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of human genetic material, an advance
that one day could enable scientists to
fix genetic defects that lead to disease.
This was in the journal of the Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences. The authors included experts
from Stanford, the Broad Institute of
MIT and Harvard, who brought about
this particular research, described the
process through which a 6-foot-long
string of human DNA folds and orga-
nizes itself.

The main excitement about this is
that to the many children, to the many
young people, to the many families
who suffer the loss of a child through a
deadly disease, we now have research
that may alter that process and im-
pact, if you will, the DNA that results
in diseases that cause the death of our
children.

Let me congratulate Baylor and Rice
University for this great success, and
we look forward to saving lives from
Houston, Texas.
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CHAOS IN AMERICA’S
INFRASTRUCTURE SYSTEM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHoOD). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, this
is chaos week in Washington, and there
are a lot of things going on. Most peo-
ple want to talk about Benghazi or—I
don’t know—maybe the Speaker, the
next Speaker or the last Speaker. How-
ever, what I would like to talk about
today is chaos in America’s infrastruc-
ture system.

Early this morning on my way to the
airport in Sacramento I was driving up
Interstate 5, the highway that connects
Mexico and Canada and Oregon and
Washington and California. I hit a huge
pothole and then another pothole. It
turns out that the entire right lane was
a series of potholes for the 9 miles that
I traveled to get to the airport. That is
not unusual, but that is the story of
America’s infrastructure.

Everybody here on the floor wants to
talk about how our great Nation is the
world’s most vibrant economy, the
place where intellectual infrastructure
takes place, but it certainly is not the
place where physical infrastructure
takes place. We rank 16th among the
developed nations in the world on our
infrastructure.

Travel to China. High-speed rail is
going every which way. They have new
airports. I remember the comment of
our Vice President when he flew into
LaGuardia in New York City. It wasn’t
very complimentary.

We have a need to build the infra-
structure of this Nation because it is
upon the infrastructure that the econ-
omy grows. It is upon the highways
that we travel and move the goods and
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services. It is upon the transit system
that more than 45 percent of Ameri-
cans depend on for their transpor-
tation.

We have got problems. I was re-
minded of Apollo 13 and that very fa-
mous quote coming back from space:
‘““Houston, we’ve had a problem here.”
Yep. America, we have got problems.

That is a picture of the bridge on
Interstate 5 in Washington State. Just
a little bit north of this bridge is the
Canadian border. This bridge collapsed
about 3 years ago. There are 63,500
bridges in America that are deficient,
and over the last decade we have seen
Americans die on bridges that have col-
lapsed. We have got a problem.

Among other things, given all the
chaos here in Washington, we have got
a problem with infrastructure. The
House of Representatives is going to
take up an infrastructure bill this
week in committee. We will talk about
that a little later.

First I want to go through some of
the other problems besides bridges and
highways. Oh, by the way, it would
take $780 billion to bring our highways
up to adequate standards. That is a lot
of money. Or maybe it is not. That is
about three-quarters of what we have
spent in Afghanistan over the last 14
yvears. I guess we make decisions here
about where we spend money.

Forty-two percent of our highways
are in inadequate condition, and con-
gestion abounds in 42 percent of the
urban highways. Yep, we have got
problems, but we can solve them. We
will see whether the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure is
willing to solve the problems this week
when we take up the infrastructure bill
here in the House of Representatives.

I would like to have my colleague
from California, Representative JANICE
HAHN, address one of our other prob-
lems. It is a problem that she is par-
ticularly aware of. She represents the
greatest port in America, the Port of
Los Angeles, and its neighboring port,
the Port of Long Beach.

Representative HAHN.

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to thank my good colleague from Cali-
fornia, Mr. GARAMENDI, for devoting
this Special Order hour to the needs
that we have in this country when it
comes to our infrastructure.

I am sort of excited because this
week, at long last, barely in time be-
fore the highway trust fund runs out of
money, we are finally going to look at
a long-term surface transportation bill
to fund some of our Nation’s most crit-
ical infrastructure, which you have
been talking about.

Our Nation’s highways, our roads,
our bridges, they have been neglected
far too long. Today we unfortunately
have an infrastructure crisis. Not only
do the American people rely on these
roads to get from point A to point B
safely and efficiently, our economy re-
lies on them as well.

I have been advocating, as you know,
for more funding for our freight net-
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work. That is the series of highways
and roads that go from our ports and
our manufacturing hubs and that the
vast majority of our Nation’s freight
travel on. Our Nation’s ports are hard
at work, bringing in cargo from all
over the world and exporting the prod-
ucts of American manufacturing to the
growing overseas market.

Twenty-two million jobs nationwide
rely on the efficient movement of
goods in and out of our ports. These
jobs rely on our Nation’s freight net-
work. For too long we have failed to in-
vest in this important infrastructure
and allowed it to crumble. Too many
bridges along the freight network are
in disrepair, and too many of our high-
ways are unable to handle the modern
levels of traffic.

Now, many of us deal with the incon-
venience of traffic every day, but this
same traffic also costs both businesses
and consumers money, and it threatens
our economy’s ability to stay competi-
tive in the 21st century global econ-
omy.

As the roads on our freight network
become more and more unreliable, the
cost of transporting these goods in-
creases, and American manufacturers
and consumers pay the price. That is
why I proposed legislation that would
drastically increase the funding of this
freight network infrastructure.

I thought it would be a good idea,
and my bill would have used existing
customs fees to provide $2 billion every
year just to fund this freight network
and the infrastructure projects with-
out, by the way, raising any taxes. 1
thought, by investing in our freight
network, we could give American busi-
nesses and manufacturers a competi-
tive edge and spur job creation across
the country.

The highway bill that we are consid-
ering this week provides just $750 mil-
lion per year in freight funding. That is
less than half of what I was hoping for.
But it is a start. I hope that we can
continue this conversation and find
ways to invest in our ports and in this
freight network at the level that our
economy needs.

I hope that in coming days we can
work in a bipartisan way to improve
the highway bill and ensure that it
passes before the end of this year. I
would like to see the freight network
expanded to include that last mile.
Those are the roads that connect ev-
erything to our ports with highways
and with rail. And when we talk about
improving our roads, these last mile
roads are often forgotten, even when
they have the greatest amount of traf-
fic.

I hope that we can expand the freight
title to include funding for on-dock rail
at our ports. Investing in on-dock rail
would actually ease traffic on our high-
ways by taking a lot of those trucks off
the roads. That cargo would come off
the ships, go right onto the rail and
then to the end consumer.

This bill is a positive step. It is not
perfect. It is not as good as I would like
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to have seen, but it is the right step for
a long-term plan to invest in our Na-
tion’s critical infrastructure.

I am looking forward to working
with you, Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you
for your leadership on this. Thank you
for talking about why Make It In
America makes sense. But none of that
makes sense unless we can finally in-
vest in this infrastructure in this coun-
try to, as you said, make this country
great and make it work for everyone.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Representative
HAHN, your leadership on the port
issues is well known. You head up the
PORTS Caucus here in the House of
Representatives. You are constantly
badgering all of us about the necessity
of the ports being expanded.

We know the Eastern ports are facing
the challenge of providing access for
the Panamax ships, bigger ships being
able to go through the Panama Canal.
As you have told us so many times, we
need to improve the infrastructure on
the West Coast for the efficiency so
that we can keep those Panamax ships
on the West Coast.

The freight issue that you talked
about so eloquently here is absolutely
on. It is the major part of the Amer-
ican transportation economy. We look
at roads, we look at railroads, but the
notion of combining this into a com-
prehensive strategy in which we talk
about the movement of goods, the
freight movement.

Your leadership is very, very impor-
tant. I thank you so very much for
joining us. I know that you have a
tight schedule for the evening, but you
broke away to bring us the very, very
important message.

I want to continue on here really
with the ports. The American Society
of Civil Engineers does a report card on
the American infrastructure. We would
fail. We would have to go back to reme-
dial classes if their report card was
somehow the way in which we would
judge the work of the United States
Congress because, with regard to ports,
as we just discussed, it is a C, even
though progress has been made.

To meet the needs of the ports, we
are going to have to spend an addi-
tional $46 billion over and above what
is already programmed. We are going
to have to spend $748 billion in the fu-
ture in order to meet the needs of the
highways, and that just gets us out of
the D rating provided by the American
Society of Civil Engineers.

For transit, it is also a D. As I said
earlier, some one-half of American
households depend upon transit be-
cause they don’t have a car, and 45 per-
cent of the urban passengers cannot
get the services that they need from
transit.

It goes on and on and on. Bridges, a
C-plus. As I said earlier, 63,500 bridges
are inadequate. For the rail system,
part of what Congresswoman HAHN was
talking about, the railroads have in-
vested over $75 billion of their own
money improving their systems, but
the intermodal programs that are so
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necessary require that those rails con-
nect to the highways, to the trucking
industry, and that hasn’t been done. So
the rails actually receive a C-plus
ranking.

We have got work to do here. We
have got some very, very serious prob-
lems. Let me just put this up because
there are solutions available to us.

If we take a look at the problem, in
this case, the global assessment of the
United States is 16th for transpor-
tation infrastructure. The solution? In-
vest. For every dollar that we invest,
the economy grows by $3.54. So when
you put a dollar in, suddenly you get
the economy moving. People go to
work.

For every billion dollars that we in-
vest in roads and bridges, we are going
to create 21,671 jobs. Those are people
that are getting good, high-quality,
high-paying, middle-income jobs. Guess
what. They are going to pay taxes. So
you invest a dollar and you get back
$3.54 of economic activity. And you get
tax growth, not new taxes, but new
people paying taxes.

That is what we want. We want peo-
ple to go to work. We want jobs in
America. We find that, if we invest in
infrastructure, we have got the oppor-
tunity to create jobs, to increase the
tax base, and grow the economy.

Now, on the negative side, under-
investing in infrastructure costs Amer-
ica over 900,000 jobs, including 97,000
jobs in manufacturing. These things go
together. We have fortunately had over
the years a buy-America requirement
in the infrastructure financing for
highways and bridges and the rest and
for transit, that your tax dollars, my
tax dollars, all of our tax dollars, are
required to be used to buy American-
made goods, equipment, services,
buses, and the like.

Unfortunately, it is only 50 percent.
So a transit agency can take your tax
money and spend 50 percent of that tax
money on buying a bus or a train from
China, and the other 50 percent pre-
sumably would have to be spent on
American-made services and goods.
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Not good enough. I think it ought to
be 99 percent. Why not use our tax
money to buy American?

So these are the opportunities and
the problems that we have available to
us, and that is the large outsourcing
that I just talked about.

And the solution? Make It In Amer-
ica. I have talked about that for 5
years here on the floor. Build the
American economy with Make It In
America laws and regulations. Use our
tax money to buy American-made
goods and equipment.

Here is what it means. Let me give
you a couple of examples of the good
news and the bad news. Here is why
Make It In America strategies are im-
portant.

The bad news is California, my home
State, where we had to rebuild the San
Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge, span-
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ning from Oakland to the peninsula,
San Francisco. It fell down during the
’89 earthquake, and then we decided we
had to rebuild it.

Well, you know, it takes a long time
to figure out how to build it and what
it is going to look like. It took forever.
However, it was a multibillion-dollar
project; and someone decided that it
would be cheaper to buy Chinese steel
than American steel, so they con-
tracted with a Chinese steel company.
The result was 3,000 jobs in China, a
brand-new steel mill to manufacture
the most high-quality steel. And what
the Chinese sent to America was defi-
cient. The welds were insufficient.
There were problems in the quality of
the steel.

The result was, at least part of that
problem was, some $3.5 billion overrun.
That is the bad news. California really
screwed up. We say, ‘“‘Make it in Amer-
ica.”

Guess what happened on the other
side of the continent? New York needed
to rebuild a new bridge, the New York
Tappan Zee Bridge. It was made with
United States manufactured steel;
total cost, $3.9 billion, 7,728 American
jobs because they undertook a buy
America requirement, and they bought
it in America; on time, under budget.
The Tappan Zee Bridge, good; the San
Francisco Bay Bridge, bad.

Make it in America, buy American,
that ought to be our policy.

I want to move on to where we are
this week. On October 29, the United
States Congress will engage in its fa-
vorite game: kicking the can down the
road.

We will take up a transportation and
infrastructure bill in the House of Rep-
resentatives Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee this week. Good
for us. Several months late, not in time
for next week’s deadline. So we will
kick the can down the road. We will
give ourselves another couple of
months to ponder how we can address
the needs of America’s infrastructure.

I want to suggest to you there is a
way we can do it. I put this chart up to
challenge all of us. This chart displays
the opportunity as well as the poten-
tial for the missed opportunity.

There are three new infrastructure
pieces of legislation that are floating
around the United States Capitol. But
before we go to those three, I want to
call your attention to where we are
today.

Highway funding, this is today’s
highway funding. We are spending
somewhere around $264 billion on high-
ways, $64.2 billion on transit. The en-
tire amount over a 6-year period of
time—this is 6 years—is $319 billion.
This does not include the rail system.

So $319 billion is what we are spend-
ing today over a 6-year period of time.
I have already said how inadequate
that is. I won’t go back through that
again.

Now, the administration proposed
but, frankly, never pushed, never put
any weight behind it and, I think,
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copped out on what is, in my view, a
very, very good bill, a comprehensive
bill that included rail transit—again,
not included here. It was a bill that
had $449 billion, not including the rail,
over a 6-year period, compared to the
$319 billion that we are spending today.
That amounts to, what, $120 billion a
year more—actually, $130 billion a year
more.

That is good. That is what we need. I
misquoted that. It is $130 billion over 6
years. That is the kind of money that
we need to build the infrastructure.

Highways, $317 billion, over 6 years,
compared to where we are today, $246
billion. Significant increase, enough to
fix the potholes on I-5. Transit, $114.6
billion over 6 years, compared to today,
$64 billion over 6 years. The entire sum,
$449 billion, compared to $319 billion
over 6 years.

That is the kind of progress that we
can and must make if we want to move
from 16th among the world’s econo-
mies, developed economies, to get back
up into the top five. That is what we
need to do.

Now, once again, this does not in-
clude the rail transit. If you add the
rail transit in, these numbers are a lit-
tle bigger. That is the kind of effort.

The United States Senate, what did
they decide to do in their bill called
the Senate DRIVE Act? $276 billion
compared to $246 billion over 6 years;
$74.9 billion for transit, compared to
$64 billion. That is good. That is $10 bil-
lion. Better, but not enough. We actu-
ally need over $114 billion or $115 bil-
lion.

The entire sum on the Senate side,
not including rail, is $361 billion com-
pared to $319 billion. Better, but not
enough. Not sufficient to build the in-
frastructure that this economy and
this society need to move out of 16th
place back into the top tier of five.

Now, where is the House of Rep-
resentatives?

This week, we are going to take up a
bill that is less than the Senate bill
and just a little, teeny, tiny bit better
than what we are doing today. So if
you are happy with what we are doing
today, you will love the House bill. But
if you don’t want potholes, if you want
to deal with congestion, if you want to
deal with ports and freight, if you want
to move from a D to a B or an A, you
don’t do it with the House bill.

I understand, this is a starting point.
This is the beginning of negotiations.
But why in the world would you begin
negotiations at the bottom when you
need to get to the top? It beats me. I
don’t get it.

We have got to build the American
infrastructure. It is how we move our
economy. It is how we move people
back to work in good, middle-class
jobs. It is how your tax money should
be spent.

And how can we raise the revenue for
this?

Well, we don’t need to increase the
gasoline or the diesel tax. Keep it the
same, no increase. People can argue

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

that it should or should not be in-
creased, but you don’t need to.

This proposal, the GROW AMERICA
Act, the additional $100-plus billion
dollars over 6 years to build our infra-
structure, is fully paid for by keeping
the gasoline and the diesel tax at the
level it is today and going after the
hidden profits of the United States cor-
porations that have skipped out on
their responsibility to this country.

They are hiding their profits over-
seas. We need to go after those profits
and say: You owe it to America; bring
that money back and pay your just
taxes. That is how this is paid for, fully
paid for.

How much? About $120 billion over 6
years, enough to get the job done.

American corporations won’t be al-
lowed to run away from their responsi-
bility to their country. They will pay
their fair share, here in America. No
more tax dodges overseas, folks.

So, where are we? The question for
the Congress of the United States is:
Are we going to go with what we have
today, just a little bit more, just keep-
ing up with inflation? Is that good
enough for America to be number one?
No, it is not.

Can we do better without burdening
the truckers, without burdening the
commuters? We can, if we are willing
to step up to the American corpora-
tions, the big and the powerful, and
say: Pay your fair share.

Oh, by the way, their fair share is 14
percent, which is less than one-half of
the corporate tax rate.

We will see what happens. The House
of Representatives, the men and
women that you have elected, are
going to make some decisions. We will
make a decision about Speaker eventu-
ally. That will get taken care of even-
tually. We will make some decisions
about a few other things. But the infra-
structure issue of this Nation is funda-
mental to economic growth.

I hope we make the right decision. I
hope we make the decision to grow this
economy, to make it in America, spend
your tax dollars here at home, and give
you the roads, the transit system, the
ports, the freight movement, the air-
ports that you need and America needs.

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

———

HONORING AMERICA’S
PHARMACISTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. COLLINS) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I appreciate the opportunity to be
here this evening. It is a good time to
be back here on the floor tonight, espe-
cially after coming back from a week,
I am always very pleased to go see
home, be a part of folks who get out-
side this beltway, get outside where
they get up in morning, they go to
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work, they do the things that families
do and communities do, and they do so
with a sense of purpose and work.

I think tonight we are going to bring
to light, during our time together, we
are going to talk about some of the
great folks, our American pharmacists
and the battle that they carry on every
day. They are true champions on the
front lines of health care.

Tonight we are going to be joined by
several people. My good colleague from
Georgia, BUDDY CARTER, is going to be
here. DAVE LOEBSACK from Iowa is
going to be here as well. We will have
many people come in and out.

Over the next 60 minutes, I hope the
words that we speak will encourage
and inspire those who care for our con-
stituents in their time of need.

Back in 1925, the first celebration of
National Pharmaceutical Week was
held October 11-17. In 2004, American
Pharmacists Month was launched to
bring greater awareness to the expand-
ing role of pharmacists in the
healthcare system and recognize their
unwavering commitment to patient
care.

On October 1, we celebrated Phar-
macist Appreciation Day and partici-
pated in the third annual tweet-a-thon.
This year, there were 7,214 tweets from
1,285 tweeters, and I wanted to share
some of my favorite ones at this time.

They say:

Can you give me a flu shot through the
drive-through?

We do more than count pills. We ensure
medication safety for our patients in a vari-
ety of settings. We save lives.

We filled insulin for a patient after she was
refused by the big box pharmacies.

What does Batman have in common with
your pharmacist? They save lives.

I wanted to be a pharmacist because in my
small town, doctors rotated in and out, but
the pharmacist knew my community.

Every year, the American Phar-
macists Association Academy of Stu-
dent Pharmacists creates a national
theme to encourage and advocate for
the profession of pharmacy, and this
year the theme is: Live your ‘“why.”
We are going to come back to that a
lot tonight, Live your ‘“‘why.”’

It is incredible to read the out-
pouring of stories from student phar-
macists around the country.

Hannah Holbrook is a pharmacy stu-
dent at ULM, one of the most active
and committed student pharmacist
chapters in the Nation. She told a local
paper: “Even as students, we can be
leaders and have impact on patients.”

I believe the next generation of phar-
macists is going to do truly remark-
able things that could radically trans-
form patient care, but it won’t happen
unless Congress acts. We must act to
level the playing field so independent
and community pharmacists can not
only compete, all they are asking for is
a chance, and we need to make sure
that we step up and do that.

Tonight, like I said, we are going to
share from many as we go tonight, but
I want to start off with Representative
BLuM, who has come down to speak
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