S5966

may overrule me, but it is worth argu-
ing about to try to see if we can come
to some reasonable compromise, which
Leader REID has offered.

But there is already a crisis. For
those who think this is manufactured,
why don’t they spend time this after-
noon calling some of these small
businesspeople who have shut down
their operations?

They were building a road in Alaska,
and they stopped because FEMA
stopped their funding weeks and weeks
ago. This isn’t made up by MARY LAN-
DRIEU. We can call Craig Fugate or
anybody on this list if anyone thinks
this is manufactured. They have
stopped their projects because FEMA
technically ran out of money months
ago. They are operating on fumes.
They stopped paying for all of their
regular work that was going on re-
building lots of places in America so
they could give out their emergency
aid to the east coast. They had no
choice because we didn’t give them
enough money to make it through the
year.

I sent a letter to the leadership on
this issue months ago because I know
this; I am the chair of the committee.
They keep saying to me: Senator, we
are running out of money. I have been
saying this—and I will present letters
for the RECORD. Anyone who follows
this knows this is true. This is not a
manufactured crisis.

This whole issue started when Rep-
resentative CANTOR decided that the
way to fix this problem was to cut
something in the budget and have to
offset something in order for us to
move forward, and then the gears
stopped. It was like he just threw a
wrench in the gears. Everything was
going along quite smoothly.

I know the American people are tired
of the fighting and the name calling. I
am, proudly, a centrist Democrat. I am
still proud to say that. I have nego-
tiated on probably every major deal
that has been done—or compromised. I
have been a part of almost every one
for the 15 years I have been here. Some
people don’t like that about me, but I
think that is good, and I am proud of
it.

I most certainly am not one of the
ones who like to start a partisan brawl
just for the heck of it. This is an im-
portant principle. The principle is this:
Should Americans have to scramble to
find offsets while the water is rising
and the wind is blowing, when we don’t
require the same for emergencies over-
seas? We don’t scramble to find offsets
when a famine happens or a drought
hits in Africa. We send money because
that is what Americans do. Yet our
people are calling for help at home and
somehow—this is on the tea party
agenda—before we can send them help
we have to find an offset in Wash-
ington, an offset that everybody agrees
to. Good luck.

There are very few things here that
two people agree to, let alone 535. If 1
had to do that, Mr. President, for
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Katrina and Rita, I don’t know what I
would have done.

We are in a crisis. It may not be for
everybody in the country right now,
like it could be next week if the gov-
ernment shuts down, which it will not.
We are going to find a way forward.
But for these people it has been a crisis
for several months. Bridge projects are
shut down, libraries are shut down, and
all the workers have been sent home or
told not to expect a paycheck on this
project. I don’t know how many people
will continue to work without receiv-
ing a paycheck. Maybe some people are
still doing that.

No. 2, we sent $1.3 trillion to Iraq and
Afghanistan in the last 7 years—$1.3
trillion, not requiring one offset. Yet
people in Florida are looking for help
as are people in Vermont, and the Can-
tor doctrine says we have to find cuts
in the budget.

The Senator from Florida wants to
speak. I want to be accurate in this de-
bate, so I want to correct one thing I
said. I said that never before have we
offset FEMA money. My staff corrected
me and said that one time in history,
in recent memory, we did that for a
small amount of FEMA money when
President Clinton was the President
because the Republicans had just come
into power and argued about it back
then. President Clinton, to his credit,
found an offset they could agree to, and
they did it.

I don’t think we should make this a
routine exercise. It is not right for the
flood victims or the taxpayers in the
long run. Eventually, we will find a
way to pay for these things, so let’s
reason together.

HARRY REID sent us a reasonable
compromise. The House should focus
on this and try to take this com-
promise—if we can. It has been worth
discussing because this is going to go
into law one way or the other, and we
are going to be living with the con-
sequences. Those of us on the gulf
coast who are in hurricane alley—I will
show this chart, and it is quite dis-
turbing. I will put it up again.

This chart shows from 1851 to 2008.
These lines represent every hurricane
that has hit the lower 48. These large
colored lines are Katrina, Gustav, Rita,
and Ike. Most certainly, along the east
coast people should know that this is
just what happened. There was also a
tornado chart that showed where the
tornadoes hit, and there was one for
the earthquakes. Every part of the
country at some time experiences a
disaster. We don’t have to run up to
Washington and gut the education pro-
grams overnight or gut our transpor-
tation programs overnight or try to
call a special committee meeting to
find out where we can come up with $1
billion by Friday to send to FEMA. We
send it, and then we make those deci-
sions over time. It is the way any cor-
poration would operate, it is the way
any family would operate, and it is the
way our government should operate.

Again, if we take this Cantor doc-
trine to its ridiculous extreme, we
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would have firetrucks screaming down
the street while a house is on fire, and
before they turn the hose on, they
would ask the family to come out and
they would ask them what they should
cut in the city budget before they
turned on the water. We can only make
reasonable assumptions about what
disasters there will be—their frequency
and their rate. If we go under a little
bit, then we have to provide the money
until we can fix it in the long run.

I am going to yield the floor. I thank
the Members for engaging in this de-
bate.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed.

SMALL BUSINESS PROGRAM EX-
TENSION AND REFORM ACT OF
2011

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume consideration of
the House message to accompany H.R.
2608, which the clerk will report.

The bill clerk read as follows:

Motion to concur in the House amendment
to the Senate amendment to H.R. 2608, an
act to provide for an additional temporary
extension of programs under the Small Busi-
ness Act and the Small Business Investment
Act of 1958, and for other purposes, with an
amendment.

Pending:

Reid motion to concur in the amendment
of the House of Representatives to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill, with
Reid amendment No. 656 (to the amendment
of the House to the amendment of the Senate
to the bill), to provide continuing appropria-
tions in fiscal year 2011 and additional appro-
priations for disaster relief in fiscal years
2011 and 2012.

Reid amendment No. 657 (to amendment
No. 656), to change the enactment date.

Reid motion to refer the message of the
House on the bill to the Committee on Ap-
propriations with instructions, Reid amend-
ment No. 6568, to change the enactment date.

Reid amendment No. 659 (to (the instruc-
tions) amendment No. 658), of a perfecting
nature.

Reid amendment No. 660 (to amendment
No. 659), of a perfecting nature.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 5:30
will be equally divided and controlled
between the two leaders or their des-
ignees.

The Senator from Florida is recog-
nized.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I want to comment before the
Senator from Louisiana leaves the
floor. It is kind of like we have seen
this movie before. If I recall, it was
Friday. The Senator from Louisiana
and I were out here with this chart
talking about the same thing, showing
all of these paths of hurricanes and
how those folks who live along the gulf
and the Atlantic coast understand
what natural disaster is.

We are playing with people’s lives
when we threaten not to fund FEMA,
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which can respond to these. How many
of these do we have to have to get
through to these decisionmakers who
are blocking the funding of FEMA be-
cause of some ideological position?
There are people out there who are
hurting in Tuscaloosa, AL; in Joplin,
MO, all throughout New England, and
along the Atlantic coast—and who
knows what is going to happen? Hurri-
cane season goes until the end of No-
vember.

I want to tell the Senator from Lou-
isiana how much I appreciate her
bringing this to our attention over and
over again. We need to remind people
that there are certain things that only
the government can do, and this is one
of them. When people are in need, they
have to rely on emergency functions
from their government. That is one of
the main reasons of having a govern-
ment. Hopefully, that message will get
through.

Mr. President, I want to speak about,
basically, this budget conundrum in
which we find ourselves. In a little less
than an hour, we are going to vote on
a motion to cut off debate just to get
to the bill that would continue to fund
the government after this Friday so
that the government can operate.

Speaking of movies that we have
seen before, didn’t we see this movie
back in early August? Then it was over
a different question of whether the gov-
ernment could continue to pay its bills.
But in essence it was the same thing.
In that case it was the lifting of the
debt ceiling. In this case it is to keep
the appropriations going, starting Oc-
tober 1.

So if we have seen this movie before,
didn’t Senators and Members of Con-
gress go home in August? And didn’t
they hear from their people, and the
people said: What in the world are you
all doing? What are you thinking? Have
you guys gone off the rails, that you
would threaten the shutdown of the
government and all the necessary func-
tions of the government, which would
then imperil our economy more al-
ready than it is now imperiled in this
recession?

One would think Members of Con-
gress got that message. Yet here we are
again, in late September, after having
gone through that drill in early Au-
gust. We are going through the same
thing again—this brinkmanship, this
partisan ideological brinkmanship that
has all the vestiges of being all balled
up in electioneering politics and a
Presidential election. That is not any
way to run a country.

Let me tell you why I think—if the
folks out across America will start let-
ting their elected representatives know
they have had enough—why we might
see some change. With that cata-
clysmic confrontation we went through
in early August, in order to get the
government to pay its bills, we set up
a structure—a process in law—where
there was immediate debt reduction of
some $1 trillion, but there is supposed
to be—and I am rounding—another $1%
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trillion done by this supercommittee
that is supposed to report by Thanks-
giving, and then we are to vote on it.
Remember, a week and a half ago, the
Presiding Officer and I and 34 other
Senators—Republicans and Democrats
alike—went to the Senate press gallery
and we stood and said: We want a big
deal of deficit reduction. A lot of us
were suggesting what we want is tax
reform in the process, getting rid of a
lot of the clutter in the Tax Code that
is so inefficient in the way of tax pref-
erence to individual special interests,
which have grown exponentially over
the last 20 years, since the last tax re-
form measure, which was 1986, and in-
stead utilize that revenue, which would
be revenue gained, to simplify the Tax
Code and lower rates. The actuaries
tell us that would, in fact, crank up the
engine of growth and from that growth
would come additional revenue.

Why is that so hard? Every con-
stituent I have talked to seems to
think that is a fairly good idea. You
know what they say? They say it
sounds like common sense.

Mr. President, I see other Senators
on the floor who wish to speak. I want
the Senator from New York to know I
have been speaking to some of his con-
stituents—the titans on Wall Street—
who are saying the same thing: What
in the world are you guys doing? Have
you all lost your minds?

We have an opportunity to do some-
thing. If we will have as our north star
some common sense, bipartisanship,
and Kkeeping in mind what is good for
the country and not for our particular
little ideology, then we can get some-
thing done.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. First, Mr. President,
let me thank my colleague from Flor-
ida. He knew I was waiting, and I know
he cut short his remarks, so I appre-
ciate that. But more importantly than
that, I appreciate his insight, his ar-
ticulation of our situation, and his de-
sire to help the people of Florida. No-
body works harder for the people of
Florida than the Senator from Florida.
They know disaster just about better
than anybody else, given their geo-
graphic situation. So his fight for
FEMA dollars is a fight for every cit-
izen of that great State of Florida,
where I must say many of my former
constituents now reside, so I have a
special care about Florida as well. I
thank him for both his courtesy and
his insightfulness.

FEMA runs out of money very soon.
Already, recovery projects in more
than 40 States have been halted so
FEMA can focus their last dollars on
responding to the latest disasters. To
have FEMA not working in Joplin, MO,
where we all saw the pictures, and be-
cause of the dangers that Hurricanes
Irene and Lee created, is unheard of in
this country. It is unheard of.

The Senate has already passed the bi-
partisan bill to replenish FEMA’s cof-
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fers, providing $7 billion in immediate
relief, not just for FEMA but the Army
Corps. I can tell you that in my State
we need Army Corps relief as well as
FEMA relief because so many of our
rivers have changed course. They have
flooded. I think I mentioned earlier the
Erie Canal—the locks—are no longer
by the river because the storm’s force
changed the course of the Mohawk, so
the river is here and the locks are
here—the great historic Erie Canal. So
we provided this $7 billion.

A reasonable person might say—all
our constituents are saying—to get
government to work, the most logical
thing to do would be quick passage by
the House so we could begin to get
those dollars out the door. Instead,
House Republicans decided to take
emergency disaster aid and leverage it
to force cuts to a jobs program they
themselves used to support. If there
has ever been a case of playing politics,
that is it. If they don’t like this jobs
program, fine, fight it out in the reg-
ular course of business, but don’t hold
FEMA dollars hostage to cut jobs. The
American people don’t want that
choice. Help those who are in the mid-
dle of a disaster. Is the only way we
can help them to cut jobs in Michigan
or Louisiana or other States, at a time
when our country is hurting for jobs?
That is not America, and that is not
what our constituents have asked us to
do. The jobs program they want to end,
before they are willing to provide more
disaster aid, is not some radical pro-
gram. It was started under the Bush
administration. It was passed with a
bipartisan majority.

I understand their anguish. We have
to cut funding. But we don’t have to do
it like this. We don’t have to do it on
the backs of the people of Schoharie
County, whose homes have been blown
away, or the people of Binghamton,
who are in shelters because there is no
rental housing for them. We don’t have
to do it on their backs. That is not fair.
If our Republican colleagues want to
have a fight over a program they used
to support but now say the cir-
cumstances have changed, fine, we
should have that. That is what we are
here for. But don’t hold disaster aid
hostage.

I want to say this, lest people think
the Democratic stand is some way-out-
there, leftwing stand. Guess who sup-
ports us. The U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce and the National Association of
Manufacturers. Because they know
what we are doing is right. Those are
groups that are almost always sup-
porting Republican initiatives. So
when they say we are right, doesn’t
that send a shot across the bow to my
colleagues to back off this ideological,
narrow, my-way-or-the-highway posi-
tion?

Most importantly, the House Repub-
lican approach would require that we
kill 40,000 jobs in order to help our fel-
low Americans put their lives and busi-
nesses back together after this year’s
record disasters. That is not right, it is
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unprecedented, and I would say it is
not the way we have done things in
this country in the past.

The CR we will vote on this after-
noon is a fail-safe measure. It is a bill
that will keep the government running
at funding levels agreed to by Demo-
crats and Republicans in the debt ceil-
ing negotiations. It is a good-faith ef-
fort to compromise and contains the
same amount of disaster relief funding
House Republicans supported.

It falls short of fully funding FEMA,
as we did in the bipartisan bill passed
2 weeks ago, with 10 Republican votes,
but we are working to meet our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle in
the middle in order to break the im-
passe. Will they move a little to the
middle to meet us, or will they insist
the only way to go is a bill that failed
in this Chamber with a bipartisan vote
against it of 59 to 36? Is Speaker BOEH-
NER saying to us a bill that fails in the
Senate 59 to 36 is the only way to go,
when it is so wrong and not supported
by the Chamber of Commerce; when it
is pitting jobholders, and the future of
this country in terms of energy inde-
pendence, against each other versus
disaster assistance? That is not fair.
The only difference between our bill
and the House bill is it doesn’t require
the job-killing cuts the Chamber of
Commerce opposes and that our fragile
economy can’t afford right now.

We know there has been a lot of pres-
sure on the 10 Senate Republicans who
joined us 2 weeks ago to fight full dis-
aster funding. I hope they do not cave
in to the pressure exerted by the ex-
treme minority in the House that de-
mands job cuts as a precondition for
disaster relief. I would urge them not
do it. If they can’t resist that pressure,
what is their solution? They know the
House bill is a dead letter here.

The path forward is clear. The Senate
has already spoken on the political bill
sent to us by the House. We must pass
this commonsense, middle-of-the-road
compromise measure that is now before
the Senate. It will provide disaster aid
to hard-hit communities across the
country immediately and prevent an
unnecessary government shutdown.

We shouldn’t even be talking about
shutdown. Why are we? Because the
other body decided to attach disaster
relief to government funding. We are
not just holding jobs hostage, we are
holding government funding hostage in
a my-way-or-the-highway presentation
take it or leave it or your government
shuts down, take it or leave it or 40,000
people lose their jobs. That is not fair
and that is not right.

Every aspect of our plan has already
received major bipartisan support. Vot-
ing for it is the right thing to do. We
must put politics aside at a time when
the economy of this country is so frag-
ile. We must avoid even coming close
to a government shutdown. We must do
what is right for our country. And
what is right for our country is to pass
the compromise measure that has had
bipartisan support in the past and vote
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for it on the floor of the Senate in the
next half hour.

One other comment. My great col-
league from Louisiana has done an in-
credible job. She has been showing this,
but in case people missed it over the
last hour, it is a great little cartoon.
There is a nice lady with a gray bun
and little glasses talking on the tele-
phone. There is her TV on the roof of
her house, which has, obviously, been
flooded. This cartoon is humorous, but
I have seen flood levels up to this level
on house after house after house across
large parts of the eastern part of New
York. She is on the phone, saying:
“Welcome to the Republican disaster
relief hot line. At the tone, please tell
us the emergency and how you plan to
offset the cost of your rescue.”

When the next disaster comes and
people are struggling, are we going to
have to debate how much to cut edu-
cation funds? In the next disaster,
when people have experienced an earth-
quake, are we going to have to debate
how to help those people while we talk
about how much to cut Border Patrol
funds? In the next disaster, when fires
are ravaging across Texas or New Mex-
ico or California, are we going to de-
bate how much we have to cut food
safety inspectors? That is not our way,
and that is why we need to support this
bill which has bipartisan elements and
has been supported by Members of both
parties. That bill is a compromise bill.
It is the middle-of-the-road bill that is
on the floor of the Senate.

Mr. President, I yield my time, and I
thank my great colleague from Lou-
isiana for the great job she has done.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Louisiana.

Ms. LANDRIEU. I thank the Senator
from New York, who has been a strong
clarion voice on this issue. He has
helped to crystalize what this is about.
He is exactly right.

I want to read into the RECORD, as
the Senator from Illinois comes to
speak, from several articles around the
country that have editorialized exactly
on the position that he ended on, and it
is the point of this whole debate—
whether we accept the Cantor doctrine,
which requires an offset before we send
help to people who are stranded or
flooded out or in an ice storm or in the
middle of a tornado or whether we have
to have Washington cut the budget
first.

The central Pennsylvania newspaper
said it well. They said:

It is easy to generalize and say our govern-
ment spends too much money and needs to
cut all government programs. Then a tor-
nado wipes out Joplin, MO, or a hurricane
called Irene slams into the East Coast de-
stroying countless homes and lives in
Vermont or a flood devastates communities
in Derry Township, Middletown and Harris-
burg, PA. It is then we count on our local,
state and federal governments for help and,
in particular, for the federal government to
support us with disaster relief. We have cer-
tainly seen this year through wind, fire and
rain—the ice could be next to come—that
FEMA'’s financial efforts cannot be tied to
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some sort of Congressional pay-by-the-dis-
aster system.

We cannot decide with each new catas-
trophe where we will find money, stripping
funds from transportation this month and
education the next.

That is what this debate is about. We
did not choose this fight. It was started
by Representative ERIC CANTOR. There
was a moment in time when he said we
must offset this disaster.

Some of us stood right up and said:
No, we will not.

I see the Senator from Illinois, but I
sent four letters as the chair of this
committee as early as February. Please
don’t let anyone in the press criticize
me for waiting until the last minute.
February 16, 2011, I sent a letter saying:
Heads up. This is going to be a prob-
lem.

Not many people listened. Then I
sent another letter in March, then I
sent another letter in May, and then I
sent another letter May 11. We are now
in September. One can accuse me of a
lot of things. I most certainly make
mistakes, but not being ahead of this
one is not one of them. I knew this was
going to happen.

Here we are. This was not started by
HARRY REID. It was not started by
Leader DURBIN from Illinois. It was
started when ERIC CANTOR said, despite
the fact that we sent $1.3 trillion to
Iraq and Afghanistan to build cities
and communities and houses in Iraq
and Afghanistan, we cannot send any
money to Vermont or to New Hamp-
shire or to Virginia—his own State,
which is mind-boggling to me—until we
find a program to cut. Then they cut a
program that has bipartisan support
that is creating jobs in America.

I will yield the floor. The Senator
from Illinois always has some inter-
esting things to add to the debate, and
I appreciate his support and leadership.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BEGICH). The Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak for 10 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, let me
say to the Senator from Louisiana, she
has been a clarion and consistent voice
on this issue because she has seen it
and lived it. Anyone representing the
State of Louisiana can give a lesson to
all of us about what happens when the
unexpected occurs and people lose their
homes, their businesses, their lives.
They are uprooted.

We had some folks from New Orleans
in Chicago. They were leaving New Or-
leans to come to one of our fabulous
winters because they had nowhere to
go, and I saw the look in their eyes.
They did not know where to turn. At
that moment in time, many people
across America count on the American
family. That is who we are and we rep-
resent that family in the Senate.

We stand for this country and for the
families who are suffering through no
fault of their own. When the Senator
from Louisiana comes and tells us: Be
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careful when we set a standard that
says before we can send the first dollar
to someone who has lost their home or
their business or their farm or what-
ever we have to come back to Wash-
ington and go through a budget debate
and decide where we are going to cut—
out of money for education and med-
ical research and the like. That is not
the way it has ever happened. Emer-
gency spending is emergency spending.

I have lived through it—nothing like
what my colleague went through in
Louisiana, but the floods of 1993 in
downstate Illinois, I was in pretty de-
cent shape when it was over for all the
sandbags I filled and pushed around
with thousands of volunteers. We saw
what happened. There were terrible
things that happened, and I think the
Senator from Louisiana would agree
with me that flooding is one of the
worst. It doesn’t go away. It sits there
destroying people’s homes and every-
thing they own, and when it finally
goes away, what a mess. Also, in the
Midwest, we have a little thing called a
tornado. I grew up as a Kkid in
downstate Illinois listening for the
siren and heading for the basement. We
did that I don’t know how many times,
sometimes in the middle of the night.
But look at what happened to Joplin,
MO. This beautiful town in Missouri
was almost wiped off the map by a tor-
nado.

What do we tell the people who sur-
vive the next day? Sorry, Congress has
to meet and debate and we will get
back to you? Of course not. We stand
and help people—scores of volunteers,
hundreds of volunteers who come in for
the Red Cross and so many other agen-
cies and all the first responders. Gov-
ernors don’t say: We will see if the Fed-
eral Government will pay for this be-
fore we go in and help and provide life-
saving efforts. They do it, anticipating
we will stand with them.

Now Congressman CANTOR of Virginia
decides there should be a new ap-
proach: We need Congress to get to-
gether and debate before we help peo-
ple who are victims of disasters.

That is a serious mistake. We have to
stand by people, whether they live in
red States or blue States, whether they
are Democrats, Republicans, Independ-
ents. We stand by one another and that
is critically important.

Let me say to the Senator from Lou-
isiana, I think the thing I noticed over
the weekend in Illinois, as I traveled
around, was how fed up people are with
what is going on in Washington on Cap-
itol Hill. When they see us break down
into another cussing match over shut-
ting down the Government, they say:
For goodness’ sake, grow up—grow up
and accept your responsibility.

We are here today accepting a grown-
up responsibility. The House of Rep-
resentatives is not here today. I hope
they are going to send a message to us
that they found a solution or, if not, I
hope they are planning on returning
this week because we have work to do.

On Saturday, the spending for the
Government ends. Once again, we face
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a shutdown, a shutdown which would
cause unnecessary hardship to inno-
cent people all across America. If you
think you have heard this script before
or watched this movie before, you
have. This is the third time this year
the House leadership has pushed a
shutdown in front of us and said: That
is it. Take it or leave it.

That is no way to run a Congress, and
it is no way to run a great nation. We
need to come together and agree. I will
tell everyone what Senator REID, the
leader on the Democratic side, did to
try to reach an agreement. We had
originally asked for $7 billion addi-
tional money for FEMA for next year.
I will bet we need it. But Senator REID
said: In an effort to compromise, I will
cut that request in half. We can get
back together if we need it. There was
an effort in consensus and compromise.
It was totally rejected by the House.
That is not a good way to act.

I also wish to add to what the Sen-
ator from New York, Mr. SCHUMER,
said earlier about this idea that the
only way to pay for disasters is to
eliminate jobs in America. How wrong
is that? To go from a natural disaster
to making our economic disaster
worse? But that is what the House
wanted to do. They wanted to elimi-
nate jobs that are created by programs
that have worked. Let me give an ex-
ample.

This intelligent, fuel-efficient vehicle
program has put money into major
automobile manufacturers to create
more manufacturing jobs in Illinois,
where we have had more jobs, good-
paying American jobs for workers, that
cannot be shipped overseas, with a
good salary and good benefits. What is
wrong with that picture? Isn’t that
what we are hoping for the rest of
America as well?

All across the Midwest, these car
manufacturers have used this program
and more than 40,000 jobs have been
created and the House Republicans
have said: Let’s eliminate that and pay
for disasters with it—totally upside-
down thinking. We have to be thinking
about helping those in distress, and we
have to be thinking about creating
jobs. We can do both.

I take no backseat when it comes to
tackling the deficit and debt in this
country. I have been engaged in this
debate for quite a while now and in-
tensely over the last year and a half.
But every economist and every clear-
thinking person has said, before we
start serious deficit reduction, take
care of our immediate needs—that
would be the defense of America and
responding to disasters—and make cer-
tain this recession is behind us. We
cannot balance the budget with 14 mil-
lion Americans out of work. So get
busy creating jobs. And we are going
to. The President has come up with a
proposal which I think makes sense,
giving a payroll tax cut to working
families. In my State of Illinois, where
the average family makes about $53,500
a year, President Obama’s payroll tax
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cut would mean an additional $1,500 a
year for them, which is going to be
about $125 a month in their paychecks.
I bet they can use it as they watch the
price of gasoline go up to $4.50 and go
back down and go up again. They can
use it.

It also said: Let’s give small busi-
nesses a tax credit and a tax incentive
to hire the unemployed. I know, we all
know, creating jobs in America has to
start with small business. The Senator
from Louisiana heads up that com-
mittee. She knows it. She has been the
most aggressive spokesperson for that
cause of any in the Senate.

The same is true of where we are
spending our money. We should be in-
vesting in America. In the suburbs of
Chicago, in Morton Grove, IL, at the
Golf Middle School, they took me on a
tour of the 60-year-old school, and it is
hard to imagine how they keep it
going. They took me down to the boiler
room. I don’t think too many Senators
spend too much time in boiler rooms in
schools today, but I did, looking at a
60-year-old boiler. The fellow, Jim
Burke, who keeps it running, said it
cost them $180,000 last year to keep
this old, antique system going. They
need a new HVAC system for the