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I think this is very important to
point out because the other problem
here is the massive amounts of debt
that we’re going to compile if this bill
should be passed. Debt that is unpaid
for—the stimulus bill not being paid
for—will be passed along to future gen-
erations, children and grandchildren,
or it will be sold, the wealth asset
value of this country sold overseas to
foreign debt holders, or it will come
out in other forms of taxation such as
inflation.

Mr. AKIN. Just reclaiming my time
for a second, you’re talking in Kkind of
economic terms, but further, what does
that mean to the average person in our
district? It means a lower standard of
living, doesn’t it? It means you can’t
make ends meet. It means you’re not
going to buy the food you want to buy.
And I yield again.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Inflation is a
very regressive form of taxation, par-
ticularly among the most vulnerable
among us.

With that, let me say, I don’t want to
see any family experience unemploy-
ment, any business take a downturn or
any family experience a foreclosure.
And with that said, I think it’s very,
very important that we work very hard
to get this right, a plan that makes
sense, that maximizes economic pro-
ductivity through any type of new gov-
ernmental policies that we set, but a
plan that is also potentially paid for
over time and that does have some new
bold ideas in it.

One of the problems here as well,
though, is that much of the spending is
targeted to States, and some States
like Nebraska, we’ve been very fortu-
nate to be insulated from these larger
downward economic trends. We have a
strong ag economy that is hitting some
bumps at the moment, but nonetheless,
we also have a set of values, if you will,
where people work hard and take re-
sponsibility for themselves and care for
their neighbor. Businesses, as well as
our citizens, have made prudential de-
cisions about buying and lending, and
we haven’t suffered like the rest of the
country in this regard.

But with that said, this bill effec-
tively asks Nebraskans to subsidize
other States that may have been poor-
ly governing and want the Federal
Government basically to make the
tough decisions for them, not force
them to make the tough decisions.

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time, I
think what you’re saying in a polite,
sort of sensitive way is California has
been spending money at an incredible
pace, and the question is, should Ne-
braska have to subsidize California?
And that’s really what we’re talking
about, isn’t it? I yield back to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I thank the
gentleman for the time.

I think we are. It’s a very important
point to be made that a lot of commu-
nities in a lot of places have had to
make choices with limited budgets to
set priorities and have not rushed up to
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Washington to say bail us out, help us
out. They have made those tough
choices responsibly, and it’s places like
those, like Nebraska and other places,
that I fear are subsidizing other places
that have not performed admirably in
terms of governance.

Another point here is I think there
are some bold, new, innovative ideas in
this overall package. I think they
could be potentially considered as
stand-alone measures. President
Obama has a strong focus on, for in-
stance, alternative energy development
for a sustainable energy future.
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This economic crisis was precipitated
by, you recall, a very high spike in en-
ergy costs which accelerated other dif-
ficulties in the economy. But we’ve al-
most forgotten that now. Can you
imagine where we would be if gas were
$4 a gallon right now? So we’ve dodged
a bullet right there.

But trying to get underneath the
question as to what our real economic
vulnerabilities are, including our over-
dependence on foreign oil and fossil
fuel in general, is an important policy
consideration.

So there are some admirable compo-
nents here that might ought to be con-
sidered as a part of a reasoned stimulus
plan that has a payment schedule for
it, or stand alone separately.

So we don’t want to stand here and
simply oppose everything in that re-
gard. But we are halfway.

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time.

I think we’ve got just a very short
amount of time left.

But your point is so good. Our objec-
tive is not just to say what won’t work
but to say what won’t work because we
know it won’t work, and instead, let’s
adopt something that’s helping those
families. I was talking about it earlier,
the picture that just keeps jumping in
my mind—and this is happening all
over the world because of our lack of
bold and decisive and disciplined action
here—the picture that comes to my
mind is the house with the foreclosure
and the easy chair and the sofa sitting
on the sidewalk. And I'm thinking
about the mom or the dad of that fam-
ily and the pressure that they feel
where they’re just dumped right out of
their house. This is not just economic
numbers, this is the people of our coun-
try.

I yield my last 30 seconds.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Well,
I'm grateful.

We don’t, again, want to see any fam-
ily suffer any unemployment or suffer
any situation like that. But I think
this letter that I got today from a con-
stituent back home from Gail in Fre-
mont says quite a bit. She said, “I'm
writing to let you know I oppose the
stimulus, Congressman. I'm opposed,”’
she adds, ‘““to the overwhelming debt
the government is all too willing to
place on us with no long-range plan for
getting us back on stable ground.”

She goes on, ‘“What is the Federal
Government doing without during this
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emergency?’”’ She says, ‘“‘In my home
when there’s no money, we do without.
We don’t spend money we don’t have.
I'd rather tighten my belt for a time
than to live the rest of my life under
the burden of increased taxes for this
bloated stimulus package.”’

Unrestrained, unsustainable spending
is the issue here, and we need to maxi-
mize economic productivity through
smart thinking about what really is
stimulus.

Mr. AKIN. Reclaiming my time.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

—————

RELATING TO SELECTION OF
MEMBERS TO SERVE ON INVES-
TIGATIVE SUBCOMMITTEE OF
COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF
OFFICIAL CONDUCT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. KIL-
ROY). Without objection, upon a joint
determination under clause 5(a)(4) of
rule X not later than February 27, 2009,
the Chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct may select an uneven
number of Members named under that
rule to serve on an investigative sub-
committee.

There was no objection.

———————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
PERMANENT SELECT COM-
MITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 11 of rule X, clause 11 of
rule I, and the order of the House of
January 6, 2009, the Chair announces
the Speaker’s appointment of the fol-
lowing Members of the House to the
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence:

Mr. HASTINGS, Florida

Ms. EsHOO, California

Mr. HOLT, New Jersey

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Maryland

Mr. TIERNEY, Massachusetts

Mr. THOMPSON, California

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, I1linois

Mr. LANGEVIN, Rhode Island

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY, Pennsyl-
vania

Mr. SCHIFF, California

Mr. SMITH, Washington

Mr. BOREN, Oklahoma

Mr. GALLEGLY, California

Mr. THORNBERRY, Texas, and

to rank after Mr. ROGERS, Michigan:

Mrs. MYRICK, North Carolina

Mr. BLUNT, Missouri

Mr. MILLER, Florida

Mr. KLINE, Minnesota

Mr. CONAWAY, Texas

———

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
SELECT INTELLIGENCE OVER-
SIGHT PANEL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4(a)(5) of rule X, and the
order of the House of January 6, 2009,
the Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following Members of
the House to the Select Intelligence
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