
that drive the recovery in this econ-
omy, it’s people spending again. And 
the fact is we’ll go back to where we 
started. At the heart of our economic 
recovery legislation is putting power in 
the hands of average, everyday work-
ing-class families. That’s what drives 
this economic recovery, and that’s 
what the Democrats have invested in. 

f 

VACATING 5-MINUTE SPECIAL 
ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TEAGUE). Without objection, the order-
ing of a 5-minute Special Order in favor 
of the gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOH-
MERT) is vacated. 

There was no objection. 
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THE EMPEROR’S NEW CLOTHES 

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it’s al-
ways an honor to be here and to be 
speaking on the floor where so many 
who have served this country so honor-
ably and well have done the same 
thing. I never lose sight of that fact. It 
gets a little discouraging at times. 

It’s interesting to hear the stimulus 
is working because that’s what George 
W. Bush was doing. And as I recall, in 
2006, the Republicans lost the majority 
because Democrats convinced them 
that it was the wrong thing to do. And 
you know what? The Democrats were 
right. They appropriately won the ma-
jority because, as they said, we should 
not be deficit spending, you’re killing 
the country, you’re killing the econ-
omy by running up this kind of debt, 
and they won the majority in 2006 be-
cause they were right. We should not 
have been deficit spending like that. 
But that went on. 

b 2130 

So it’s interesting to hear, just 4 
short years later, that it turns out that 
what President Bush was doing and was 
encouraging to be done is actually the 
good thing. Though, I still tend to go 
back and think of those of us on the 
Republican side who agreed that we 
needed to get out from under the def-
icit spending and that we needed to get 
spending under control. Having com-
passion and spending money to a def-
icit level is not the same thing. It’s the 
Federal Government, like a parent, 
who is just throwing money at their 
kids, thinking that’s going to make 
them happy and that everybody will be 
loving and caring. 

I happen to agree with my friend Jim 
Dobson, who knows a lot about raising 
children. He said, You show me a child 
whose parent never said ‘‘no,’’ and I’ll 
show you one messed up kid. 

More and more, we keep seeing peo-
ple run to Washington. ‘‘Give us 
money. Give us money. Yeah, let’s 
don’t deficit spend, but give us 
money.’’ It has got to stop. It has got 
to stop. When the Democrats promised 
they would stop the deficit spending if 
they were given the majority in No-
vember of 2006, they diagnosed the 
problem correctly, but then they didn’t 
use the treatment they promised when 
they took over the majority. 

It’s interesting. I went back, and I 
found an article and speeches from 
early 2007 when we were talking about 
how well the economy was going at 
that point. Yet, at that time, those 
who promised to stop the deficit spend-
ing instead dramatically increased the 
deficit spending. It is amazing to see 
how the economy took a nosedive once 
the Democrats took the majority. 

So I didn’t plan to talk about the 
stimulus this evening, but I’ve heard 
from enough people who have been beg-
ging for us to, please, stop the deficit 
spending. When the Federal Govern-
ment runs up such an enormous deficit, 
they suck up all the capital in the 
world, and the businesses that would 
like to hire people can’t keep their 
lines of credit open anymore. You have 
got this administration’s regulators 
telling banks, Now, you’d better not 
keep extending that line of credit to 
that business because, even though it’s 
still hiring people and seems to be 
doing well and has never missed a pay-
ment, we’re concerned that maybe 
someday it will, and you don’t want 
your bank to be under the heightened 
scrutiny that we will put on it if you 
keep extending lines of credit to this 
company. 

So companies lose their lines of cred-
it. They can’t borrow money, and they 
can’t grow their businesses. As we have 
often seen, if you’re not growing, then 
you’re usually dying. So it’s just inter-
esting. It’s interesting. 

I’ve heard my friends on the other 
side of the aisle yelling and fussing 
about, you know, a $100-$200 billion def-
icit in 1 year—that it’s just out-
rageous, that it’s unconscionable, and 
how could we do those kinds of things. 
They’re right. We shouldn’t have been 
deficit spending, but I really expected 
them to stop. This year, it is expected 
we’ll have a $1.3 to $1.6 trillion deficit 
by the Federal Government in 1 year. 
Who would have ever dreamed that the 
same people who said just some short 
years ago that a $160 billion deficit was 
reprehensible would today be saying 
that 10 times that much of a deficit is 
really a good thing and that the coun-
try is doing better? 

I don’t think there is any better indi-
cation of just how well things are going 
in the private sector than last month, 
because we got good news. There were 
431,000 new jobs created last month. 
That was great news. 411,000 of the 
431,000 jobs were temporary of census 
workers. I’m not sure that’s news 
that’s quite as good as we originally 
thought. 

So we have an administration and a 
majority who are ecstatic in thinking 
that the emperor, though naked, has 
regal clothes on and that the economy 
is doing great and that the stimulus is 
working so very well because we cre-
ated 411,000 jobs last month for tem-
porary census workers. That emperor 
has no clothes on. It’s not a great econ-
omy. Now, it should be. It’s trying to 
be. It’s trying to come back. Yet, as 
the private sector tries to do better, 
boom, we hit them with a health care 
bill that is going to cost them so much 
more money than it had cost them be-
fore. 

It’s telling businesses, if you’ve got 
over 50 employees, then you’re going to 
get hammered with a $2,000-per-em-

ployee tax. So, you know, we’re hear-
ing people say, Well, we had 56. We had 
to let them go. We had to let people go. 
We can’t be over that cap. We have peo-
ple being let go because the health care 
costs are now going to be so much, and 
the added taxes are hitting. We have 
people who are selling homes and who 
are seeing there are going to be added 
taxes for them. 

This was supposed to be a health care 
bill that helped the working poor. Yet, 
a few weeks ago, when I was at a jobs 
fair in Marshall, Texas, I had one gen-
tleman tell me, Look, we’re giving, you 
know, entry-level jobs, but we’re giving 
them really good health insurance. 
Well, unfortunately, once the full ex-
tent of this health care bill kicks in, 
under the bill, he won’t be able to do 
that anymore. They’ll have to go on 
Medicaid. 

If you make 133 percent of the pov-
erty level or less, under that wonderful 
bill, you’ll get forced into Medicaid, 
like it or not, even if you’ve got an em-
ployer who is willing to provide you 
health care. Oh, by the way, if you’re 
above 133 percent of the poverty level 
and you can’t afford the great health 
insurance policy that is dictated by 
this Zeus of a Congress and President, 
then bad news. You’re going to pay 
extra income tax. You can’t afford the 
health care insurance we’ve mandated? 
You get an extra income tax. Good 
news. Good news all the way around. 

I did want to address something that 
has caused me a great deal of concern. 
All of this actually does, but this hit 
me as I was seeing more information 
about the 9/11 conspirators. I use that 
term because they had filed documents 
indicating that they were 9/11 conspira-
tors. 

This is an article I saw on Sunday. 
The headline from Politico, which is a 
newspaper here in Washington, reads, 
‘‘Chances dim for swift 9/11 decision.’’ 
This was by Mr. Josh Gerstein on 6/20/ 
2010. 

It reads, ‘‘Attorney General Eric 
Holder said the decision over where to 
hold the trial for alleged 9/11 plotter 
Khalid Sheikh Mohammad was ‘weeks 
away’ 3 months ago. 

‘‘Now advocates on both sides of the 
issue say they expect the Obama ad-
ministration to punt the decision until 
after the November midterm elec-
tions—when the controversial plan 
could do less damage to the political 
fortunes of endangered Democrats and 
might face less resistance on Capitol 
Hill. 

‘‘Holder, last week, explicitly denied 
the midterms had anything to do with 
the timing but would only say discus-
sions are continuing. The White House 
had no comment.’’ 

So the article goes on, and it dis-
cusses at quite some length the 9/11 
trial and its problems and about fig-
uring out what to do about it. 

Then, while I was looking this week-
end, I saw some great news. This is 
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