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Now, none of us like to pay taxes.
None of us like to pay taxes. Our job,
as Members of the United States Con-
gress, House of Representatives, is to
make sure that we are good stewards of
the taxpayers’ money that our good
citizens send up here for us to run the
country.

Now, a great deal of that money is
spent on our national defense, the
number one priority of this Nation.
None of us on this House floor ever like
to vote against defense dollars that are
being spent around the world where we
ask our men and women to go put on
the uniform and defend our values and
our freedom and our causes around the
world.

Mr. Speaker, over the last 6 years, I
think the greatest act of omission that
has been perpetrated by this Congress
is the lack of oversight that has been
exercised by this Congress over the ex-
ecutive branch when it comes to how
we spend those tax dollars.

Six years ago, our national defense
budget was in the neighborhood of $400
billion; today it is in excess of $650 bil-
lion. That’s about 5 percent of our
gross domestic product. There are not
many countries, if any, around the
world, that spend that much on their
military.

Our American citizens, our peobple
back home, don’t mind us doing that.
They like for us to do it. But they want
to know that when they send that
money to Washington, somebody is
making sure that it’s spent wisely, and
we are good stewards of that.

What has happened over the last 6
years, when we had one party come in
control of the White House, and the
House and the Senate, the oversight
role by Congress has been abdicated.
It’s not the first time it happened. It
happened before when the Democrats
controlled everything.

But in this case it was the Repub-
lican Party that was in the majority.
As a result, we have seen systemic defi-
cits built in. We have seen a situation
where there has been no oversight exer-
cised by the House of Representatives
and the Senate over the administra-
tion, and the Congress just got in the
mode of rubber-stamping everything
that the administration wanted, and
ultimately, we had some problems.
Some arrogance developed, some cor-
ruption developed.

That’s basically when the American
people stood up in November and said,
no more, we don’t want that any more.
We think a divided government works
best.

As Blue Dogs, we want to work with
the Members on the other side of the
aisle in making sure that the American
people’s money, when it comes to
Washington, is spent wisely and is ac-
counted for.

I wanted to remind our citizens back
home that this chart in front of us that
shows the $8.8 trillion national debt is
for real, and that money has got to be
paid back by somebody, or at least in-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

terest on it has to be paid back; and we
ought to stop increasing that number
on a daily basis. That’s what the Blue
Dogs are all about. Let’s make sure
that the tax money that we collect
from American citizens is spent wisely,
and that we exercise good stewardship
as we see about the people’s business of
the United States of America.

I am proud to be a Member of the
U.S. House with my good friends on
both sides of the aisle. I'm proud to be
an American. I want to thank my
friend from Arkansas for the time.

Mr. ROSS. I thank the gentleman
from Tennessee.

In the hour we have been on the floor
this evening talking about the need to
restore common sense and fiscal ac-
countability to our Nation’s govern-
ment, we have seen the national debt
increase by at least $40 million.

Today, the U.S. national debt is
$8,807,5659,710,099. And for every man,
woman and child in America, their
share of the national debt is $29,174.
Every Tuesday night, those of us in the
fiscally conservative Democratic Blue
Dog Coalition take to the floor of the
House to demand that we pass com-
monsense solutions to this problem, be-
cause it affects all of us. It’s time that
we restore common sense and fiscal
discipline to our Nation’s government.

————
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, May 21, 2007, I was not present for
two votes in order to attend a cere-
mony awarding the BJ Stupak Memo-
rial Fund scholarships.

Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘yes’” on H.R. 698, the Industrial
Bank Holding Company Act (House
rollcall vote 384).

Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘yes’ on H.R. 1425, the Staff Ser-
geant Marvin ‘“Rex’”’ Young Post Office
Building (House rollcall vote 385).

————
HEALTH CARE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BURGESS) is recognized for
60 minutes.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I am
coming to the floor tonight, like I have
so often in recent weeks, to talk a lit-
tle bit about health care in our coun-
try. The delivery of health care serv-
ices is one of the things that may not
be the first thing that registers in any
poll that’s taken in this country, but
it’s sure third or fourth, and it appears
in every poll that is taken in this coun-

try.
We are, indeed, on the threshold of
what might be called a trans-

formational time as far as how health
care services are delivered in this coun-
try. Certainly, over the remaining 18
months of the 110th Congress, we are
going to have several different issues
before us, several different times,
where we will be able to talk about and
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debate various aspects of our health
care system.

Of course, just of necessity, as a big
part of the Presidential election that
will occur in the 18 months time, we
will deal with the issues surrounding
health care and the delivery of health
care services in this country. We will
be deciding, what road do we want to
go if we have a system in our country
now where about half is delivered, half
of every health care dollar that is
spent originates here in the U.S. Con-
gress, and the other half comes from
the private sector, uncompensated care
and so-called charity care.

What do we want to see grow? What
do we want to see encouraged? What do
we want to see improved? Do we want
to grow the public sector or do we want
to grow the private sector?

Certainly expanding the government
sector and its involvement in delivery
of services, terms you will hear talked
about on the floor of this House, things
like universal health care, health care
for all—in the early 1990s, we called it
‘“‘Hillary care’—or do we want to en-
courage the private sector?

Do we want to encourage the private
sector to stay involved in the delivery
of health care services in this country,
to be sure, to be certain, whether it’s
public or private, that the dollars that
are spent are spent wisely to expand
the coverage that’s generally available
for our citizens of this country. But
these two options, and all of the ques-
tions and concerns that surround them,
this is what we are going to have to de-
cide in this House, certainly within the
18 months that remain in the 110th
Congress, or very quickly after we
enter into the 111th Congress.

I am hopeful that by visiting with
you on some of these things tonight,
providing some explanations and some
insights into the directions that we
might go, or we could consider going,
and at its heart, at its core, I think we
need to bear in mind that for all of the
criticisms that are out there, and we
have heard several of them here in the
last hour, but for all the criticisms out
there about this country and, in par-
ticular, its health care system, we do
have a health care system that is in-
deed the envy of the world.

We have people from all over the
world who come to the various medical
centers over the United States to re-
ceive their care there. I believe, my po-
sition is, that we want to be certain
that we maintain the excellence in the
health care system that we have today,
improve those parts that need improv-
ing, but don’t sacrifice the excellence
that exists in many areas of our coun-

try.
Some people are going to say, well,
that’s an overstatement that the

United States health care system is a
good one. They will look at, cite the
numbers of the uninsured, they will
start to cite the high cost of prescrip-
tion drugs. There is no question that
these are tough issues that this House
is going to have to tackle.
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