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I have a dream today.

I have a dream that one day over
Michigan, over Ohio, Illinois and Indi-
ana, with its wicked unemployment
and suffering families, that one day
right there in Michigan, Ohio, Illinois
and Indiana, all of these families will
be able to enjoy full employment, so-
cial and economic justice, and all will
be able to join hands as brothers and
sisters.

I have a dream today.

I have a dream that one day every
valley shall be exalted and every hill
and mountain shall be made low, the
rough places will be made plain and the
crooked places will be made straight
“‘and the glory of the Lord shall be re-
vealed and all flesh shall see it to-
gether.”

This is my hope, and this is the faith
that I go forward with every day.

With this faith, we will be able to
hew out of the mountain of deficits and
debt a stone of economic hope and jus-
tice for all Americans. With this faith,
we will be able to transform the jan-
gling discords of unemployment and
home foreclosures into a beautiful
symphony of full employment and af-
fordable housing. With this faith, we
will be able to work together, to pray
together, to struggle together, to go to
jail together, to stand up for freedom
together, knowing that we will be free
and fully employed one day.

And this will be the day. This will be
the day when all of God’s children will
be able to sing with new meaning:

My country ’tis of thee, sweet land of
liberty, of thee I sing.

Land where my fathers died, land of
the Pilgrim’s pride,

From every mountainside, let free-
dom ring.

And if America is to be a great Na-
tion, this must become true.
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And so let freedom, full employment,
and the right of private and public
workers to organize into unions to pro-
tect their interests ring from the pro-
digious hilltops of New Hampshire. Let
freedom and public education of equal
high quality for all of America’s chil-
dren ring from the mighty mountains
of New York. Let freedom ring and
health care of equal high quality for all
Americans ring from the heightening
Alleghenies of Pennsylvania. Let free-
dom and a clean, safe, and sustainable
environment ring from the snow-
capped Rockies of Colorado. Let free-
dom ring with safe and sanitary and af-
fordable housing from the curvaceous
slopes of California.

But not only that, let freedom and
equal rights for women, for gays and
lesbians ring from Stone Mountain of
Georgia. Let freedom, fair and progres-
sive taxation ring from Lookout Moun-
tain of Tennessee. Let freedom and the
right and the ability to vote ring from
every hill and molehill of Mississippi.
From every mountainside, let freedom,
social and economic justice ring
throughout America.
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And when this happens, when, my
friends, we allow freedom, full employ-
ment, social and economic justice to
ring, when we let it ring from every
village and every hamlet, from every
State and every city, we will be able to
speed up the day when all of God’s chil-
dren, black men, white men, women,
Jews, Gentiles, and Muslims, Protes-
tants and Catholics, gays and
straights, those who are whole and
those who are handicapped, will be able
to join hands and sing in the words of
the old Negro spiritual: Free at last,
free at last, thank God Almighty, we
are free at last.

I want to remind everyone that I just
finished giving my paraphrased version
of what I thought Dr. King might have
said had he been alive today and wit-
nessed this debate, especially in light
of the budget cutting, the insufficient
funds, the bounced check deal that
Congress passed on this day. I tried to
remain as faithful as possible to the
original speech, simply filling in my
own thoughts and ideas in the current
context, but I make no pretense to
have done justice to the original
version.

Again, I urge my friends and my col-
leagues and all those who can hear my
voice to read or reread Dr. King’s “‘I
Have a Dream’ speech at your earliest
convenience.

Mr. Speaker, it is in this speech that
Dr. King delivered the economic sub-
stance of his expectations of Demo-
crats and Republicans in the Congress.
America has issued all of us a bad
check. It has come back marked ‘in-
sufficient funds.” But we refuse to be-
lieve that the great vaults of oppor-
tunity of this Nation are bankrupt. If
we can spend billions of dollars to put
a man on the Moon, if we can spend bil-
lions of dollars on a war in Afghani-
stan, spend billions of dollars on a war
in Iraq, spend tens of millions of dol-
lars per week on a war in Libya, then,
Mr. Speaker, this Congress can find
enough money to put a man on his own
two feet right here in America.

I have not given up on America, and
I hope we don’t give up on America.

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

———

THE NEED FOR SPENDING
CONTROLS

(Mr. DENHAM asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, this
afternoon we took a vote here on this
floor, a vote to protect the economy
while demonstrating a commitment to
reducing our debt—no more budget
tricks, no more accounting gimmicks,
no more empty promises.

You have the right to know the truth
about America’s budget. We have the
responsibility to deliver it. This debate
was done in plain sight. No more auto-
matic deficit or debt balance increases.
This was an opportunity for the Amer-
ican people to not only engage, but to
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cut the size of government. We need
spending controls in place.

We were able to accomplish that here
today because we believe that Wash-
ington isn’t the solution; Washington
is the problem. Which is why we need
not only spending controls, but eco-
nomic freedom through a balanced
budget amendment.

You have heard a lot over the last
several weeks about a balanced ap-
proach. To people in my district, they
understand that a balanced approach
increases taxes on those very job cre-
ators. I would just say, in conclusion,
the economic security that we are
looking for is a balanced budget
amendment.

———
THE ROLE OF GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HULTGREN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 5, 2011, the
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is rec-
ognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it’s
my privilege to be addressing you here
on the floor of the House of Represent-
atives. It’s always interesting for me to
sit here and listen to the other Mem-
bers deliver their impression of what
goes on and how they envision the fu-
ture, and I enjoyed the gentleman from
Illinois’s presentation, and the gen-
tleman from California, and particu-
larly the gentleman from Arizona, who
came here to talk about the balanced
budget amendment. And so I take that
issue up as we get ready to close out
the evening, and I would like to add
some of the points that I have to this.

That is, when I was first elected to
office, it was in the State senate in
1996, and I believed that if I just simply
made a cogent argument on principle
that it would sway my colleagues over
to my side. I didn’t think it was all
that complicated. It wouldn’t be hard
to talk about balancing the budget,
keeping the spending within our times.
Because, after all, each year govern-
ment always provides more and more
of what people were providing for
themselves the years before. So this
encroachment of government that is
the growth in the nanny state and the
decrease in personal responsibility had
been going along for years back then.
It’s been accelerated in the last few
years.

But the question I'd ask at this point
is: What should government not do?
What is it that is too much for govern-
ment to do? Where should we draw the
line? And as now I am halfway into the
ninth year in this United States Con-
gress, Mr. Speaker, I have been en-
gaged in so many debates and pushed
so many bills and supported and op-
posed so much legislation that I see the
pattern. I see a pattern.

It’s over here on this side, they be-
lieve the government should do every-
thing and that anybody that is invest-
ing their capital and returning an in-
come off of that and making some
money is somehow an evil capitalist,
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victimizing the proletariats and the
workers. I get a little disappointed
even with my own colleagues that con-
stantly repeat this message that rings
off the walls of the White House and
rang off of the walls of the Speaker’s
office when NANCY PELOSI was the
Speaker: Where are the jobs?

Well, okay, it’s a legitimate ques-
tion. But underneath that question is:
Where are the profits? Where are the
profits? Why would an individual in-
vest their capital and their brainpower
and their back power, their sweat eq-
uity, if they didn’t have an opportunity
to take that little pile of capital and
build it up a little bit bigger, if they
didn’t have an opportunity to get a
better return on their investment, if
they just simply stuck it in U.S. Treas-
ury bills?

People who invest money have to ex-
pect to have a profit. And then out of
the profit, they pay the wages. And if
they’re making money off of the people
they hire, they hire more people if they
can see a model that will do that.
That’s how this worm turns. But it
isn’t evil capitalists.

I think Mr. FRANKS said it pretty
well, but I will say this, that free en-
terprise capitalism has done more good
for the world than any other system
that’s out there. It has gotten people
out of bed in the morning. It’s kept
them up late at night. It’s caused them
to find another way to be more effi-
cient. Competition makes us more effi-
cient. And the desire to do well, some-
times just for the pure sake of the
challenge of it all, that desire to do
well drives many of us.

So the people that are out there cre-
ating jobs are doing so because there is
a prospect for profit. That’s where the
jobs are. If the prospect for profit isn’t
there, if the degree of risk is not pro-
portional to the potential for profit,
they’re not going to take the risk. It’s
that simple, Mr. Speaker.

And over on this side, I hear some-
times this lack of resolve that, yes, we
ought to have a balanced budget and
we need to get there, but it’s just too
soon to rush there, the resistance to
the idea that we should take a look at
this spending now and cut this spend-
ing now, get it under control now.
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When I first came into this Congress
and swore in here on this floor in Janu-
ary of 2003, shortly after that I went
over to the chairman of the Budget
Committee and said where is the bal-
anced budget, 2003. And he said to me,
we can’t balance the budget. Why not?
It’s too hard. Why is it too hard? Be-
cause we have too many expenses, too
many burdens.

Don’t you know, don’t you Kknow,
green freshman Congressman in 2003,
that we have been hit by the enemy on
September 11, 2001? Don’t you know we
had to create an entire TSA and put
this huge security system up and
merge together the Department of
Homeland Security? Don’t you know
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that we had to organize and deploy the
military over to places like Afghani-
stan? Didn’t I know that we were mobi-
lizing to go into Iraq at that very time,
that our expenses were too high, we
couldn’t balance the budget, couldn’t
provide a balanced budget because it
was too hard. It was too hard to bal-
ance the budget because our financial
system had taken a hard hit on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, and because we had a
war to fight—actually two wars to
fight, and because we had to create all
of this billions of dollars worth of secu-
rity so we could keep ourselves safe.

And didn’t I know that that was
right on the tail end of the first thing
of the dot-com bubble that was a false
economy, that bubble that actually
was a huge component in getting the
budget balanced during those late Clin-
ton years—that dot-com bubble had to
burst because it wasn’t built on the
ability to produce a good or a service
and deliver it more efficiently, but it
was built on the speculation that we
could store information and transfer it
more efficiently than ever before, and
we could. But that didn’t necessarily
translate into the efficiencies that
come that create the profit. So the dot-
com bubble burst, September 11 came,
TSA was created, Homeland Security
was created, two wars were fought, and
through all of that we lost that sight of
austerity.

And I wish that President Bush had
said to us, tighten your belt, we are
going to pay for this conflict, and we
are going to pay for this tragedy that
happened to the United States of
America by all of us sharing the sac-
rifice by tightening our belt, not by
raising taxes on people that are pro-
ducing jobs. But it didn’t happen that
way, and I made my arguments, and I
made them every year. And I went
through a lot to try to produce a bal-
anced budget throughout those years.
We never got a balanced budget that
we could bring to the floor, not that
balanced in a single year.

But I will say, Mr. Speaker, during
the height of the Iraq war, when things
looked as bad as they could have
looked, and about the time that George
Bush was preparing to order the surge,
about that period of time, we had a
budget that came within $160 billion of
balancing, $160 billion, Mr. Speaker.

Now that $160 billion, boy, how do I
wish we would have found a way to
tighten it down so we didn’t have that
deficit, that we could have balanced
that budget in that year. We came
very, very close—$160 billion didn’t
sound close. It’s close, it’s really close
compared to what we have today.

And so the President offers a budget
that nobody will pick up and vote for
and support, but it’s a $1.65 trillion def-
icit spending budget, $1.65 trillion. And
I listen to people that will say to me,
Republicans overspent. Yes, we did. I
make that confession. But the over-
spending of $160 billion compared to
the overspending of $1.65 trillion is 10—
1 Obama administration versus the
Bush administration, 10-1.
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And here we are now with a number
that is greater than $3 trillion, maybe
less than $5 trillion, and a deficit that
has been created by the Obama admin-
istration with no end in sight. And the
President insisted that this Congress
grant to him $2.4 trillion in unfettered
debt ceiling increase, a clean debt ceil-
ing increase bill, no strings attached,
$2.4 trillion.

Now, that was irresponsible, and
when you find yourself with a divided
government like we have, this govern-
ment would have gone in that direction
in a heartbeat if NANCY PELOSI had
still been the Speaker. I can tell you if
she would have been in charge, if
Democrats would have had the major-
ity here in the House of Representa-
tives and HARRY REID would be running
the shop down that hallway through
there in the Senate, and the President
asked for $2.4 trillion there would hard-
ly have been a debate, Mr. Speaker,
hardly a debate at all.

They would have brought a bill under
a closed rule down here to the floor
with a limited amount of debate. And if
they thought there was going to be
negative publicity, it would have hap-
pened at the time of the night that the
press was not going to be able to report
it so that the American people would
pay attention.

And, yes, it would have leaked out,
there wouldn’t have been a lid on the
secret. But neither would it have been
with a great deal of fanfare. It would
have been $2.4 trillion, rubberstamped
by this Congress, House, and Senate
and sent to the President for his signa-
ture, business as usual, and off we
would have gone. And we would have
seen ourselves then with a national
debt of, oh, let’s say, $16.7 trillion, no
questions asked, no strings attached.
That’s what would have happened.

But the American people rose up over
the last couple of years, and they
formed organizations around this coun-
try spontaneously, Project 912 organi-
zations, Tea Party organizations, not
by the dozens or the scores—by the
hundreds, by the thousands, Mr. Speak-
er. Organizations by the thousands
across this country, some organized,
some not, loosely organized, affiliated
on each other’s email list, paying at-
tention, having meetings, energizing
themselves, identifying candidates,
running some of their own candidates,
becoming candidates themselves, sup-
porting people that will come to this
Congress and to the State legislatures
all across this land and put our fiscal
house in order. That’s what’s been
going on over the last couple of years
in this country.

And another thing that mobilized the
people in this country was ObamaCare.
When the ruling troika at the time, I
called it, that would be the Obama
-Pelosi-Reid ruling troika, decided that
they were going to force-feed
ObamaCare down the throat of this
country, we saw tens of thousands mo-
bilized to come to this Capitol, to sur-
round this Capitol, to jam the Capitol
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to, heck, keep it so packed that people
couldn’t get in or out, so that they
couldn’t do business; demand, do not
take American liberty, do not nation-
alize the second-most-sovereign thing
we have, which is our health, our skin
and everything inside it, but they did.

By legislative shenanigans and un-
precedented maneuvering they did
force ObamaCare care on us, and we are
now hanging in the balance of whether
we are able to repeal ObamaCare or
whether it becomes the institutional-
ized roots down deep, permanent and
perpetual law of the land.

I thought a wise statement was made
a week ago Wednesday morning at a
breakfast that I host when the guest
speaker said that he believes if Barack
Obama is reelected President that
ObamaCare gets institutionalized in
perpetuity as the law of the land. And
if Barack Obama is not reelected, then
we will repeal ObamaCare and pull it
out by the roots.

That’s one of the big things that are
at stake, and I have staked a lot of my
efforts over the last 23 or so months in
working to first defeat and then to re-
peal ObamaCare. And when we passed
the repeal here in the House of Rep-
resentatives and the language that I
drafted went over to the Senate, short-
ly after that, some weeks after that we
took up the defunding of ObamaCare
and we passed that legislation with the
CR over to the Senate, where it was
peeled off and voted down.

But every Republican in the House of
Representatives and every Republican
in the United States Senate has voted
to repeal ObamaCare and has voted to
shut off all funding to implement or
enforce ObamaCare, every one, and it’s
been a bipartisan effort also to get
those things done.

That’s a piece of this large deficit
spending that we have, and people said,
what does it take for you to vote for
this debt ceiling increase that passed
the House tonight? And my answer im-
mediately is, just put the repeal of
ObamaCare and attach it to the debt
ceiling increase, and I will salivate to
vote for that.

The first full 10 years and outlays for
ObamaCare are $2.6 trillion, according
to the chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee, $2.6 trillion. So, in comparison,
it stays consistent with Speaker BOEH-
NER’s standard for, are we going to
have more dollars in cuts than we have
in debt ceiling increase; a 2.4 or actu-
ally down around a 2.2 debt ceiling in-
crease, compared to a $2.6 trillion re-
peal of ObamaCare, I think is an okay
bargain because we get back our lib-
erty. We get back the chance to man-
age our health care and purchase a
health insurance policy of our choice,
one that’s created by the market that’s
produced by the demand of the Amer-
ican people and not one that’s managed
and defined by the bureaucrats in
Washington.

0O 2110

Mr. Speaker, I will just give you an
example of what goes on and the op-
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pressive nature of ObamaCare, a social-
ized medicine proposal that decides
what kind of policy we can have and
what kind of policy we can’t have.
Now, that’s a constraint that I just
can’t abide in a free country.

If T want to buy a health insurance
policy that has a $10,000 deductible, I
want to do that. That’s my business. If
I want to buy a policy that has a 50
percent copayment for the first million
dollars and I want to do that, that’s my
business. I don’t need nanny state tell-
ing me what I can and can’t buy, but
they do.

And now they have concluded, as of a
notice that came out today, that every
health insurance policy in America
that is approved by the Federal Gov-
ernment—that will be every one that
you can buy under ObamaCare—shall
cover contraceptives—no copayment,
no charge, except it gets averaged
across everybody else’s premium. Con-
traceptives will become, by edict of the
Federal Government, a component of
everybody’s health insurance policy
under ObamaCare.

Now, think about that. We have peo-
ple that are single, we have people that
are past reproductive age, and we have
priests that are celibate, all of them
paying insurance premiums that cover
contraceptives so that somebody else
doesn’t have to pay the full fare of
that? And they have called it preventa-
tive medicine—preventative medicine.
Well, if you apply that preventative
medicine universally, what you end up
with is you have prevented a genera-
tion.

Preventing babies from being born is
not medicine. That’s not constructive
to our culture and our civilization. If
we let our birth rate down below the
replacement rate, we are a dying civili-
zation. And right now we are at about
2.1 babies per woman. That is just the
replacement rate, that’s all it is. And
Teddy Roosevelt wrote about that. It
isn’t committed verbatim to my mem-
ory, but he said that any race that
doesn’t care enough about itself to re-
produce itself will essentially become
extinct. And he said, I, for one, will not
lament their loss, and I shall welcome
the advent of a new generation, a new
group of people who will care enough to
have their own babies.

And now we have a Federal Govern-
ment that has not just subsidized con-
traceptives but has written an edict
that every health insurance policy will
include contraceptives because they
consider it to be preventative health
care. Now, none of us would have
health to worry about if they pre-
vented us, would we, Mr. Speaker?

Now, that is bizarre. It is Orwellian.
It is not even counterintuitive. But
that’s an example of what’s going on in
this country today, one of the reasons
why we have to reverse the political
power that is in the White House and
in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, the $2.6 trillion in the
first full 10 years of outlays of the
Obama administration is a piece of this
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irresponsible spending that we have
been involved in. And now the adminis-
tration is driving that 3 to maybe as
much as $56 trillion in unnecessary and
irresponsible spending and projecting
this national debt that goes from $14
trillion on up to $16.7 trillion.

Here are some examples of what we
need to do to solve this problem. One,
as I said, repeal ObamaCare. Rip it out
by the roots, lock, stock and barrel.
Pull out all the vestiges of ObamaCare
without any particle of DNA left be-
hind so that it can’t reproduce and
grow back on us. We cannot let that
happen. It’s an unconstitutional taking
of American liberty. It has got to go. It
diminishes our vitality, it diminishes
our future, and it diminishes our Amer-
ican potential. Pulling ObamaCare out
by the roots is one big piece of the so-
lution.

Another big piece of the solution, Mr.
Speaker, is to pass the FairTax, the na-
tional sales tax, to end the IRS as we
know it, and stop punishing people who
are producing. We need people in the
private sector that are out there cre-
ating a profit by their own nature of
industriousness, intuitiveness, and
entrepreneurialism. And we need to
grow the private sector. We need to re-
ward people for doing that. And in-
stead, we punish them.

Uncle Sam has the first lien on all
productivity in the country, every bit
of it: if you have earnings, savings or
investment, if you punch a time clock,
if you have a passbook savings, if you
have dividends or interest payments
that are coming your way or an estate
that is coming your way, or if you have
capital gains that are coming your
way. How about the rent check for an
apartment complex that you might
have invested in? How about the per
acre rent on a farm? How about any-
thing you might sell that you have pro-
duced, whether you’ve got a lemonade
stand or whether you are the Donald,
Uncle Sam is going to tax your produc-
tivity.

He stands there by that time clock
day after day. And when you go to
work on Monday morning at 8 o’clock
and you punch the time clock, you
hear that thunk and his hand comes
out of his pocket and he holds it out
and you go to work. And each dollar
you earn goes into his hand until Uncle
Sam has enough to satisfy his appetite
for the fruits of your labor. When that
moment comes in that day—you punch
the time card at 8 o’clock—it might be
11 o’clock, it might be 11:30, it might be
noon, it might be after lunch that
you’ve finally earned enough that
Uncle Sam will put all those dollars
you have earned in his pocket and walk
away for the day. Then you can go to
work for the Governor. It’s not as
much. He puts that in his pocket. Now
you’re down to maybe you’re doing it
for the wife and kids, or the husband
and the kids as the case may be. Not a
lot is left for us. But the next morning,
that wolf is at the door again. And you
punch the time clock again, and there
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stands Uncle Sam, and out comes his
hand, and in goes each dollar you earn
until he is satisfied and he puts it in
his pocket and he walks away. You do
it every single day.

And so why do people go to work
when we have over 72 means-tested
Federal welfare programs that reward
people for not working? Over 72 of
them. It can be a heat subsidy, a rent
subsidy, SNAP—that’s the food stamp
program. Now, they had to rename it
because ‘‘food stamps’” had a bad
image—and the TANF program, and
the list goes on and on and on. No one
can name all of them from the top of
their head, which means no one can
analyze how they interrelate or how
they motivate people to go to work or
not to go to work.

And I will tell you, people will do
what you pay them to do. If you pay
them to stay home, they’ll stay home.
If you pay them to have babies, they’ll
have babies. If you pay them to go to
work, they’ll go to work. If you give
them an unemployment check and you
say that you’re not going to get this
check if you go to work, they’re not
going to work anymore. Some will out
of conscience, yes. We have good, de-
cent people in this country. But by and
large, if you pay people not to work,
they’re not going to show up to work.

So what we need to do is take all
that tax off of productivity, put it over
on the consumption side, let everybody
go to work and earn all they want to
earn, save all they want to save, and
invest all they want to invest. They
get 56 percent more in their paycheck
under the FairTax, 56 percent more.

The goods and services that we buy
go down in price an average of 22 per-
cent, because in the price of what we’re
buying is the income tax and the pay-
roll tax of the wages of the people that
produced it. Employers have to, compa-
nies have to build that price in because
they don’t pay the tax. Last stop, con-
sumers pay the tax—mnot corporations,
not companies, not producers. They are
the collectors. But they are not the
payers. They are the tax collectors.

So if we go down that line and cut off
and shut off the IRS and repeal and
abolish the IRS Tax Code and let peo-
ple earn all they want to earn and in-
vest all they want to invest and save
all they want to save, there will be an
incentive there also for savings and in-
vestment, and our economy grows dy-
namically again. And the goods and
services that are being produced in for-
eign countries start to come back here
to be produced again.

We, Mr. Speaker, have gotten our-
selves in a bad fix. We have exported,
because of our tax structure and the
bureaucratic burden and the regulatory
burden, we have exported a lot of
American industry to places like
China. And now we buy Chinese goods
and we borrow the money from the Chi-
nese to buy the product of the industry
that they’ve created that we’ve shipped
there. And it has been a colossal mis-
take to turn us in the opposite direc-
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tion from the industrialized, produc-
tive America into the America that
sends I0Us to China and brings goods
in from China that we used to make
while we pay people not to work—$212
billion. Most of it went for unemploy-
ment benefits last December.

We pay people not to work. Not just
the unemployment benefits; we pay
people not to work by the 70-some
means-tested welfare programs. And
some of those that will work are
nudged out of the job because we have
a number of 12 million or more illegals
in this country, of which about 8 mil-
lion are statistically working in this
economy, every one of them taking a
job that an American or a legal immi-
grant can do.
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It is bizarre for us, Mr. Speaker, to
pay millions not to work through 70-
plus means-tested welfare programs,
pay others not to work on unemploy-
ment, and accept the idea that illegals
come into America and take jobs from
Americans, all the while while we shift
our industry over to places like China
and borrow money from the Chinese
and the Saudis to buy things from the
Chinese and the Saudis, let alone de-
velop our own energy here domesti-
cally where we can, drill in ANWR, the
Outer Continental Shelf, more drilling
in the Gulf. And yes, I'd trade with
Canada and bring that pipeline down
here. Let’s do business with our best
trading partners.

While all of that is going on, and
that’s a list of some of the things that
I lament, Mr. Speaker, but I'd add to
that list, we are spending ourselves so
deeply into debt that we aren’t very
many years from not being able to fig-
ure out a way to come out. And a con-
stitutional balanced budget amend-
ment is the only solution that I can see
that can crack the intransigence of the
people over here that believe that we
can live in deficit spending in per-
petuity, that we can run the debt up in
perpetuity, and that we’re never going
to be held accountable, that we can al-
ways borrow and always spend, and we
can borrow enough money to buy all of
the wants that they have politically so
they can pacify their constituents. And
yes, it happens over on this side, some,
too.

But I want to see a balanced budget
amendment come through, and the
stage is now set for us to spend the
next couple of months marketing the
idea of a balanced budget amendment.
I want to see the balanced budget
amendment that we marked up in the
Judiciary Committee. It took 3 days to
do so. BOoB GOODLATTE drafted and in-
troduced a balanced budget amend-
ment that requires that this Federal
Government live under a balanced
budget, and it requires that there be a
three-fifths majority in both Houses in
order to waive that balance.

So if the body here and there decides
we have to break that pledge to bal-
ance, we have to vote to do so, three-
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fifths; 60 percent supermajority. If
we’'re going to raise the debt limit, it
takes a supermajority of three-fifths to
do so under the balanced budget
amendment of BOB GOODLATTE. It re-
quires that we spend below the cap of
18 percent of GDP, and we must not ex-
ceed an 18 percent gross domestic prod-
uct cap. That’s all the Federal Govern-
ment can consume. We are up now to
23-something percent. We have to dial
it down to a historic average of 18 per-
cent. That is a two-thirds majority to
spend above the 18 percent cap of GDP,
and it requires a two-thirds majority
to increase taxes.

Those are all standards that we need
to hold to in this Congress, and it’s
going to take a two-thirds majority in
this Congress to send that balanced
budget over to the Senate and on to
the States. I will be working to see to
it that that happens.

Meanwhile, I just want to speak into
the record that I voted no on this bill
today that raised the debt ceiling, and
I did so for a number of reasons. One of
them is the standards that I have just
put into the record for a balanced
budget amendment are not written
into the bill. So a balanced budget
amendment might take any form. It
might be a form that can simply be
waived by a majority of the House and
the Senate. That seems a little ridicu-
lous, but I take you to that point be-
cause the definition doesn’t hold us to
any standard. I want to hold to the
standard that I have just stated.

Another thing is this bill today does
cuts as a condition to increase the debt
ceiling; but those cuts are only $17 bil-
lion out of discretionary spending for
the 1 year that we control, that is 2012
fiscal year. The Ryan budget produced
$31 billion in cuts out of the 2012 fiscal
year and discretionary; $24 billion less
cuts already. It shows we don’t have
the resolve to do the early cutting,
only the promise to do the late cutting.
So if you have the late cutting instead
of the early cutting, that means we
may not be held accountable down the
line. Politicians want to push that off
on to future Congresses. They don’t
want to go home and face their con-
stituents in this time.

So I urge that we pass a balanced
budget here out of this Congress. We
realize that we have taken a small step
today. We have to take big steps if we
are going to get this country where it
belongs. And I look forward to the day
I can say to my grandchildren: We did
clear a path for you. We did do it right.
We did get to a balanced budget, now
it’s up to you to take this country to
the next level of its destiny.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I appreciate
your attention, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

——
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 25 minutes
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