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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. ELLMERS).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 11, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RENEE
ELLMERS to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

——————

SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 2
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, yesterday, I joined
members of the Pennsylvania State
legislature, gun owners, and the presi-
dent of the NRA at the Pennsylvania
State capital in support of our Second
Amendment rights. I appreciate their
deep belief in freedom and protecting
the Second Amendment that guaran-
tees our citizens the right to own and
bear arms. Our Second Amendment is

this country’s original homeland secu-
rity. Where this right is freely exer-
cised without government infringe-
ment, our citizens live in freedom with
a deterrent and defense to violent
crimes.

Sadly, Second Amendment rights are
under attack from within, most re-
cently, the fast and furious scandal
perpetrated by the U.S. Bureau of Alco-
hol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives
that approved felonious gun sales, di-
recting thousands of illegally pur-
chased firearms to be smuggled into
Mexico as part of a sting operation.
These actions contributed to the death
of a U.S. border agent and perpetuate
the lie that U.S. gun dealers supply the
bulk of guns to criminal elements in
Mexico.

As elected Representatives, it is our
duty to respect and defend the free-
doms that our Constitution guaran-
tees. Those in the Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives that
engineered this dangerous strategy
that took a life and threatens our free-
doms must be held accountable.

———

SUPPORT THE TROOPS BY
BRINGING THEM HOME

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, the
successful raid on Osama bin Laden’s
hideaway 10 days ago came with an im-
portant, and somewhat ironic, re-
minder. This mission was carried out
in Pakistan where we are not at war
and have no troop presence. Mean-
while, next door in Afghanistan, we
continue to maintain an enormous
military footprint of 100,000 or more
troops. We're still there, even though
Osama bin Laden hasn’t been there
since he escaped our grasp at Tora
Bora nearly 10 years ago, and most of
the al Qaeda leadership fled long ago.

The death of bin Laden clearly under-
scores the folly of our current policy.
This is exactly the right moment to
rethink our approach to Afghanistan
and national security more generally,
especially with the President’s dead-
line for redeployment just 50 days from
now in July.

Unfortunately, Madam Speaker, our
military leaders don’t seem to be rising
to the moment. According to yester-
day’s Wall Street Journal, officers in
Afghanistan have drawn up a plan that
would withdraw 5,000 troops by July 1
and 5,000 more by the end of this year.
Madam Speaker, that’s not even close
to an adequate response to the de-
mands of the moment. It’s not the bold
move that was suggested when the
July 1, 2011, drawdown date was first
announced; 10,000 fewer troops by the
end of the year doesn’t even get us to
pre-surge levels.

We owe it to the American people to
do much, much more. They have sac-
rificed enough. What do we have to
show for the 1,500-plus people we’ve
lost and the nearly $7 billion a month
we continue to throw at this mission?
If anything, we have emboldened the
terrorists instead of defeating them. If
anything, we’ve undermined our na-
tional security interests instead of ad-
vancing them. If anything, we’'ve weak-
ened America instead of strengthening
it.

Americans see that Osama bin Laden
is dead; that the military occupation of
Afghanistan isn’t accomplishing its
goals; that we have urgent priorities
right here at home. And they are quite
rightly asking: Why do we still have
boots on the ground in Afghanistan?
We also owe it to the men and women
who wear those boots to end this war.
Our troops have served with honor and
valor in Afghanistan. A deeply flawed
and morally objectionable policy is not
their fault, but they are bearing the
untold burden that will not be easily
lifted.
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Earlier this week, USA Today re-
ported on a new military study show-
ing that troop morale is at an all-time
low, thanks to the punishing emotional
and psychological strain of multiple
deployments and intense combat. The
percentage of Army soldiers reporting
acute stress has nearly tripled since
the year 2005. Even if the war ended to-
morrow, Madam Speaker, the anxiety
and trauma plaguing so many of our
troops won’t go away anytime soon, if
ever; but it’s time to let the physical
and mental health healing begin. It’s
time to stop sending our best and our
bravest into this grinder.

We have asked enough of them.
Madam Speaker, I can think of no bet-
ter way to support our troops than to
bring them home immediately.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has agreed to a concur-
rent resolution of the following title in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested:

S. Con. Res. 16. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in
the Capitol Visitor Center for an event to
celebrate the birthday of King Kamehameha.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 94-304, as
amended by Public Law 99-7, the Chair,
on behalf of the Vice President, ap-
points the following Senators as mem-
bers of the Commission on Security
and Cooperation in Europe (Helsinki)
during the One Hundred Twelfth Con-
gress:

The Senator from New Hampshire
(Ms. AYOTTE).

The Senator from Georgia (Mr.
CHAMBLISS).

The Senator from Florida (Mr.
RUBIO).

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
WICKER).

————
GAS PRICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. HURT) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HURT. Madam Speaker, all
across Virginia’s Fifth District, people
are suffering from skyrocketing fuel
prices. As I have heard from families
and small businesses and farmers who
are seeing a negative impact on their
bottom lines, we need to take action
now if we are going to address this seri-
ous problem of skyrocketing fuel
prices.

Instead of supporting policies that
will help bring down the cost of gas,
the Obama administration continues to
actively block and delay domestic en-
ergy production, causing more pain at
the pump, increasing our dependence
on foreign oil, and destroying jobs. We
only have to look at our soaring energy
costs to see the consequences of these
failed policies. Gas prices have doubled
under the President’s watch and are
now hovering around $4 per gallon in
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Virginia; and as these rising prices con-
tinue to directly affect all central and
southside Virginians and threaten our
economic recovery, I believe we should
take action now to address this crisis.

Last week, the House passed a bill
that would expand American energy
production and create jobs by reopen-
ing the oil exploration in the Gulf of
Mexico and off the coast of Virginia
that has been delayed or canceled by
the Obama administration. It is esti-
mated that offshore energy develop-
ment in Virginia, which has bipartisan
support, could lead to the production of
more than half a billion barrels of oil
and 2.5 trillion cubic feet of natural
gas, and create nearly 2,000 jobs for our
State. At a time like this, there is no
reason to leave these resources un-
touched when it will help provide relief
to all Americans.

This week, we are continuing our
work to maximize American energy
production by considering two bills
that will end the White House’s de
facto moratorium on new American
offshore energy production in a safe,
responsible, and transparent manner.
By reversing the administration’s anti-
energy policies and tapping into these
resources to maximize our domestic
energy supply, we will take a signifi-
cant step towards lowering gas prices,
reducing our dependence on foreign oil,
and creating thousands of jobs for the
Commonwealth and our Nation.
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I urge support of H.R. 1229 and H.R.
1231 and hope that the Senate and the
administration will join us in our ef-
forts to move towards achieving true
energy independence by approving all
three energy bills the House of Rep-
resentatives has considered thus far.

DEVELOPMENT AND DEPLOYMENT
OF NEW NUCLEAR REACTOR
TECHNOLOGIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. ALTMIRE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in support of legislation I in-
troduced to encourage the development
of a vital component to the next gen-
eration of nuclear reactors that will
provide clean, domestic energy solu-
tions for all Americans.

The Department of Energy initiated
the Nuclear Power 2010 Program in
February 2002 as a joint public-private
program to develop advanced reactor
technologies and encourage the private
sector to build new nuclear power
plants in the United States. My legisla-
tion, the Nuclear Power 2021 Act, ap-
plies the Nuclear Power 2010 model to
small modular reactors. Under the bill,
the Department of Energy would be
able to enter into public-private part-
nerships to design and license two
small modular reactors by the year
2021.

As my colleagues may know, today’s
traditional larger reactors range from
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1,000 to 1,700 megawatts and cost be-
tween $5 billion and $10 billion to con-
struct. In contrast, small modular re-
actors generate 10 to 300 megawatts
and cost about $750 million to con-
struct. These small reactors offer sev-
eral advantages to large reactors in
certain situations, including shorter
construction times, increased safety
controls, and electricity generation.
While large reactors are built on a fu-
ture generation site, a process that can
take up to 5 years, smaller reactors can
be manufactured in modular pieces in
factories and transported by rail or
truck, cutting construction times in
half. Small reactors can also be com-
pletely manufactured and fueled in a
factory. They can be sealed and shipped
to the site for power generation, and
after use, they can be shipped back to
the factory for defueling, minimizing
the potential spread of nuclear mate-
rial.

Additionally, small modular reactors
produce a small nuclear reaction which
generates less heat, making them easi-
er to shut down in the event of a mal-
function. Another advantage of small
modular reactors is that, unlike large
reactors, they can generate power in
any location. While large reactors re-
quire millions of gallons of water per
day for cooling and must be located
near large water sources, small reac-
tors can be water-cooled or air-cooled.
This technology could open up new
parts of the country to nuclear devel-
opment, such as the arid West and lo-
cations that cannot support larger ca-
pacity generation, such as isolated
rural areas or regions with smaller
grids.

Unfortunately, development and de-
ployment of new nuclear reactor tech-
nologies can currently take upwards of
two decades. Time and resources are
limited for the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission to develop the institu-
tional capacity to license new reactor
designs, and traditional public-private
partnerships are often insufficient to
mitigate the business risk of bringing
small modular reactors to market.
This is why I believe this legislation is
crucial for developing this all-Amer-
ican technology that could help us lead
the world in electricity innovation and
generation. I encourage my colleagues
to join me in making America more en-
ergy independent, creating good-paying
American jobs, and working toward the
future of clean energy generation by
cosponsoring the Nuclear Power 2021
Act.

———

HARVESTING AMERICAN ENERGY
RESOURCES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOODALL. Madam Speaker, 1
am glad to be able to take the floor
after the Member from Pennsylvania
(Mr. ALTMIRE) talking about energy be-
cause it’s something that’s on
everybody’s mind today. He is talking
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about nuclear energy, and he concluded
with the remarks, What can we do to
find American-made energy solutions?
What can we do to find American en-
ergy independence? What can we do to
provide good-paying American jobs?
Folks, those things are all intertwined.
There is not a product that we produce
in this country that does not have an
energy component to it. We have to
have that access to energy in order to
have access to jobs. That’s why I'm so
proud that in the tail end of last week
and the beginning of this week, that’s
what we’re focused on here on the
House floor. What can we do to find
those domestic energy solutions?

There aren’t going to be as many
folks here, Madam Speaker, as I look
around the gallery, who might have
been alive in the 1970s. Madam Speak-
er, I think you and I were here then.
We remember some of those gas lines.
Would you believe that we bring less
American oil to market today than we
did in 1970? Would you believe it’s al-
most half?

We have been blessed in this country
with domestic energy resources the
likes of which no other country on the
planet can claim. And yet we seem to
be doing everything that we can to
keep those resources in the ground and,
instead, send precious American dol-
lars overseas, often to folks who don’t
like us and would like to see our de-
mise.

Folks, energy independence isn’t just
a tag line. It’s not just about $4 prices
at the pump. It’s about national secu-
rity. It’s about, what is our vision for
the future of this country? Is it a vi-
sion of dependency upon our enemies
overseas? Or is it a vision of independ-
ence where we’re bringing American re-
sources out of the ground with Amer-
ican workers, creating American cap-
ital?

It’s not just, Drill, drill, drill. I'm a
big believer in drill here, drill now. But
that’s not because we’re not sensitive
to what’s happening in a changing en-
ergy environment across this planet.
Would you believe, for example, that in
this country, we use less energy per
capita today, fewer Btus today, than
we did just 5 years ago, than we did 10
years ago, than we did 20 years ago,
than we did 30 years ago. To say that
we need energy independence, to say
that national security depends on get-
ting our resources out of the ground is
not to say that conservation isn’t a
part of the model as well. It is. We're
doing it, we’re doing it successfully,
and we should continue to do it, but we
have to get our resources out of the
ground.

Would you believe that as a percent-
age of the energy that we use in this
country, that petroleum is in decline?
Each and every year, we use less oil per
capita than we used the year before,
but that doesn’t mean that we don’t
still need to get American oil out of
the ground. In fact, we are importing
more oil today than we did just 10
years ago, than we did just 20 years
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ago. We have the resources here. We
know of more oil that’s in the ground
in America today than we have ever
known of before, and yet we choose to
send our dollars overseas to import
that energy instead.

There are three bills we’re working
on here, Madam Speaker, and you
know them well. H.R. 1229, the Putting
the Gulf of Mexico Back to Work Act.
Can you believe, Madam Speaker, that
in a time of record-high gas prices that
we have the second-largest shallow
water drilling operation in the country
going out of business for lack of work?
For lack of work. Oil prices are headed
back towards historic highs, and Amer-
ican drillers are going out of business
for lack of work. And it’s not just the
company, Madam Speaker; it is each
and every one of the American men and
women who work on those drill rigs
who are out of work because we can’t
get permits issued out of Washington,
D.C. Putting the Gulf of Mexico Back
to Work Act.

H.R. 1231, Reversing  President
Obama’s Offshore Moratorium Act. We
have these resources. We have this na-
tional security need. We have men and
women who want to go to work to solve
that need, and we won’t let the permits
out of Washington, D.C. Washington,
D.C. has not been the solution here.
Washington, D.C. has been the prob-
lem.

Folks, if what you want to say is,
We’re going to pass a bill on this floor
that’s going to ban automobiles, and
we just won’t use any more gasoline,
fair enough. If what you want to say is,
We’re going to pass a bill on this floor
that’s going to ban plastic and say,
we’re just not going to produce any
more, fair enough. If you are going to
pass a bill that says, We’re not going to
produce any more fertilizer in this
country, who needs it, fair enough. But
until you do—and I would vote ‘“‘no’’ on
each one of those proposals—but until
you do, we need American oil, and we
need to get it out of the ground, and we
need to get it out of the ground now.

Madam Speaker, I am tremendously
grateful for the leadership you have
shown in bringing these bills to the
floor, and I thank you for the time.

—————

RESILIENCE OF THE CITY OF
MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, I rep-
resent the Tennessee Ninth Congres-
sional District, which is Memphis.
Memphis has been in the news quite a
bit these past few weeks, and partly
it’s been for a bad reason: a flood, the
greatest flood since 1937 on the Mis-
sissippi River. There has been a mas-
sive flow of water across lands and into
our downtown and other areas, and it’s
affected a lot of people. I have toured
the damage. There are at least 1,500
people whose homes have been lost.
They are in shelters. They have lost
possessions.
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But the city of Memphis is coming
together with a lot of volunteerism to
help those people, and the Federal Gov-
ernment, through FEMA and the Corps
of Engineers, is doing all it can to pro-
tect property and protect people and
offer them shelter and food. And be-
cause it’s a disaster area, we’ll be help-
ing them get back on their feet once
again. It’s a tragedy for those people
and a tragedy for a lot of other people
up and down the river.

But the fact is the city of Memphis is
open and open for business, and most of
the city of Memphis is not affected by
the flood. Contrary to what you might
see on the news, the entire city is not
underwater. The business sections,
most of the city, are totally dry, and
people are going to work, flying Fed-
eral Express planes all over the world
to deliver packages. International
Paper and all the businesses that are
there are fully operational.

Our Memphis Grizzlies are still alive
and playing tonight in the NBA West-
ern finals, and the people of Memphis
are filling the FedEx Forum when they
play and cheering them on and bring-
ing the city together in the spirit that
Memphians have come together for
years.

The city of Memphis has had prob-
lems over the years. A yellow fever epi-
demic in the 1870s almost destroyed the
city, but it didn’t. The city came back
and came back even stronger.

The assassination of Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King on the 4th of April, 1968, was
an awful moment in our city history
and one we had to overcome. But the
city did. And on that site, the Lorraine
Motel, has been built a great civil
rights museum, the National Civil
Rights Museum, like a phoenix from
the ashes telling the story of the civil
rights movement and the movement
out of slavery and out of Jim Crow into
an era where an African American
could and has been elected President of
these United States.

The city of Memphis and the people
have an indomitable spirit. They have
come back from problems in the past
and will continue to do so.

Yesterday, the city of Memphis re-
ceived great news when President
Obama announced that of all the
schools that applied in this Nation in
the Race to the Top program to be rec-
ognized and to be honored by his pres-
ence as the commencement speaker for
graduation, that Booker T. Washington
High School, a high school created in
the 1800s, a Jim Crow school, an Afri-
can American school in the 1800s,
which has done spectacularly well in
academics, increased their graduation
rate from the fifties into the 81st per-
centile, best in the State on algebra
scores and other scores, and great im-
provement and shown innovation, was
chosen as the school in the country to
have the President come to their grad-
uation. He will speak at the Booker T.
Washington High School graduation
next Monday in Memphis. It will be his
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first visit to Memphis, and the city of
Memphis has looked forward to his
visit. I look forward to his visit, and
have encouraged the President to come
to Memphis, and I hope he’ll come
more times after that.

But for those students and other stu-
dents who need to have inspiration and
hope, particularly at this time when
there is flood and many people have
been dispossessed, it’s so important
that the President be there and give
those students hope and encourage
them to continue to make good grades
and to lift themselves up.

Many of the students at Booker T.
Washington lived in housing projects,
Cleaborn Homes, which was recently
demolished to make way for a HOPE VI
project, the fifth of six in the city of
Memphis, which has gotten rid of
projects but given people private resi-
dences or apartments and a better way
of life. Those students saw their homes
destroyed, but they’ve worked hard in
their school and stayed at Booker T.
Washington High School and will be
honored by the President’s visit.

They, like everybody else in Mem-
phis, cheer for the Memphis Grizzlies,
and the Grizzlies cheer towel is one
that I bring you today. ‘‘Believe Mem-
phis.” Believe Memphis has carried the
Grizzlies, an eighth-seeded team, to the
championship game. The city believes.
The city is strong. We urge you to
come to Memphis, have some ribs, have
some music and enjoy our hospitality.

————

60TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 1951
U.N. REFUGEE CONVENTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. CHU) for 5 minutes.

Ms. CHU. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in celebration of the 60th anni-
versary of the 1951 Convention related
to the Status of Refugees. The Conven-
tion was historic in spelling out a set
of basic human rights that should be
afforded a refugee. It was initially di-
rected toward European refugees in the
aftermath of World War II, but was ex-
panded in 1967 to include refugees from
all around the world. The U.N. Conven-
tion defines who a refugee is, and out-
lines assistance that refugees should
receive. It stipulates that refugees
should not be returned to a country
where they fear persecution.

My district in the San Gabriel Valley
of California is home to a large and di-
verse refugee population who fled per-
secution from countries such as Viet-
nam, Cambodia, and Laos. In L.os Ange-
les County they come from places as
far as Iran to El Salvador.

Since arriving on our shores, many of
the refugees have established them-
selves as civic leaders, small business
owners and hardworking Americans.
Some are working with resettlement
agencies to help new refugee popu-
lations integrate, settle their families,
and restart their lives.

The open arms with which our Nation
welcomes refugees from around the
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world reaffirms America’s commitment
to human rights. And on this 60th anni-
versary, I look forward to continuing
the U.S. commitment to human rights
through strengthening of our refugee
resettlement program.

———

RAPE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT IN
THE U.S. MILITARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes.

Ms. SPEIER. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to speak again about rape and
sexual assault in the military. But first
I want to recognize the role our mili-
tary played in bringing Osama bin
Laden to justice. Taking down the
world’s most notorious man, someone
responsible for the deaths of thousands
of innocent Americans, is a tremendous
accomplishment. Our Nation is so
proud of the service of our members of
the military.

The news about killing Osama bin
Laden is another reminder that mili-
tary service is one of our Nation’s
highest callings. This is precisely why
we cannot, as a country, allow a few
bad actors to besmirch the honor of the
Armed Forces. And we certainly can-
not condone a system that is designed
to protect the perpetrators and punish
the survivors.

Just as the military sought justice
for the victims of September 11, we
must continue to seek justice for those
who have served their country, only to
be raped or sexually assaulted by one
of their own.

As a reminder, the numbers are stag-
gering. The Department of Defense has
said that over 19,000 members of the
military were raped or sexually as-
saulted in 2010. Those are the Depart-
ment of Defense numbers. And only 13
percent of them actually report the as-
saults.

I made a pledge to share the victims’
stories every week until Congress and
this administration does something
more than offer lip service. I recently
set up an email account so survivors
could share their stories with me. The
address is  StopMilitaryRape@mail
.house.gov.

Today I want to share one of those
emails. A servicewoman wrote:

I endured over a year of harassment
while stationed at Point Loma, Cali-
fornia. My class leader was a fleet re-
turnee that referred to women by a
number of derogatory names. He and
two other men in the class would grope
women. They would then publicly
grope each other to prove that they
were equal opportunity harassers.

The class leader also would accuse
women of being ‘‘on the rag,” or he
would ask us if our vagina hurt. What
would happen if one of your colleagues
asked you if your vagina hurt? And yet
this is largely permitted in uniform. It
is permitted with a culture of fear that
would rival the prison experience or
the tyranny of gang infested neighbor-
hoods.
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I reported the behavior and the class
leader was relieved of his duties. He
was already on a suspended bust for
sexual harassment that he committed
while on recruiting duty in his home-
town. I then was ostracized for report-
ing bad behavior. This class leader told
all the male students at this training
center to make sure that whoever went
to sea with me should make me pay.

Another petty officer deployed on a
mission a month ahead of me. He told
the ship that I was a feminist and a les-
bian that got someone that was on a
suspended bust into more trouble.

While stationed aboard that ship, I
was groped and harassed by my work
center supervisor. When we went to
sea, he would send everyone back to
their barracks by saying that he and I
would finish cleaning up. Then he
would rape me.

The ship sailed for the Caribbean. We
sailed through hurricanes and tropical
storms off the coast of Florida. I was
put on consecutive watches with this
guy and he raped me most of the time
we were on watch together. I did get
some reprieve because in high seas he
would get seasick. Once he got sick all
over me while he was raping me.
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I tried to report this rape and harass-
ment to my chain of command. My sen-
ior chief took me out to the fan tail of
the ship and told me that the chain of
command knew that I was a feminist
and a Democrat; and, if I said anything
more about this, I would just be prov-
ing that I wanted to get the rapist in
trouble.

I attempted suicide, but backed out
at the last minute. It still makes no
sense.

Well, it doesn’t make sense. I have
received countless emails like this and
will continue to share them in the
weeks ahead. Again, I invite survivors
to tell their stories by writing to
StopMilitaryRape@mail.house.gov.

During a time of such tremendous
pride for our military, we should com-
mit ourselves to removing the stain of
rape and sexual assault from this great
institution once and for all.

———

INSTITUTE FOR INCLUSION IN THE
LEGAL PROFESSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the Insti-
tute for Inclusion in the Legal Profes-
sion.

Lawyers serve an important role in
our society, and yet the legal profes-
sion, like many others, is in need of se-
rious improvement in the diversity of
its membership. There are a number of
individuals and organizations who are
working to change that fact, and,
thanks to their efforts, there has been
progress. Yet the 1legal profession,
which above all should stand for fair-
ness and equality, is still a long way
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from being open and welcoming to all
irrespective of individual characteris-
tics and background.

The Institute for Inclusion in the
Legal Profession, a new group with a
promising approach to diversity and in-
clusion in the legal profession, was es-
tablished in Chicago, Illinois, in Sep-
tember 2009.

The Institute for Inclusion in the
Legal Profession is addressing the con-
trast between the increasingly diverse
society in which we live and what cer-
tainly appears to be an entrenched lack
of diversity and inclusion. The Insti-
tute is working to improve diversity
and promote inclusion through com-
prehensive outreach and innovative
programs.

For example, the Institute asks hard
questions and finds the answers to
them. Working with legal, judicial,
professional, educational, and govern-
mental institutions, the Institute pro-
vides programs and tools to promote
equity in the legal field. IILP uses a
new and, in many ways, unique ap-
proach. Its comprehensive programs in-
clude lawyers, judges, and law students
to address all facets, all practice set-
tings, and all types of diversity within
the legal profession. Beyond working
to overcome the barriers facing diverse
lawyers, it looks at the pipeline for
new legal talent. This aspect is key. By
helping diverse students become law
students, enter the legal profession,
and eventually become successful law-
yers and judges, the profession will be-
come more diverse and inclusive.

A few examples of the work of the In-
stitute for Inclusion in the Legal Pro-
fession include a pledge to the profes-
sion where lawyers across the country
are being asked to dedicate a minimum
of 1 day of service to work with young
people to educate them about the legal
profession and encourage them to join
it; Professionalism in Practice, a pro-
gram where law students and judges
learn from each other about the profes-
sion and, in doing so, about diversity
and inclusion; the ‘‘Business Case for
Diversity: Reality or Wishful Think-
ing?” a research project that provides
the first hard data examining the im-
pact of the business case for diversity
and the state of diversity; and, ‘“The
State of Diversity and Inclusion in the
Legal Profession,” which is an annual
report and series of symposia designed
to educate the bar about its current
state, cutting-edge issues surrounding
diversity and inclusion and the most
promising programs, efforts, and initia-
tives aimed at making entry into and
success within the legal profession
more accessible to all.

The mission and work of the IILP is
an important contribution to social
justice in the United States. I consider
it an honor to recognize the Institute
for Inclusion in the Legal Profession
and invite all Members to join me in
recognizing them for the importance of
their mission and the great work they
are undertaking.
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HR. 71

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. We
have had a very challenging week,
Madam Speaker, and I thank you for
the time.

It is a time of great patriotism and
great respect for the institutions of de-
mocracy that this country represents.
It is a statement that says that we will
not be an offender, but we will be a de-
fender. We will defend our values; we
will defend our soil; we will defend the
people of the United States.

I have served on the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee as the dust was rising
from the site of 9/11. When I traveled to
New York, I walked along sidewalks
where there were walls of letters and
pictures of loved ones who had not been
designated as being lost and people
were trying to see if loved ones were in
hospitals. I saw the pain. And so the
capturing and the demise of Osama bin
Laden is the finishing of an era and a
story. And we are to commend the
President of the United States, the
Navy SEALs, the JSOC and intel-
ligence communities, and the United
States military and persons around
this Nation who are part of this great
effort.

Well, we live in a different world
now. As the facts are unfolding in
Pakistan, as evidence has been re-
viewed by the various tapes, we know
that terrorism and al Qaeda is an ac-
tive entity around the world. The
United States is not the only target,
but we are and will continue to be in
the eye of the storm.

As we have heard representations
from terrorists and to-be leaders and
wanna-bes about what they intend to
do to retaliate, it is important for us to
be responsible with the resources that
we have. And so for over a year I have
introduced H.R. 71, the FAMS Aug-
mentation bill, the Federal Air Mar-
shal. And I call on, today, for the ad-
ministration and the Congress to work
together to increase the number of air
marshals on domestic flights, on long-
distance flights, and to increase the
numbers of air marshals traveling on
inbound flights to the United States.
What more do we need?

Over the last couple of days, any se-
ries of incidents that have occurred,
and thanks to the brave passengers
now well aware since 9/11 and flight at-
tendants for whom I have fought con-
sistently to get more training, un-
armed, obviously, and many without
training, are now being confronted
with individuals who are charging now
reinforced pilot doors, some going to
the exit doors, over the last 4 days a se-
ries of incidents that no one knows
whether or not they will stop.

Now, we know that some allegations
have been that individuals are suf-
fering from mental challenges, and we
understand that. We also know that, to
date, no one had a weapon, and so the
Transportation Security Administra-
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tion is doing its job. But this is hap-
pening. That is what air marshals are
for: to protect the traveling public, fly-
ing more than they have ever flown,
paying higher prices for bags and food,
and now we expect them not to be safe
and secure. It is time now to augment
and to pass H.R. 71 and to increase the
number of air marshals.

Now, we have an issue of a deficit and
a debt. My question is, as someone
would say: Are we going to be penny-
wise and pound-foolish? Are we going
to not safeguard the American people
because there happens to be the
mantra on this side of the aisle, Repub-
licans, who don’t want to spend a dime
for anything? Well, my friends, we have
to invest in the American public. We
have got to be able to build infrastruc-
ture, and at the same time we have got
to be responsible spenders.

But I will tell you this. I will take
spending for national security any day
with bringing home the troops from Af-
ghanistan, because that mission is
complete. Now we must invest in
American people. And I'm angry about
this, that we would be so cheap that we
would not provide the resources to give
us new and additional trained Federal
air marshals, many of whom come from
the United States military. Many of
these soldiers coming home would
make excellent air marshals.
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Many of them come from the U.S.
Marshals Service and many other mar-
shals services.

What is more precious than the
mother and father and children and rel-
atives that are traveling to visit loved
ones or for business, and they are com-
ing home to the United States and we
are putting them in jeopardy because
we do not have the air marshals to pro-
tect them against these unknown
threats?

So my challenge today is stop being
cheap, stop nickel-and-diming security,
stop not understanding that we have
the responsibility to go ahead and se-
cure the American public. Today I call
for more air marshals on the Nation’s
airplanes, and I call for it now. H.R. 71
should be passed immediately.

———

PUERTO RICO’S COMEBACK STORY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PIERLUISI. Madam Speaker, the
United States stands at a crossroads.
Responsible leaders recognize that a bi-
partisan fiscal strategy must be crafted
to reduce deficits. A deal will require
courage on the part of its proponents,
because each revenue raiser and spend-
ing cut is bound to trigger opposition.

Unless officials can persuade voters
that sacrifice and self-restraint now
are essential for stability and strength
later, a deal will not happen. Even with
public buy-in, leaders must be ready to
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take action, despite the political per-
ils, and be prepared to raise the na-
tional interest above their personal in-
terests and reelection. It will not be
easy, but it must be done.

For officials in Washington who are
in search of a comeback story, I sug-
gest the case of Puerto Rico. In Janu-
ary 2009, the U.S. territory stood on the
brink of disaster. The new government
had inherited a deficit of $3.3 billion.
As a percentage of revenue, this was
the largest deficit of any U.S. adminis-
tration. The new administration was
even forced to take a loan to meet its
first payroll. Major rating agencies had
downgraded Puerto Rico’s credit to
near junk status. Simply put, the is-
land’s economy was about to implode.

Leaders in San Juan faced a stark
choice. Like their predecessors, they
could usher Puerto Rico down this
unsustainable path, paralyzed by the
fear that tough choices would antago-
nize voters; or they could place their
responsibility to protect Puerto Rico’s
future above their desire to preserve
their poll numbers.

Fortunately for Puerto Rico, the new
leadership chose the right course. For
2-plus years, Governor Luis Fortuno
and the island’s legislature have taken
decisive action to impose fiscal dis-
cipline and create a leaner, more re-
sponsible government. They have cut
government spending by nearly 20 per-
cent, sharply reducing the deficit as a
percentage of revenue. Indeed, by this
metric, the island has moved from last
in the Nation to a fiscal position that
is better than 30 States. The rating
agencies have rewarded Puerto Rico’s
progress, with Moody’s giving the is-
land its highest rating in 35 years.

To achieve savings, the government
cut expenses and political appoint-
ments and was compelled to reduce its
payroll. In my experience, rational
leaders do not lay off workers because
they think this will play to their polit-
ical advantage. To the contrary, few
actions are likely to arouse greater
public displeasure. After all, work does
more than put bread on the family
table. It gives men and women dignity
and a sense of purpose. But the Govern-
ment of Puerto Rico’s actions were ab-
solutely necessary and were taken de-
spite serious political risks.

Measures were taken to cushion the
blow for those workers who were let go,
and layoffs did not include teachers or
first responders. More importantly, the
government factions prevented an eco-
nomic disaster, which would have re-
sulted in far greater suffering and job
loss.

It is important to emphasize that
these decisions were not partisan. Gov-
ernor Fortuno is a Republican and I, as
Puerto Rico’s only Representative in
Congress, am a proud Democrat, and I
supported his policies. The island legis-
lators who voted to advance this agen-
da are affiliated with both national
parties. And unlike in some States,
Puerto Rico’s leaders did not politicize
ARRA or other Federal funding which
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served as a lifeline for the island. Rath-
er, they have worked to put every dol-
lar to good use.

So for leaders in Washington who say
it will be impossible to achieve biparti-
sanship in the budget debate, the case
of Puerto Rico should provide a meas-
ure of hope. As it nurses the economy
back to health, the Puerto Rico Gov-
ernment is also advancing a long-term,
pro-growth strategy. For example, the
government has reduced individual and
corporate tax rates and ensured that
everyone contributes their fair share;
boosted sales of housing and commer-
cial properties through other incen-
tives; and worked to address Puerto
Rico’s high energy costs and depend-
ence on foreign oil, including through
the development of a natural gas pipe-
line that will create thousands of jobs,
lower carbon emissions and signifi-
cantly reduce energy bills for individ-
uals and companies on the island.

In closing, Puerto Rico’s leadership
has proven that it is possible to work
across party lines to control spending
and create growth. I urge my col-
leagues in this Chamber to work in this
same spirit and to set aside partisan
differences to secure the long-term fis-
cal health of the country we love.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 45
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

————
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. POE of Texas) at noon.

————

PRAYER

Reverend Wallace Shepherd, Second
Baptist Church, Santa Barbara, Cali-
fornia, offered the following prayer:

Our Heavenly Father, we bless You,
Lord, in this season, while our home-
land faces difficult decisions and con-
flicts across many nations.

We bow before You this day, request-
ing Your mercy and Your grace. Grant
this Congress Your guidance as they
work collectively as one. We pray, dear
Lord, as resolutions are prepared, that
there will be a united commitment to
the development of comprehensive
laws.

Lead this Congress and Nation in the
direction of tranquility that reflects
the intent of our forefathers. Endow us
as a Nation to be humble, as we tran-
scend the norm, without forgetting
those that are in need. Anchor our
hearts with prudence, as we consider
the development of our youth. Protect
our troops, as they fight for democracy
and freedom throughout the world.

May 11, 2011

Steer us on the path of righteousness
with temperance. Bless our govern-
ment, and bless this Nation.

In Jesus Christ’s name,
Amen.

we pray.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. ELLMERS) come forward and lead
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. ELLMERS led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING REVEREND WALLACE
SHEPHERD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. CAPPS) is recognized for 1
minute.

There was no objection.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a valued constituent
and a good friend, Dr. Wallace Shep-
herd.

Dr. Shepherd came to the Second
Baptist Church of Santa Barbara as
pastor in 2006. Since then, Pastor Shep-
herd has reestablished Santa Barbara’s
Martin Luther King Day event as a
capstone celebration on the central
coast of California.

He is an active board member of the
Endowment for Youth program, which
supports the education of underprivi-
leged children through tutoring and
scholarships. Dr. Shepherd also helped
to found Eco Faith, a nonprofit organi-
zation that promotes conservation of
energy in churches and houses of wor-
ship.

He has been appointed evangelism di-
rector of the Central District of Cali-
fornia, and also the vice president of
the Third Sunday Fellowship for Santa
Barbara and Ventura Counties. But as
our House has just witnessed, he is at
the core a powerful presence and a
humble servant in the name of his
faith.

I am honored to welcome him here to
Congress, and thank him for his invalu-
able service to our community and to
our country.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
quests for 1-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.
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H.R. 1425

(Mrs. ELLMERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. ELLMERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1425, the Cre-
ating Jobs Through Small Business In-
novation Act. This bipartisan bill is
being marked up today in the House
Small Business Committee.

Our bill reauthorizes the SBIR and
STTR programs, which have a proven
track record of creating jobs, stimu-
lating small business growth, and help-
ing startups succeed by providing the
impetus to start projects that other-
wise would not have gotten off the
ground. But, most importantly, our bill
does not cost anything. This program
simply requires that the Federal agen-
cies slice out a portion of their overall
budget for small firms to compete for
research and development for new in-
novative ideas.

The SBIR program is set to expire on
May 31. As chairwoman of the House
Small Business Committee on Health
and Technology, I believe it is vital
that we expedite reauthorization of the
SBIR program so that small businesses
can continue to compete for the con-
tracts that will springboard ideas, cre-
ate jobs, and spur economic growth.

—————

GAS PRICES

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, for
nearly 20 weeks this Chamber has been
discussing ways to reduce our Nation’s
deficit, debating the merits of cutting
one program or another, most times in-
cluding important initiatives like job
training funds, education, and health-
related services.

The fact of the matter is that we
have to cut spending. The issue is not
whether to reduce the deficit, but how
we do it.

If we really want to get serious about
the deficit, we would stop handing out
billions of dollars in taxpayer subsidies
to big oil companies which price gouge
at the pumps.

0Oil company profits are at a record
high, and my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle are using high gas
prices as an excuse to keep giving them
billions in taxpayer handouts. Tax-
payer-funded giveaways for big oil add
to the deficit. My constituents gain
nothing at the pumps, nor do Ameri-
cans all across this country. Instead,
we should be focusing on measures that
would actually bring down the price of
gas at the pump.

It is time to bring to the House floor
measures which would release oil from
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and
legislation aimed at preventing big oil
from engaging in price gouging
schemes which drive up the price of oil.
These measures could provide imme-
diate relief to our constituents from
the rising price of gasoline that truly
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threatens our economic recovery and
the well-being of hardworking middle
class families.

———
JOBS

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

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, we’'ve
been here for about 5 months so far.
It’s easing up on June. It won’t be long
until it’s summertime. Yet, Mr. Speak-
er, the Republican majority has not
brought a single bill to create a single
job.

I was very pleased to hear the gentle-
woman from North Carolina say that
they are marking up a bill on jobs. It
would be the first one, if it ever gets
here. That’s a shame, because I think
when people voted last November, they
were thinking, hey, we’ve got to do
something about some jobs. And yet
the Republican majority has dallied
away and done everything but work on
jobs.

Yeah, they’ve tried to take away the
Affordable Care Act and take away
health care from people who really
need it. Yeah, they’ve tried to do a
whole lot of things, push a social agen-
da. They’ve done all these things, but
they have yet to focus on the one thing
that Americans need most, which is a
job.

If you want to reduce the deficit,
you’ve got to have people making some
money, and that means getting some
jobs. People pay taxes. People would
love to pay taxes, but they would do it
if they had work. But they don’t have
work because our Republican majority
has got other things to do.

Remember, jobs are the key. I am
looking forward to Republicans bring-
ing a bill to the floor.

———

MEDICARE/GAS PRICES RELIEF

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, in 1965 this
body voted to create Medicare and
Medicaid to ensure that all seniors and
disabled Americans would always have
access to health coverage, and those
today expect the same kind of coverage
for themselves and their children.

But over the years, my Republican
colleagues have tried to weaken the
programs and privatize safety nets like
Social Security. Sadly, history is re-
peating itself. Instead of focusing on
priorities, like creating jobs and low-
ering gas prices, Republicans have put
forward an agenda that ends Medicare
as we know it.

So far this year, Republicans have
voted—and we can’t say they haven’t.
They have voted to eliminate guaran-
teed Medicare coverage for seniors,
convert Medicare to a voucher pro-
gram, reopen the prescription drug
doughnut hole, and extend tax breaks
for big o0il companies that ship jobs
overseas. Even worse, new data shows
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the Republican budget will kick 44 mil-
lion low-income Americans off Med-
icaid.

We must stop this insanity. Let’s
work together to preserve Medicare
and lower the deficit.

————
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STICKING IT TO THE AMERICAN
PEOPLE

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, it’s happened.
Gas is over four bucks a gallon. It’s
killing our economic recovery, Amer-
ican families and small businesses.

Now, Goldman Sachs, not exactly a
friend of the consumer, says that 60 to
85 cents per gallon is purely useless,
speculative activity. And what are the
Republicans running the House of Rep-
resentatives going to do about that?
Nothing. They’re going to pretend that
future possible leasing off Virginia 10
years from now will do something
about today’s prices. It won’t.

But why are they like, bait-and-
switch? Why are they passing these
phony bills and not taking on the price
gouging and the speculation? Because
that would mean taking on Big Oil and
Wall Street. And, guess what? They’re
always looking forward to the next
campaign, and Big Oil and Wall Street
have been so generous to the new ma-
jority that they don’t want to upset
them. So they want to pretend they
stand with their constituents and con-
sumers, but they’re really standing be-
hind Big Oil and Wall Street.

Congratulations, guys. You just
stuck it to the American people and
the economy.

————

SUPPORTING MENTAL HEALTH
MONTH

(Mrs. NAPOLITANO asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker,
May is Mental Health Month, and as
the cochair of the Mental Health Cau-
cus, I bring to you information, espe-
cially on the military.

Since 2001 to current date, we have
had 2,103 military service personnel die
by suicide, suicide, my friends, in the
Iraq and Afghan wars. In the Afghan
war alone, it is over 1,000, more than
some of the figures we have listened to
recently.

One in five servicemembers suffer
from major depression, posttraumatic
syndrome, or traumatic brain injury,
TBI. It affects the military and their
families, their children. There’s lots of
divorce because of this and substance
abuse that continues as they age.

We must expand mental health serv-
ices to our military personnel and their
families. Through their blood and their
service they have earned it. We owe it
to them. We’ve made some strides, but
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we’ve got a long way to go, Mr. Speak-
er. We need to reduce the stigma, ac-
cept it as the illness that it is, and ex-
pand mental health services.

I ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing the military members and
their families during May, Mental
Health Month.

RECOGNIZING CHARLES P. WEST
ON HIS 90TH BIRTHDAY

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

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have
the great pleasure today of recognizing
a very special Delawarean who recently
celebrated his 90th birthday.

Charles P. West is one of a kind who
served our State and Nation with dis-
tinction as a soldier, legislator, busi-
nessman, and advocate for the values
that are important to his community
of Gumboro. Charlie was first elected
to the Delaware House of Representa-
tives in 1956, serving one 2-year term.
He returned to the statehouse in 1978
and served for 24 years before retiring
in 2002.

Charlie took great pride in helping
his constituents. As he used to tell me
all the time, he fought for the little
guy. He was a fierce advocate for those
who were the backbone of his district:
chicken and grain farmers, small busi-
ness owners, and sportsmen.

Charlie and his wife of 63 years, Elea-
nor Lee, are good friends of mine, and
they have helped me better understand
what is important to our State. It is
my pleasure today to wish Charles P.
West a happy 90th birthday and wish
him and his family many more years
together.

———

GIVING MORE ACCESS TO
AMERICAN OIL

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the pain at
the pump is real. In this, the most dif-
ficult economy in the last 25 years, my
constituents have gas prices on their
mind, and with due cause: $4.18 a gallon
average back in the Hoosier State,
higher than the national average, gas
prices have climbed more than $1 over
the last year. And, frankly, with the
summer travel season upon us and with
the rising treacherous waters in the
Mississippi threatening our refinery ca-
pability, we could see $5 a gallon gaso-
line in the near future.

It is time to give the American peo-
ple more access to American oil. Start-
ing last week and this week, this ma-
jority in Congress will continue to
move legislation that opens up our own
domestic energy reserves in the Gulf of
Mexico and offshore to the American
people. The answer to the pain at the
pump is energy independence. Part of
that answer is by giving the American
people more access to our own domes-
tic reserves.
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I urge my colleagues to join us in
supporting measures on the floor this
week and last week and lead us toward
that lodestar of energy independence
and relieve the pain at the pump once
and for all.

———

SUPPORT THE MAKE IT IN
AMERICA AGENDA

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, fami-
lies and small businesses have been
hurting for too long. While the world is
changing, Washington has made things
worse by ignoring American manufac-
turing and stifling American inge-
nuity. But here is what hasn’t changed.
Americans are still the most creative
and most productive people in the
world. We’re still great at making
things. And that’s why I support the
Make It In America agenda, because

American manufacturing can and
should be the central driver of our
economy.

The St. Louis region I represent has
a strong base in manufacturing, and
now we need to tap into that strength
to bring high-quality, high-paying jobs
back home. That’s why my office is
helping St. Louis-based heating and air
conditioning manufacturer Unico after
being unfairly targeted by regulators.
With a level playing field, companies
like Unico can compete anywhere in
the world, and if we invest in edu-
cation, innovation, infrastructure, and
manufacturing, we can restore making
things to a central place in our econ-
omy.

I ask my colleagues, Republicans and
Democrats alike, to stand with me to
make these job-creating investments
so we can Make It In America again.

START GOVERNING AND STOP
CAMPAIGNING

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

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I came
down here to do a public service an-
nouncement. On behalf of all Ameri-
cans, I want the Republican majority
to know that the elections are over.
You’ve won the majority for now, so
now start governing and stop cam-
paigning. If you can’t handle the re-
sponsibility of governing, get out of
the way and let’s move towards
progress.

This week we’re considering two bills
that Republicans claim would bring
down the price of gas immediately.
Let’s just pretend that is a fact, that
that is true, although we know it is
not.

If it’s true, then why would you bring
a bill to the floor that expedites drill-
ing permits, which I could agree with,
but you add in a provision to strip the
American people’s right to challenge
drilling permits that are not environ-
mentally sound?
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Let’s look at the next bill, Reversing
President Obama’s Offshore Morato-
rium Act. That isn’t the name of a bill.
That’s the name of a campaign speech.
That’s the name of political rhetoric.

I would say, Mr. Speaker, that it is
now time to have the responsibility of
governing and take it seriously so that
the American people are not paying $5
a gallon for gas.

Mr. Speaker, I would just ask that
you remind the Republicans that the
campaign is over and it is time to gov-
ern.

This public service announcement is
brought to you by Americans For a
Functional Congress.

——
CONGRATULATING THE TEXAS
A&M WOMEN’S EQUESTRIAN

TEAM’S WESTERN SQUAD ON
WINNING THEIR THIRD
STRAIGHT NATIONAL TITLE

(Mr. FLORES asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize and congratulate
the second athletics team from Texas
A&M University to win a national
championship in the past month. The
Texas A&M Women’s Equestrian West-
ern Squad recently took home their
third straight national title with a 5-3
victory over Kansas State in the finals
of the Varsity Equestrian National
Championship in Waco, Texas. Includ-
ing the overall national title in 2002,
the A&M Equestrian Team has won
nine national championships since it
was formed in 1999.

These lady Aggies, who hail from
various parts of Texas and numerous
States around the country, glided
through a near perfect season and had
their eyes set on another national tro-
phy to add to an already filled trophy
case. This team is a shining example of
how hard work and perseverance pays
off.

I would also like to applaud Coach
Tana McKay and her staff for an out-
standing job in guiding the Aggie Wom-
en’s Equestrian Team throughout their
success. Congratulations, Aggies, on a
job well done, and gig’ em.

————
O 1220
WHERE ARE THE JOBS?

(Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, we’ve been waiting for 17
weeks for the Republican majority to
bring to the floor a jobs bill. I voted
against the recess 2 weeks ago because
I believe we ought to stay here until we
get our job done, which is to create
jobs for the American people. What’s
the majority doing? Last week, they
tried restricting a woman’s right to
choose. Then they attacked health in-
surance protections. This week, they’re
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trying to repeal commonsense protec-
tions that prevent oil spills. Jobs? No-
where to be found.

Last week, Democratic Whip STENY
HOYER unveiled Make it in America.
My Build America Bonds legislation is
part of that agenda. In the last 2 years,
every dollar invested in Build America
Bonds leveraged $41 in private sector
funds, or $181 billion to construct and
repair schools and build bridges and
roads in every State in America. These
infrastructure improvements created
hundreds of thousands of jobs. That’s
what we need to focus on—not an ideo-
logical agenda.

———

PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT ON
H.R. 1540, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2012

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
Armed Services may have until 5 p.m.
on Tuesday to file its report to accom-
pany H.R. 1540.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1231, REVERSING PRESI-
DENT OBAMA’S OFFSHORE MOR-
ATORIUM ACT

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 257 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 257

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1231) to amend
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act to re-
quire that each b-year offshore oil and gas
leasing program offer leasing in the areas
with the most prospective oil and gas re-
sources, to establish a domestic oil and nat-
ural gas production goal, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. The amendment recommended
by the Committee on Natural Resources now
printed in the bill shall be considered as
adopted in the House and in the Committee
of the Whole. The bill, as amended, shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against provisions in the bill, as amended,
are waived. No further amendment to the
bill, as amended, shall be in order except
those printed in the report of the Committee
on Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
further amendment may be offered only in
the order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in the re-
port, shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the report
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equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such further amend-
ments are waived. At the conclusion of con-
sideration of the bill for amendment the
Committee shall rise and report the bill, as
amended, to the House with such further
amendments as may have been adopted. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. REED. House Resolution 257 pro-
vides for a structured rule for consider-
ation of H.R. 1231. The rule makes in
order eight amendments, all of which
comply with the rules of the House. Of
the eight, seven are Democratic
amendments.

Mr. Speaker, today we are debating
H.R. 1231, the Reversing President
Obama’s Offshore Moratorium Act.
This legislation, which will have pro-
found impacts on our domestic energy
supply, our national security, and our
economy, is ripe for consideration by
this body. It is no secret that Ameri-
cans are feeling the pain at the pump.
In my congressional district in western
New York, my constituents, my fam-
ily, my wife and I are routinely forced
to pay in excess of $4 per gallon for gas-
oline for automobiles. We need to de-
velop policies that will lessen our de-
pendence on foreign fossil fuels, create
stability in the financial markets, and
provide relief to our constituents. In
addition, this piece of legislation will
create American jobs.

We must get our financial and energy
priorities in order. We can no longer be
held victim to instability in the Middle
East and across the world. The United
States must develop our own energy
solutions which will reduce our depend-
ence on foreign fossil fuels.

Most importantly, this will create
American jobs. H.R. 1231 is one more
example of our conference’s commit-
ment to developing domestic natural
oil and gas resources. It adopts a phi-
losophy that we need to drill smart,
drill where the resources are, and
produce our own energy.

Drilling for oil and natural gas can
be done safely and responsibly. There
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have been millions of wells drilled in
the United States. There is a strong
record of sound environmental prac-
tices. Total petroleum industry spill-
age has decreased consistently over the
last 40 years.

H.R. 1231 does two things. First, the
legislation requires that in developing
a b-year offshore leasing plan for drill-
ing the Outer Continental Shelf, that
each b5-year plan must include leases
for sale in the areas containing the
greatest known oil and natural gas re-
serves. For the 2012-2017 plan being
written by the Obama administration,
this would mean targeted lease sales
only in those areas estimated to con-
tain 2.5 billion barrels of oil or 7.5 tril-
lion cubic feet of natural gas. At least
50 percent of those areas must be made
available for leasing in the 2012-2017
plan.

Second, this legislation requires the
implementation of production goals
during the 5-year plan being written by
the Obama administration. For this pe-
riod, the goal would be 3 million bar-
rels of oil per day and 10 billion cubic
feet of natural gas per day from Amer-
ican domestic sources of energy. This
increase in oil production equates to a
tripling of current American offshore
production and will reduce signifi-
cantly foreign imports by nearly one-
third. Most importantly, this will cre-
ate American jobs and protect our na-
tional security interests.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman from New York for yielding me
the customary 30 minutes, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
opposition to this rule and very strong
opposition to the underlying legisla-
tion.

Here we go again. Another week. An-
other day. Another bill that helps
record profit-making Big Oil but does
absolutely nothing to help American
families paying $4 at the pump for gas-
oline. Although Republicans continue
to frame these efforts as a cure for ris-
ing gas prices and a way to decrease
our dependence on foreign oil, the
truth is that oil prices are set on a
world market. It’s simply not possible
for us to drill our way out of these
problems.

Yesterday, in the Rules Committee I
offered an amendment as a stand-alone
bill, again, that would eliminate sub-
sidies for Big Oil. While I do not agree
with H.R. 1231, my amendment would
have done nothing to prevent this bill
from moving forward. Instead, my
amendment would have allowed for a
separate bill to come up under this rule
that would end subsidies for big oil cor-
porations that are making money hand
over fist while gouging Americans at
the pump.

Let me remind my Republican col-
leagues of the facts. Two weeks ago,
ExxonMobil announced that in the first
3 months of this year it had made near-
ly $10.7 billion in profits. That’s $10.7
billion. Billion with a B. There’s noth-
ing wrong with corporations making
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profits. That’s what they’re in business
to do. What is wrong is for American
taxpayers to be subsidizing wildly prof-
itable companies at a time when too
many Americans are still unemployed
and struggling to pay their bills. With
their tax dollars funding corporate wel-
fare for Big Oil and then still paying
astronomical prices at the pump, it’s a
double whammy for American families.
With all the talk of cutting spending
and reducing subsidies here in Wash-
ington, I would have thought that the
Rules Committee would have made my
amendment in order.

Mr. Speaker, I want to remind my
colleagues that energy companies are
sitting on thousands of drilling leases
in the Gulf of Mexico, and they’re not
producing anything. And despite the
misleading title of this legislation, no
drilling moratorium currently exists.
Since October 2010, when the drilling
moratorium was lifted, 39 shallow
water and 10 deepwater permits have
been granted, roughly the same aver-
age rate even before the BP oil spill.

Mr. Speaker, while H.R. 1231 may
make for a good sound bite, this is not
a serious solution to bringing down
high gas prices. I urge my colleagues to
oppose this rule and to oppose H.R.
1231.

I reserve the balance of my time.

O 1230

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield such time as he may consume
to the chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee, the gentleman from California
(Mr. DREIER).

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by thanking my friend, the new-
est member of the Rules Committee,
the gentleman from Corning, New
York, for a superb job in the way he
has comported himself in the manage-
ment of this rule and for his great serv-
ice on the Rules Committee. He has lit-
erally hit the ground running, and this
is the third bill that he’s managed, the
second rule, on the House floor, and I
congratulate him for that.

Mr. Speaker, I listened to the com-
ments of my friend from Worcester,
and I will say that this measure that’s
before us is about several things. Num-
ber one, job creation and economic
growth is something that Democrats
and Republicans alike say that they
are concerned about; and that happens
to be, continues to be, our priority.

Creating jobs for the American peo-
ple who are hurting right now is what
this bill is all about and, at the same
time, the notion of trying to free our-
selves or at least diminish the kind of
dependence that we have on foreign oil.
I don’t personally believe that we ever
in this global economy should be com-
pletely free of the flow of energy and
other sources, but I do believe that we
can take steps that will diminish the
level of dependence that we have on
sources of energy outside of our coun-
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try. And that’s what this measure is
designed to do.

I also want to touch on the very im-
portant question that was raised by my
friend about the issue of subsidization
by the American taxpayer of the en-
ergy industry. And I know that my
friend likes to say, well, the Rules
Committee can just take care of this in
one fell swoop and make this amend-
ment in order. And it was very inter-
esting that our colleague from Boulder
said that if it were to be considered
under an open rule, he’d like to allow
for consideration of a measure that
would reduce the top corporate rate as
we look at the issue of ending this kind
of subsidization.

Well, that is a global approach that I
believe needs to be looked at by the
House Ways and Means Committee, by
the Energy and Commerce Committee;
and I'm supportive, I'm very sup-
portive, of our doing that. But the idea
of saying that we would do what my
friend has proposed, actually under the
provision that my friend from Boulder
said that he’d support up in the Rules
Committee, it’s a violation of House
rules.

So the idea here is we need to do
what we can to diminish the level of
subsidization. I personally have op-
posed agriculture subsidization. I'm
not a proponent of subsidization of pri-
vate industry. I do think that in the
context of having the highest corporate
tax rate of any nation in the world now
that Japan has actually reduced their
corporate rate, we need to look at ways
in which we can bring that rate down
and deal with closing loopholes. And
that’s something that President Obama
talked about here in his State of the
Union message.

So I think that if my friend would
recognize that we’ve had opportunities
to do this when they were in the major-
ity, and we’ve been in session for a
matter of a few months, and the idea of
saying that we haven’t addressed it yet
on the House floor, I think, doesn’t
really pass the laugh test because we
are right now in the process of looking
at overall reform, and it will include
dealing with the issue of subsidies. So
I agree wholeheartedly with the need
for us to step up to the plate and take
this issue on.

I want to express my appreciation to
the distinguished chair of the Natural
Resources Committee, our friend Mr.
HASTINGS. Unfortunately, due to an ill-
ness, he’s not able to be here this week,
but I spoke with him yesterday and
he’s doing a lot better. And he has
every degree of confidence, a high level
of confidence, that we’re going to be
able to effectively address this issue of
working to drive energy prices down;
to diminish the kind of dependence we
have on foreign sources of energy; and
the very, very important issue of cre-
ating jobs here in the United States of
America, which continues to be our
priority.

So I thank my friend for yielding. I
encourage my colleagues to support
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this rule and support the underlying
legislation.

And I'm happy to say that we’ve been
able to make almost all of the amend-
ments in order that were submitted to
us as long as they comply with the
rules of the House. The CutGo provi-
sion is germane. We’ve tried to make
most of those in order, and it’s a new
day. We’ve had more amendments con-
sidered here in the first few months of
this Congress than we did in the entire
last Congress. So I think that this
work product that we’re going to have
before us today is further evidence of
that.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me just make a cou-
ple of points that a New York Times
editorial, entitled ‘“The Return of
‘Drill Baby Drill’”’ made, and that was
that drilling alone cannot possibly en-
sure energy independence in a country
that uses one-quarter of the world’s oil
while owning only 2 percent of its re-
serves.

The other point it makes is the En-
ergy Information Agency recently pro-
jected what would happen if the Nation
tripled production on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf. There would be no price
impact at all until 2020 and only 3
cents to 5 cents a gallon in 2030.

The bottom line is that we need an
energy policy that does not rely solely
on drilling for oil; and we’ve tried to
pass a bill that would do that, only to
have strong objection from my Repub-
lican colleagues.

I would also say I just want to make
sure we’re clear on one thing because
the chairman of the Rules Committee
seemed to intimate that bringing up
my legislation that would allow for
there to be a vote to cut taxpayer sub-
sidies to oil companies would somehow
be against the rules. It’s not against
the rules. It would be totally within
the rules, and the Rules Committee
could have made it in order.

One of the things that I hear, when I
go back home, from my constituents is,
Why are you cutting programs that
help elderly people be able to heat
their homes in the winter? Why are
you cutting programs that would in-
vest in alternative energy and at the
same time you have Congress pro-
tecting taxpayer subsidies to big oil
companies that are making record
profits? People are outraged by that.

[From the New York Times, May 6, 2011]

THE RETURN OF “‘DRILL, BABY, DRILL"

As President Obama observed in a March 30
address on energy issues, drilling alone can-
not possibly ensure energy independence in a
country that uses one-quarter of the world’s
oil while owning only 2 percent of its re-
serves. Nor can it lower prices, except at the
margins. Only coordinated measures—great-
er auto efficiency, alternative fuels, im-
proved mass transit—can address these
1ssues.

Still the oil industry and its political al-
lies persist in their fantasies. On Thursday,
the House passed the first of three bills that
will require the Interior Department to ac-
celerate drilling permits without proper en-
vironmental or engineering reviews, rein-
state lease sales off the Virginia coast that
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were canceled after the BP blowout, and
open up protected coastal waters—East,
West and in Alaska—to drilling.

The bills would make regulation of off-
shore drilling even weaker than it was before
the spill. They would also do almost nothing
to solve the problems of $4-a-gallon gas.

Here’s the hard truth: Prices are set on the
world market by the major producers, OPEC
in particular. Even countries that produce
more oil than they need, like Canada, have
little leverage. Canada’s prices track ours.

The Energy Information Agency recently
projected what would happen if the nation
tripled production on the outer continental
shelf. There would be no price impact at all
until 2020 and only 3 cents to 5 cents a gallon
in 2030.

By contrast, the agency found, raising the
fuel efficiency of America’s cars would do
real good. Increasing the fleetwide average
from roughly 30 m.p.g. today to 60 m.p.g. in
the next 15 years, an ambitious but not im-
plausible goal, could bring prices down by 20
percent.

Some politicians get it. Senator Max Bau-
cus, a Montana Democrat, is drafting a bill
that seeks to repeal $4 billion in annual tax-
payer subsidies to the oil industry and use
the proceeds to develop more efficient cars
and alternative fuel sources. Mr. Obama has
tried twice, without success, to get rid of
those subsidies, and the House voted in
March to preserve them in the current budg-
et.

The tax breaks—fast write-offs for drilling
expenses, generous depletion allowances, and
the like—may have been useful years ago but
are wholly unnecessary when oil prices and
industry profits are reaching new highs.

Even John Boehner, the Republican leader,
conceded in a recent ABC News interview
that oil companies ‘‘ought to be paying their
fair share.”” When horrified aides reminded
him that ending the subsidies would amount
to a tax increase—anathema among Repub-
licans—he backed off.

Repealing these breaks would reduce the
deficit and yield revenues to be invested in
cleaner fuels, while having no real impact on
prices. Mr. Obama may not be able to per-
suade the House of these simple truths. But
he can and must seize whatever opportuni-
ties are offered in the Senate, involving him-
self, not just rhetorically, in the hard but
necessary struggle for a sane energy policy.

At this time I would like to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE).

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publicans act as if they're trying to
help the consumer with this legisla-
tion. But all they’re really doing is
helping Big Oil—bigger profits, bigger
tax breaks. I mean, the first quarter
earnings for the oil companies were
bigger than ever, billions of dollars in
profits. Even BP, even after the dis-
aster a year ago, was still making huge
profits; and, of course, we’ve got about
$4 billion in tax breaks that the Repub-
licans continue to give to the oil com-
panies.

No more oil is going to be brought to
market because of this legislation. As
my colleague from Massachusetts said,
we’re talking years before any oil could
be brought to market. And at the same
time, we have the huge environmental
risks.

The fact of the matter is that the BP
oil spill a year ago showed us the envi-
ronment risks that are involved with
deepwater drilling. And there was a bi-
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partisan commission that was put for-
ward; Democrat and Republican testi-
fied before the Natural Resources Com-
mittee that I serve on. But no Repub-
lican effort is being made to implement
those recommendations and say, okay,
we need to do certain things before we
can do offshore drilling in these deep-
water areas. Nothing at all. So when
you open up these areas under this leg-
islation to new drilling, you’re just in-
viting another BP-type spill because
nothing is being done by the Repub-
licans to prevent it.

Now, I would point out there are all
kinds of leases out there now, on land,
offshore, that the o0il companies can
drill and they’re not doing it. They’re
just stockpiling them. There’s more oil
production that’s been put forward in
the last year or so under President
Obama than ever before. So we're pro-
ducing oil. No one is saying that you
can’t drill in the areas that are already
leased. And there’s more production.
All we’re saying is, why in the world
are you risking these areas that now
we know, after the BP spill, shouldn’t
be put into production when you’ve got
all kinds of other opportunities out
there?

Now, I offered an amendment. The
chairman of the Rules Committee said
that we were going to allow a lot of
amendments. Well, they didn’t allow
my amendment; and my amendment
simply said that the Atlantic coast for
the next 5 years under the President’s
plan is off-limits because of what hap-
pened with BP and that we should keep
that in place. But my amendment was
not allowed in order.
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What the President has done and
what all of us are saying here is, in the
aftermath of the BP spill, there are
certain areas that shouldn’t be allowed
offshore production and in which the
leases shouldn’t go out. We learned
from the BP spill that these areas
should be off-limits because we are
concerned about the environmental
risks.

In my case in the State of New Jer-
sey, we’re talking about billions and
billions of dollars in tourism related to
the shore that would be put at risk if
we had another oil spill. That’s where
the jobs are. Tourism is the number
one industry in the State of New Jer-
sey. Up and down the Atlantic coast,
tourism is a huge business. It creates
all kinds of jobs. What minimal jobs
will be created by allowing these areas
to be put out to lease and by allowing
the drilling compared to the risk of the
jobs that would be destroyed?

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I submit for
the RECORD an editorial from the Wall
Street Journal by former Democratic
Member Harold Ford.

[From the Wall Street Journal, May 11, 2011]
WASHINGTON VS. ENERGY SECURITY
(By Harold Ford, Jr.)

Even former President Clinton calls the
Obama administration’s deep water drilling
policy ‘ridiculous.’
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When President Obama introduced his en-
ergy plan in March, he pointed out that the
U.S. keeps going ‘‘from shock to trance on
the issue of energy security, rushing to pro-
pose action when gas prices rise, then hitting
the snooze button when they fall again.”

It’s true that since the Nixon administra-
tion U.S. leaders have all made the same
commitment to cutting our reliance on for-
eign oil, finding reliable sources of clean en-
ergy, and keeping energy prices low. Yet
Americans keep hearing only short-term so-
lutions and narrowly focused rules and regu-
lations. The U.S. still imports more than
half its oil, gasoline prices are at historic
highs, and consumers are paying the price.

One bipartisan policy tradition is to deny
Americans the use of our own resources.
President George H.W. Bush took aggressive
steps to keep off-limits vast supplies of oil
and gas along the coasts of California and
Florida. Since then, the build-up of restric-
tions, limitations and bans on drilling (on-
shore and off) have cost the U.S. economy
billions of dollars while increasing our de-
pendence on foreign sources of energy.

In the year since the Deepwater Horizon
spill, the Obama administration has put in
place what is effectively a permanent mora-
torium on deep water drilling. It stretched
out the approval process for some Gulf-re-
gion drilling permits to more than nine
months, lengths that former President Bill
Clinton has called ‘‘ridiculous.”

Then there’s tax policy. Why, when gas
prices are climbing, would any elected offi-
cial call for new taxes on energy? And char-
acterizing legitimate tax credits as ‘‘sub-
sidies’” or ‘‘loopholes’ only distracts from
substantive treatment of these issues. Law-
makers misrepresent the facts when they
call the manufacturing deduction known as
Section 199—passed by Congress in 2004 to
spur domestic job growth—a ‘‘subsidy’ for
oil and gas firms. The truth is that all U.S.
manufacturers, from software producers to
filmmakers and coffee roasters, are eligible
for this deduction.

We won’t achieve energy security by re-
stricting our own companies from drilling or
singling them out for punitive taxes. We're
talking about an industry that provides mil-
lions of jobs and, for the foreseeable future,
the power for our economic growth.

So our focus right now has to be to find
ways to encourage domestic energy supplies,
even while we encourage new sources of en-
ergy. President Obama is right that this
isn’t a long-term solution. But we can’t lose
sight of what the country needs today.

Here are a few steps to take:

First, let’s conduct a comprehensive re-
view of existing policies, rules and restric-
tions and root out any that needlessly ham-
per energy production at home. Do the exist-
ing environmental rules, for example, accu-
rately reflect the industry’s technological
advancements in the ability to safely re-
cover oil and gas supplies?

Second, let’s develop the skills we need to
find new and better ways to recover domestic
supplies of energy—and to develop next-gen-
eration fuels to secure the future. That
means encouraging more students to study
math, science and other disciplines this in-
dustry needs.

And third, let’s stop demonizing Big Oil to
score political points. It does nothing to en-
courage the new talent, new ideas, and new
entrepreneurs who are most likely to make
breakthroughs in new sources of energy.

The kickoff of the presidential campaign
season and the spike in fuel prices offer an
opportunity to constructively debate a com-
prehensive national energy strategy. Effec-
tive policies will ensure sufficient domestic
production and the healthy operation of U.S.
companies abroad, which together will pro-
vide the secure, affordable energy supply
that Americans need.
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At this time I would like to yield 3
minutes to my good friend from Texas
(Mr. FLORES).

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of the rule and
of H.R. 1231, the Reversing President
Obama’s Offshore Moratorium Act.

When gas prices hit $4 a gallon in the
summer of 2008, Congress and President
Bush lifted a decades-old ban on drill-
ing, allowing for exploration off both
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. How-
ever, these plans were postponed or
cancelled by the Obama administra-
tion, and we are now back in the same
situation of high gas prices, of squeez-
ing the budgets of American families
and small businesses. The facts are
clear: The current administration is
blocking American energy production
and is hurting middle class America.
On the other hand, they are also using
American tax dollars to help offshore
drilling in Brazil.

Since President Obama took office,
the national average price of gasoline
has nearly doubled to $4 a gallon in
most States, and the energy policies of
the Obama administration have re-
sulted in the loss of hundreds of thou-
sands of barrels of domestic daily oil
production. To make matters worse,
according to the U.S. Energy Informa-
tion Administration, offshore energy
production is expected to drop 13 per-
cent in 2011.

It is not too late to change our coun-
try’s course of action and to begin to
undo the damage done by these poli-
cies. The energy reserves off our coasts
and under our public lands belong to
the American taxpayers, and should be
utilized in an efficient and environ-
mentally safe manner to create jobs, to
grow our economy, to lower energy
prices, and to enhance our national se-
curity by reducing our dependence on
foreign oil.

The Federal Government also has the
ability to realize substantial revenues
through the leasing of these areas,
which will help pay down our $14 tril-
lion national debt. According to the
CBO, enacting H.R. 1231 would increase
receipts to the Federal Treasury by
about $800 million over the next 10
years. This important legislation will
require the Obama administration to
expand access to areas offshore that
contain the most oil and natural gas
reserves. When we do so, we will im-
prove our energy security and grow
American jobs.

I want to thank Chairman HASTINGS
for his efforts in bringing H.R. 1231,
along with two other American Energy
Initiative bills, to the floor. I also
would like to offer my special apprecia-
tion to Chairman HASTINGS for his sup-
port in allowing me to offer an amend-
ment to H.R. 1229, which includes lan-
guage from a bill I recently introduced,
which extends certain leases affected
by the administration’s moratorium
for 1 year.

I urge my colleagues to support the
rule and the underlying legislation.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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I am amazed that my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle continue to
be apologists for Big 0Oil. The fact of
the matter is that Big Oil in this coun-
try is about making profits for Big Oil.
They don’t seem to care very much
about the consumer.

I hold this chart up, Mr. Speaker,
just to kind of prove a point that, not-
withstanding the fact that they’re rais-
ing prices on consumers, in the first
quarter of this year as compared to
last year, all of these oil companies—
Exxon, Oxy, Conoco, Chevron, BP—all
made record profits. Exxon is up 69 per-
cent. They made $10.7 billion in profits
in the first quarter.

What is particularly outrageous is
they’re making all this money, and my
friends on the other side of the aisle
continue to protect the subsidies and
the tax breaks that they get. It’s out-
rageous. They cut money for poor fami-
lies who are trying to heat their homes
in the winter; and on the other hand,
they go out of their way to protect Big
Oil from any amendments that we
could bring to the floor here to be able
to go after these subsidies and tax
breaks.

My colleague from California, the
chairman of the Rules Committee,
says, oh, he’s sympathetic. Well, we
don’t want your sympathy. We want
your vote. I brought this amendment
to go after the subsidies that the oil
companies currently enjoy, taxpayer-
funded subsidies, three times in the
Rules Committee. All three times, it
was voted down. So enough is enough.

In terms of this rule, I want to point
out something. There was an amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. BOSWELL). It was germane,
and it complied with the Republicans’
new cut-go rules. It simply required
that anyone who gets a lease under this
bill would have to give preference to
hiring veterans—the men and women
who we have sent over to Afghanistan
and Iraq. When they come back, we
ought to go out of our way to make
sure they have jobs. This amendment
was voted down in the Rules Com-
mittee, an amendment to help our vet-
erans.

I mean, it is unbelievable to me that
the Republicans voted this amendment
down. Maybe there’s a reason someone
could give me on the other side of the
aisle as to why this was ruled out of
order. It was germane, and it complied
with the cut-go rules; but the idea that
we’re not going out of our way to help
our veterans, I think, is unconscion-
able.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON).

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise in strong support of the
Reversing President Obama’s Offshore
Moratorium Act, which will lift the
President’s ban on new offshore drill-
ing by requiring the administration to
do what my constituents in south-
eastern and eastern Ohio have been
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calling for Congress to do: open up for
production the areas that contain the
most oil and natural gas resources
right here in America.

The hardworking people of my dis-
trict have made it abundantly clear
that their number one concern is the
rising price of gas at the pumps. Over
the past week, this side of the aisle has
begun to show the American people
that we are serious about addressing
our energy crisis and that we will not
succumb to bringing up bogus pro-
posals that may poll well in the court
of public opinion but that will only re-
sult in higher gas prices.

In 2008, our country was also experi-
encing record high prices at the pump,
and in a logical and commonsense re-
sponse to those record-high prices, that
Congress and that President took ac-
tion to end a decades-long drilling ban
offshore by opening up new areas in the
Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans for ex-
ploration and production. Unfortu-
nately, this administration has re-
versed the will of the people, and has
taken steps to reinstate this morato-
rium from new lease sales in these off-
shore areas.

Not only has the administration
abandoned the plan to go forward with
opening up new areas for production,
but they have also cancelled previously
scheduled lease sales. We are now again
faced with rising prices at the pump,
and instead of being able to focus on
new ways to make America’s energy
secure, we are forced to bring up legis-
lation that will do again what Congress
did 3 years ago.

Mr. Speaker, recently, the Secretary
of the Interior testified before the Nat-
ural Resources Committee. Between
his testimony and answers to ques-
tions, he made it painfully obvious
that this administration does not have
a real national energy strategy. Today,
with this legislation, we’re going to
help the Secretary and the administra-
tion take a big step toward developing
a real energy plan for America. This
legislation requires the administration
and the Secretary of the Interior to set
specific goals on the amount of oil and
natural gas production that is esti-
mated from each of the 5-year lease
plans contained in this legislation.

During my 26-plus-year career in the
United States Air Force, we set goals
and objectives, and then we set out
about working hard to not only meet
them but to exceed them. This legisla-
tion sets the production goals at a
level that is triple the level of Amer-
ica’s current production, and it there-
fore reduces foreign imports by one-
third.

Once this legislation is adopted, we
will send a signal to the world oil mar-
kets that America means business
when it comes to our energy future. I
am fully confident that if we set the
bar high, as this legislation does,
American drive and ingenuity will rise
to the occasion and will exceed this
goal.
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If we’re going to become energy se-
cure, Mr. Speaker, we must increase
our energy production, not limit it,
and we need to commit ourselves to de-
veloping our own resources. That is
why I strongly support the Reversing
President Obama’s Offshore Morato-
rium Act, and I urge my colleagues to
do the same.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 10 seconds.

It appears, based on what I'm hearing
here, that what the Republicans are
dedicated to is helping the oil compa-
nies make more profits but doing noth-
ing to help the consumer.

With that, I would like to yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, the ranking member on the
Resources Committee, Mr. MARKEY.

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gen-
tleman.

So here’s where we are. The Repub-
licans—this is unbelievable—are block-
ing any legislation from passing that is
going to have new safety rules for drill-
ing off of the beaches of the United
States 1 year after the BP spill.
They’re blocking any new safety legis-
lation to make sure that the United
States, which has four times the fatal-
ity rate of countries in Europe in drill-
ing off our shores, has rules that are
put on the books to make sure that
those worst of all safety violators,
these companies that drill off of our
shores, have those new safety rules.

Number two, the Republicans are
fighting any attempts to take away the
$4 Dbillion in tax breaks which the
American consumer gives to the oil
companies each year, even as the oil
companies report ExxonMobil, $10 bil-
lion; Shell, $8 billion; BP, $7 billion;
Chevron, $6 billion, et cetera, for the
last 3 months. That’s how much money
they made. The Republicans think
that’s not enough money, even as peo-
ple get tipped upside down and have
money shaken out of their pockets at
the gas pump. No, not enough money.
They also need to give the oil compa-
nies tax breaks. That’s the Republican
perspective.

What else do they do? They also slash
the renewable energy budget, the clean
energy budget, by 70 percent. So you’re
a kid out there in America; you’re in
the sixth grade; you’re looking to
America for the 21st century.

Here’s what the Republicans are
doing:

They’re slashing the solar and wind
budget by 70 percent;

They are saying to the oil companies,
you don’t need any more safety off of
the beaches to drill;

They’re saying that your profits are
not windfall profits, which, of course,
they are in the oil industry.

But instead, here’s what we’re going
to let you do:

We are going to let you drill off of
the beaches of California for oil, off of
the beaches of Florida for oil. We're
going to let you drill off the beaches—
3 miles off of the coast, by the way—off
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the beaches of Cape Cod, of Georges
Bank. We’re going to turn Georges
Bank into ExxonMobil’s Bank. We’re
going to turn, not shellfish into a prod-
uct that we sell, but Shell Oil will be
out there. That’s the agenda for the
Republican Party.

This is almost surreal that they want
to take the tax breaks that the oil in-
dustry has, fight like the devil to pro-
tect them, even as they want to cut
Medicare for Grandma and cut wind
and solar as the energy sources for the
future. It’s almost like they think it’s
1958 and gasoline is 28 cents a gallon
and we’'re all cruising around pre-
tending that we’re not part of the rest
of the world.

This debate today is kind of a micro-
cosm of what’s wrong with Republican
policies. That before, I think; people
want themselves to see o0il rigs off of
their beaches in California and North
Carolina, in Massachusetts and Maine,
the least I think that you owe these
people is that you have new safety
rules that reflect what happened. You
have that BP commission report imple-
mented. But you guys are just running
ahead as though nothing has happened.

By the way, do you want to know
what else is really wrong here? We
know because of Goldman Sachs that
this $20 to $30 a barrel of oil of increase
in price over the last 11 weeks comes
from speculators. What you’re doing is
you guys are trying to kneecap the
speculator cops on the beat so that
they’re not even out there policing
these speculators, and you’re trying to
reduce the budget for the speculator
cops, the people who will be chasing
down these speculators.

So it’s all so ExxonMobil, it’s all so
Shell and BP and Chevron and
ConocoPhillips—and, by the way, at
least you’re true to your colors. At
least this is really what you believe in.
You don’t believe in wind and solar, so
you’re cutting that budget by 70 per-
cent, and you want to open up the
beaches as well for drilling in the
States that don’t want oil rigs off their
beaches. I mean, my goodness, this is
something that at least you should be
able to respect.

You also disapprove the using of the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve as a
weapon to tell speculators, you could
go bankrupt because we’re going to use
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, the
700 million barrels of oil that the U.S.
has stored.

This is a very important debate to
have. I'm glad we’re having it today be-
cause this ‘‘Drill, baby, drill”’ just says,
yeah, your policy is not all of the
above; it’s o0il above all. Everything
else gets defunded.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 3 minutes to the gentlelady
from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX).

Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague for
yielding time.

Mr. Speaker, Americans are demand-
ing relief at the pump and for Congress
to create an environment that creates
jobs. Republicans are answering that
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demand with practical solutions that
will have an immediate impact on the
price of gasoline, energy security, and
jobs.

Liberal Democrats are still adhering
to the sort of demagoguery that may
score political points with their base,
but that doesn’t create a single job nor
does it reduce the cost of energy by 1
cent.

Republicans strongly believe that en-
ergy security depends on strong domes-
tic energy production. The liberal
Democrats and President Obama have
actively blocked and delayed American
energy production, destroying jobs,
raising energy prices, and making the
U.S. more reliant on unstable foreign
countries for energy. This is hurting
American families and small busi-
nesses who are vital to creating the
new private sector jobs we desperately
need during this time of high unem-
ployment. The liberal proposals fail to
create jobs in America but help create
jobs overseas for the citizens of foreign
nations.

President Obama’s reckless morato-
rium on domestic energy production
has cost the gulf coast region 12,000
jobs since it was enacted last year. His
moratorium now threatens an addi-
tional loss of over 24,000 jobs in the gulf
and 36,000 jobs nationwide if we do not
reverse this dangerous liberal endeav-
or.

The Republicans believe that energy
security will not only create jobs but
will also help reduce the deficit. Ac-
cording to the nonpartisan Congres-
sional Budget Office, H.R. 1231 will gen-
erate $800 million in revenue over 10
years while reducing foreign oil im-
ports by nearly one-third.

The solution provided by the Demo-
crat elites? More taxes, resulting in
higher costs that will get passed on to
American families. The nonpartisan
Congressional Research Service says
Democrat tax increases ‘‘would make
oil and natural gas more expensive for
U.S. customers,” and even some lib-
erals admit ‘it would cost thousands of
jobs.”

Renowned economist Dr. Joseph
Mason has stated that Republican pro-
posals for domestic energy production
will create 1.2 million American jobs.

If the liberal Democrats care about
our energy security, prices at the
pump, job creation, and strengthening
our domestic energy capability, they
would join Republicans in supporting
this rule and the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, American families can-
not wait any longer for relief at the
pump. American families cannot wait
any longer for jobs. If you stand with
American families, if you stand with
American energy security, and if you
stand for job creation in America, I
urge my colleagues to support this rule
and the underlying bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself 10
seconds.

Mr. Speaker, my colleague on the
Rules Committee talked about all the
people she stands with. I want to know
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why she didn’t stand with the veterans
last night when we had a vote that
would help make sure our veterans re-
turning from Iraq and Afghanistan
would have preference in terms of these
so-called new jobs that were going to
be created. I find it unconscionable
that the Rules Committee did not
make that amendment in order, the
Boswell amendment.

At this time, I would like to yield 22
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ha-
waii (Ms. HIRONO).

Ms. HIRONO. Yes, indeed, the tax-
payers are waiting for relief at the
pump, but this bill is not it. I rise in
opposition to this rule and to H.R. 1231.
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Once again the House will vote on
Republican legislation that takes a
“let’s put all our eggs in one basket”
approach to our national energy policy.
And what’s their answer to high gas
prices? Drill for more oil offshore, and
preserve taxpayer subsidies for Big Oil.
Big Oil gets $4 billion in subsidies from
us taxpayers. This helped them rake in
$35 billion in profits in the first quarter
of 2011 alone. Meanwhile, my taxpayers
in Hana, Maui, have to pay over $6 per
gallon to fill up their cars to go to
work. Do these taxpayers get a sub-
sidy? No. People in Hawaii pay the
highest gas prices in the country. When
I was in Hawaii recently, my constitu-
ents were astonished to hear about the
record profits and continuing subsidies
that are provided to Big Oil.

At the same time that the Repub-
lican majority is defending subsidies
for oil companies which don’t lower the
price at the pump, they’re also working
to cut Federal funding for clean, alter-
native energy, public transit, and en-
ergy efficient programs. They also,
adding insult to injury, want to disarm
the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission, which is the main cop on the
beat when it comes to oil speculation.
Republicans also want to pretend that
there are no consequences to the near
indiscriminate drilling authorized by
these bills. Less than a year after the
catastrophic BP oil spill, which was
caused by lax regulation of a dangerous
industry, they want us to undo the re-
forms that have been made. And for
what?

The Energy Department’s Energy In-
formation Administration estimates
that drilling authorized by these bills
may lead to a measly 1.6 percent in-
crease in domestic energy production
from 2012 to 2030. That is not a pre-
scription for relieving pain at the pump
in the short term, and it’s a poor strat-
egy for long-term energy security. In-
stead, we need to invest in fuel-effi-
cient technologies and expand our
transportation options. We mneed to
focus on harnessing clean alternative
energy sources, and that way, we can
leave our children a cleaner, healthier
planet and wean ourselves from foreign
oil. T urge my colleagues to vote
against this rule and against this drill-
only bill.
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Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, can I re-
spectfully ask how much time remains
on each side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 13 minutes.
The gentleman from Massachusetts has
12Y2 minutes.

Mr. REED. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

At this time, I am pleased to yield 2
minutes to my good friend from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DENHAM).

Mr. DENHAM. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I rise today in support of the rule and
the underlying legislation. The rule we
have before us today allows for an open
process and provides this body the op-
portunity to debate an issue of increas-
ing importance to our constituents
back home. The future of our energy
policy in this country is at stake here
today, which is why I'm proud to co-
sponsor this bill reversing the Presi-
dent’s offshore drilling moratorium.

This past weekend, I visited with a
number of constituents at gas stations
throughout my district. Some are ask-
ing, Will we get to $56 gas prices? If you
come to my district, we’re already
there. I visited Wawona, California,
last week. Everybody likes to talk
about tourism. In California, we’ve got
a great deal of tourism. But everybody
that I talked to at that pump said, We
planned this trip quite a while ago. We
can’t afford to do it today. We wouldn’t
have done it had we known gas prices
would have been this high. Well, gas
prices are still going up. We’re afraid
that in Wawona, we’ll see $6 gas prices.
You want to affect tourism, try hitting
America’s pocketbook at $6 a gallon.

But it’s not just tourism. If you go to
one of the farms in my district, diesel
gas has gone up. If you are frustrated
about paying higher gas prices, wait
until you pay higher grocery prices, be-
cause in California’s great ag economy,
the prices are going up. In fact, some
crops are going to stay in the field this
year just because we can’t afford the
gas to bring them to market.

Parents are feeling the same thing.
You know, as I'm going to swim prac-
tice over the weekend, talking to par-
ents, they are frustrated about just
being able to get their kids to school
every day. You think this bill won’t do
something for gas prices? It’s common
sense to know if we’ve got a greater
supply here in our great Nation, gas
prices are going to go down. We want
American jobs. We want to be self-reli-
ant.

We talk about veterans here on this
floor. I am a veteran. I served my coun-
try. I don’t want to be reliant on for-
eign oil anymore.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I yield the
gentleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. DENHAM. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

A lot is always talked about us uti-
lizing 25 percent of the world’s gas. And
where we disagree is the number of 2
percent of the world’s oil. It’s not a dis-
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agreement. The fact is, we’ve got 65
percent of the world’s reserves between
our oil shale. You just have to be will-
ing to go get it. Natural gas, we want
to use natural gas. Let’s utilize our
own natural gas. We have some of the
largest oil reserves in the world. We
just have to be willing to have Amer-
ican jobs and reduce our reliance on
foreign oil.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself 10
seconds.

Mr. Speaker, this bill does absolutely
nothing to lower gas prices, and it does
everything to increase profits for the
big oil companies. Again, I repeat the
question that I have been asking over
and over again: why was the amend-
ment that would help our veterans get
jobs on their return from Iraq and Af-
ghanistan defeated in the Rules Com-
mittee? I have no idea why.

At this point, I would like to yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. PETERS).

Mr. PETERS. I thank my friend from
Massachusetts for yielding me time,
and I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no”’
on the previous question.

The bills proposed by the Republican
leadership today, H.R. 1229 and H.R.
1231, do nothing to lower the high gas
prices burdening America’s families
today. That’s why I will be offering leg-
islation that will produce real fuel sav-
ings for consumers, reduce our depend-
ence on imported oil, and stimulate
American manufacturing.

The Advanced Vehicle Technology
Act proposes real solutions to high gas
prices by helping America develop the
next generation of high-tech fuel-effi-
cient vehicles. I hope my colleagues
will see that this is a better alternative
to the bills that are being voted on
today.

First, this bill has broad support, un-
like the Republican measures before
us. My bill passed last Congress with a
bipartisan majority. A majority of the
Members in the House today have al-
ready voted in favor of this legislation.
Unlike the Republican bills, this legis-
lation is supported by both business
groups, like the Chamber of Commerce
and the National Association of Manu-
facturers, as well as the League of Con-
servation Voters and the Sierra Club,
proving that you can support the econ-
omy while also protecting the environ-
ment.

Second, this bill will quickly result
in real cost savings to consumers.
Technologies have already been devel-
oped to achieve remarkable fuel sav-
ings, and putting more money into
R&D increases the speed in which new
technologies can be adapted and used.
Unlike the Republican drilling plan,
which will take nearly a decade to
produce results, technologies being de-
veloped today can be commercialized
and put into cars in the very near fu-
ture. I have visited auto companies and
suppliers in my district and have seen
firsthand the level of technological ad-
vancement. For example, they have
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technologies that are ready to be com-
mercialized that can improve effi-
ciency by 30 percent and sometimes
more. That means you can drive your
car 30 percent further on the same tank
of gas. That represents real savings to
consumers.

A large focus of this bill is on com-
mercializing those technologies so that
they can be brought to consumers and
start reducing gas bills today, not 10
years from now. This bill also targets
fuel savings in medium- and heavy-
duty trucks. It’s widely known that
there are huge efficiency gains to be
made in these vehicles. By placing a
greater focus on research and develop-
ment in this area, we can achieve the
greatest bang for the buck. More effi-
cient trucks also yield consumer sav-
ings because it will reduce transpor-
tation costs of food and other goods
that we buy at the store. The fuel sav-
ings we receive from these techno-
logical advancements in cars and
trucks will have a national security
benefit as well. Simply put, the bill re-
duces the amount of oil we import from
unfriendly nations. Sixty percent of
our petroleum needs today are met by
imported supplies. Reducing the de-
mand for imported oil is one of the best
ways to meet our energy independence
goals and end the immense transfer of
American dollars to undemocratic and
unfriendly nations.

Finally, the legislation supports
American manufacturing and high-pay-
ing jobs. Rising gas prices are going to
drive up demand for advanced vehicles
around the world, and it is in our na-
tional interest to ensure that the re-
search, development, and manufac-
turing happens right here in the United
States. That’s why this bill was in-
cluded in the Make It in America agen-
da, a plan to rebuild American manu-
facturing and create well-paying jobs,
unveiled by House Democrats and
Democratic Whip HOYER last week.
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The Advanced Vehicle Technology
Act epitomizes the goals of Make It in
America by ensuring that our country
remains a leader in producing the cars
and trucks of the future and supporting
high-tech research and engineering
jobs right here at home.

Fuel-efficient vehicle research is a
win/win for our economy. It creates
jobs and makes transportation more af-
fordable for American families.

There is no doubt in the years ahead
that more Americans will be driving
hybrids, plug-in hybrids, battery elec-
tric vehicles, and cars and trucks pow-
ered by hydrogen fuel or natural gas.
The only question is whether these new
technologies will be researched, devel-
oped and manufactured here in the
United States or overseas.

At the same time, domestic auto-
motive and commercial vehicle manu-
facturers and suppliers have increas-
ingly limited resources for research
and development of advanced tech-
nologies. That’s why the Advanced Ve-
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hicle Technology Act will create part-
nerships between the Department of
Energy and private companies, and en-
sure that the American automobile in-
dustry and manufacturing base will
continue to be globally competitive
and that, as a Nation, we will not trade
our dependence for foreign oil for a de-
pendence on foreign batteries and other
emerging technologies.

This bill does what the American
people expect from us. It bridges the
partisan and ideological divide.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional minute.

Mr. PETERS. It’s legislation that
has support from the business commu-
nity, the environmental community
and the labor movement. We must stop
voting on bills like the ones the major-
ity is offering that pit priorities
against each other, and, instead, we
need to move legislation like my bill
that brings our priorities together.

This legislation will lower costs for
consumers, reduce the amount of oil we
import from countries that don’t like
us, and create and sustain manufac-
turing and R&D jobs here in the United
States.

I urge a ‘‘no”” vote on the previous
question so that we can support this
legislation to Make It in America.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. SOUTHERLAND).

(Mr. SOUTHERLAND asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SOUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today on behalf of the American
families, the farmers and the fisher-
men, especially those across north
Florida and northwest Florida who are
being crushed today by these incred-
ibly high rising fuel costs.

I represent and I am privileged to
represent the largest land mass district
in Florida, and I'll tell you, those that
make their living in farming, those
that make their living in one of our
eight coastal counties in the fishing in-
dustry, they are being hammered day
in, day out, day in, day out by rising
fuel costs, especially the cost of diesel
fuel.

We have the responsibility to Amer-
ican people today to alleviate our en-
ergy crisis through tough economic
times. We can do this and must achieve
this important goal while protecting
the sensitive coastal regions.

And, yes, I took my baby steps on the
beaches of Panama City, so I under-
stand how important our environ-
mental concerns are. My family’s been
there since Florida became a State, so
I understand how critically important
our environment is.

But at the same time, we must also
preserve our military mission capabili-
ties. We are the home of Tyndall Air
Force Base and the home of the F-22,
and so I understand how critical they
are to our communities and our envi-
ronment and our economies down in
Florida as well.
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We must do all these things while at
the same time making sure that what
we do in this House protects the Amer-
ican family budget and, especially in
regards to rising fuel costs. Most fam-
ily budgets today are spending over 10
percent, right at, near and over 10 per-
cent of their family budget on rising
fuel costs.

Unfortunately, some of our col-
leagues today believe the best thing to
do, rather than to get out of this hole,
is to dig this hole even deeper. As my
grandfather would have said, Son, that
would violate walking around sense?
Okay? Instead of getting out of the
hole, you just drive and dig a deeper
hole.

This chart that I'm looking at right
here beside me that I want you to see
talks about the declining crude produc-
tion in the Gulf of Mexico. In mid 2009,
the United States was producing 1.73
million barrels of oil per day in the
Gulf of Mexico. According to the En-
ergy Information Administration, that
number will fall to 1.18 million barrels
per day next year.

BEarlier we heard one of my col-
leagues talk about the sixth graders
around the country. Well, sixth grad-
ers, I will tell you, they understand
and they will soon learn in economics
that, in order to reduce the price, you
have to have more of something. That’s
simple. They’re going to learn that
much in basic economics. You have to
have more of it.

What does this drastic reduction in
the gulf exploration mean for people in
Florida’s Second Congressional Dis-
trict? They mean that if they go to the
marina to try to go catch their two
fish this year per day out in the Gulf of
Mexico, that they’re going to spend al-
most $6 per gallon of gas to fill that
boat up—$6 per gallon of gas. I'm tell-
ing you, that is unbearable.

The second chart that I have right
here is the exodus of American jobs,
rigs leaving the gulf for foreign waters
under the Obama administration’s de
facto moratorium.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. REED. I yield the gentleman an
additional minute.

Mr. SOUTHERLAND. You will see on
here that jobs are leaving the Gulf of
Mexico, and they’re going to the Medi-
terranean Sea, Egypt, Australia, Nige-
ria and Sierra Leone and, as we know,
our favorite pick of late is Brazil.

I'm saying that what we have to do
in this body today is we have to make
sure that we put our lives in the lives
of the American family, and we have to
make sure that it is time today to do
what this body should have done many,
many years ago, and we have to make
sure that we take care of them and
make sure that we tap into our natural
resources that we have in this country.

I stand today and rise in support of
this rule as well as the underlying bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself 5 sec-
onds.

Mr. Speaker, let’s be clear. This bill
does nothing, nothing at all to lower

The
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fuel costs, and everything to increase
the profits by big oil companies. I
think it shows where the priority of
the Republican Party is at this mo-
ment.

At this time I would like to yield 1%2
minutes to the gentleman from Rhode
Island (Mr. CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 1367, the Ad-
vanced Vehicle and Technology Act
and ask my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’” on
the previous question.

This legislation rewards American
workers and American innovation. It’s
a true investment in American inge-
nuity and will help us Make It in
America. By reauthorizing the Depart-
ment of Energy’s vehicle technologies
research program, the Freedom car and
the 21st century truck partnerships,
the next generation of advanced vehi-
cles will be built in America.

The Advanced Vehicle Technology
Act is one important part of the Demo-
cratic jobs plan, a jobs plan that fo-
cuses on making it in America because
there is no way that we can maintain
our position as a great economic power
without making things in America.

Making things in America is a key
part of rebuilding our Nation’s econ-
omy. It’s about reversing the manufac-
turing job loss trend, recommitting
ourselves to the things that created
America’s middle class, good-paying
jobs, world-class education, top-notch
research and sound infrastructure.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1367, because when we invest
in American ingenuity and innovation,
when we Make It in America, our mid-
dle class will be strengthened and our
Nation will be prosperous.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. LANDRY).

Mr. LANDRY. Hypocrisy. It’s hypoc-
risy. Reuters’, April 27, reported that
the President urged other countries to
lift crude oil output, to lift crude oil
output. How come, if other countries
increase their output, it affects the
price; but yet, if we increase our out-
put, it does not?

So if other countries promote their
drill, baby, drill, it affects the price;
but yet, when we in America try to
drill, we don’t affect the price, accord-
ing to my colleagues on the other side.

Electric cars. So let’s get this
straight. They want Americans to
charge their car up on a system, on a
grid system that’s already failing and
broken. We’ve had rolling brownouts
and blackouts in this country, and
that’s what we want to plug our cars
into? I’'m sorry. No.
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Then they say there are the hybrid
cars. I can’t pull my boat with a Prius.
I can’t do it. I enjoy going fishing. I
enjoy the time that I get to take my
little boy out and teach him what my
father and my grandfather taught me,
and I have to do that pulling a boat
with my Chevrolet pickup truck. I sure
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wish that, when I fill it up, that it was
affordable.

And we can make it in America.
Let’s make American energy. That’s
what this bill, our bill, does. That’s
why I rise in support of this rule and
this bill. If we want to make things in
America, let’s start with making our
energy. When we can make our energy
in America, we can make our products
here.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CLARKE).

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I want to recognize that the
gentleman from Louisiana had it par-
tially right. You know, the way we cre-
ate jobs, we do it the old-fashioned
way. We import great cars from De-
troit.

So I urge you to defeat the previous
question, support the bill that we have
been talking about that will create
great fuel-efficient cars, that will cre-
ate jobs, and also save our motorists a
lot of money because they won’t have
to fill up their cars with this expensive
gasoline. They will be able to power
their vehicles through other alter-
native sources of energy.

It’s good for our environment, it’s
great for our country, it will save the
motorists money, but, most impor-
tantly, it will create jobs.

Let’s import these good-paying jobs
by importing fuel-efficient vehicles
from the city of Detroit. That’s how
you make it in America.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER).

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. Mr.
Speaker, the rising cost of gas is quick-
ly becoming the hottest topic in any
meeting, and especially in my home-
town and in my neck of the woods in
southwest Washington State.

I hosted a job creators forum about
1% weeks ago, and one of the biggest
issues I heard about was the rising cost
of gas prices.

One gentleman owns a pizza delivery
operation. They make pizzas and de-
liver them. You can all imagine what
rising gas prices do to a small business
like this. They’ve had to let people go
in the past, and they’re certain to hire
people again. One of his requests was:
make this affordable. One of the ways
we can do that is by supporting this
bill, because we open up the oppor-
tunity to get more domestic energy.
And that’s the reality.

I can’t wait for the day when our
country no longer is dependent on fos-
sil fuels, when we don’t need gasoline
or we don’t need to get it from coun-
tries that don’t like us. I can’t wait for
that day. And I support those explo-
rations of alternative energies. But the
problem is we’re not there yet. We are
not there today. The reality is, every
time gas goes up, we lose jobs, and in
my neck of the woods, where we have
double-digit unemployment, 13 percent,
14 percent going on 3 years, it is unac-
ceptable that this Congress would sit
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on its hands and do nothing while the
price of gas goes up.

If we explore for energy here domes-
tically and we do it now, we’re going to
bring relief today to those small busi-
ness owners in our region. They’re
going to be able to hire more people.

As we all go back to our districts
next week, we know we’re going to
hear from moms and dads, we’re going
to hear from business owners about the
high cost of gas. I invite my Demo-
cratic colleagues to join with us. Let’s
look our constituents in the eye and
say: we supported legislation that will
lower energy prices today to meet their
needs.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

I just want to remind the gentle-
woman that the Department of Energy
says that if we go ahead with this plan,
prices will go down by 3 cents to 5
cents in the year 2030.

If you’re serious about alternative
forms of energy, then my question is,
Why have you defunded all the pro-
grams that would fund those new
clean, green jobs?

While my Republican friends cut
Medicare; while they cut fuel assist-
ance for elderly people who can’t afford
the cost of fuel during the cold months;
while they cut Pell Grants; while they
go out of their way to protect the tax
cuts of Donald Trump and millionaires
while putting all the burden to reduce
the deficit on middle class families;
while they protect the subsidies for big
0il companies, it is shameful. It is
shameful that with the record profits
that Big Oil is making, that taxpayers
continue to subsidize them by billions
of dollars. It is unconscionable.

Do you want to reduce the deficit?
My friends on the other side go after
programs that benefit the poor. They
protect programs like corporate wel-
fare that goes to big oil companies.

We should be investing in alternative
forms of energy. We should be invest-
ing in cleaner and greener tech-
nologies. That’s what we have been
trying to do, but my friends on the
other side have been obstructing every-
thing that we have proposed.

They say they want to not be so reli-
ant on fossil fuels in the future, and
yet they cut the very programs that
will allow us to become more energy
independent. This bill here will do
nothing, absolutely nothing, zero, to
impact the price of gasoline. It does
nothing.

Everybody knows how Big Oil oper-
ates, and they do whatever they want
to do. At a time when they’re raising
their prices, they’re going to make
more money this year than they did
last year. It’s outrageous what they’re
doing to the American people, how
they’re gouging the American people.

This bill is not an answer to any-
thing. It is just a sound bite for them
to go home and say, hey, we did some-
thing, knowing it will never pass the
Senate, but also knowing that even if
it did pass the Senate and if the Presi-
dent signed it, it would mean nothing.
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So rather than focusing on things to
help create jobs, to help make it in
America, to help create more products
in this country, we are going through
these ridiculous exercises every week
on different subjects; and today it hap-
pens to be a bill that is a big wet Kiss
to Big Oil.

To me, this is the wrong thing we
should be taking our time up doing. We
should be talking about how should we
create jobs in this country, how do we
put people back to work. And, yes, we
should be talking about ways that we
could truly reduce the cost of energy
for consumers.

Mr. Speaker, I am urging that we de-
feat the previous question. I will offer
an amendment, if we defeat the pre-
vious question to the rule, to provide
that, immediately after the House
adopts the rule, it will bring up H.R.
1367, the Advanced Vehicle Technology
Act of 2011, introduced by Representa-
tive PETERS.

I ask unanimous consent to insert
the text of the amendment in the
RECORD along with extraneous mate-
rial immediately prior to the vote on
the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. One final thing, Mr.
Speaker. Again, we had an amendment
in the Rules Committee offered by Mr.
BOSWELL that would help give hiring
preferences to our veterans who are
risking their lives in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, and it was defeated. That is an
outrage.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no’” and defeat the previous ques-
tion so we can debate and pass a bill
that American companies develop the
next generation of high-tech fuel-effi-
cient vehicles. I urge a ‘‘no’ vote on
the rule.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. REED. I yield myself the balance
of my time.

Mr. Speaker, on this rule and on this
bill, I think this side of the aisle is
demonstrating to all of America that
we are listening.

Right now, with gas prices going
through the roof, right now, with peo-
ple suffering high unemployment
across the Nation, we have before us a
rule and a bill that will undoubtedly
create jobs, 1.2 million jobs, according
to economist Dr. Joseph Mason.

We have a bill and a plan that is
going to bring us closer to less depend-
ency on foreign energy supplies. It will
reduce foreign oil imports by nearly
one-third.

Mr. Speaker, we on this side of the
aisle are going to deal with the Amer-
ican people in an honest fashion. We
are not going to scare the American
people. We are going to have an open
and honest conversation with the
American people. We will lead. And
what we are doing here is answering a
call that the American people have
reached out to us to do, and that is to
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commit to our domestic supplies of en-
ergy so that we have energy supplies
that will allow manufacturers in the
private sector to create the new oppor-
tunities for generations of Americans
that are yet to come.

This is not a bill that is about pro-
tecting Big Oil. This is not about tax
subsidies. I take great disagreement
with my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle when they say we are fighting
for tax subsidies for Big Oil. What they
are talking about is intangible drilling
costs. They are talking about basic tax
policy where there are income and ex-
penses that are being calculated and
deducted off income taxes. It goes back
to my life in the private sector when I
read income and expense sheets. All we
are talking about are expenses, not tax
subsidies.

If we want to engage in rhetoric,
that’s fine. But we are focused on the
substance of the issue, and that sub-
stance is getting Americans back to
work, 1.2 million jobs under this pro-
posal. We will generate $800 million in
revenue over 10 years, and we are going
to lead.

I urge my colleagues to support this
rule and support the underlying legis-
lation by voting in favor of both.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 257 OFFERED BY
MR. MCGOVERN OF MASSACHUSETTS

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1367) to provide for a
program of research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application in
vehicle technologies at the Department of
Energy. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. All points of order
against provisions in the bill are waived. At
the conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
bill.

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of the bill speci-
fied in section 2 of this resolution.

(The information contained herein was
provided by the Republican Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 110th and
111th Congresses.)

H3179

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
‘“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution ... [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule . . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. REED. I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

PUTTING THE GULF OF MEXICO
BACK TO WORK ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RUNYAN). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 245 and rule XVIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the further consideration of
the bill, H.R. 1229.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1229) to amend the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act to facilitate the safe
and timely production of American en-
ergy resources from the Gulf of Mexico,
with Mr. PoE of Texas (Acting Chair) in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Tuesday,
May 10, 2011, a request for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 11 printed in
part A of House Report 112-73 by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
had been postponed.

Pursuant to clause 6 of rule XVIII,
proceedings will now resume on those
amendments printed in part A of House
Report 112-73 on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed, in the fol-
lowing order:

Amendment No. 4 by Ms. HANABUSA
of Hawaii.

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. HoLT of
New Jersey.

Amendment No. 7 by Mr. PoLis of
Colorado.

Amendment No. 8 by Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida.

Amendment No. 9 by Mr. DEUTCH of
Florida.

Amendment No. 11 by Mr. HASTINGS
of Florida.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. HANABUSA

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms.
HANABUSA) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote

has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 187, noes 235,

not voting 9, as follows:

Ackerman
Altmire
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Buchanan
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo

Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fitzpatrick
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi

Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner

[Roll No. 302]
AYES—187

Gerlach
Gibson
Gonzalez
Green, Al
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hirono
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kissell
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Olver

NOES—235

Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
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Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Denham
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold

Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Flake
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Fleischmann Lankford Rivera
Fleming Latham Roby
Flores LaTourette Roe (TN)
Forbes Latta Rogers (AL)
Fortenberry Lewis (CA) Rogers (KY)
Foxx Long Rogers (MI)
Franks (AZ) Lucas Rohrabacher
Frelinghuysen Luetkemeyer Rokita
Gallegly Lummis Rooney
Gardner Lungren, Daniel Roskam
Garrett E. Ross (AR)
Gibbs Mack Ross (FL)
Gingrey (GA) Manzullo Royce
Gohmert Marchant Runyan
Goodlatte Marino Ryan (WI)
Gosar McCarthy (CA) Scalise
Gowdy McCaul Schilling
Granger MecClintock Schmidt
Graves (GA) McCotter Schock
Graves (MO) McHenry Schrader
Green, Gene McKeon Schweikert
Griffin (AR) McKinley Scott (SC)
Griffith (VA) McMorris Scott, Austin
Grimm Rodgers Sensenbrenner
Guinta Meehan Sessions
Guthrie Mica Shimkus
Hall Miller (FL) Shuler
Hanna Miller (MI) Shuster
Harper Miller, Gary Simpson
Harris Mulvaney Smith (NE)
Hartzler Murphy (PA) Smith (TX)
Hayworth Myrick Southerland
Heck Neugebauer Stearns
Hensarling Noem Stivers
Herger Nugent Stutzman
Herrera Beutler Nunes Sullivan
Hinojosa Nunnelee Terry
Holden Olson Thompson (PA)
Huelskamp Owens Thornberry
Huizenga (MI) Palazzo Tiberi
Hultgren Paul Tipton
Hunter Paulsen Turner
Hurt Pearce Upton
Issa Pence Walberg
Jenkins Peterson Walden
Johnson (IL) Petri Walsh (IL)
Johnson (OH) Pitts Webster
Jordan Platts West
Kelly Poe (TX) Whitfield
King (IA) Pompeo Wilson (SC)
King (NY) Posey Wittman
Kingston Price (GA) Wolf
Kinzinger (IL) Quayle Womack
Kline Reed Woodall
Labrador Rehberg Yoder
Lamborn Renacci Young (AK)
Lance Ribble Young (FL)
Landry Rigell Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—9
Bilirakis Davis (KY) Johnson, Sam
Braley (IA) Giffords Van Hollen
Costa Hastings (WA) Westmoreland
[ 1358
Messrs. TERRY, SOUTHERLAND,

and HUIZENGA of Michigan changed
their vote from ‘“‘aye’ to ‘“no.”

Messrs. LOBIONDO, SMITH of New
Jersey, CARSON of Indiana, and AL
GREEN of Texas changed their vote
from ‘“‘no’’ to ‘“‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Chair, on rollcall
No. 302, had | been present, | would have
voted “aye.”

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No.
302, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “aye.”

Stated against:

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Chair, on rolicall No.
302, had | been present, | would have voted
“no.”

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. HOLT

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT)
on which further proceedings were
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postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.
The Clerk will
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The Acting CHAIR. This
minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

is a 2-

vice, and there were—ayes 179, noes 247,

not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 303]

AYES—179
Ackerman Garamendi Payne
Andrews Gonzalez Pelosi
Baca Grijalva Perlmutter
Baldwin Gutierrez Peters
Bass (CA) Hanabusa Pingree (ME)
Bass (NH) Hastings (FL) Polis
Becerra Heinrich Price (NC)
Berkley H%gglns Quigley
Berman Himes Rahall
Bishop (GA) Hinchey
Bishop (NY) Hirono gangel
Blumenauer Holt oyes
Richardson
Boswell Honda X
Brady (PA) Hoyer Richmond
Brale Rothman (NJ)
y (IA) Inslee

Brown (FL) Israel Roybal-Allard
Butterfield Jackson (IL) Ruppersberger
Capps Johnson (GA) Rush
Capuano Johnson, E. B. Ryan (OH)
Cardoza Jones Sanchez, Linda
Carnahan Kaptur T.
Carney Keating Sanchez, Loretta
Carson (IN) Kildee Sarbanes
Castor (FL) Kind Schakowsky
Chandler Kissell Schiff
Chu Kucinich Schrader
Cicilline Langevin Schwartz
Clarke (MI) Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Clarke (NY) Larson (CT) Scott, David
Clay Lee (CA) Serrano
Cleaver Levin Sewell
Clyburn Lewis (GA) Sherman
Cohen Lipinski Shuler
Connolly (VA) Loebsack Sires
Conyers Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
Cooper Loyx{ey Smith (WA)
Costello Lujan Speier
Courtney Lynch Stark
Critz Maloney
Crowley Markey Sutton

: Thompson (CA)
Cuellar Matsui Thompson (MS)
Cummings McCarthy (NY) Tierney
Davis (CA) McCollum Tonko
Davis (IL) McDermott
DeFazio McGovern Towns
DeGette McIntyre Tsongas
DeLauro McNerney Van Hollen
Deutch Meeks Velazquez
Dicks Michaud Visclosky
Dingell Miller (NC) Walz (MN)
Doggett Miller, George Wasserman
Doyle Moore Schultz
Edwards Moran Waters
Ellison Murphy (CT) Watt
Engel Nadler Waxman
Eshoo Napolitano Weiner
Farr Neal Welch
Fattah Olver Wilson (FL)
Filner Pallone Woolsey
Frank (MA) Pascrell Wu
Fudge Pastor (AZ) Yarmuth

NOES—247

Adams Benishek Brooks
Aderholt Berg Broun (GA)
Akin Biggert Buchanan
Alexander Bilbray Bucshon
Altmire Bilirakis Buerkle
Amash Bishop (UT) Burgess
Austria Black Burton (IN)
Bachmann Blackburn Calvert
Bachus Bonner Camp
Barletta Bono Mack Campbell
Barrow Boren Canseco
Bartlett Boustany Cantor
Barton (TX) Brady (TX) Capito
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Carter Huelskamp Poe (TX)
Cassidy Hultgren Pompeo
Chabot Hunter Posey
Chaffetz Hurt Price (GA)
Coble Issa Quayle
Coffman (CO) Jackson Lee Reed
Cole (TX) Rehberg
Conaway Jenkins Reichert
Costa Johnson (IL) Renacci
Cravaack Johnson (OH) Ribble
Crawford Jordan Rigell
Crenshaw Kelly Rivera
Culberson King (IA) Roby
Davis (KY) King (NY) Roe (TN)
Denham Kingston Rogers (AL)
Dent Kinzinger (IL) Rozers (KY)
DesJarlais Kline RO?"SI‘S (MD)
Diaz-Balart Labrador Rolblrabacher
Dold Lamborn N
Donnelly IN) ~ Lance Rokita
Dreier Landry Rooney
Duffy Lankford Ros-Lehtinen
Duncan (SC) Latham Roskam
Duncan (TN) LaTourette Ross (AR)
Ellmers Latta Ross (FL)
Emerson Lewis (CA) Royce
Farenthold LoBiondo Runyan
Fincher Long Ryan (WI)
Fitzpatrick Lucas Scalise
Flake Luetkemeyer Schilling
Fleischmann Lummis Schmidt
Fleming Lungren, Daniel ~ Schock
Flores E. Schweikert
Forbes Mack Scott (SC)
Fortenberry Manzullo Scott, Austin
Foxx Marchant Sensenbrenner
Franks (AZ) Marino Sessions
Frelinghuysen Matheson Shimkus
Gallegly McCarthy (CA) Shuster
Gardner McCaul Simpson
Garrett McClintock Smith (NE)
Gerlach McCotter Smith (NJ)
Gibbs McHenry Smith (TX)
Gibson McKeon Southerland
Gingrey (GA) McKinley Stearns
Gohmert McMorris Stivers
Goodlatte Rodgers Stutzman
Gosar Meehan Terry
Gowdy Mica,
Granger Miller (FL) %gﬁfﬁ,ﬁ;m)
Graves (GA) Miller (MI) Tiberi
Graves (MO) Miller, Gary Tipton
Green, Al Mulvaney Turner
Green, Gene Murphy (PA) Unt
Griffin (AR) Myrick pton
Griffith (VA) Neugebauer Walberg
Grimm Noem Walden
Guinta Nugent Walsh (IL)
Guthrie Nunes Webster
Hall Nunnelee West
Hanna Olson Wegtmoreland
Harper Owens Whitfield
Harris Palazzo Wilson (SC)
Hartzler Paul Wittman
Hayworth Paulsen Wolf
Heck Pearce Womack
Hensarling Pence Woodall
Herger Peterson Yoder
Herrera Beutler  Petri Young (AK)
Hinojosa Pitts Young (FL)
Holden Platts Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—5
Giffords Huizenga (MI) Sullivan

Hastings (WA)

Johnson, Sam

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).

One minute remains in this vote.

0 1404

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. POLIS

H3181

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 174, noes 254,
not voting 3, as follows:

[Roll No. 304]

is a 2-

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

redesignate the

AYES—174
Ackerman Gutierrez Pastor (AZ)
Andrews Hanabusa Payne
Baca Hastings (FL) Pelosi
Baldwin Heinrich Perlmutter
Bass (CA) Higgins Peters
Becerra Himes Pingree (ME)
Berkley Hinchey Polis
Berman Hirono Price (NC)
Bishop (GA) Holt Quigley
Bishop (NY) Honda Rahall
Blumenauer Hoyer Rangel
Brady (PA) Inslee Reyes
Braley (IA) Israel Richardson
Brown (FL) Jackson (IL) Richmond
Butterfield Jackson Lee Rothman (NJ)
Capps (TX) Roybal-Allard
Capuano Johnson (GA) Ruppersberger
Carnahan Johnson, E. B. Rush
Carney Jones Ryan (OH)
Carson (IN) Kaptur Sanchez, Linda
Castor (FL) Keating T.
Chandler Kildee Sanchez, Loretta
Chu Kind Sarbanes
Cicilline Kissell Schakowsky
Clarke (MI) Kucinich Schiff
Clarke (NY) Langevin Schwartz
Clay Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Cleaver Larson (CT) Scott, David
Clyburn Lee (CA) Serrano
Cohen Levin Sewell
Connolly (VA) Lewis (GA) Sherman
Conyers Lipinski Shuler
Cooper Loebsack Sires
Costello Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
Courtney Lowey Smith (WA)
Crowley Lujan Speier
Cummings Lynch Stark
Davis (CA) Maloney Sutton
Davis (IL) Markey Thompson (CA)
DeFazio Matsui Thompson (MS)
DeGette McCarthy (NY) Tierney
DeLauro McCollum Tonko
Deutch McDermott Towns
Dicks McGovern Tsongas
Dingell McIntyre Van Hollen
Doggett McNerney Velazquez
Doyle Meeks Visclosky
Edwards Michaud Walz (MN)
Ellison Miller (NC) Wasserman
Engel Miller, George Schultz
Eshoo Moore Waters
Farr Moran Watt
Fattah Murphy (CT) Waxman
Filner Nadler Weiner
Frank (MA) Napolitano Welch
Fudge Neal Wilson (FL)
Garamendi Olver Woolsey
Gonzalez Pallone Wu
Grijalva Pascrell Yarmuth

NOES—254
Adams Black Capito
Aderholt Blackburn Cardoza
Akin Bonner Carter
Alexander Bono Mack Cassidy
Altmire Boren Chabot
Amash Boswell Chaffetz
Austria Boustany Coble
Bachmann Brady (TX) Coffman (CO)
Bachus Brooks Cole
Barletta Broun (GA) Conaway
Barrow Buchanan Costa
Bartlett Bucshon Cravaack
Barton (TX) Buerkle Crawford
Bass (NH) Burgess Crenshaw
Benishek Burton (IN) Critz
Berg Calvert Cuellar
Biggert Camp Culberson
Bilbray Campbell Davis (KY)
Bilirakis Canseco Denham
Bishop (UT) Cantor Dent
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DesJarlais King (IA) Reichert
Diaz-Balart King (NY) Renacci
Dold Kingston Ribble
Donnelly (IN) Kinzinger (IL) Rigell
Dreier Kline Rivera
Duffy Labrador Roby
Duncan (SC) Lamborn Roe (TN)
Duncan (TN) Lance Rogers (AL)
gllmeros i"mf{‘;y q Rogers (KY)
merson ankfor -
Farenthold Latham goiiﬁa ;1:;2 N
Fincher LaTourette RO . !
R : oKita
Fitzpatrick Latta Rooney
Flake Lewis (CA) .
Fleischmann LoBiondo Ros-Lehtinen
Fleming Long Roskam
Flores Lucas Ross (AR)
Forbes Luetkemeyer Ross (FL)
Fortenberry Lummis Royce
Foxx Lungren, Danie] ~ Runyan
Franks (AZ) E. Ryan (WD)
Frelinghuysen Mack Scalise
Gallegly Manzullo Schilling
Gardner Marchant Schmidt
Garrett Marino Schock
Gerlach Matheson Schrader
Gibbs McCarthy (CA) Schweikert
Gibson McCaul Scott (SC)
Gingrey (GA) McClintock Scott, Austin
Gohmert McCotter Sensenbrenner
Goodlatte McHenry Sessions
Gosar McKeon Shimkus
Gowdy McKinley Shuster
Granger McMorris Simpson
Graves (GA) Rodgers Smith (NE)
Graves (MO) Meehan Smith (NJ)
Green, Al M}ca Smith (TX)
Green, Gene Miller (FL) Southerland
Griffin (AR) Miller (MI) Stearns
Griffith (VA) Miller, Gary Stivers
Grimm Mulvaney Stutzman
Guint@ Murphy (PA) Sullivan
Guthrie Myrick Terry
gzgna gggﬁzbauer Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Harper Nugent Tiberi
Harris Nunes Tipton
Hartzler Nunnelee Turner
Hayworth Olson Upton
Heck Owens Wp b
Hensarling Palazzo a.berg
Herger Paul Walden
Herrera Beutler Paulsen Walsh (IL)
Hinojosa Pearce Webster
Holden Pence West
Huelskamp Peterson Westmoreland
Huizenga (MI) Petri Whitfield
Hultgren Pitts Wilson (SC)
Hunter Platts Wittman
Hurt Poe (TX) Wolf
Issa Pompeo Womack
Jenkins Posey Woodall
Johnson (IL) Price (GA) Yoder
Johnson (OH) Quayle Young (AK)
Jordan Reed Young (FL)
Kelly Rehberg Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—3
Giffords Hastings (WA) Johnson, Sam

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR (Mrs. MILLER of
Michigan) (during the vote). There is
less than 1 minute remaining in the
vote.

0 1408

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 169, noes 258,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 305]

AYES—169
Ackerman Gutierrez Pastor (AZ)
Andrews Hanabusa Payne
Baca Hastings (FL) Pelosi
Baldwin Heinrich Peters
Bass (CA) Higgins Pingree (ME)
Becerra Himes Polis
Berkley Hinchey Price (NC)
Berman Hirono Quigley
B?shop (GA) Holt Rahall
Bishop (NY) Honda Rangel
Blumenauer Hoyer Reyes
Boswell Inslee Richardson
Brady (PA) Israel Richmond
Braley (IA) Jackson (IL) Rothman (NJ)
Brown (FL) Jackson Lee
Butterfield (TX) Roybal-Allard
Capps Johnson (GA) Ruppersberger
Capuano Johnson, E. B. Rush
Carnahan Jones Ryan (OH)
Carson (IN) Kaptur Sanchez, Linda
Castor (FL) Keating T.
Chandler Kildee Sarbanes
Chu Kind Schakowsky
Cicilline Kissell Schiff
Clarke (MI) Kucinich Schrader
Clarke (NY) Langevin Scott (VA)
Clay Larsen (WA) Scott, David
Cleaver Larson (CT) Serrano
Clyburn Lee (CA) Sewell
Cohen Levin Sherman
Conyers Lewis (GA) Sires
Cooper Loebsack Slaughter
Coprtney Lofgren, Zoe Smith (WA)
Critz Lox‘v’ey Speier
growley Eujar}ll Stark

ummings yne

Davis (CA) Maloney ,?}ﬁztrgis on (CA)
Davis (IL) Markey Thompson (MS)
DeFazio Matsui Tierney
DeGette McCarthy (NY) Tonko
DeLauro McCollum
Deutch McDermott Towns
Dicks McGovern Tsongas
Dingell McIntyre Van Hollen
Doggett McNerney Velazquez
Donnelly (IN) Meeks Visclosky
Doyle Michaud Walz (MN)
Edwards Miller (NC) Wasserman
Ellison Miller, George Schultz
Engel Moore Waters
Eshoo Moran Watt
Farr Murphy (CT) Waxman
Fattah Nadler Weiner
Filner Napolitano Welch
Frank (MA) Neal Wilson (FL)
Fudge Olver Woolsey
Garamendi Pallone Wu
Grijalva Pascrell Yarmuth

NOES—258
Adams Boustany Conaway
Aderholt Brady (TX) Connolly (VA)
AKkin Brooks Costa
Alexander Broun (GA) Costello
Altmire Buchanan Cravaack
Amash Bucshon Crawford
Austria Buerkle Crenshaw
Bachmann Burgess Cuellar
Bachus Burton (IN) Culberson
Barletta Calvert Davis (KY)
Barrow Camp Denham
Bartlett Campbell Dent
Barton (TX) Canseco DesdJarlais
Bass (NH) Cantor Diaz-Balart
Benishek Capito Dold
Berg Cardoza Dreier
Biggert Carney Duffy
Bilirakis Carter Duncan (SC)
Bishop (UT) Cassidy Duncan (TN)
Black Chabot Ellmers
Blackburn Chaffetz Emerson
Bonner Coble Farenthold
Bono Mack Coffman (CO) Fincher
Boren Cole Fitzpatrick
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Flake Lankford Rivera
Fleischmann Latham Roby
Fleming LaTourette Roe (TN)
Flores Latta Rogers (AL)
Forbes Lewis (CA) Rogers (KY)
Fortenberry Lipinski Rogers (MI)
Foxx LoBiondo Rohrabacher
Franks (AZ) Long Rokita
Frelinghuysen Lucas Rooney
Gallegly Luetke‘meyer Ros-Lehtinen
Gardner Lummis A Roskam
Garrett Lungren, Daniel g (AR)
Gerlach E. Ross (FL)
G}bbs Mack Royce
G}bson Manzullo Runyan
Gingrey (GA) Marghant Ryan (WI)
Gohmert Marino Sanchez, Loretta
Gonzalez Matheson Scalise
Goodlatte McCarthy (CA) Schilling
Gosar McCaul Schmidt
Gowdy MecClintock Schock
Granger McCotter Schwartz
Graves (GA) McHenry Schweikert
Graves (MO) McKeon Scott (SC)
Green, Al McKinley Scott. Austin
Green, Gene McMorris Sense}lbrenner
Griffin (AR) Rodgers Sessions
Griffith (VA) Meehan Shimkus
Grimm Mica Shuler
Guinta Miller (FL) Shuster
Guthrie Miller (MI) !
Hall Miller, Gary Stmpson
Hanna Mulvaney Sm}th (NE)
Harper Murphy (PA) Sm}th (NJ)
Harris Myrick Smith (TX)
Hartzler Neugebauer Southerland
Hayworth Noem Stgarns
Heck Nugent Stivers
Hensarling Nunes Stutzman
Herger Nunnelee Sullivan
Herrera Beutler  Olson Terry
Hinojosa Owens Thompson (PA)
Holden Palazzo Thornberry
Huelskamp Paul Tiberi
Huizenga (MI) Paulsen Tipton
Hultgren Pearce Turner
Hunter Pence Upton
Hurt Perlmutter Walberg
Issa Peterson Walden
Jenkins Petri Walsh (IL)
Johnson (IL) Pitts Webster
Johnson (OH) Platts West
Jordan Poe (TX) Westmoreland
Kelly Pompeo Whitfield
King (IA) Posey Wilson (SC)
King (NY) Price (GA) Wittman
Kingston Quayle Wolf
Kinzinger (IL) Reed Womack
Kline Rehberg Woodall
Labrador Reichert Yoder
Lamborn Renacci Young (AK)
Lance Ribble Young (FL)
Landry Rigell Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—4
Bilbray Hastings (WA)
Giffords Johnson, Sam

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining in this

vote.

Mr.

O 1412

from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”
So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. DEUTCH

KINGSTON changed his vote

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTCH)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.
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A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 205, noes 222,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 306]

AYES—205
Ackerman Gingrey (GA) Perlmutter
Aderholt Gonzalez Peters
Altmire Grijalva Pingree (ME)
Andrews Guthrie Polis
Baca Gutierrez Posey
Bachu§ Hanabusa Price (NC)
Baldwin Hanqa Quigley
Barrow Harris Rahall
gass (CA) ga_stu}i? (FL) Rangel
ecerra einric:
R
Berkley H@ggins Riecylfas,rdson
ngmal} H}mes Richmond
Bilirakis Hinchey Roby
Bishop (GA) Hirono Roe (TN)
Bishop (NY) Holden R AL
Blumenauer Holt ogers ( X )
Bonner Honda Ros-Lehtinen
Brady (PA) Hoyer Rothman (NJ)
Braley (IA) Inslee Roybal-Allard
Brooks Israel Ruppersberger
Brown (FL) Jackson (IL) Rush
Buchanan Jackson Lee Ryan (OH)
Butterfield (TX) Sanchez, Linda
Capps Johnson (GA) T.
Capuano Johnson, E. B. Sanchez, Loretta
Cardoza Jones Sarbanes
Carnahan Kaptur Schakowsky
Carney Keating Schiff
Carson (IN) Kildee Schilling
Castor (FL) Kind Schwartz
Chandler Kissell Scott (VA)
Chu Kucinich Scott, Austin
Cicilline Langevin Scott, David
Clarke (MI) Larsen (WA) Serrano
Clarke (NY) Larson (CT) Sewell
Clay Lee (CA) Sherman
Cleaver Levin Shuler
Clyburn Lewis (GA) Sires
Cohen Lipinski Slaughter
Connolly (VA) Loebsack Smith (WA)
Conyers Lofgren, Zoe Southerland
Cooper Lowey Speier
Costello Lujan Stark
Coprtney Lynch Sutton
Critz Maloney Thompson (CA)
Crowley Markey Thompson (MS)
Cuellar Matheson Tierney
Cummings Matsui Tonko
Davis (CA) McCarthy (NY) Towns
Davis (IL) McCollum Tsongas
DeFazio McDermott Van Hollen
DeGette McGovern Vela
DeLauro McIntyre ? azquez
Deutch McNerney Visclosky
Dicks Meeks Walz (MN)
Dingell Michaud Wasserman
Doggett Miller (NC) Schultz
Donnelly (IN) Miller, George Waters
Doyle Moore Watt
Edwards Moran Waxman
Ellison Murphy (CT) Webster
Engel Nadler Weiner
Eshoo Napolitano Welch
Farr Neal West
Fattah Olver Westmoreland
Filner Pallone Wilson (FL)
Frank (MA) Pascrell Woolsey
Fudge Pastor (AZ) Wu
Garamendi Payne Yarmuth
Gibson Pelosi Young (FL)
NOES—222
Adams Blackburn Capito
Akin Bono Mack Carter
Alexander Boren Cassidy
Amash Boswell Chabot
Austria Boustany Chaffetz
Bachmann Brady (TX) Coble
Barletta Broun (GA) Coffman (CO)
Bartlett Bucshon Cole
Barton (TX) Buerkle Conaway
Bass (NH) Burgess Costa
Benishek Burton (IN) Cravaack
Berg Calvert Crawford
Biggert Camp Crenshaw
Bilbray Campbell Culberson
Bishop (UT) Canseco Davis (KY)
Black Cantor Denham
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Dent Kelly Poe (TX)
DesJarlais King (IA) Pompeo
Diaz-Balart King (NY) Price (GA)
Dold Kingston Quayle
Dreier Kinzinger (IL) Reed
Duffy Kline Rehberg
Duncan (SC) Labrador Reichert
Duncan (TN) Lamborn Renacci
Ellmers Lance Ribble
Emerson Landry Rigell
Farenthold Lankford Rivera
Fincher Latham Rogers (KY)
Fitzpatrick LaTourette Rogers (MI)
Flake Latta
Fleischmann Lewis (CA) ggk}gi‘:acher
Fleming LoBiondo Rooney
Flores Long Roskam
Forbes Lucas Ross (AR)
Fortenberry Luetkemeyer Ross (FL)
Foxx Lummis Royce
Franks (AZ) Lungren, Daniel Runyan
Frelinghuysen E. Ryan (WD)
Gallegly Mack Scalise
Gardner Manzullo Schmidt
Garrett Marchant Schrader
Gerlach Marino Schweikert
Gibbs McCarthy (CA) Scott (SO)
Gohmert McCaul
Goodlatte McClintock Sensgnbrenner
Gosar McCotter Se§s10ns
Gowdy McHenry Shimkus
Granger McKeon Shuster
Graves (GA) McKinley Simpson
Graves (MO) McMorris Smith (NE)
Green, Al Rodgers Smith (NJ)
Green, Gene Meehan Smith (TX)
Griffin (AR) Mica Stearns
Griffith (VA) Miller (FL) Stivers
Grimm Miller (MI) Stutzman
Guinta Miller, Gary Sullivan
Hall Mulvaney Terry
Harper Murphy (PA) Thompson (PA)
Hartzler Myrick ThUI‘I}bEI’Fy
Hayworth Neugebauer Tiberi
Heck Noem Tipton
Hensarling Nugent Turner
Herger Nunes Upton
Herrera Beutler ~ Nunnelee Walberg
Hinojosa Olson Walden
Huelskamp Owens Walsh (IL)
Huizenga (MI) Palazzo Whitfield
Hultgren Paul Wilson (SC)
Hunter Paulsen Wittman
Hurt Pearce Wolf
Issa Pence Womack
Jenkins Peterson Woodall
Johnson (IL) Petri Yoder
Johnson (OH) Pitts Young (AK)
Jordan Platts Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—4
Giffords Johnson, Sam

Hastings (WA)

Schock

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
Members have 1 minute remaining on

the vote.

Messrs.

0 1417

ROGERS of Alabama and
GINGREY of Georgia changed their
vote from ‘““no” to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA

H3183

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 185, noes 239,
not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 307]

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

AYES—185

Ackerman Garamendi Owens
Altmire Gonzalez Pallone
Andrews Green, Al Pascrell
Baca Green, Gene Pastor (AZ)
Baldwin Grijalva Payne
Barrow Gutierrez Pelosi
Bass (CA) Hanabusa Perlmutter
Becerra Hastings (FL) Peters
Berkley Heinrich Pingree (ME)
Berman Higgins Polis
B}shop (GA) H%mes Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) H}nchey Quigley
Blumenauer Hirono Rahall
Boswell Holden Rangel
Brady (PA) Holt Reyes
Braley (IA) Honda Richmond
Brown (FL) Hoyer Rothman (NJ)
}é’:;;‘:rﬁeld E’EET Roybal-Allard
Capuano Jackson (IL) gzgﬁez sberger
Carnahan Jackson Lee R

van (OH)
Carney (TX) Sanchez, Linda
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) T ’
gizt;ﬁ;éfm %Zglzizn' E.B. Sanchez, Loretta
Chu Keating gifl};a}‘:%i?sky
Cicilline Kildee Sohiff
Clarke (MI) Kind Sohrader
Clarke (NY) Kissell Schwartz
Clay Kucinich
Cleaver Langevin Scott (VA)A
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Scott, David
Coble Larson (CT) Serrano
Cohen Lee (CA) Sewell
Connolly (VA) Levin Sherman
Conyers Lewis (GA) Shuler
Cooper Lipinski Sires
Costello Loebsack Slaughter
Courtney Lofgren, Zoe Smllt’h (WA)
Critz Lowey Speier
Crowley Lujan Stark
Cuellar Lynch Sutton
Cummings Maloney Thompson (CA)
Davis (CA) Markey Thompson (MS)
Davis (IL) Matsui Tierney
DeFazio McCarthy (NY) ~ Tonko
DeGette McCollum Towns
DeLauro McDermott Tsongas
Deutch McGovern Van Hollen
Dicks McIntyre Velazquez
Dingell McNerney Visclosky
Doggett Meehan Walz (MN)
Donnelly (IN) Meeks Wasserman
Doyle Michaud Schultz
Edwards Miller (NC) Waters
Ellison Miller, George Watt
Engel Moore Waxman
Eshoo Moran Weiner
Farr Murphy (CT) Welch
Fattah Nadler Wilson (FL)
Filner Napolitano Woolsey
Frank (MA) Neal Wu
Fudge Olver Yarmuth

NOES—239

Adams Boustany Costa
Aderholt Brady (TX) Cravaack
Akin Brooks Crawford
Alexander Broun (GA) Crenshaw
Amash Buchanan Culberson
Austria Bucshon Davis (KY)
Bachmann Buerkle Denham
Bachus Burgess Dent
Barletta Burton (IN) DesJarlais
Bartlett Calvert Diaz-Balart
Barton (TX) Camp Dold
Bass (NH) Campbell Dreier
Benishek Canseco Duffy
Berg Cantor Duncan (SC)
Biggert Capito Duncan (TN)
Bilbray Cardoza Ellmers
Bilirakis Carter Emerson
Bishop (UT) Cassidy Farenthold
Black Chabot Fincher
Blackburn Chaffetz Fitzpatrick
Bonner Coffman (CO) Flake
Bono Mack Cole Fleischmann
Boren Conaway Fleming
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Flores LaTourette Roby
Forbes Latta Roe (TN)
Fortenberry Lewis (CA) Rogers (AL)
Foxx LoBiondo Rogers (KY)
Franks (AZ) Long Rogers (MI)
Frelinghuysen Lucas Rohrabacher
Gallegly Luetkemeyer Rokita
Gardner Lummis ) Rooney
garfetfl Ltglgren, Daniel  Rog T.ehtinen
erlac .
Gibbs Mack gosmm
X 0ss (AR)
Gibson Manzullo Ross (FL)
Gingrey (GA) Marchant R
Gohmert Marino oyce
Goodlatte Matheson Runyan
Gosar McCarthy (CA) ~ Lvan (WD
Gowdy McCaul Sca1'1s‘e
Granger McClintock Schlll}ng
Graves (GA) McCotter Schmidt
Graves (MO) McHenry Schweikert
Griffin (AR) McKeon Scott (SC)
Griffith (VA) McKinley Scott, Austin
Grimm McMorris Sensenbrenner
Guinta Rodgers Sessions
Guthrie Mica Shimkus
Hall Miller (FL) Shuster
Hanna Miller (MI) Simpson
Harper Miller, Gary Smith (NE)
Harris Mulvaney Smith (NJ)
Hartzler Murphy (PA) Smith (TX)
Hayworth Myrick Southerland
Heck ) Neugebauer Stearns
Hensarling Noem Stivers
Herger Nugent Stutzman
ngrgra Beutler Nunnelee Sullivan
Hinojosa Olson Terry
Huglskamp Palazzo Thompson (PA)
Huizenga (MI) Paul Thornberr-
v
Hultgren Paulsen Tiberi
iberi
Hunter Pearce Tipton
Hurt Pence Turner
Issa Peterson
Jenkins Petri Upton
Johnson (IL) Pitts Walberg
Johnson (OH) Platts Walden
Jones Poe (TX) Walsh (IL)
Jordan Pompeo Webster
Kelly Posey West
King (NY) Price (GA) Westmoreland
Kingston Quayle Whitfield
Kinzinger (IL) Reed Wittman
Kline Rehberg Wolf
Labrador Reichert Womack
Lamborn Renacci Woodall
Lance Ribble Yoder
Landry Richardson Young (AK)
Lankford Rigell Young (FL)
Latham Rivera Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—T7
Giffords King (IA) Wilson (SC)
Hastings (WA) Nunes
Johnson, Sam Schock

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. ROGERS of

Alabama) (during the vote). One
minute remains in this vote.
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chair, 1 am re-
corded as voting “nay” on rollcall vote No.
307; this was inadvertent. | intended to vote
The Acting CHAIR. There being no
further amendments, the Committee
rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan) having assumed
the chair, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Act-
ing Chair of the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union,
reported that that Committee, having
had under consideration the bill (H.R.
1229) to amend the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act to facilitate the safe
and timely production of American en-
ergy resources from the Gulf of Mexico,
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and, pursuant to House Resolution 245,
reported the bill, as amended by that
resolution, back to the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I have a motion to recommit
at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I am in
its present form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Connolly of Virginia moves to recom-
mit the bill H.R. 1229 to the Committee on
Natural Resources with instructions to re-
port the same back to the House forthwith
with the following amendment:

On page 4, after line 6, insert the following
new paragraph (and redesignate accord-
ingly):

““(3) COASTAL RESTORATION.—The Secretary
shall not issue a permit under paragraph (1)
to any applicant that has been required to
pay a civil penalty, a criminal fine, or mone-
tary damages resulting from the applicant’s
activities on the outer Continental Shelf,
until such penalties, fines, or damages have
been paid in full, or the applicant has en-
tered a formal agreement to pay such pen-
alties, fines, or damages, in order to redress
economic and environmental harm caused to
the Gulf of Mexico Region.

Mr. LANDRY. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve a point of order against the mo-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point
of order is reserved.

The gentleman from Virginia is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, this simple motion to recom-
mit ensures that oil companies clean
up their mess from their oil spills prior
to receiving a new permit under the
guidelines of this bill.

This is the final amendment to the
bill, and if it is adopted, we will imme-
diately vote on final passage.

Although we may disagree on the un-
derlying bill, we surely can agree that
it is necessary to protect taxpayers
who would otherwise have to foot the
bill for cleaning up oil companies’ oil
spills. It’s also necessary to protect the
individuals whose lives have been di-
rectly affected by those spills.

To illustrate how important this
final amendment is look no further
than last year’s Deepwater Horizon oil
spill in the Gulf of Mexico. The gulf’s
fisheries were worth $5.5 billion annu-
ally prior to the spill. Shouldn’t we re-
quire BP to pay those economic dam-
ages before it receives another permit
to drill again?

The gulf coast fisheries supported
200,000 fishing jobs prior to the Deep-
water Horizon oil spill. Shouldn’t BP
have the responsibility to pay eco-
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nomic damages to those fishermen who
may have lost their livelihoods as a re-
sult of their oil spill?

More than 407,000 residents and
102,000 businesses on the gulf have sub-
mitted claims for damages due to the
spill, and fewer than half have been
paid. Shouldn’t BP have to resolve all
of those claims before it takes more of
our publicly owned oil from America’s
Outer Continental Shelf?

In many cases, payment of claims is
the difference, Madam Speaker, be-
tween survival and bankruptcy for
small businesses. Of the 102,000 of them
that claim damages as a result of the
gulf oil spill, more than 55,000 sub-
mitted claims in excess of $10,000.
Losses ranging from $10,000 to more
than $500,000 are not trivial, and we
should not allow companies like BP to
force businesses into bankruptcy even
while they seek permission to take
more oil from America’s Outer Conti-
nental Shelf.

We still don’t know the full extent of
cleanup costs resulting from Deepwater
Horizon, but the costs continue to
grow. Consider how labor intensive res-
toration is. To help prevent some sea
turtles from being wiped out, restora-
tion teams rehabilitated more than
1,000 of them and relocated 14,000 turtle
hatchlings to Florida’s east coast
which was not damaged by oil.

More than 4,200 people are still work-
ing to clean up more than 544 miles of
gulf coastline, and this work is essen-
tial to restore the gulf’s fisheries and
tourist economy. For example, the
Coast Guard is still cleaning up tar
balls and tar mats from Gulf Shores,
Alabama.

While we can all appreciate the re-
sources that BP has put into the clean-
up to date, it is important that we set
a clear standard for the Gulf of Mexico:
0il companies that cause oil spills have
to clean up their mess first. We should
never allow companies like BP to get
away with giving the gulf coast clean-
up a lick and a promise or let other oil
companies continue extracting Amer-
ica’s oil until they have finished clean-
ing up their mess.

If the oil companies responsible for
spills do not pay for their oil spill
cleanups and private damages, then
America’s taxpayers will end up paying
for it. So we need to send a simple mes-
sage to oil companies that cause spills:
It’s your mess; you clean it up. We can-
not afford to be subsidizing them at a
time when we’re wrestling with record
deficits and they’re experiencing
record profits.

By passing this simple final amend-
ment to the bill, we’ll be honoring the
lesson that most of us probably learned
from our mothers: If you are respon-
sible for it, you’ve got to clean it up.
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And if some o0il companies aren’t
willing to clean up their mess, then
they shouldn’t get to extract more of
our oil, because there are plenty of re-
sponsible businesses that would con-
duct business in a manner that doesn’t
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endanger the livelihoods and lives of
nearby residents.

Remember, this final amendment
doesn’t stop a single oil well from
being drilled. All it does is ensure that
an oil company that caused the spill
clean up its mess before drilling new
wells on oil on our property; it has to
take responsibility for the cleanup.

I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on this simple
amendment.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LANDRY. Madam Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve my point of order
while rising in opposition to the mo-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Louisiana is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. LANDRY. Madam Speaker, my
Democrat colleagues are trying to dis-
tract us from the central issue, which
is jobs. We’re trying to put people back
to work, but instead of putting people
back to work, we’re having to deal
with procedural gamesmanship. The
American people are tired of games.
They want results.

Last night, on the phone while I
checked on my constituents who are
preparing for floodwaters not seen in
some 50 years, constituents who may
lose their homes, one gentleman asked
me, he said, Congressman, when are we
going to get back to work? I will need
my offshore job to pay for the damages
that this flood brings us.

Shockingly, I said, do you under-
stand that these floodwaters may not
recede for months? He looked at me
and he replied, like any good old Cajun,
sha, them floodwaters were sent here
by God, and it will recede; the same
God who gave me my two hands and
my two feet, so that I can get back to
work.

My job is gone because of a man and
my government, not God. Please tell
them that we are not only ready to get
back to work, we need to get back to
work.

Now, my friends, how do you say no
to him?

How do you say no to a people who
have endured over two calamities per
year since 2005. Katrina, Rita, Ike, Gus-
tav, the Deepwater Horizon incident,
the Mississippi River floods that are
coming upon us?

These people simply want to get back
to work. They understand that putting
them back to work will ease the price
at the pump they too pay.

Let’s put our differences aside. Let’s
put America back to work. Let’s crank
up those steel mills in Pennsylvania.
Let’s tell the boys in Illinois that we
need those Caterpillar engines. Let’s
tell the Texans, the Louisianans, the
Mississippians, the ones in Florida,
Alabama, Arkansas, and Oklahoma,
that jobs are coming back to the gulf.

Let’s fuel our plants with American
energy and American oil. No more
shall we beg those who hate us for
their oil. America is on her way back,
and it starts in the Gulf of Mexico.

Let’s put the gulf back to work so we
can put America back to work.

Madam Speaker, I withdraw my
point of order.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on the motion to
recommit will be followed by 5-minute
votes on passage of H.R. 1229, if or-
dered; ordering the previous question
on House Resolution 257; and adoption
of House Resolution 257, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 186, noes 239,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 308]

AYES—186
Ackerman Filner Michaud
Altmire Frank (MA) Miller (NC)
Andrews Fudge Miller, George
Baca Garamendi Moore
Baldwin Gonzalez Moran
Barrow Green, Al Murphy (CT)
Bass (CA) Green, Gene Nadler
Becerra Grijalva Napolitano
Berkley Gutierrez Neal
Berman Hanabusa Olver
Bishop (GA) Hastings (FL) Owens
Bishop (NY) Heinrich Pallone
Blumenauer Higgins Pascrell
Boswell Himes Pastor (AZ)
Brady (PA) Hinchey Payne
Braley (IA) Hinojosa Pelosi
Brown (FL) Hirono Perlmutter
Butterfield Holden Peters
Capps Holt Pingree (ME)
Capuano Honda Price (NC)
Cardoza Hoyer Quigley
Carnahan Inslee Rahall
Carney Israel Rangel
Carson (IN) Jackson (IL) Reyes
Castor (FL) Jackson Lee Richardson
Chandler (TX) Richmond
Chu Johnson (GA) Ross (AR)
Cicilline Johnson, E. B. Rothman (NJ)
Clarke (MI) Jones Roybal-Allard
Clay Kaptur Ruppersberger
Cleaver Keating Rush
Clyburn Kildee Ryan (OH)
Cohen Kind Sanchez, Linda
Connolly (VA) Kissell T.
Conyers Kucinich Sanchez, Loretta
Costello Langevin Sarbanes
Courtney Larsen (WA) Schakowsky
Critz Larson (CT) Schiff
Crowley Lee (CA) Schrader
Cuellar Levin Schwartz
Cummings Lewis (GA) Scott (VA)
Davis (CA) Lipinski Scott, David
Davis (IL) Loebsack Serrano
DeFazio Lofgren, Zoe Sewell
DeGette Lowey Sherman
DeLauro Lujan Shuler
Deutch Lynch Sires
Dicks Maloney Slaughter
Dingell Markey Smith (WA)
Doggett Matheson Speier
Donnelly (IN) Matsui Stark
Doyle McCarthy (NY) Sutton
Edwards McCollum Thompson (CA)
Ellison McDermott Thompson (MS)
Engel McGovern Tierney
Eshoo McIntyre Tonko
Farr McNerney Towns
Fattah Meeks Tsongas
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Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)

Adams
Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold

Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs

Clarke (NY)
Giffords

Mr.

Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman

NOES—239

Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Jordan
Kelly
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E

Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee

NOT VOTING—6

Hastings (WA)
Johnson, Sam
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vote from ‘“‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”
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Weiner
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Olson
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

King (IA)
Polis

ROHRABACHER changed his
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jected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
Stated against:

Mr. KING of lowa. Madam Speaker, on roll-
call No. 308 | was tied up in an elevator. Had
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Mr. ROSS of Arkansas changed his
vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘aye.”
So the motion to recommit was re-

| been present, | would have voted “no.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE
Mr. MARKEY. Madam Speaker, I de-

mand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 263, noes 163,

not voting 5, as follows:

Adams
Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Baca
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart

[Roll No. 309]

AYES—263

Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Jordan

Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

The

This

Price (GA) Runyan Thompson (PA)
Quayle Ryan (WI) Thornberry
Quigley Scalise Tiberi
Reed Schilling Tipton
Rehberg Schmidt Turner
Reichert Schock Upton
Renacci Schweikert Walberg
Reyes Scott (SC) Walden
Rl'bble Scott, Austin Walsh (IL)
Rigell Sensenbrenner Walz (MN)
Rivera Sessions

Webster
Roby Sewell Wost
Roe (TN) Shimkus Westmoreland
Rogers (AL) Shuster S
Rogers (KY) Simpson mltﬁeld
Rogers (MI) Smith (NE) Wilson (SC)
Rohrabacher Smith (NJ) Wittman
Rokita Smith (TX) Wolf
Rooney Southerland Womack
Ros-Lehtinen Stearns Woodall
Roskam Stivers Yoder
Ross (AR) Stutzman Young (AK)
Ross (FL) Sullivan Young (FL)
Royce Terry Young (IN)

NOES—163
Ackerman Grijalva Pastor (AZ)
Andrews Gutierrez Payne
Baldwin Hanabusa Pelosi
Bass (CA) Hastings (FL) Peters
Becerra Heinrich Pingree (ME)
Berkley Higgins Polis
Berman Himes Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) Hinchey Rahall
Blumenauer Hirono Rangel
Brady (PA) Holt Richardson
Braley (IA) Honda Richmond
Brown (FL) Hoyer Rothman (NJ)
Butterfield Inslee Roybal-Allard
Capps Israel Ruppersberger
Capuano Jackson (IL) Rush
Carnahan Johnson (GA) Ryan (OH)
Carney Kaptur Sanchez, Linda
Carson (IN) Keating T.
Castor (FL) Kildee Sanchez, Loretta
Chu Kind Sarbanes
Cicilline Kissell Schakowsky
Clarke (MI) Kucinich Schiff
Clarke (NY) Langevin Schrader
Clay Larsen (WA) Schwartz
Cleaver Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Clyburn Lee (CA) Scott, David
Cohen Levin Serrano
Connolly (VA) Lewis (GA) Sherman
Conyers Lipinski Shuler
Cooper Loebsack Sires
Costello Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
Courtney Lowey Smith (WA)
Crowley Lujan Speier
Cummings Lynch Stark
Dayvis (CA) Maloney Sutton
Davis (IL) Markey Thompson (CA)
DeFazio Matsui Thompson (MS)
DeGette McCarthy (NY) Tierney
DeLauro McCollum Tonko
Deutch McDermott Towns
Dicks McGovern Tsongas
Dingell McNerney Van Hollen
Doggett Meeks Velazquez
Doyle Michaud Visclosky
Edwards Miller (NC) Wasserman
Ellison Miller, George Schultz
Engel Moore Waters
Eshoo Moran Watt
Farr Murphy (CT) Waxman
Fattah Nadler Weiner
Filner Napolitano Welch
Frank (MA) Neal Wilson (FL)
Fudge Olver Woolsey
Garamendi Pallone Wu
Gonzalez Pascrell Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—5
Fortenberry Goodlatte Johnson, Sam
Giffords Hastings (WA)
[J 1459

So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

Stated for:

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, on roll-
call No. 309 | was unavoidably detained and
missed the vote. Had | been present, | would
have voted “aye.”
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CONGRESSIONAL SPORTSMEN’S
CAUCUS

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

Mr. ROSS of Arkansas. Madam
Speaker, the Congressional Sports-
men’s Caucus is the largest bipartisan
caucus in the Congress. Every year, we
go out and have a little bit of fun
shooting sporting clays, skeet, and
trap. It’s kind of like the baseball game
and the football game and all the other
stuff that goes on around here where
we try to get out and get to know one
another better.

This year, just yesterday, out at PG
County, the Annual Congressional
Sportsman’s Caucus Trap, Skeet, and
Sporting Clay Competition was held,
and I'm pleased to report, Madam
Speaker, that for the third consecutive
year the Democrats won the trophy.
Did I say for the third consecutive
year?

Top Gun Member of Congress went to
MIKE THOMPSON.

Top Gun Democrat went to COLLIN
PETERSON.

Top Gun Republican went to JOHN
KLINE.

Top Skeet Member was JEFF DUNCAN.

Top Trap Member was AUSTIN SCOTT.

Top Sporting Clays Member was
BENNIE THOMPSON.

Top Beginner Member
ELLMERS.

Top Laser Shot went to HEATH
SHULER.

With that, Madam Speaker, I would
yield to my cochair of the Congres-
sional Sportsmen’s Caucus, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER).

Mr. MILLER of Florida. I thank the
gentleman for yielding, and I'll make
this very brief.

Congratulations.

It was a great day to be out there. I
promise to those on our side of the
aisle we will not be handicapped next
year by only shooting .410 slugs. We
will use shotguns with open chokes.

It was a great day. It went to a good
cause for those that enjoy the out-
doors, conservation, and the environ-
ment. I appreciate the opportunity to
chair the Republican side of the
Sportsman’s Caucus.

Congratulations to our friends. I was
in the team right behind BENNIE
THOMPSON. Bennie, we’re going to get
you on our side.

Congratulations.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1231, REVERSING PRESI-
DENT OBAMA’S OFFSHORE MOR-
ATORIUM ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 257) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1231) to

was RENEE
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amend the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act to require that each 5-year
offshore o0il and gas leasing program
offer leasing in the areas with the most
prospective oil and gas resources, to es-
tablish a domestic oil and natural gas
production goal, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 241, nays
179, not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 310]

YEAS—241
Adams Fortenberry McCotter
Aderholt Foxx McHenry
Akin Franks (AZ) McKeon
Alexander Frelinghuysen McKinley
Altmire Gallegly McMorris
Amash Gardner Rodgers
Austria Garrett Meehan
Bachmann Gerlach Mica
Bachus Gibbs Miller (FL)
Barletta Gibson Miller (MI)
Bartlett Gingrey (GA) Miller, Gary
Barton (TX) Gohmert Mulvaney
Bass (NH) Goodlatte Murphy (PA)
Benishek Gosar Myrick
Berg Gowdy Neugebauer
Biggert Granger Noem
Bilbray Graves (GA) Nugent
Bilirakis Graves (MO) Nunes
Bishop (UT) Griffin (AR) Nunnelee
Black Griffith (VA) Olson
Blackburn Grimm Palazzo
Bonner Guinta Paul
Bono Mack Guthrie Paulsen
Boren Hall Pearce
Boustany Hanna Pence
Brady (TX) Harper Peterson
Brooks Harris Pitts
Broun (GA) Hartzler Platts
Buchanan Hayworth Poe (TX)
Bucshon Heck Pompeo
Buerkle Hensarling Posey
Burgess Herger Price (GA)
Burton (IN) Herrera Beutler Quayle
Calvert Huelskamp Reed
Camp Huizenga (MI) Rehberg
Campbell Hultgren Reichert
Canseco Hunter Renacci
Cantor Hurt Ribble
Capito Issa Rigell
Carter Jenkins Rivera
Cassidy Johnson (IL) Roby
Chabot, Johnson (OH) Roe (TN)
Chaffetz Jones Rogers (AL)
Coble Jordan Rogers (KY)
Coffman (CO) Kelly Rogers (MI)
Cole King (IA) Rohrabacher
Conaway King (NY) Rokita
Costa Kingston Rooney
Cravaack Kinzinger (IL) Ros-Lehtinen
Crawford Kline Roskam
Crenshaw Labrador Ross (AR)
Cuellar Lamborn Ross (FL)
Culberson Lance Runyan
Davis (KY) Landry Ryan (WI)
Denham Lankford Scalise
Dent Latham Schilling
DesJarlais LaTourette Schmidt
Diaz-Balart Latta Schock
Dold Lewis (CA) Schweikert
Dreier LoBiondo Scott (SC)
Duffy Long Scott, Austin
Duncan (SC) Lucas Sensenbrenner
Duncan (TN) Luetkemeyer Sessions
Ellmers Lummis Shimkus
Emerson Lungren, Daniel  Shuster
Farenthold E. Simpson
Fincher Mack Smith (NE)
Fitzpatrick Manzullo Smith (NJ)
Flake Marchant Smith (TX)
Fleischmann Marino Southerland
Fleming McCarthy (CA) Stearns
Flores McCaul Stivers
Forbes MecClintock Stutzman

Sullivan Walberg Wittman
Terry Walden Wolf
Thompson (PA) Walsh (IL) Womack
Thornberry Webster Woodall
Tiberi West Yoder
Tipton Westmoreland Young (AK)
Turner Whitfield Young (FL)
Upton Wilson (SC) Young (IN)
NAYS—179
Ackerman Green, Al Pastor (AZ)
Andrews Green, Gene Payne
Baca Grijalva Pelosi
Baldwin Gutierrez Perlmutter
Barrow Hanabusa Peters
Bass (CA) Hastings (FL) Pingree (ME)
Becerra Heinrich Polis
Berkley Higgins Price (NC)
Berman Himes Quigley
Bishop (GA) Hinchey Rahall
Bishop (NY) Hinojosa Rangel
Blumenauer Holden Reyes
Boswell Holt Richardson
Brady (PA) Honda Richmond
Braley (IA) Inslee Rothman (NJ)
Brown (FL) Israel Roybal-Allard
Butterfield Jackson (IL) Ruppersberger
Capps Jackson Lee Rush
Capuano (TX) Ryan (OH)
Cardoza Johnson (GA) Sanchez. Linda
Carnahan Johnson, E. B. T ’
Carney Kaptur y
Carson (IN) Keating ganchez, Loretta
N arbanes

Castor (FL) Kildee Schakowsk
Chandler Kissell Cchaowsky
Chu Kucinich Schiff

U N Schrader
Cicilline Langevin Sohwartz
Clarke (MI) Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Clarke (NY) Larson (CT) .
Clay Lee (CA) Scott, David
Cleaver Levin Serrano
Clyburn Lewis (GA) Sewell
Cohen Lipinski Sherman
Connolly (VA)  Loebsack Shuler
Conyers Lofgren, Zoe Sires
Cooper Lowey Slaughter
Costello Lujan Smith (WA)
Courtney Lynch Speier
Critz Maloney Stark
Crowley Markey Sutton
Cummings Matheson Thompson (CA)
Davis (CA) Matsui Thompson (MS)
Davis (IL) McCarthy (NY)  Tierney
DeFazio McCollum Tonko
DeGette McGovern Towns
DeLauro McIntyre Tsongas
Deutch McNerney Van Hollen
Dicks Meeks Velazquez
Dingell Michaud Visclosky
Doggett Miller (NC) Walz (MN)
Donnelly (IN) Miller, George Wasserman
Doyle Moore Schultz
Edwards Moran Waters
Engel Murphy (CT) Watt
Eshoo Nadler Waxman
Farr Napolitano Weiner
Filner Neal Welch
Frank (MA) Olver Wilson (FL)
Fudge Owens Woolsey
Garamendi Pallone Wu
Gonzalez Pascrell Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—11
Ellison Hirono McDermott
Fattah Hoyer Petri
Giffords Johnson, Sam Royce
Hastings (WA) Kind
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So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. ROYCE. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 310, | was unavoidably detained. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea.”

Stated against:

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 310, had | been present, | would have
voted “nay.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

The
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Mr.

RECORDED VOTE
McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I

demand a recorded vote.
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A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 243, noes 179,
not voting 9, as follows:

Adams
Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold

Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson

[Roll No. 311]

AYES—243

Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer

This

Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri

Pitts
Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuler
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)
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NOES—179

Ackerman Gonzalez Payne
Andrews Green, Al Pelosi
Baca Grijalva Perlmutter
Baldwin Gutierrez Peters
Barrow Hanabusa Pingree (ME)
Bass (CA) Hastings (FL) Polis
Becerra H'ein?ich Price (NC)
Berkley H}ggms Quigley
g?f}iﬂan(GA) g%m‘ils Rahall

ishop inchey o
Bishop (NY) Hinojosa gzmel

X yes
Blumenauer Hirono Richardson
Brady (PA) Holden Richmond
Braley (IA) Holt
Brown (FL) Honda Rothman (NJ)
Butterfield Inslee Roybal-Allard
Capps Israel Ruppersberger
Capuano Jackson (IL) Rush
Cardoza Johnson (GA) Ryan (OH)
Carnahan Johnson, E. B. Sanchez, Linda
Carney Kaptur T.
Carson (IN) Keating Sanchez, Loretta
Castor (FL) Kildee Sarbanes
Chandler Kind Schakowsky
Chu Kissell Schiff
Cicilline Kucinich Schrader
Clarke (MI) Langevin Schwartz
Clarke (NY) Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Clay Larson (CT) Scott, David
Cleaver Lee (CA) Serrano
Clyburn Levin Sewell
Cohen Lewis (GA) Sherman
Connolly (VA) Lipinski Sires
Conyers Loebsack Slaughter
Cooper Lofgren, Zoe Smith (NJ)
Costello Loyv‘ey Smith (WA)
Coprtney Lujan Speier
Critz Lynch Stark
Crowley Maloney Sutton
Cuellmj Markey Thompson (CA)
Cummings Matsui Thompson (MS)
Davis (CA) McCarthy (NY) Tierney
Dayvis (IL) McCollum Tonko
DeFazio McGovern
DeGette MclIntyre Towns
DeLauro McNerney Tsongas
Deutch Meeks Van‘ Hollen
Dicks Michaud Velazquez
Dingell Miller (NC) Visclosky
Doggett Miller, George Walz (MN)
Donnelly (IN) Moore Wasserman
Doyle Moran Schultz
Edwards Murphy (CT) Waters
Engel Nadler Watt
Eshoo Napolitano Waxman
Farr Neal Weiner
Fattah Olver Welch
Filner Owens Wilson (FL)
Frank (MA) Pallone Woolsey
Fudge Pascrell Wu
Garamendi Pastor (AZ) Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—9
Brady (TX) Hastings (WA) McDermott
Ellison Hoyer Rogers (MI)
Giffords Johnson, Sam Shuster
O 1529

Mr. LANDRY changed his vote from
“no” to ‘“‘aye.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, on May 11,
2011, | inadvertently missed rollcall Nos. 310
and 311. Had | been present | would voted
“yes.”

——————

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
AND AS MEMBER OF COMMITTEE
ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
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tion as a member of the Committee on
Agriculture and as a member of the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure:
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 11, 2011.

Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives, U.S. Capitol,

Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: As the Steering
Committee has formally selected me to sit
on the House Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, I formally seek to resign my seat on the
House Committee on Agriculture and the
House Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. I am very pleased with the op-
portunity to serve on the Financial Services
Committee, and I look forward to being an
active and effective Member.

Again, thank you for your assistance.
Please contact me if I can answer any ques-
tions.

Sincerely,
STEPHEN L. FINCHER,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignations are accept-
ed.

There was no objection.

———

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam
Speaker, by direction of the Repub-
lican Conference, I send to the desk a
privileged resolution and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 263

Resolved, That the following named mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees:

COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES—MTr.
Fincher.

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE—MTr. Ribble.

Mr. MILLER of Florida (during the
reading). Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to dispense with the
reading.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERMISSION TO FILE REPORTS ON
H.R. 1800, EXTENDING COUNTER-
TERRORISM AUTHORITIES

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
the Judiciary may have until 5 p.m. on
Wednesday, May 18, 2011, to file its re-
ports on H.R. 1800.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

————

PERMISSION TO FILE REPORTS ON
SUNDRY LEGISLATION

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
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the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs
may have until 5 p.m. on Friday, May
20, 2011, to file its reports to accom-
pany the following bills: H.R. 1407, H.R.
1484, H.R. 1627, H.R. 1383, H.R. 1657, and
H.R. 802.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

———

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE
CONSIDERED AS FIRST SPONSOR
OF H.R. 427

Ms. BERKLEY. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that I may
hereafter be considered to be the first
sponsor of H.R. 427, a bill originally in-
troduced by Representative HELLER of
Nevada, for the purposes of adding co-
sponsors and requesting reprintings
pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

————————

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE
CONSIDERED AS FIRST SPONSOR
OF H.R. 673

Ms. BERKLEY. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that I may
hereafter be considered to be the first
sponsor of H.R. 673, a bill originally in-
troduced by Representative HELLER of
Nevada, for the purposes of adding co-
sponsors and requesting reprintings
pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR THE
GREATER WASHINGTON SOAP
BOX DERBY

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure be discharged from further
consideration of House Concurrent Res-
olution 16 and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 16

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS
SOAP BOX DERBY RACES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby Association (in this resolu-
tion referred to as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be
permitted to sponsor a public event, soap box
derby races (in this resolution referred to as
the ‘““‘event’’), on the Capitol Grounds.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on June 18, 2011, or on such other date

FOR
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as the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration of the Senate jointly designate.
SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment as may be re-
quired for the event.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police Board are authorized to make
such additional arrangements as may be re-
quired to carry out the event.

SEC. 5. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, with respect to the event.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR THE NA-
TIONAL PEACE OFFICERS’ ME-
MORIAL SERVICE

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure be discharged from further
consideration of House Concurrent Res-
olution 46 and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 46

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF THE CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR
NATIONAL PEACE OFFICERS’ MEMO-
RIAL SERVICE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Grand Lodge of the
Fraternal Order of Police and its auxiliary
(in this resolution referred to as the ‘‘spon-
sor’’) shall be permitted to sponsor a public
event, the 30th Annual National Peace Offi-
cers’ Memorial Service (in this resolution re-
ferred to as the ‘‘event’), on the Capitol
Grounds, in order to honor the law enforce-
ment officers who died in the line of duty
during 2010.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on May 15, 2011, or on such other date as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate jointly designate.

SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be

prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
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and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment, as may be
required for the event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code,
concerning sales, advertisements, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the
event.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill, H.R. 1231.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Alaska?

There was no objection.

———

REVERSING PRESIDENT OBAMA’S
OFFSHORE MORATORIUM ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BROUN of Georgia). Pursuant to House
Resolution 257 and rule XVIII, the
Chair declares the House in the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the consideration of
the bill, H.R. 1231.

[0 15634
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1231) to
amend the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act to require that each 5-year
offshore oil and gas leasing program
offer leasing in the areas with the most
prospective oil and gas resources, to es-
tablish a domestic oil and natural gas
production goal, and for other pur-
poses, with Mrs. MILLER of Michigan in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YOUNG) and the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.
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(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Madam Chair-
man, the Americans suffering from $4 a
gallon gas today, $5 a gallon gas next
month must feel like they’re experi-
encing a sense of deja vu. It was just
three short years ago, in 2008, when
gasoline prices reached a record high of
$4.11 per gallon. Those high prices cut
deep into the pockets of Americans
that summer and generated enough
public outery to force Congress to act.

That fall, the Democrat-controlled
Congress and the Republican President
took bipartisan action to lift the off-
shore drilling ban that had been in
place for decades. This monumental
step opened up all of the Atlantic and
Pacific coasts to new offshore energy
production. Three years later, most
Americans would likely be shocked to
learn that no energy development has
happened in these new areas and that
they have actually once again been
placed off-limits.

The progress that was made in 2008
by lifting the drilling moratorium has
been completely reversed by the
Obama administration. The President
says he wants to ‘“win the future,” but
his policies are taking us back to the
past.

Now American families and busi-
nesses are once again facing $4 gaso-
line, as I said, $56 the first of June; and
we’re no further ahead in expanding
American energy production than we
were 3 years ago. That’s outrageous
and unacceptable.

The House has already passed two
bills to increase offshore energy pro-
duction, create jobs, and lower prices.
Today, we will vote on a third offshore
drilling bill, H.R. 1231, in order to re-
verse the moratorium that President
Obama has single-handedly placed on
new offshore drilling.

This bill requires the administration
to move forward with offshore lease
sales in areas containing the most oil
and natural gas. For the 2012-2017 lease
plan being written by the Obama ad-
ministration, this would include areas
containing at least 2.5 billion barrels of
oil or 7.5 trillion cubic feet of natural
gas. Based on the government’s own es-
timates of our oil and natural re-
sources, this would open up areas in
the north and central Atlantic coasts,
the southern California coast, and off-
shore Alaska.

Even in the face of rising gasoline
prices, the President wants to drill no-
where new. This bill says let’s move
forward with leasing and drilling in
those areas where we know America
has real and significant resources. In
contrast to the President’s drill no-
where new plan, this is a drill smart
plan.

This bill requires the Secretary to
set specific production goals for 5-year
plans. For 2012-2017 it sets a goal of 3
million barrels of oil per day and 10 bil-
lion cubic feet of natural gas per day
by the year 2027. By comparison to to-
day’s levels, this increase of oil equates
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to a tripling of current American off-
shore production and would reduce for-
eign imports by nearly one-third.

This bill will not only significantly
increase American energy production;
it would also create good-paying Amer-
ican jobs. Economist Dr. Joseph Mason
testified that this bill would create
250,000 jobs short term and 1.2 million
jobs long term.

This bill will also generate hundreds
of millions in new revenue to help
strengthen our economy and pay down
the national debt. According to the
Congressional Budget Office, this bill
will generate $800 million in revenue
over the next 10 years.

Recent polls show that the majority
of Americans—Republicans, Demo-
crats, and independents—all support
increased offshore drilling. They recog-
nize that our national economic secu-
rity should not be left in the hands of
Iranian-led OPEC and that expanding
American energy production will trans-
late into more jobs, more revenue and
lower gasoline prices.

Madam Chairman, the Obama admin-
istration is trying to lead us into a
supposedly new era of time without un-
derstanding the importance of fossil
fuels. It is the largest tax on every
family. Approximately $1,100, Mr. and
Mrs. America, you’re paying to the
Obama administration in taxes because
of the high cost of oil, high cost of gas
to you.

It’s time America steps up and be-
comes independent from those that
have been selling this oil for the past 25
years. It’s not just this President. This
has been going on for a while. But next
year we’re going to send $400 billion
overseas to the countries that do not
like us, that do not create one Amer-
ican job, not anything for America—
send the money over and buy foreign
oil.
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I watched the President say this
down in Brazil, We want to be your
partner. You are developing new oil
fields, and we want to buy your gaso-
line. So Mr. And Mrs. America, keep in
mind, we have the fossil fuels, we have
the opportunity, and it’s time that we
open the offshore for development of
the good State of America.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield myself 5 min-
utes.

Ladies and gentlemen, we are at a
historic juncture in our country’s his-
tory, as northern Africa and the Middle
East explode. And what we have, of
course, is a real instability in the oil
marketplace, and we have to do some-
thing that fundamentally responds to
that challenge.

In the first 3 months of this year,
Exxon-Mobil made $10 billion off of the
American consumer—in January, Feb-
ruary, and March of this year. Shell re-
ported that they had made $8 billion.
BP reported that they had made $7 bil-
lion. So what are these companies ask-
ing for? These companies are now ask-
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ing that we open up the beaches of
California to drill for oil, we open up
the beaches of Florida to drill for oil,
we open up the beaches of New Jersey
and New England to drill for oil.

I will tell you right now, in most of
those places—actually, in all of those
places, the only oil the people who live
near those beaches want is the suntan
oil that they use when they’re out on
those beaches. They don’t want oil
coming in the way it did in the Gulf of
Mexico. And why are they concerned?
They’re concerned because the oil com-
panies, exercising their power—and
right now, those oil companies are cen-
tered down in the Gulf of Mexico—
those companies have exercised their
power to block any new safety reforms
from being put in place that would pro-
tect against another catastrophic spill.

So the temerity of these oil compa-
nies is that they are coming out here
today, and they’re saying: No safety;
no lessons learned from what happened
in the Gulf of Mexico, devastating the
beaches of the gulf. Now we want per-
mission to drill off of the California
coast, the Florida coast, the New Eng-
land coast, the New Jersey coast with-
out any new safety. And by the way, al-
though we’ve made a fortune just in
the last 3 months, with the sky-
rocketing prices that people who travel
here to Washington—they’ve been com-
ing down all of the highways towards
our Capitol, watching the price of gaso-
line go up even as they are traveling,
heading up to $4 and, in some places, $5
a gallon—they’re saying that the Con-
gress shouldn’t take away their tax
breaks. Don’t even touch those tax
breaks, the o0il companies are saying.
Cut Medicare for grandma. Exxon-
Mobil and Shell, they are advocating
cutting Medicare for grandma, to take
that money and to give it to the oil
companies as tax breaks to put on
top—Kkind of like a cherry on top of the
sundae—to put it on top of all of these
profits that they are making off of the
American consumer. That’s what
they’re trying to do, and that’s what
this debate is all about.

So what we’re saying as Democrats
is, let’s implement the safety rec-
ommendations to make sure that the
drilling doesn’t endanger the beaches
of the east coast and the west coast the
way they did in the Gulf of Mexico. The
oil companies are coming in here, with
the Republicans as their advocates,
saying, Don’t worry about it. Yes,
we’re going to block any safety meas-
ures from being put on the books, but
that’s our prerogative because we have
the votes here. The Republicans are
going to make sure that the votes are
there to block any safety—we want to
keep the tax breaks; the Republicans
say fine. We don’t want any new safety
regulations; the Republicans say fine.

By the way, we don’t even like the
idea of this competition from wind and
solar, so we would like to ask you, as
the Republican majority, to cut the
solar and wind budget by 70 percent—
and they did it, believe it or not. It’s
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2011. We’re watching the Middle East
explode, and the Republicans cut wind
and solar in the United States by 70
percent. Keep the tax breaks for the
biggest o0il companies, and ask grand-
ma to take a lower Medicare benefit to
pay for it all for the oil companies.
This is 2011, ladies and gentlemen. This
is a message. It is so dangerous for our
country.

We have to oppose this bill because,
first of all, they already have 60 mil-
lion acres of American land—the size of
Minnesota they already have to drill
on, that they haven’t drilled on yet,
which has about 11 billion barrels of oil
underneath it and an equivalent
amount of natural gas. So vote ‘“‘no”” on
this Republican bill. It’s just a give-
away to Exxon-Mobil and Shell, and
they’'re the last people in the world
right now that need a handout.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. BROUN).

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Chairman, as record high gas prices are
causing American families to suffer in
their daily routines, like buying gro-
ceries at the grocery store and driving
to work each morning, it is inexcusable
that this liberal administration con-
tinues to turn its back on the problem.
Just last month, Americans spent
around $368 on average just to fill their
tanks, about the same amount a family
would spend on groceries for 2 weeks.
Yet the Democrats’ only solution to
the pain at the pump is to raise taxes
on domestic oil producers, and they’ve
already admitted that it will not lower
gas prices.

I fully support H.R. 1231, a real pro-
posal which would lift the President’s
ban on offshore drilling and get the
ball rolling on domestic energy produc-
tion. I urge my Democrat colleagues to
pass this bill because both our cars and
our economy should be running on
American resources, not on their
empty promises. Pass this bill to cre-
ate American jobs and a strong Amer-
ican economy.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Chair, I rise
today in strong opposition to the rule
and the underlying bill. Look, we have
preserved millions of acres in Alaska.
We want to preserve the shores of New
Jersey. Now if you don’t understand
that, there are even more major prob-
lems.

Since last night, my friends on the
other side have voted down no fewer
than four amendments dealing with the
safety of drilling. You could be for
drilling. But I think it’s common sense
that we preserve and not take the
chances that large companies are tak-
ing, and we saw what happened in the
South. The Gulf of Mexico is still re-
covering from billions of dollars in eco-
nomic and environmental damages
caused by the Deepwater Horizon oil
spill.

It’s almost unbelievable. When you
watch it, one blamed the other, and
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those folks still don’t have relief. It’s
almost unbelievable; in the wake of
such a tragedy, this bill is before us
today. There are 60 million acres of
public land already under lease to drill,
and I wouldn’t give 1 more acre up
until those companies drill on the land
that they already have. You blame ev-
erything on the President. You’'re
going to blame the plague on the Presi-
dent. That dog doesn’t hunt anymore.
Forget about it.

If we can’t come together on issues
like this, the one that the American
people are disgusted with when they do
pay their gasoline bill—you want to ex-
pand offshore drilling to vast new areas
of our oceans, including the Atlantic
coast, without taking any of the com-
monsense steps that the President’s bi-
partisan o0il spill commission rec-
ommended.

O 1550

An oil spill on the Atlantic coast,
which the Federal Government would
be required to lease under this bill,
would devastate the economy.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. HOLT. I yield the gentleman an
additional minute.

Mr. PASCRELL. Tourism at the Jer-
sey Shore supports jobs for over 500,000
people, generates over $50 billion in
economic activity every year. These
people depend on the responsible stew-
ardship of our waters and coasts for
their livelihoods.

Let’s set the record straight. This
legislation does nothing to address the
current spike in gas prices. What we
need to do is:

Stop wildly fluctuating oil prices.
And that’s up to the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission, which is
writing the regulations as we speak
right now.

Cap America’s oil reserves. For a
short period of time, we can afford to
do that.

Crack down on gas gouging, which is
happening and the U.S. Attorney Gen-
eral is correct in investigating this.

And, finally, evolve to a clean energy
economy. It’s not just that we need to
depend less on foreign oil, we need to
depend less on domestic oil. We know
it’s going to take time. We need to be
reasonable about this and be safe about
it as well.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I appreciate
the gentleman’s comments on why he
represents the area he represents. But
he did vote against ANWR, has sup-
ported no production, very, very impor-
tant to me.

I can say one thing. The Obama ad-
ministration, I got a big kick out of
someone saying we can blame the
President. I can remember Bush was in
office for 8 years and we blamed him
for the earthquakes and the tsunami
and I don’t know what else.

What bothers me the most is that
this country moves its economy with
fossil fuels. Our trucks, our ships, our
planes, our automobiles and our trains

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

are all using fossil fuels and must do
so. That’s what moves our commerce.
That’s also what will raise the price for
everybody and every household in this
Nation. It is being taxed by these high
costs of fossil fuel.

We can stabilize that cost if we’re al-
lowed to produce off our shores and on
our shores. But to not say we’re going
to produce any more oil—which is ex-
actly what this administration is say-
ing, because they want to transfer into
a new era of time. We want to trans-
figure the country into a new era of
time. We don’t care about jobs. We
don’t care what happens to the econ-
omy. We're going to do it because we’re
right. I'm saying you’re dead wrong.

Can we use the fossil fuel in America
to use it as a bridge to new fuels? Yes.
But you cannot stop using fossil fuels.
We’re buying $400 billion a year over-
seas from foreign countries, bleeding
this country every day. It’s time we
get on with the job.

At this time, Madam Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK).

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Chair-
man, this truly is a tale of two parties.

The Democrats have been very clear
in their approach on this issue. Heap
additional taxes on producers, which
will be immediately passed on to con-
sumers, and continue to delay and ob-
struct the development of America’s
vast petroleum resources. Higher prices
at the pump, increasing dependence on
foreign oil, and thousands more fami-
lies thrown out of work, that is the
Democratic plan.

The Republicans have also been very
clear on our approach. Open America’s
vast petroleum resources, triple the
current production by 2027, cut foreign
imports by one-third. Even more im-
portantly, this bill means hundreds of
thousands of new jobs and hundreds of
billions of dollars of direct revenues
into the national and State treasuries,
not through higher prices for con-
sumers but through growing prosperity
for our country.

That’s the choice between the two
parties, plain and simple, and it’s the
choice I believe the American people
are ready and eager to make.

Mr. HOLT. I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
CAPPS), who knows this subject very
well.

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Chair, I rise in
strong opposition to H.R. 1231, the last
and most egregious bill in the Repub-
licans’ oil addiction agenda.

It’s unconscionable that we’re voting
today to expand offshore drilling even
before stronger safeguards can be put
in place, to mandate new leasing off
the economically important coastlines
of southern California, Alaska, and the
entire eastern seaboard, each time
these waters are open to drilling.

And it’s cynical to claim that more
drilling will relieve high gas prices.
More drilling only means more profits
for the oil industry, not lower costs at
the pump.
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We all know o0il companies hardly
need a boost right now. They’re receiv-
ing billions of dollars in taxpayer sub-
sidies and reaping record profits.

On top of that, the oil industry is al-
ready drilling more than ever before.
For example, offshore production has
increased by more than a third in the
last 2 years, and the gulf produced 1.6
million barrels of oil per day last year,
an all-time record. Yet, despite all that
drilling, gas prices continue to soar,
and the reason is clear: More drilling
here in the U.S. has little effect on the
global oil market.

Nearly three-quarters of the world’s
proven o0il resources are owned by
OPEC nations. And even if we expanded
offshore drilling significantly, we
wouldn’t see an impact on gas prices
until 2030; and even then, it would be a
matter of just 5 cents a gallon. This is
according to the Energy Information
Administration.

If, instead, we further raised fuel effi-
ciency standards, we could lower driver
bills at the pump. Building cars that go
further on a gallon of gas is the best
way to protect American families. It
also creates jobs. It slashes our oil im-
ports, and it reduces dangerous air pol-
lution. This is the kind of solution we
need right now.

We shouldn’t be promoting reckless
drilling that will fail to lower gas
prices and endanger our coastlines.
Vote “no’” on H.R. 1231.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Madam Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LUNGREN).

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Chair, I rise in support
of the bill under consideration.

I heard one of my friends on the
other side of the aisle suggest that the
only thing people in California or other
places that live near beaches, the only
oil they’re concerned about is suntan
oil. T have to take exception to that.

Even though I represent an inland
district now, I was born a block from
the beach. I was a resident of a
beachside community for 42 years. I
grew up with Kkids whose parents
worked in refineries, worked on oil
rigs, were wildcatters, worked in off-
shore drilling in the Port of Long
Beach, worked offshore, Huntington
Beach.

I just have to tell you, I find it in-
sulting to suggest that those people are
not concerned about the good of the
United States. We’re talking about the
loss of middle class jobs in America.
There’s nothing more middle class than
those men and women who have
worked for years in the oil industry.

Where do you think it comes from,
from the sky? You’ve got to drill for it.
You’ve got to produce it. You’ve got to
refine it. And everything I hear on the
other side of the aisle is we’re not
going to allow you to drill; we’re not
going to allow you to produce; we're
not going to allow you to refine be-
cause somehow it’s just going to show
up.



H3192

We watched the President of the
United States, supported by the Mem-
bers on the other side of the aisle, jour-
ney to Brazil and laud their efforts to
use American technology to explore
and drill and maximize their recovery
of their resources. He lauded them for
it. He thanked them for it. He ap-
plauded them for it. Then he turned
around and said, And we want to be
your biggest customer. In other words,
he promised that we would pay a for-
eign entity for a resource that we need.

I'm absolutely convinced that my
friends on the other side of the aisle
will oppose any notion that we can
have any offshore drilling unless we
make Brazil the 51st State. That’s how
absurd it is.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield the
gentleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Chair, as someone who
grew up with family members, with
people whose families worked in this
industry and did not consider it a dirty
industry, considered it an all-American
industry, how far have we come that
now we denigrate it from top to bot-
tom?

We also hear from the other side,
well, it won’t have any impact because
it takes 5 to 10 years to develop it. I
heard that on this floor 32 years ago. I
heard that on this floor 27 years ago. I
heard that on this floor 22 years ago. I
heard that on this floor 5 years ago,
and it is correct. My friends on the
other side are correct. It will make no
difference so long as they make sure we
don’t drill now, we don’t drill 35 years
from now, we don’t drill 10 years from
now.

We are harming ourselves. It’s time
to stop the harm.

O 1600

Mr. HOLT. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Madam Chair, here we go again, con-
sidering legislation that is written as if
the largest oil spill in U.S. waters did
not occur. This is the third of the am-
nesia acts that we have seen offered in
the last week.

I say to my friend from California, no
one is saying that we oppose this bill
because we shouldn’t drill, ever. But
let’s be smart. H.R. 1231 would force
the Interior Department to open up
vast swaths of the American coastline
to drilling, including California and all
of the Mid and North Atlantic. It is in-
comprehensible that the majority
would take such a reckless radical step
before we even know the full cost of
the gulf spill. Let’s be smart.

This bill in particular represents
something worse than the pre-spill
mentality; it represents an alternative
reality: facts evidently don’t matter.
Never mind the fact that, 1 year ago, 11
workers died in a Deepwater Horizon
oil rig explosion. Never mind that
about 60 died over the last decade.
Never mind the fact that, prior to the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

gulf spill, offshore drilling in U.S. wa-
ters was four times more deadly than
drilling of the same operations, the
same kinds of operations by the same
companies elsewhere in the world, even
in the inhospitable territory of the
North Sea.

Never mind the fact that the Gulf of
Mexico workforce suffered 1,550 inju-
ries, 948 fires over the last decade.
Never mind that Congress has not en-
acted a single piece of legislation to
improve the safety of offshore drilling.
Never mind the fact that there were 79
reported losses of well control in the
gulf between 1996 and 2009.

Never mind the fact that a single
blowout caused more than 4 billion bar-
rels of oil to spew from the Macondo
well for 87 days, coating 1,000 miles of
coastline, closing over 88 square miles
of some of the Nation’s most produc-
tive fisheries.

Never mind the fact that the inde-
pendent Energy Information Adminis-
tration has concluded that unlimited
access to U.S. offshore resources would
have zero effect on gas prices over the
next decade and might have an effect of
pennies after that.

Never mind that U.S. oil production
will remain above the 2009 pre-gulf spill
levels through 2035, as calculated by
the Department of the Interior, with-
out the proposed acceleration in leas-
ing and drilling. Never mind that the
United States cannot drill our way to
lower pump prices when we Dpossess
about 2 percent of the world’s oil re-
serves. About 2 percent of the oils re-
serves.

We are not dominant in this field.
Oh, yes, we have some of the best com-
panies and certainly the most profit-
able, but we consume 25 percent of the
world’s oil while we have about 2 per-
cent of the world’s oil reserves. Prices
are determined by OPEC, with fluctua-
tions above that basic price determined
by speculation on the commodities
market.

Never mind the fact that 79 percent
of all of the potential oil reserves on
the entire Continental Shelf are al-
ready available under the current leas-
ing; 79 percent, I repeat to my friends,
are already available under the exist-
ing leasing program. Never mind that
60 million acres are already under lease
but not producing oil. That is onshore
and offshore. And offshore, the existing
leases contain more than 11 billion, bil-
lion with a B, barrels of oil.

Never mind the fact that the entire
Atlantic contains less than 5 percent of
the potential U.S. offshore oil reserves
and less than 9 percent of the natural
gas reserves. Never mind the fact that
the entire Pacific contains only about
12 percent of the potential U.S. off-
shore oil reserves and less than 5 per-
cent of the potential natural gas re-
serves.

Never mind the fact that, in the Gulf
of Mexico, the oil companies already
hold the drilling rights to 34 million
acres, but are producing oil on only 6
million acres. Never mind the fact that
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the 28 million nonproducing acres in
the gulf have more natural gas and
about as much oil as you would ever
get total from drilling up and down the
east and west coasts.

Never mind, my friends, the fact
that, from 2005 to 2009, Big Oil used less
than 10 percent of their profits to ex-
plore for oil while they used between 60
and 90 percent of their profits to pay
dividends and buy back stock. These
are behaving like financial industries,
not energy industries.

Never mind the fact that the major-
ity refuses to end the $4 billion, actu-
ally more like $8 billion, in tax breaks
for oil companies at the very time that
the top five o0il companies took home
over $32 billion in profits in just the
last 3 months.

Never mind the fact that when the
top four oil companies took home $485
billion in profits during the 5 years
from 2005 to 2009, they still reduced
their combined American workforce by
10,200 employees. And my friends here
are talking about jobs, when these
companies make profits of nearly $500
billion, they lay off more than 10,000
workers? What kind of reality are they
living in?

Never mind the fact that the Gulf of
Mexico tourism and fishing industries
employ five times as many people as
the oil industry. Five times as many.
Never mind the fact that the annual
value of coastal tourism and fishing in
the U.S. exceeds that of oil and gas ex-
traction by tens of billions of dollars.

Never mind the fact that this bill be-
fore us is one more unjustified give-
away to Big Oil. Never mind all of
those facts. Ignore the spill. Drill,
baby, drill.

No, thank you. I prefer to live in the
real world where facts matter, and
where this bill could have devastating
real-world consequences. I urge my col-
leagues, Remember the spill. Vote
down this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, may I say there were no facts pre-
sented in that last presentation. There
were opinions; there were no facts.
When everybody says never mind the
facts, there were no facts there. That’s
all opinion.

One thing that bothers me most, they
talk about what the o0il companies
made. They made it overseas; they
made it overseas selling us oil. These
are international companies. Inter-
national companies. That is something
that really disturbs me, when you un-
derstand we’re burning oil produced
overseas, yes, by the same companies
that work in the United States.

And, yes, they did lay off 10,000 peo-
ple, because of this moratorium this
President laid in place in Louisiana in
the gulf. There’s where the jobs are
lost.

The biggest economic impact of the
Horizon spill was the loss of employ-
ment of the people in Louisiana, Ala-
bama, and the Gulf of Texas, the loss of
jobs, loss of oil to this country.
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That’s the thing that concerns me,
because there are no facts about the
profits made and the people laid off,
other than the fact it was done by the
Obama administration.

At this time, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. QUAYLE).

Mr. QUAYLE. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today because I
support this bill.

And I do have a fact. The fact of the
matter is that we have a gas crisis
going on right now, and the fact of the
matter is, when I go home and I fill up
my tank, I cringe at how expensive it
is. Our friends on the other side of the
aisle, their so-called solution is to in-
crease our taxes and to demagogue o0il
corporations, because that’s the classic
bogeyman approach that they go to.

But that is not a solution to get our
people back to work, to get our econ-
omy moving again, because right now
we are having some anemic growth in
our economy. And if we start to in-
crease taxes and have an energy in-
crease in costs that is happening at the
pump, that is going to have a negative
effect on economic growth.

Instead of actually having solutions
where we can get the people in the gulf
back to work, where we can get our
economy moving again, where we can
actually tap the energy sources that
we have in the United States, we have
an administration that only pursues
moratoriums on gulf drilling, morato-
riums on actually having energy sup-
plies.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield the
gentleman another 30 seconds.

Mr. QUAYLE. I thank the gentleman.

If we actually started to look and in-
vest in those sorts of thing and get our
energy independence going, we could
have charts down on this floor that
show job growth.

According to CBO, if we pass today’s
legislation, we will generate $800 mil-
lion in revenue over 10 years. Combined
with the energy initiatives that the
House passed last week, these three
votes will create an estimated 250,000
jobs in the short term and 1.2 million
jobs over the long term.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this bill and get our economy and our
American people back to work.

O 1610

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
FLEISCHMANN) having assumed the
chair, Mr. CAMPBELL, Acting Chair of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 1231) to amend
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
to require that each 5-year offshore oil
and gas leasing program offer leasing
in the areas with the most prospective
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oil and gas resources, to establish a do-
mestic oil and natural gas production
goal, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 754, INTELLIGENCE AUTHOR-
IZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2011

Ms. FOXX, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 112-75) on the resolution (H.
Res. 264) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 754) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2011 for intel-
ligence and intelligence-related activi-
ties of the United States Government,
the Community Management Account,
and the Central Intelligence Agency
Retirement and Disability System, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the House Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

———

REVERSING PRESIDENT OBAMA’S
OFFSHORE MORATORIUM ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 257 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1231.
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Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1231) to amend the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act to require that each 5-
year offshore oil and gas leasing pro-
gram offer leasing in the areas with the
most prospective oil and gas resources,
to establish a domestic oil and natural
gas production goal, and for other pur-
poses with Mr. CAMPBELL (Acting
Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YOoUNG) had 16%2 minutes remaining and
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HoLT) had 127 minutes remaining.

Mr. HOLT. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-

tleman from Tennessee (Mr.
FLEISCHMANN).
Mr. FLEISCHMANN. I thank the

gentleman for yielding.

If enacted, this bill will open up areas
of the Outer Continental Shelf where
there are the greatest known oil and
gas reserves that contain billions of
barrels of o0il. With resources like
these, it is a wonder that we continue
to rely on other countries for most of
our energy. While the administration is
encouraging other countries to produce
oil, Americans are unable to access
large areas of our own energy supply
here.
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H.R. 1231 will hold the administra-
tion accountable by setting production
goals to make sure that we provide
enough energy for our country while
reducing the dependence on foreign oil.
Gas prices have increased by 12.9 cents
per gallon in my hometown of Chat-
tanooga, Tennessee, during the last
month alone.

Plain and simply, we know that in-
creased oil and natural gas production
will drive down gas prices. We should
have the ability to access our vast re-
sources at home. Mr. Chairman, we
have the means to provide relief for our
growing energy deficit, and passage of
this bill will be a step towards pro-
viding these means for our country.

Mr. HOLT. I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from North Da-
kota (Mr. BERG).

Mr. BERG. Mr. Chairman, my home
State of North Dakota is rich in nat-
ural resources, and we have seen tre-
mendous economic opportunity from
the Bakken field. Through EMPOWER
North Dakota, we were able to adopt a
long-term energy plan in our State. It
encouraged new energy development;
and it created high-paying, high-qual-
ity jobs in the energy industry. In fact,
today our unemployment rate is the
lowest in the Nation.

We can have the same success on the
national level, but to do so we need a
long-term commonsense plan that is a
national energy policy that must work
to increase America’s energy produc-
tion, lower gas prices, and ultimately
break our dependence on foreign oil.
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America’s families and small busi-
nesses are hurting. Gas prices are over
$4 a gallon. Energy bills are hindering
business growth. National unemploy-
ment remains a very high 9 percent.
There is enormous potential in the gulf
for energy development that can help
turn our country’s problems around.
Our addiction to foreign energy is not
sustainable. It threatens our national
security. It’s time to invest our re-
sources that we have here in the
United States. We need to lower energy
costs and get Americans back to work.

As a member of the House Energy
Action Team and a proud North Dako-
tan, 'm committed to working hard
towards a national long-term energy
policy. Let’s pass this bill, get the gulf
back to work and break our dependence
on foreign oil.

Mr. HOLT. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

The majority, the sponsors of this
bill, say that we need it because supply
is dwindling and gasoline prices are
climbing and employment is terrible.
Well, T'1l grant they have got a point
on a couple of items here. But it has
nothing to do with this legislation.
They bring forward a bill to help the
oil supply when it is a fact, I say to my
colleague, that 79 percent of all of the
potential oil reserves as calculated by
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the nonpartisan prospectors on the
whole Continental Shelf are already
under the current Ileasing program.
Sixty million acres. This is indis-
putable. Sixty million acres offshore
are under existing lease and contain
11.5 billion barrels. So this ‘“‘hurry up
and drill”’ legislation is certainly not
necessary for that.

As for employment, I said it before
and I'll say it again. It is a fact. During
the b years previously when the four oil
companies took home $485 billion in
profits, their combined American
workforce dropped by 10,200 employees.
They made money. They laid people
off. So we can check that one off, too.
It’s not about employment.

How about prices? This year’s leases
have nothing to do with this year’s
price at the gas pump—or next year’s.
In fact, not for 20 years. Might it have
an effect? Oh, yes, there’s a supply
problem. The supply problem is that
U.S. oil reserves amount to about 2
percent of the world’s o0il reserves.
About 2 percent. My colleagues say,
Oh, no, those calculations are wrong.
Okay, I'll give you a break. Let’s say
we’re off by a factor of two. How about
a factor of three? How about a factor of
four? We would still be one of the
smallest o0il supplies of the oil-pro-
ducing countries. So this is not about
that.

The prices are determined right now
at the pump largely by speculation. Ac-
cording to the Commodity Futures
Trading Commission, speculators in-
creased their energy future contracts—
their positions—by 64 percent over the
last couple of years, totaling more
than a million contracts. They are
trading in each day far more paper bar-
rels than barrels of oil are ever deliv-
ered. It’s speculation, pure and simple.
Speculators have moved from holding
30 percent of the open interest in the
commodity markets to 70 percent. And
you wonder why the prices at the pump
are so high. Even Goldman Sachs says
that speculation is responsible for
many tens of dollars of the hundred
dollars a barrel that is now the world
price for oil.

Going back a decade, the majority
voted to exempt all energy derivatives
from CFTC regulations. And then when
the Dodd-Frank financial reform bill
came along, they opposed the enact-
ment to give the CFTC the power to
regulate energy derivatives. They
voted to slash the CFTC budget as part
of H.R. 1. Right now in the Agriculture
Committee and the Financial Services
Committee, they are working to block
any possibility that the CFTC would
put in regulations to limit or reduce
speculation.

So if my colleagues want to do some-
thing to deal with the high gas prices,
I will give them a list of things to do.
It is not this bill. We do not need to cut
corners. We do not need to deem that
inadequate applications for leasing are
adequate. We do not need to deem that
environmental impact statements that
are clearly inadequate are adequate.
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We do not need to open up the east
coast and west coast to willy-nilly
rapid drill prospecting. We certainly do
not.

Now, one thing I'll hand my col-
leagues. They yesterday said we really
need to get away from these environ-
mental regulations that are stymying
the oil companies, that are making it
hard for them to earn their profits,
these burdensome environmental regu-
lations. I'll give them one thing. These
regulations, the environmental impact
statement that was prepared for the
drilling in the Gulf of Mexico this year
that they want to expand on into the
future that has in it a plan for dealing
with walruses, because they think
that’s a really good environmental im-
pact statement that’s based on the real
world facts—you’re right. In the
Macondo well in the blowout of the
Deepwater Horizon, we didn’t lose a
single walrus’s life.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I have no further requests for
time, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. HOLT. In closing, I just repeat,
let’s live in the real world. Let’s deal
with the facts. Facts matter. And this
bill can have devastating consequences
for workers, for those who have to
travel by car and buy gasoline, and for
those who earn their living fishing and
dealing with tourism in the gulf and in
New Mexico and in California. Let’s
not pass another ‘“‘Amnesia Act.” Let’s
not ignore the spill and drill, baby,
drill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. May I ask how
much time is remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has 13 minutes remaining.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I urge the passage of this legisla-
tion. I would like Americans to under-
stand that the issue of whether we
should drill or not is long overdue be-
cause I have heard this argument for 36
years because I was here when we
drilled and opened the Trans-Alaska
pipeline to provide 17 billion barrels of
oil to America—17 billion barrels of oil.

I've heard people say that there’s
only 2 percent. That is a figure that
was arrived at in 1955. We have new es-
timates with new technology. We think
we have about 20 percent of the world’s
reserves in fossil fuels. And we’re not
producing them. I've heard the argu-
ment this wouldn’t change the price of
gasoline. It’s not quick enough. I heard
that 25 years ago.

We need to produce so we have a sta-
ble supply of domestic fossil fuels so
other countries and speculators don’t
take advantage. They have us right
now in a position they can take advan-
tage of because we are not producing
any oil of any consequence in the
United States right now. We’re down to
600,000 barrels a day in Alaska. If we
drop much more, we won’t even have
that 600,000 barrels a day. Yet we have
in Alaska in the Chukchi Sea, there’s
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been $5 billion spent to find oil. We
have not had the permit to drill be-
cause of this administration. They
think there’s 27 billion barrels of oil in
one offshore development. The other
one has approximately 14 billion bar-
rels of oil in one offshore development.
Of course, we have ANWR, which that
side does not support, to a great de-
gree, that has probably 39 billion bar-
rels of oil.
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You add up that amount of oil and
you have oil that will last this country
for a hundred years.

Now, yes, we ought to have other
forms of energy. But the Obama admin-
istration is trying to force this country
into a green energy future. This is a
policy. I heard the former Speaker say
it. Of course it makes sense to reduce
our dependency on oil, as I said before,
but no one takes into consideration the
impact upon the economy of this Na-
tion.

New Jersey is building an LNG plant
to receive gas from overseas. That’s
well and good, buying foreign gas,
when we have trillions of feet of gas in
the United States of America.

We are costing not only jobs but the
dependency—and everybody talks
about the high price of gasoline. It’s
caused primarily because of spiking.
Some little incident in the Middle
East—the OPEC countries supposedly
have 70 percent of our oil—raises the
price of that gasoline. You can’t have a
model economy and a business and
have those spikes. If the price was $5
across the board and you knew it was
going to be $5 across the board for the
next 40 years, you could build your
economy on that. But we have gas at $5
a gallon now, the first of June, and it
may go up to $6 in August. It may be
down a little bit. We need to stabilize
it. Only we can do this.

But this administration is trying to
convert America into their green tech-
nology. Technology of wind. Tech-
nology of, let’s say, solar. Wind power
is 17 cents a kilowatt compared to b5
cents for coal. Mr. and Mrs. America,
you’re paying for that. And again, as I
said in one of my statements, this, in
fact, is a tax on the American people.
This is an Obama tax because of the
lack of the cheaper fuel that’s nec-
essary to keep our economy running.

The impediments of oil and gas pro-
duction is another reason, the slow-
down of Federal leases. We talk about
everything that’s leased and permit-
ting offshore and onshore. Only six per-
mits have been issued since the Gulf of
Mexico, the time the BP spill hap-
pened—six permits. Leasing in the Gulf
of Mexico coast has been delayed for
several years. Offshore permitting for
oil and gas has been slowed down to a
real slow crawl.

America, I keep telling you, you are
being taxed by an administration that
does not understand the necessity for
fossil fuels for our economy. The move-
ment of product, the receiving of prod-
uct and the shipping of product, the de-
liverance of people, the deliverance of
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supplies by air, ship, plane, train, auto-
mobile, and truck. That’s what makes
this country great.

And here we sit with a group that
says, oh, we’re going to save the envi-
ronment. I’'m all for that. But you
don’t have an energy policy and you
can’t have it off fossil fuels. Anybody
who says we’re going to have one off
fossil fuels is not even thinking about
fuels, not even thinking about energy.
You can’t do it with wind power. We
might get a little wind power if we put
a propeller on the top of this Capitol to
collect all the hot air that comes out of
here most of the time. That might
work. But we’re not going to do it with
solar power. You need all the forms of
energy. And this administration so far
has not promoted anything but the two
most expensive: wind and solar.

We need our fossil fuels. We need to
make sure the agencies under this ad-
ministration make sure that we de-
velop our energies, or we cannot go
anywhere. And if they can’t do it, then
it’s up to this Congress. This Congress,
this bill, this legislation, and the two
previous bills are a step forward, a nec-
essary step for this Nation. We need to
keep going. So employ Americans and
quit buying foreign oil. You talk about
being hooked on dope, that’s what we
are. We’re hooked on foreign oil. Yet
we have people that say we can’t de-
velop our own o0il, we can’t develop our
own resources, that it will hurt some-
body, somebody will be harmed and we
can’t do it.

That’s not true. We can do it. In the
gulf there were 41,000 wells drilled
without a spill. Add one spill and ev-
erybody thinks the world came to an
end. It was bad, yes. Do we learn from
it? Yes, as we did with Exxon Valdez.
We learned from that and we will im-
prove upon that. But not to let them
drill, not to let them produce that oil,
not to let them help America out, not
employ Americans, that is dead wrong.

So I urge my colleagues to pass this
legislation and reject the amendments
that are going to be offered. They are
not the amendments they should be.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair, |
rise today in support of H.R. 1231. | had of-
fered amendments because | believe in re-
sponsible increase in offshore drilling. | offered
amendments to improve upon this bill that
would have provided for revenue sharing with
coastal states and a study and report back to
Congress to ensure that the Department of In-
terior has proper funding for staffing and train-
ing and technical engineers and such other
personnel as is necessary to responsibly in-
crease offshore drilling.

As a Representative from an oil and gas
producing District and state, | am aware that
offshore drilling is an important component of
the nation’s energy supply and provides many
Gulf communities with significant jobs and in-
come.

My state supplies 20 percent of the nation’s
oil production, one-third of the nation’s natural
gas production; a quarter of the nation’s refin-
ing capacity and nearly 60 percent of the na-
tion’s chemical manufacturing.

The Texas energy and petrochemical clus-
ters employ 600,000 people, which represent
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70 percent and 15 percent, respectively, of the
total U.S. workforce in those industries.

Houston is home to some of the world’s
largest oil, gas, and petrochemical facilities.

As the fourth most populous city in the
United States, and the greater Houston area
remains a diversified regional economy, with
the energy industry contributing 50 percent of
our economic base for employment. Even so
there is no denying the importance of the en-
ergy industry for creating jobs in Houston and
across our Nation.

We have consistently led the nation in pe-
troleum production since the early 10th cen-
tury and we have one-fourth of total U.S. olil
reserves.

As a coastal state we provide the resources
and the mechanisms to support the offshore
drilling industry and we also bare the highest
risk to our natural resources. Its stands to rea-
son that we should also have access to rev-
enue generated from Offshore leases.

Federal Revenues from offshore leases
were estimated at $18.0 billion in FY 2008 by
the Department of the Interior. During the pre-
vious 10 years (1998-2007), revenues from
federal OCS leases reached as high as $7.6
billion in FY 2006. Higher prices for oil and
gas are the most significant factors in the rev-
enue swings. Of the $18.0 billion offshore rev-
enue in FY 2008, $8.3 billion was from royal-
ties and $9.5 billion came from bonus bids.
Coastal states can use that money to further
support the industry that utilizes our highways
and waterways.

A significant portion of oil and gas produced
from Gulf Outer Continental Shelf leases is
transported to those refineries for processing
via offshore pipeline through state waters.

Providing coastal states with additional ac-
cess to revenue will enable these states to
protect their natural resources and advance
the transport of oil, gas, and petrochemicals
across the United States.

Coastal States like Texas with energy devel-
opment off their shores in federal waters have
been seeking additional federal revenues gen-
erated off our shores.

We particularly want more assistance for
coastal areas that may be most affected by
onshore and near-shore activities that support
offshore energy development.

Currently, the affected states receive rev-
enue indirectly from offshore oil and gas
leases in federal waters. This is in contrast to
the direct revenues to states that have on-
shore federal leases within their boundaries.

Coastal states bear the greatest risks if
there is a disaster. Because of the current and
wind patterns in the Gulf of Mexico, Texas’
coastal natural resources are most at risk for
environmental damage in the event of an oil
spill from an offshore production platform or
pipeline. In addition, a substantial portion of
federal Outer Continental Shelf production is
refined in Texas and then transported via state
highways or pipeline located in the state.

A significant amount of the infrastructure
that will be used to explore and develop the
resources in these new lease sales will be
constructed in Texas and transported through
state waters. The same might be said for
other coastal states whose shores and re-
sources are dedicated to offshore drilling.

Annual rental rates are $5-$9.50 per acre,
with lease sizes generally ranging from 2,500—
5,760 acres. However, annual rental rates for
the March 2009 sale in the Central Gulf of
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Mexico begins at $11.00 per acre for lease in
water depths over 200 meters. Initial lease
terms of 5-10 years are standard, and leases
continue as long as commercial quantities of
hydrocarbons are being produced.

Demand for petroleum products in the U.S.
remains strong. In 2005, each of the estimated
296 million people in the U.S. used an aver-
age of almost three gallons of petroleum every
day. In 1978, the average American used 3.5
gallons per day.

In 2006, crude oil imports totaled 10.1 mil-
lion barrels per day (MBD), two-thirds of the
total U.S. supply of 15.2 MBD, according to
the Energy Information Administration (EIA) of
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE). After
several additions of other petroleum products
by refiners and fuel blenders, total petroleum
consumption came to 20.6 MBD for 2006.

The oil and gas industry supports job growth
in my state of Texas and across our nation.

In Texas, the oil and gas industry supports
1.7 million jobs and approximately 25 percent
of the state’s economy, whereas nationwide
the industry supports 9.2 million jobs and 7.5
percent of our nation’s economy.

We should focus our attention on providing
the Department of Interior with funding and re-
sources it needs to provide for training and
staffing of technical engineers and other such
necessary personnel to review drilling permit
applications and determine future offshore
lease sale areas.

The Department of Interior must be properly
funded and staffed with technical engineers to
review permits, examine lease sales, and en-
sure that each application is afforded proper
consideration

For these reasons, | urge the Members as
they vote on this important measure which
certainly relates to job creation and national
energy independence, that they consider a fair
and balance approach as we aim to protect
the environment and determine the most re-
sponsible measures to provide for the energy
our nation requires.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. Chair, |
rise today in support of H.R. 1231. This bill will
ensure that our federal offshore oil and natural
gas resources are accessible to us. This is es-
sential for America’s energy security.

For years, | have supported bills that would
increase funding to research and development
projects dealing with new and cleaner energy
sources as well as provide financial incentives
to produce energy from wind, solar, biomass,
and geothermal, for consumers to purchase
fuel efficient vehicles, increase energy effi-
ciency standards for buildings and appliances,
and promote public transit efforts. | will con-
tinue to support programs and projects seek-
ing to create cleaner energy technologies be-
cause we all benefit from a cleaner environ-
ment.

Finally, coming from Texas, which is the na-
tion’s leader in renewable energy production
and a pioneer in developing its own state port-
folio standard, | support efforts to promote re-
newable energy production that meets the
unique circumstances and resources of each
state.

But even with these increases in renewable
energy, the Energy Information Administration
found that oil, natural gas, and coal will con-
tinue to make up the large majority of U.S. en-
ergy use in 2030 and beyond. As our nation’s
energy demand continues to increase, reason-
able access and exploration of our offshore re-
sources is a key component of our nation’s
energy security.
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It is our job to provide affordable and reli-
able supplies of energy to American con-
sumers, and this bill will help in our effort.

For these reasons, | encourage my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule. The amendment printed
in the bill is adopted. The bill, as
amended, shall be considered as read.

The text of the bill, as amended, is as
follows:

H.R. 1231

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Reversing
President Obama’s Offshore Moratorium
Act”.

SEC. 2. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LEASING
PROGRAM.

Section 18(a) of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1344(a)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4)(A) In each oil and gas leasing program
under this section, the Secretary shall make
available for leasing and conduct lease sales
including—

‘(i) at least 50 percent of the available un-
leased acreage within each outer Continental
Shelf planning area considered to have the
largest undiscovered, technically recoverable
oil and gas resources (on a total btu basis)
based upon the most recent national geologic
assessment of the outer Continental Shelf,
with an emphasis on offering the most geo-
logically prospective parts of the planning
area; and

‘“(ii) any State subdivision of an outer Con-
tinental Shelf planning area that the Gov-
ernor of the State that represents that sub-
division requests be made available for leas-
ing.

“(B) In this paragraph the term ‘available
unleased acreage’ means that portion of the
outer Continental Shelf that is not under
lease at the time of a proposed lease sale,
and that has not otherwise been made un-
available for leasing by law.

“(5)(A) In the 2012-2017 5-year oil and gas
leasing program, the Secretary shall make
available for leasing any outer Continental
Shelf planning areas that—

‘(i) are estimated to contain more than
2,500,000,000 barrels of oil; or

¢“(ii) are estimated to contain more than
7,500,000,000,000 cubic feet of natural gas.

‘“(B) To determine the planning areas de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), the Secretary
shall use the document entitled ‘Minerals
Management Service Assessment of Undis-
covered Technically Recoverable Oil and Gas
Resources of the Nation’s Outer Continental
Shelf, 2006°.”".

SEC. 3. DOMESTIC OIL AND NATURAL GAS PRO-
DUCTION GOAL.

Section 18(b) of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1344(b)) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

““(b) DOMESTIC OIL AND NATURAL GAS PRO-
DUCTION GOAL.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In developing a 5-year oil
and gas leasing program, and subject to
paragraph (2), the Secretary shall determine
a domestic strategic production goal for the
development of oil and natural gas as a re-
sult of that program. Such goal shall be—

‘“(A) the best estimate of the possible in-
crease in domestic production of oil and nat-
ural gas from the outer Continental Shelf;
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‘“(B) focused on meeting domestic demand
for oil and natural gas and reducing the de-
pendence of the United States on foreign en-
ergy; and

‘“(C) focused on the production increases
achieved by the leasing program at the end
of the 15-year period beginning on the effec-
tive date of the program.

‘“(2) 2012-2017 PROGRAM GOAL.—For purposes
of the 2012-2017 5-year oil and gas leasing
program, the production goal referred to in
paragraph (1) shall be an increase by 2027 of—

““(A) no less than 3,000,000 barrels in the
amount of oil produced per day; and

‘(B) no less than 10,000,000,000 cubic feet in
the amount of natural gas produced per day.

‘“(3) REPORTING.—The Secretary shall re-
port annually, beginning at the end of the 5-
year period for which the program applies, to
the Committee on Natural Resources of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate on the progress of the program in meet-
ing the production goal. The Secretary shall
identify in the report projections for produc-
tion and any problems with leasing, permit-
ting, or production that will prevent meeting
the goal.”.

The Acting CHAIR. No further
amendment to the bill, as amended,
shall be in order except those printed
in House Report 112-74. Each further
amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG OF

ALASKA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, as a designee of Chairman Doc
HASTINGS, I have an amendment made
in order under the rule.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, line 10, strike
<5y,

(P)age 4, line 6, strike ‘‘(5)”’ and insert ‘‘(6)”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of this amend-
ment that corrects a drafting error in
the bill that was discovered by the leg-
islative counsel after H.R. 1231 was re-
ported from the committee with bipar-
tisan support.

The amendment changes the para-
graph numbers in section 2 so they cor-
rectly reflect the sequence of appear-
ance in the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act.

I urge support for the amendment.

Mr. MARKEY. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield to the
gentleman from Massachusetts.

‘“(4)” and insert
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Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, we
have no objection and we urge swift
passage.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY
OF VIRGINIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, line 12, insert ¢, except in locations
that would interfere, conflict with, or im-
pede operations of the Armed Forces,” after
‘“‘conduct lease sales’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, this simple amendment
clarifies that any expanded oil produc-
tion will not interfere with ongoing op-
erations by the Armed Forces of the
United States.

I appreciate Congressman BOBBY
ScoTT and Congressman JIM MORAN for
their cosponsorship of this amendment.
There are no stronger advocates for the
military in my State than those two
gentlemen.

O 1640

As you know, the United States has
more than two dozen coastal naval
bases, including those located in Vir-
ginia, Washington, California, Texas,
Louisiana, Mississippi, Florida, Geor-
gia, South Carolina, Maryland, New
Jersey, Connecticut, Rhode Island,
Maine, and Hawaii.

The Deputy Under Secretary of De-
fense for Readiness published a report,
noting that many of these potential lo-
cations for oil exploration could and
might conflict with DOD operations in
these locations. For example, DOD has
surface/subsurface operating areas and
DOD special use airspace/warning areas
off every coastal State in the conti-
nental United States.

You can see from this map that there
are the red dots where they actually
have bases and that the spiderwebs are
where they have operations offshore.

These areas are important because
the military uses some of these areas
for surface and subsurface training as
well as practice with live ordnance. Oil
wells and live ordnance don’t mix so
well. For example, the Norfolk Naval
Base in my home State of Virginia uses
78 percent of the proposed Lease Sale
220 area right now for training and live
ordnance practice. The Navy wants to
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ensure that oil drilling in that area
does not interfere with live ordnance
release and impact, including air to
surface bombing; sensitive undersea
and surface operations; combined ship-
board systems qualification trials; and
equipment testing and evaluation.

Norfolk is America’s largest naval
base and is a major driver of our
State’s annual $10 billion government
contracting economy. It would be dif-
ficult to quantify how many billions of
dollars taxpayers have spent building
and maintaining these military instal-
lations all around the continental
United States, but relocation costs
would be substantial, and we don’t
have that money.

My friend from Alaska talks about
putting people out of work or putting
people into work. Believe me, if we had
to close or relocate these bases, there
would be a lot of weeping and mashing
of teeth in the unemployment line all
across America. The costs wouldn’t
just be borne by the taxpayers, Mr.
Chairman, but also by the servicemen
and -women who would have to relo-
cate, and by the tens of thousands of
contractor employees who rely on the
DOD.

Perhaps it’s possible to co-locate oil
drilling infrastructure in areas now
used by the Navy or other components
of the Armed Forces. In that case, this
amendment would not get in the way
of the oil exploration. This amendment
simply ensures that any additional oil
drilling which takes place in accord-
ance with this bill will not conflict
with the national security operations
of the Armed Forces.

I am sure that energy development
and national security can be mutually
reinforcing and compatible, and I hope
that my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle would support this common-
sense amendment to protect our na-
tional defense and national security. I
know we can all agree that preserving
those should be paramount as we con-
sider changes to our Nation’s energy
policy.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Both the Outer Continental Lands
Shelf Act and the 2003 National Defense
Act already fully protect the Defense
Department’s responsibilities in the
Outer Continental Shelf and the State
coastal areas of the OCS. H.R. 1231 con-
tinues these protections.

As Chairman HASTINGS stated last
week during debate on a very similar
amendment to H.R. 1230, preserving the
working relationship between the De-
partment of Defense and the Depart-
ment of the Interior is of great impor-
tance to the Natural Resources Com-
mittee. Because of this, H.R. 1231 meets
the mutual goals of balancing national
security and energy independence, but
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this amendment would upset the bal-
ance.

May I say, Mr. Chairman, the Depart-
ment of Defense never notified, never
talked to us about any opposition to
this legislation.

H.R. 1231 fully supports the Depart-
ment of the Interior’s work with the
Department of Defense in addressing
the necessary stipulations that will
protect the military mission on the
OCS during the development of lease
sales.

I also want to point out that gaining
access to domestically available and
affordable energy resources is also of
paramount importance to our national
security because it lessens our depend-
ence on foreign sources of energy. Let
me say that again. It must be very
clear: Energy security and energy inde-
pendence are a national security pri-
ority.

Additionally, developing our own en-
ergy resources benefits the Department
of Defense. According to the Brookings
Institution, every $10 increase in the
price of a barrel of oil increases the
cost of Defense operations by $1.3 bil-
lion. Lowering energy prices should be
a priority for American consumers and
for the Department of Defense.

This amendment isn’t truly aimed at
protecting DOD activities. It’s aimed
at trying to block lease sales and stop-
ping offshore energy and development.
That’s what this is about. So I con-
gratulate the people who are offering
this amendment. It’s exactly what
you’d like to do.

Again, Defense activities are not hin-
dered by energy development. The De-
partments of Defense and the Interior
work well together to balance the
needs of our Nation. H.R. 1231 allows
both offshore energy leasing and mili-
tary activities to go forward and exist
in a safe, responsible way.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I would
just say to my friend from Alaska that
I won’t have anybody questioning my
sincerity about trying to protect the
national security interests of the
United States of America. I come from
a State with a long military tradition.
I am proud of that tradition, and I am
here sincerely to protect national secu-
rity. If we want to disagree with that,
that’s fine, but questioning the motiva-
tions of whether there is another agen-
da is a different matter.

Mr. Chairman, I now yield the bal-
ance of my time to my distinguished
colleague from Virginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN. May I ask the Chair
how much time is remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. MORAN. I thank the Chair, and I
thank my good friend from Virginia.

I would remind my good friend from
Alaska that the U.S. Atlantic Fleet is
based at the Norfolk Naval Base, and
operates in the same waters that this
legislation proposes to sell for oil and
gas development. Filling this area with
drilling rigs is a bad idea.
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Now, we have been told verbally and
in writing that there should be no lease
sales in 72 percent of this lease area be-
cause it’s in direct conflict with the op-
erations of the Navy. Five percent, in
addition, would interfere with aerial
operations and should not host perma-
nent surface structures like drilling
rigs. There is another 1 percent that
would have site-specific stipulations.
Then you'’re left with 22 percent, and
much of that 22 percent is dedicated to
the shipping lanes for the country’s
two busiest commercial ports: Hamp-
ton Roads and Baltimore.

There are other areas offshore, I'm
sure, that are also important to the
Armed Forces, but we are responsible
for Virginia. We know the situation
there. We are not going to jeopardize
those jobs. I would say that national
security interests ought to trump oil
and gas development.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. May I inquire
of the time remaining on both sides?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Alaska has 3 minutes remaining.
The gentleman from Virginia’s time
has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”’
on this amendment. It’s unnecessary
and boy if we can’t get the government
to work together there is something
wrong, something deadly wrong. This
is about defense. This is about the de-
partment of enter, this is about the
American people. We ought to be able
to work together and I'm sure they
can. I'm confident of it and the idea
that this is going to hurt the mission is
again a way to stop drilling. That’s all
it is. Maybe if we had that 23 percent
open and we knew exactly where it was
we might be able to drill there but I
don’t think they would support that ei-
ther.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I urge a
“no”” on this amendment.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair, | rise in
support of the amendment offered by my
friend and colleague from Virginia, Mr.
CONNOLLY.

This amendment would prohibit offshore
lease sales from going forward if those leases
would interfere or impede the operations of
the United States Armed Forces.

| represent the Hampton Roads region of
Virginia, which is home to the world’s largest
Naval Base at Norfolk. Our Navy trains exten-
sively off the coast of my state in the Virginia
Capes Operations Area. A significant section
of a proposed lease sale for drilling off Vir-
ginia’s coast is within this important military
training zone.

There are nearly 30 coastal naval installa-
tions in the United States and the Defense
Department has expressed concerns that off-
shore oil and gas development could hinder
the military’s ability to train in many of these
offshore areas.

| have long had reservations about drilling
off the coast of Virginia. | believe the environ-
mental, economic and national security risks
for drilling off the coast of Virginia far outweigh
any benefits. This amendment would simply
ensure that offshore oil and gas development
will not disrupt these vital functions to our na-
tional defense.
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| urge my colleagues to support
Connolly Amendment.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Virginia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. MARKEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 19, strike the closing quotation
marks and the second period, and after line
19 insert the following new paragraph:

“(7) ELIGIBILITY FOR NEW LEASES AND THE
TRANSFER OF LEASES.—

““(A) ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In each oil and gas leas-
ing program under this section, beginning
with the 2012-2017 5-year program, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall specify that the
Secretary will not accept bids on any new
leases offered pursuant to this Act from a
person described in paragraph (2) unless the
person has renegotiated each covered lease
with respect to which the person is a lessee,
to modify the payment responsibilities of the
person to require the payment of royalties if
the price of oil and natural gas is greater
than or equal to the price thresholds de-
scribed in clauses (v) through (vii) of section
8(a)(3)(C) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).

‘“(ii) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A person re-
ferred to in clause (i) is a person that—

“(I) is a lessee that—

‘‘(aa) holds a covered lease on the date on
which the Secretary considers the issuance
of the new lease; or

““(bb) was issued a covered lease before the
date of enactment of this Act, but trans-
ferred the covered lease to another person or
entity (including a subsidiary or affiliate of
the lessee) after the date of enactment of
this Act; or

‘(IT) any other person that has any direct
or indirect interest in, or that derives any
benefit from, a covered lease.

¢“(iii) MULTIPLE LESSEES.—

‘(D) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of clause
(1), if there are multiple lessees that own a
share of a covered lease, the Secretary may
implement separate agreements with any
lessee with a share of the covered lease that
modifies the payment responsibilities with
respect to the share of the lessee to include
price thresholds that are equal to or less
than the price thresholds described in
clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).

“(II) TREATMENT OF SHARE AS COVERED
LEASE.—Beginning on the effective date of an
agreement under subclaseu (I), any share
subject to the agreement shall not con-
stitute a covered lease with respect to any
lessees that entered into the agreement.

‘“(B) TRANSFERS.—A lessee or any other
person who has any direct or indirect inter-
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est in, or who derives a benefit from, a cov-
ered lease shall not be eligible to obtain by
sale or other transfer (including through a
swap, spinoff, servicing, or other agreement)
any new lease made available in an oil and
gas leasing program under this section, or
the economic benefit of such a new lease, un-
less the lessee or other person has—

‘“(i) renegotiated each covered lease with
respect to which the lessee or person is a les-
see, to modify the payment responsibilities
of the lessee or person to include price
thresholds that are equal to or less than the
price thresholds described in clauses (V)
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(a)(3)(C)); or

‘“(ii) entered into an agreement with the
Secretary to modify the terms of all covered
leases of the lessee or other person to include
limitations on royalty relief based on mar-
ket prices that are equal to or less than the
price thresholds described in clauses (V)
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(a)(3)(C)).

‘(C) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph—

‘(i) COVERED LEASE.—The term ‘covered
lease’ means a lease for oil or gas production
in the Gulf of Mexico that is—

‘() in existence on the date of enactment
of this Act;

‘“(II) issued by the Department of the Inte-
rior under section 304 of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Deep Water Royalty Relief Act
(43 U.S.C. 1337 note; Public Law 104-58); and

“(III) not subject to limitations on royalty
relief based on market price that are equal
to or less than the price thresholds described
in clauses (v) through (vii) of section
8(a)(3)(C) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).

‘“(ii) LESSEE.—The term ‘lessee’ includes
any person or other entity that controls, is
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee.

‘“(iii) NEW LEASE.—The term ‘new lease’
means a lease issued in a lease sale under
this Act.

‘“(iv) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’
means the Secretary of the Interior.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, in the first quarter of
this year, the oil companies were actu-
ally able to make $35 billion in profits;
but in my amendment, we are able to
say to them, because of a flaw in leases
in the 1990s which required them to pay
no royalties on public lands—tax-
payers’ lands—for oil they’re drilling
for right now and charging $100 a bar-
rel, $4 a gallon at the pump, that we
think there is something wrong when
the taxpayers don’t get anything back.
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And so what my amendment says is
that they can’t apply for any more
leases on taxpayers’ land unless they’re
willing to renegotiate the mistaken
leases that were given to them that, by
the way, will allow them to escape hav-
ing to pay $53 billion in taxes, in royal-
ties. That’s another word for taxes,
“royalties.” When you're talking about
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oil, “‘royalties’ is the word we use to
describe taxes.

This blank check to the oil industry
is absolutely undeserved. The Repub-
lican approach to offshore oil royalty
policy is to treat the Big Oil companies
like royalty and to treat the con-
sumers and taxpayers like peasants.
They’re just going to give away all
these breaks to the oil industry.

You know, Prince William and Kate
Middleton just left on their honey-
moon. Their royalty honeymoon is just
beginning. But for the o0il companies
who are drilling for free on public land,
they have a royalty honeymoon that
has been going on for way too long, and
today, we’re going to give the Members
of the House a chance to end the hon-
eymoon on the royalties that the oil
industry has to pay.

Now, what are the Republicans going
to do? They’re going to oppose it.
They’re going to say, no, we need more
tax breaks, $4 billion worth of tax
breaks, for the oil industry. And so
where are they going to find the money
for those additional tax breaks that
they want to give to the oil industry?
Well, they looked around and they de-
cided that the best place to find it was
in Medicare, that is, in the health care
that we give to Grandma and Grandpa.
And so what they have done is they’ve
set up a drilling rig for the oil industry
on top of the Medicare program so they
can drill into the pockets of Grandma
and Grandpa to find the $4 billion in
tax breaks, and then on top of that,
protect them against having to pay the
royalties, the taxes on where they’re
already drilling for free on taxpayers’
land in our country.

Now, that’s an unbelievable combina-
tion, and they do it while cutting the
renewables budget by 70 percent. Can
you believe this? It’s 2011. The Repub-
licans have already passed a bill cut-
ting the renewables budget—wind and
solar, biomass, geothermal—by 70 per-
cent, and they’re setting up an oil rig
on top of the Medicare program of
Grandma and Grandpa to drill for even
more tax breaks for the oil industry.
This is just an unbelievable debate that
we’re having.

And they say over here, ‘“Well, you
know, we’re the all of the above party;
we want to do it all.” But the truth is
that they’re really the oil above all
party, and that’s what this debate is all
about, how can we get even more for
the oil industry.

So what my amendment will do is to
just give people an opportunity to re-
claim that $563 billion from the oil in-
dustry and give it to Grandma. Of all
the people who don’t need a break, a
subsidy this year, it’s the oil industry.
You know who needs a break? You
know who needs a subsidy? It’s Grand-
ma. Let’s not cut Medicare. Let’s not
cut her health care in order to help the
oil industry. Vote ‘“‘aye’ for the Mar-
key amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I rise in oppo-
sition to the amendment.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. With all due
respect to Grandma and Grandpa,
there’s no Grandma and Grandpa that
has Medicare taken away from them or
anywhere else. That’s pure dema-
goguery on this floor, and we know
that, tied into the oil companies.

It’s ironic to me, this House has de-
bated and voted on this amendment
over the years. They’ve defeated it by a
bipartisan vote. Just like a bad penny,
it keeps showing up and the Big Oil is
all bad. All I know, the American pub-
lic is being taxed every year, $1,100
every year by this administration’s
high gas prices.

Let’s review the facts. The Deep-
water Royalty Relief Act leases were
issued by, oh, boy, Bill Clinton and
Bruce Babbitt in 1996 and 2000. Oh, my
good Lord, it was the Republicans that
did all this. They’re the ones that
issued these leases, and those who hold
these leases have repeatedly been suc-
cessful in challenging the Interior De-
partment’s authority to include price
thresholds in lease agreements. The
Department of the Interior has lost at
the Federal district court, the appel-
late court, the United States Supreme
Court, and now we’re going to interfere
with a court decision?

If this amendment passes, those hold-
ing such leases will be required to re-
negotiate the lease terms with DOI to
include price thresholds before getting
new leases. Bill Clinton would turn
over—no, he’s not in his grave, so I
can’t say that. The Secretary does
not—and I repeat does not—have the
authority to include price thresholds
on these leases. In addition, forcing
companies to renegotiate the leases
would be a violation of contract law
and would be challenged in court.

Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment
that just comes out of where, I don’t
know. It’s a time to demagogue on the
floor about Medicare. It has nothing to
do with oil leases. It has nothing to do
with the so-called tax breaks that Bill
Clinton and Bruce Babbitt put in place.
George Bush wasn’t there. Mr. Obama
wasn’t there. Bill Clinton did this.

Lo and behold, somebody has to re-
negotiate something. Let’s start re-
negotiating contracts all over the
countryside. Maybe we ought to start
doing that. Some of the contracts
made, and I think we did this the last
election, their contracts were termi-
nated.

I have no further requests for time,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MARKEY. Could the Chair tell
me how much time we have?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Massachusetts has 30 seconds re-
maining. The gentleman from Alaska
has 2% minutes remaining.

The gentleman from Alaska has the
right to close.

Mr. MARKEY. We have a big choice
here. We can reclaim $53 billion from
the oil and gas industry that they owe
to the American taxpayer and put it
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into wind and solar and all-electric ve-
hicles and the revolution that we need
to transform our country’s relationship
with OPEC. We should be able to tell
OPEC, We don’t need your oil any more
than we need your sand.

This is a chance here to reclaim the
$563 billion in windfall profits by escap-
ing royalties that the o0il industry
owes, and put it into a new technology
innovation agenda that talks about the
future of wind and solar and electric
vehicles that will transform our rela-
tionship with the rest of the planet.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I appreciate the gentleman from
Massachusetts’ comments, but wind
power is subsidized energy. That’s all it
is. Wind power is subsidized by the tax-
payer. Solar power is subsidized by the
taxpayer. To try to transform this
country into using wind and solar by
raising the cost of gasoline to the
American consumer is dead wrong.
That’s not the way to solve this prob-
lem.

I will support wind power when it’s
not subsidized. I will support solar
power when it’s not subsidized, and I
will support nuclear power when we
can, which the gentleman’s opposed
every time, and I will support hydro-
power. In fact, I will support all forms
of power so we can become more inde-
pendent, and I go back to the concept
of fossil fuels. It moves objects. It
moves objects. Wind power doesn’t
move objects, no. Solar power doesn’t
move objects, no. It takes fossil fuels
to run our ships, our planes, our auto-
mobiles, our trucks, and our trains.
That’s the commerce of this Nation,
and that’s what’s hurting this Nation
today in the recovery.

We have to start producing our own
fossil fuels so we can have the com-
merce that’s necessary to employ peo-
ple and create the jobs in this country.
In this country, it should be done. Yes,
we can have the other forms of power,
but we have to have the fossil fuels to
continue hopefully the recovery of this
country economically.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts will
be postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. KEATING

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 19, strike the closing quotation
marks and the second period, and after line
19 insert the following new paragraph:

“(7) DATA REGARDING BONUSES PROVIDED TO
EXECUTIVES.—In each oil and gas leasing pro-
gram under this section, the Secretary shall
include requirements under which the Sec-
retary shall make available to the public
data provided by each lessee under the pro-
gram with respect to the bonuses provided to
the executives of the lessee from the most
recent quarter.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. KEATING) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise to urge my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment to H.R. 1231. As
our constituents see soaring gas prices,
oil companies have revealed record
profits. The top five multinational oil
companies earned over $1 trillion in the
past decade. These firms are eating up
more and more of our constituents’
paychecks.

And where is it going? Only a small
portion of the profits are reinvested
back into the company to pave the way
for efficiencies and research into alter-
natives to oil. Rather, oil companies
are providing bumps to stockholders
and high bonuses to their company ex-
ecutives, a pat on the back for high
prices at the pump.

My amendment would provide trans-
parency to the U.S. taxpayer. The
amendment requires the Secretary to
disclose the executive bonuses for any
company that is given a drilling lease.

The time is now to hold the largest
oil companies accountable, and I urge
my colleagues to support this amend-
ment in order to provide transparency
back to the American taxpayer.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I rise in oppo-
sition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, when I first saw this amendment,
I was wondering if we were debating fi-
nancial services legislation here on the
floor. Clearly, this amendment at-
tempts to raise issues outside the
realm of today’s debate on increasing
American-made energy and creating
jobs.

The Department of the Interior
should spend its time focusing on re-
viewing permits, conducting environ-
mental safety reviews, protecting our
resources and leasing offshore areas
that are most prospective for oil and
natural gas production. The Depart-
ment shouldn’t have dozens of employ-
ees sitting around reading companies’
Securities and Exchange Commission
filings and assembling a list of which
executives got what bonus.
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The information that this amend-
ment would burden the Interior De-
partment with gathering and pub-
lishing is already publicly disclosed. It
should be made public, and that’s why
it already is. This amendment is not
about openness and transparency of
disclosing information. That’s already
the law.

The real effect of this amendment is
duplicative requirements and govern-
ment waste. Let’s get away from the
political games and gotcha amend-
ments. Let’s allow the Department of
the Interior to focus on OCS safety, en-
vironmental protection and leasing,
and leave the bonuses to the Securities
and Exchange Commission officials
studying that. I oppose this amend-
ment and urge my colleagues to do the
same.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, in
terms of the relevancy to this debate, 1
would take this time, in the spirit of
bipartisanship, to thank the Rules
Committee for allowing this amend-
ment and, thus, I agree with them that
this is relevant to this debate.

I would like to comment on one more
thing. My friend from Alaska brought
up the point of a burden. The burden
that exists right now is the burden
that’s being borne right on the gas
pumps of the people in my district, in
his district, and the people in the
United States of America. That is the
burden that working families are un-
dergoing, the suffering that they are
undertaking as they pay over $4 a gal-
lon for gasoline in my district. Trans-
parency and accountability are nec-
essary, though the people who are be-
holden to the price spikes know where
their money is going.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. The question I
ask is, How much would this cost the
Department of the Interior? Would this
take away from safety inspections?
And to my good friend from Massachu-
setts, the burden is going to get worse.
You are going to be paying about $5 a
gallon by the first of June; if not,
maybe a little bit later, but not later
than the Fourth of July. And the bur-
den is something that bothers me a
great deal.

But in Massachusetts alone, not one
time has any one of your Members in
the Congress ever voted to produce en-
ergy, other than wind power and solar
power. And that doesn’t drive your con-
stituents’ automobiles. That doesn’t
drive your trucks that deliver your
products to the restaurants or the hos-
pitals. That doesn’t drive that train
that people ride to try to get auto-
mobiles off the road. It doesn’t drive
the ships to bring the products to your
shores. Fossil fuel is the key to our
commerce; and we should recognize
that in this Congress. And we should
develop an energy plan that includes
everything. You can’t do it with just
wind power. You can’t do it with solar
power. But you can do it with all pow-
ers.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

That’s what’s wrong with this Con-
gress and this administration and, yes,
previous administrations: they don’t
grasp the necessity of having more
power available to increase the econ-
omy of this country. And we’re on the
cusp right now. I believe this bill will
help us. If it does not help us, then
shoot me another solution. I have not
seen one on that side of the aisle.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
KEATING).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MS. TSONGAS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, strike the closing quotation marks
and second period at line 19, and after line 19
insert the following:

“(7) WORST-CASE CONTAINMENT AND CLEAN-
UP PLAN REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall in-
clude, in each 5-year oil and gas leasing pro-
gram, a requirement that each applicant for
a permit to drill under a lease issued in a
lease sale under the program must include a
plan for containment and clean-up of a
worst-case oil and gas discharge scenario in
activities conducted under the permit, if
issued.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts (Ms. TSONGAS) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Last summer, we all saw the pain-
fully disorganized and ineffective re-
sponse to the oil spill in the Gulf of
Mexico. The frustration was palpable
across our country. During that trag-
edy, it was clear that BP and the Fed-
eral Government had no plan to con-
tain the oil spill and that BP lacked
the capacity to respond to a spill of
that magnitude.

The amendment that I am offering
today is very straightforward and sim-
ple, one that seeks to implement the
lessons learned from the events of last
summer. My amendment would require
that all applicants for a drilling permit
under a lease sold under H.R. 1231 sub-
mit a plan for containment and clean-
up of a worst-case scenario oil or gas
spill.

This amendment does not limit drill-
ing. It says simply and sensibly that
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when we drill, we should have a plan in
place before an accident occurs. We
shouldn’t wait until a disaster like last
year’s 3-month-long spill has already
begun. There wasn’t a person I spoke to
who wasn’t horrified by the dev-
astating oil spill in the gulf. I believe
that the American people want us to
learn from that environmental and eco-
nomic tragedy, and this amendment
helps us accomplish that. When we
drill, we should have a plan for dealing
with possible disaster.

Some have argued that we don’t need
a law because initial steps are being
taken at the agency level or by oil and
gas companies. Some have said that re-
quiring a worst-case-scenario plan is
anti-drilling or anti-jobs. We shouldn’t
get distracted from the simple truth of
this amendment: when we drill, we
should have a plan. We have seen the
consequences of not having a plan, and
it was lost jobs.
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This amendment is pro-jobs. Requir-
ing oil and gas companies to have a
plan in place will not prevent the cre-
ation of a single oil and gas job, but it
will protect fishing jobs and tourism
jobs instead of asking us to put those
jobs at risk should a spill occur.

Our constituents deserve to know
that we have required oil and gas com-
panies to plan for the worst. Opposing
this amendment irresponsibly denies
the tragic events of last summer.

For the sake of our economy, our en-
vironment, and our coastal jobs, I urge
my colleagues to support this common-
sense, simple amendment requiring oil
and gas companies to have a plan. Join
me in demonstrating to our constitu-
ents that we have learned from the
events of last summer, and we are tak-
ing steps to prevent such a disaster in
the future.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, here again is another
amendment that is redundant, but let’s
call it what it is: It’s an obstruction.

The Department of the Interior al-
ready requires that applicants must
calculate worst case discharge before
approving a permit. On June 18, 2010,
the Department of the Interior issued a
notice to lessees outlining the informa-
tion requirements and standards to be
met before a permit would be approved.
In the notice it is required that a lessee
““‘describe the assumptions and calcula-
tions that you used to determine the
volume of your worst case scenario.”

It’s already required on permit appli-
cations today, and is further reiterated
by the language in H.R. 1229, which
passed the House earlier today.

The minority continues to try to di-
vert attention away from the real issue
of increasing energy production, cre-
ating jobs, lowering energy costs, and
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improving national security by less-
ening our dependence on foreign oil.

In fact, it seems that the Democrats
simply do not want to face the fact
that this bill says we can move forward
with an aggressive program of respon-
sible o0il and gas development while, at
the same time, ensuring that increased
safety measures are undertaken. These
are not mutually exclusive goals.

Republicans want to make U.S. off-
shore drilling the safest in the world,
and it is the safest in the world, so we
can produce more American energy,
create American jobs and strengthen
our national security.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. TSONGAS. I thank my colleague
for bringing this issue up. The June 18
notice to lessees is a great first step to-
ward having worst case scenario con-
tainment and cleanup plans. But a no-
tice to lessees is not the same as legis-
lation. It is not intended to set policy,
and it is not intended to have the force
of law, which is why I am offering this
amendment today.

We need Federal laws, not notices,
that require companies to submit
worst case scenario oil spill contain-
ment and cleanup plans to ensure that
another spill like the BP spill never
happens again. Our constituents de-
serve to know that we have required oil
and gas companies to plan for the
worst, or give them an honest reason
why we think no such plan is nec-
essary, given the events last summer.

If the majority agrees that we should
have a plan, they should support this
amendment. It simply requires that oil
and gas companies have a plan, nothing
more. It is about drilling safely, it pro-
tects jobs, oil and gas jobs, tourism and
fishing jobs. And again, as I said, if the
majority agrees that we should have a
plan, they should support this amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I can only say that, to my knowl-
edge, there’s little chance of any oil
drilling off the coast of Massachusetts.
But there is a great possibility off the
coasts of Florida, Virginia, Alaska,
California, and this bill really sets out
which areas should be drilled, not in
large massive areas, but specifically.

I personally will tell you, if I could
drill in Alaska, offshore, which we
should be able to do, but this adminis-
tration has delayed a permit for 5
years—b5 years. Five billion dollars put
into investment to develop that field.
It can’t be done because of this admin-
istration.

This bill tries to expedite that proc-
ess for the good of this Nation and for
the good of the people, not the good of
the o0il companies, because we need
that oil.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
TSONGAS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.
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Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts
will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MS. BROWN OF

FLORIDA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 19, strike the closing quotation
marks and the second period, and after line
19 insert the following new paragraph:

“(7) MAKING MORATORIUM IN THE EASTERN
GULF OF MEXICO PERMANENT.—The Secretary
shall not make available for leasing in any
oil and gas leasing program under this sec-
tion any area referred to in section 104(a) of
the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of
2006 (title I of division C of Public Law 109-
432; 43 U.S.C. 1331 note).”".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. BROWN) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I yield myself
as much time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer to
H.R. 1231 an amendment that would
make the current ban on drilling in the
eastern Gulf of Mexico permanent. This
amendment would not have any effect
on the budget as scored by the Congres-
sional Budget Office. However, it would
have a significant impact on the econ-
omy of Florida, given that the State’s
tourist industry will be protected from
future oil spills which could destroy
our beautiful beaches and coastal
areas. Certainly, Florida’s coastline is
a treasure, not just for Floridians but
for all Americans and people through-
out the world. For years, the Florida
delegation has worked together to pro-
tect our coastline and natural re-
sources, and as long as those rigs are in
this area, the potential for devastation
to Florida beaches persists.

If an accident was to occur causing
oil to wash ashore and to Florida
beaches, both the environmental and
the economic damage would be dev-
astating to the State. And following
the disaster off of Louisiana’s gulf
coast last year, we saw a quick glimpse
of what could happen to Florida’s econ-
omy in the event of an oil spill.

I toured the region by helicopter last
year and witnessed the devastation
firsthand. That said, before any new
areas are opened and Florida’s pristine
beaches are put at risk, I would very
much like to see drilling in the areas
that are already open and increased
funding for research for new tech-
nology.

I strongly believe that any drilling
off of Florida’s gulf coast would be ex-
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tremely deterrent to the State econ-
omy and ecosystem. As we saw in the
BP o0il spill last year in the Gulf of
Mexico, wherein 11 workers died and an
estimated 5 million barrels of crude oil
poured into the Gulf of Mexico, the
risks of drilling oil off of Florida’s
shores bring about extreme risk to our
State in an already depressed economy,
and with unemployment in the State of
Florida still hovering at 11 percent, the
last thing we need is to endanger near-
ly 1 million tourist-related jobs and the
$60 billion tourist industry in the Sun-
shine State.

Drilling off the coast of Florida is a
misguided miscalculation. The risk of
danger to the environment and the
economy greatly outweighs any poten-
tial benefits. I would very much like to
see increased drilling in areas already
open and increased funding for research
for new technology.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I rise in oppo-
sition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I oppose this amendment. The un-
derlying bill is focused on opening the
Outer Continental Shelf to safe and re-
sponsible energy production. This bill
aims to fulfill the promise that both
Democrats and Republicans made to
the American people when we voted in
a bipartisan basis in 2008 to lift the
moratoria on offshore energy produc-
tion.

Since taking office, President Obama
and his administration has effectively
reimposed the moratorium. This bill
would reverse his actions.

In December 2006, a majority of the
House and the Florida delegation voted
in favor of the Gulf of Mexico Energy
Security Act, a bipartisan compromise
that opened a portion of the western
and central gulf but maintained the
eastern planning area moratoria until
2022.
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This amendment seeks to go back-
wards and single-handedly undo that
agreement to close off forever the pos-
sible energy production in a portion of
the Gulf of Mexico. This is exactly the
wrong direction for America to be
heading.

Congress should not foreclose the
possibility of future energy production.
This is especially true in the eastern
planning area of the gulf, which the
Department of the Interior believes
contains technically recoverable re-
sources in the amount of 4 billion bar-
rels of oil and over 21 trillion cubic feet
of natural gas.

Let’s be clear, the area in the eastern
gulf covered by this amendment is cur-
rently under moratorium until 2022.
That is over a decade from now. This
bill does not propose to change the 2022
date.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. More than 20
years after the Exxon Valdez oil spill,
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we have yet to clean up Prince William
Sound in Alaska. 0Oil is still being
found buried in sand from the BP oil
spill.

The frequent occurrence of extreme
weather that the eastern gulf coast ex-
periences, including hurricanes and se-
vere storms, could easily produce an oil
spill, even with the technological im-
provements in oil and natural gas oper-
ations. Storms along the gulf coast in
2005 caused 124 oil spills in the waters
of the Gulf of Mexico, Hurricane
Katrina caused a 233,000 gallon oil spill,
and Hurricane Rita worsened the dam-
age with 508,000 gallons of oil spilled. If
these rigs were in the gulf coast, our
beaches would face complete destruc-
tion. As we have seen recently, cleanup
methods for these spills are incapable
of removing more than a small fraction
of the oil.

In addition, from the BP o0il spill
alone, Florida has over 284,000 claims
with only 117,000 paid. That is less than
half, for a total of over $1.45 billion.
For the total gulf region, there have
been 10,000 fishing claims, 122,000 food
and lodging claims, 74,000 retail and
sales claims, and a total of $1.6 billion
paid on even more lost earnings and
wages. We cannot afford another dis-
aster of this magnitude. With more
drilling, we still are living on borrowed
time. Support the Corrine Brown
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no” on this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. BROWN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Florida will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. THOMPSON
OF CALIFORNIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 19, strike the final closed
quotation mark and the following period.

Page 4, after line 19, insert the following
new subparagraph:

“(C) Notwithstanding subparagraph (A),
the Secretary may not include in any oil and
gas leasing program under this paragraph
any lease sale in the Northern California
Planning Area.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMPSON) and a
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Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, according to this bill’s
drafters, the legislation would not re-
quire leasing permits in the northern
California planning area, which is the
coastline of my district. My amend-
ment merely makes that clear.

Drilling on the north coast of Cali-
fornia is a disastrous idea, and the leg-
islation must be clear that it is not ac-
ceptable to drill off California’s north
coast. Because this amendment is a
clarification of the legislation’s intent,
there is no cost associated with it.

Just about 3 weeks ago, we marked
the 1-year anniversary of the Nation’s
worst oil spill. I will not let what hap-
pened to the Gulf of Mexico happen to
the north coast of California. I have in-
troduced separate stand-alone legisla-
tion which would permanently ban
drilling off the coast of my district.

It is important to me and to my con-
stituents that H.R. 1231 clearly notates
that drilling will not occur in the
northern California planning area
along the coasts of Mendocino, Hum-
boldt, and Del Norte Counties. The
coastal area of my district is one of
only four major upwellings in our
world’s oceans.

An upwelling is where cold, nutrient-
rich waters are brought from the ocean
depths to the surface. Upwelling re-
gions promote seaweed and growth,
which, in turn, supply energy for some
of the most productive ecosystems in
our world, including many of our
world’s fisheries.

North coast ecosystems also sustain
some of the largest salmon populations
in the lower 49 States and provide es-
sential habitat for Dungeness crab,
rockfish, sole, and urchin.

In 2006 and 2008, commercial fishery
disasters that virtually eliminated
salmon fishing in California were eco-
nomically disastrous to my district, to
our States, and our Nation. If an oil
spill were to occur off the coast of my
district, the environmental and eco-
nomic costs would be staggering. Drill-
ing for oil or gas off California’s north
coast could cause serious harm to the
unique and productive ecosystem and
abundant marine life found in this
area.

My district is economically depend-
ent upon the rich natural resources we
are blessed to have, but it is also sub-
ject to sigmnificant earthquakes which
exacerbate the issues, the threats, and
the problems related to oil spills.

One of my counties just wrote to me,
and I quote, ‘“The modest amount of oil
available in terms of our Nation’s daily
demand does not justify jeopardizing
our fisheries, our environment, and our
economic livelihoods.”

This amendment will merely protect
the north coast of California and will
simply clarify what the drafters of this
bill say that the bill does, and that is
that they claim that it does not re-
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quire drilling off the coasts of
Mendocino, Humboldt, or Del Norte
Counties.

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, this is the second amendment of
three today designed to close off por-
tions of the Outer Continental Shelf to
oil and natural gas exploration produc-
tion, the opposite of what the bill
under consideration today is about.
The underlying bill is focused on open-
ing the Outer Continental Shelf to safe
and responsible energy production.

H.R. 1231 aims to fulfill the promise
that both Democrats and Republicans
made to the American people when we
voted on a bipartisan basis in 2008 to
lift the moratoria on offshore energy
production. Since taking office, Presi-
dent Obama and his administration
have effectively reimposed the morato-
rium, and this bill would reverse his
actions.

This amendment proposes to take
America in exactly the wrong direction
in which we should be heading. Con-
gress should not foreclose the possi-
bility of future energy production.
With the price of gasoline going to $4
and $5 a gallon, I urge my colleagues to
oppose this amendment and keep our
focus on those offshore areas that con-
tain substantial oil and natural re-
sources, where increased American en-
ergy production will create new jobs,
lower energy prices, and increase our
economic and national security.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield
myself the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 1%2 minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Thank
you, Mr. Chairman.

Again, I want to point out that the
majority party has told me and told
my staff that the bill that they have
offered today, the bill that we are
going to be voting on, does not affect
the north coast of California. Now, my
effort with this amendment is merely
to trust but verify.
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To oppose this amendment really
calls into question, what is the under-
lying motivation of this bill? Does it do
what they claim and not affect this re-
gion of our ocean, again, one of only
four major upwellings in the world’s
oceans. This is an area that feeds and
promotes the fisheries and the marine
life not only in my area, but in all the
ocean. And the idea we would put it at
any kind of risk. Those of you who
know the area know how rough the
water is, know how rocky the shores
are. If there was an oil spill there, it
would never be cleaned up. The area is
seismically active. To drill in that area
with the threat of earthquakes, you are



May 11, 2011

looking at a situation that would make
the Gulf of Mexico disaster pale in
comparison.

It is not too much to ask that we
merely verify what it is the majority
party says that they are not doing with
this bill. And the idea that this amend-
ment would be opposed is quite star-
tling to me. I believe that this is some-
thing that everyone can get behind. To
say that the bill doesn’t do this and
then refuse to take the amendment
calls into question the motive of the
bill.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. How much
time do I have left, Mr. Chairman?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has 3%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, my good friend from California
brings out some legitimate points. But
right now, today, under existing law,
the northern California planning area
is available for leasing. This bill does
not change that current situation. It
has been available since 2008 when gas-
oline prices hit $4 a gallon and the
President and Congress lifted the off-
shore drilling moratoria.

I will remind the House that in 2008
the coast of California was opened for
potential leasing and drilling, that
Democrats were in the majority in the
House and NANCY PELOSI of San Fran-
cisco was Speaker of the House. For
months, they resisted Republican ef-
forts to end the offshore ban, but even-
tually the American people won out
and the bans were lifted.

I would also like to point out that
this bill provides direction that when
the Federal Government is writing 5-
year leasing plans, that the focus be on
areas with the greatest estimated oil
and natural gas resources. This par-
ticular planning area does not have and
has not registered high in this regard
and this bill does not direct that leas-
ing occur in this planning area. With
gasoline back to the 2008 highs of over
$4 per gallon, let’s keep the focus on
where it should be, increasing Amer-
ican offshore energy production. That’s
what we’re trying to do.

I yield 1%2 minutes to the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. BURTON).

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

I don’t know that there is a great
deal more to add to what he has just
said about permits and about the issue
that has been discussed just recently.

The thing that really bothers me is
just a few years ago, 25 years ago, we
were importing about 28 percent of our
oil. Today we are importing 62 percent
of our oil, more than double what we
were doing just a few years ago, and
the American people are paying the
price. Instead of $1.50 or $2 a gallon for
gas, they are spending $4 a gallon for
gasoline.

Nationwide, there are 86 billion bar-
rels of oil. Fifty-one percent of that is
in the Gulf of Mexico, which means
there are 44 billion barrels of oil in the
Gulf of Mexico, and there are 240 tril-
lion cubic feet of natural gas. For us to
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continue to be dependent on foreign en-
ergy sources is crazy. We ought to start
drilling and doing what needs to be
done here in America. And we can do in
an environmentally safe way. We can
do it in Alaska, offshore, we can do it
in a number of places. But to sit by and
continue to send our money to Saudi
Arabia and other countries around the
world that aren’t our friends just
doesn’t make any sense, and the Amer-
ican people understand it.

I think my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle ought to go back and talk
to their constituents, who are paying
the price at the gas pump.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMP-
SON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. INSLEE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in
House Report 112-74.

Mr. INSLEE. I have an amendment
at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 19, strike the closing quotation
marks and the second period, and after line
19 insert the following new paragraph:

“(7) WASHINGTON STATE APPROVAL RE-
QUIRED.—Under this section, the Secretary
shall not make available for leasing for ex-
ploration, development, and production of
oil and natural gas any area of the outer
Continental Shelf off the coast of Wash-
ington unless such leasing is approved by the
Governor and legislature of the State of
Washington.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 257, the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise to protect the beaches and
shoreline and economy of the State of
Washington. This amendment is quite
simple. It would simply say that we
will not allow the Federal Government
to run over the State of Washington on
issues of drilling off of our coastline,
that we won’t be shackled to this anti-
quated policy of drilling without first
providing reasonable protection, with-
out first addressing the issue of ramp-
ant speculation that is what is expos-
ing my consumers to $4 a gallon gas in
the State of Washington, and without
freeing us to do what we should be
doing, which is developing new, clean
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energy sources. I want to address each
one of those.

Basically our position is we don’t
think in the State of Washington, or
any State, and particularly the State
of Washington, which is the Evergreen
State, we ought to have this policy
foisted upon us that is not an ever-
green energy policy for this century for
three reasons.

Reason number one: Despite the fact
that we have had this enormous pas-
sage of time since this horrendous spill
in the gulf, this Chamber has not
passed into law one single safety provi-
sion to bring additional safety to any-
where on our coastline. My amendment
would simply say that the people of the
State of Washington and their elected
officials ought to be able to make a de-
cision that we have got adequate, rea-
sonable safeguards for drilling before it
happens off of the State of Washington.
That has not happened, and it is inex-
cusable.

Second, before this happens, the peo-
ple of the State of Washington ought to
have reasonable protection against the
rampant speculation that is going on
that is driving up these prices. Even
Goldman Sachs has recognized we have
had four times the speculative posi-
tions taken and probably a $20 amount
that has driven up these prices associ-
ated with this unchecked speculation.
Yet this Chamber and my friends
across the aisle have not done a single
thing to address this speculation. Until
we do that, we shouldn’t have my
neighbors and my constituents have
foisted down their throats this policy
of mandatory drilling without them
first making a decision.

Third, the people of the State of
Washington want to help in our energy
crisis and they are capable of helping
in this energy crisis if this Chamber
will just free them to do it.

Here is how they want to help. They
want to produce lithium ion batteries
that can run electric cars so we don’t
have to start being shackled and just
addicted to oil. But this Chamber
hasn’t done a single thing, a single
thing this year, to help clean energy
sources that Washington State busi-
ness people want to produce.

I look at the EnerG2 company that is
making ultracapacitors. This Chamber
isn’t helping them make electric bat-
teries for electric cars.

I look at the REC company in Moses
Lake, Washington, that is making the
polysilicate cells for photovoltaic cells
to produce the electricity for electric
cars. This Chamber hasn’t done a sin-
gle thing to help that company ad-
vance.

I look at the Targeted Growth com-
pany and the Boeing company that are
developing biofuels so that we can have
a competitor to gasoline so we can
drive those prices down. This Chamber
hasn’t done a single thing to help those
companies develop Washington State
jobs for a new energy future.
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Now, we have got a lot of energy off
of our coastline. It might be in as-
sorted ways. But I know it is in off-
shore wind. But we aren’t doing a sin-
gle thing to help the offshore wind en-
ergy. All we are doing is trying to
shackle an antiquated energy policy on
the people of the State of Washington.

I would have liked this amendment
to have helped all of my colleagues on
the Pacific Coast, but because of some
of the financial rules that we have, we
have only been able to bring this in-
volving the Evergreen State. But I
would hope that all of my colleagues
would join me in saying that before
this gets forced on the citizens of
Washington State, we adopt some rea-
sonable measures.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, acting for Natural Resources
Committee Chairman Doc HASTINGS of
Washington State, I oppose this
amendment.

As explained in the debate on the
prior two amendments, this bill is fo-
cused on increasing American-made en-
ergy, creating new jobs, and decreasing
our dependence on energy from foreign
nations. Congress needs to focus on in-
creasing energy production, and this
amendment goes in the opposite direc-
tion. In fact, this amendment attempts
to impose unprecedented and impos-
sible obstacles to fostering more Amer-
ican energy in Federal waters.

It is stated that the purpose of the
amendment is to give the State of
Washington a say on leasing in Federal
waters off the State’s coast. However,
multiple Federal laws already provide
Washington State, and every State, the
opportunity to participate in any such
decisions. What this amendment would
do is grant double veto power for Wash-
ington State to prohibit Federal activi-
ties in Federal waters outside the
State’s borders. The Interior Depart-
ment provides repeated opportunities
for public comment and participation
throughout the planning and leasing
process.

Furthermore, the Coastal Zone Man-
agement Act requires State consist-
ency review with its State coastal zone
management plan before the Federal
Government takes action in Federal
waters off of any particular State. On
top of that, the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act provides clear require-
ments for consultation and cooperation
with affected State and local govern-
ments. Considerable care and protec-
tion is provided to each and every
State, with extra consideration guar-
anteed to coastal States. This is as it
should be.

What is particularly revealing about
this amendment is that it only gives
Washington State double veto power
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over certain types of offshore energy
leasing. It singles out only o0il and nat-
ural gas, but provides no such veto
power over other forms of energy leas-
ing. This includes wave energy, wind,
solar, and other renewable forms.

This double standard exposes the real
intent of this amendment. It’s not
truly aimed at ensuring a voice for
Washington State; it’s intended to
score political points. But the political
points the amendment attempts to
score are entirely hollow. Why? Be-
cause there isn’t estimated to be any
recoverable oil or natural gas in Fed-
eral waters off of Washington State.

Again, this bill only goes into areas
that have really large potential. Again,
multiple Federal laws already guar-
antee all Americans have an oppor-
tunity to participate in an offshore
planning process, especially the Gov-
ernors, State and local officials, and
citizens living in coastal States that
will be impacted by leasing, should it
take place.

For those reasons, I urge Members to
oppose this amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Washington has 45 seconds re-
maining.

Mr. INSLEE. Thank you.

First, I wish my friend Doc HASTINGS
from Washington was with us today.
He’s not feeling well. But Mr. YOUNG is
doing an admirable job with a weak ar-
gument, and I'll report that they’re
getting represented.

I just want to point out we haven’t
seen horrendous damage to any eco-
system from a wind spill yet. If you
spill a little wind, you don’t end up
covering large gulf areas with hydro-
carbons or destroying oyster and
shrimping grounds like have been in
the gulf. There are differences from
multiple sources.

We are simply saying that before we
move forward with additional offshore
drilling, we ought to have reasonable
safety protocols, we ought to address
speculation, and we ought to have an
energy policy that looks at all of the
above.

My friends across the aisle told us
you were going to give us an all-of-the-
above energy policy. All you have
given us is an all-of-the-below energy
policy. We need a little better than
this.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. How much
time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Alaska has 2% minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Thank you,
Mr. Chairman.

My good friend from Washington,
they may not have a wind spill, but
there’s opposition to wind power. And
wind is extremely expensive and only
can be successful as long as it’s sub-
sidized by the taxpayer. As long as this
administration keeps insisting on wind
and solar power, they’re doubly taxing
our taxpayers of this Nation and hurt-
ing our economy. That’s reality.
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So they’re doubly taxed because now
they’re paying taxes because of the
high cost of oil, the high cost of gaso-
line. And $1,100 a year they have addi-
tionally been taxed this year versus
last year. And yet we talk about wind
power. They’'re taxed because that
comes out of the general fund. We're
borrowing money from the Chinese.
That’s reality.

Wind and solar are fine as long as
they’re subsidized. As long as you pay
for them, Mr. and Mrs. Taxpayer,
they’re fine. But that’s an additional
tax on you. If it was so economical, so
well to be done, then we would have
done it a long time ago. And I say it
will work. It’s like ethanol. It works.
It’s still not economical.

So we have to go back to what com-
merce is run by—and it’s fossil fuels.
We can have all those other forms of
energy. I do not want them subsidized.
We can have all those other forms of
energy, but we have to have the ability
to move product. I look at the Port of
Seattle, the Port of Tacoma. Every one
of those ships is burning a fossil fuel
that deliver those goods. Every truck
that leaves that port that goes out to
deliver those to the people around this
Nation is burning fossil fuels. Every
train that leaves is burning fossil fuels.
Every airplane that lands, built by
Boeing, is driven by fossil fuels.

This is a chance for us to speak up in
Congress and say we are going to de-
velop our natural fuels in this country
so we can compete legitimately. You
cannot compete by borrowing money to
buy foreign oil, and that’s what that
side wants to do. I'm saying that’s
wrong. And I will join hands with you
if you vote for ANWR and you vote for
other forms of energy, too. Let’s get it
all together, guys. Let’s have an en-
ergy plan. All we’re trying to do here is
undo what the Obama administration
did, and that’s put a moratorium in.

I urge the defeat of this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Washington will be
postponed.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in House Report 112-74 on
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order:

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. CONNOLLY
of Virginia.

Amendment No. 3 by Mr. MARKEY of
Massachusetts.

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. KEATING of
Massachusetts.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY
OF VIRGINIA

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
CONNOLLY) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 193, noes 228,
not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 312]
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AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. MARKEY

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 189, noes 238,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 313]

AYES—193

Ackerman Gonzalez Pascrell
Andrews Goodlatte Pastor (AZ)
Baca Green, Al Payne
Baldwin Grijalva Pelosi
Bass (CA) Gutierrez Perlmutter
Becerra Hanabusa Peters
Berkley Hanna Pingree (ME)
Berman Hastings (FL) Polis
Bilirakis Heinrich Posey
B@shop (GA) H@ggins Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) Himes el
Blumenauer Hinchey Quigley

Rahall
Boswell Hinojosa Rangel
Brady (PA) Holt R
Braley (IA) Honda eyes
Brown (FL) Hoyer Rgchar dson
Butterfield Inslee Richmond
Capps Israel Rooney
Capuano Jackson (IL) Ros-Lehtinen
Cardoza Jackson Lee Rothman (NJ)
Carnahan (TX) Roybal-Allard
Carney Johnson (GA) Ruppersberger
Carson (IN) Johnson, E. B. Rush
Castor (FL) Jones Ryan (OH)
Chu Kaptur Sanchez, Linda
Cicilline Keating T.
Clarke (MI) Kildee Sanchez, Loretta
Clarke (NY) Kind Sarbanes
Clay Kissell Schakowsky
Cleaver Kucinich Schiff
Clyburn Langevin Schrader
Cohen Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Connolly (VA) Larson (CT) Scott, David
Conyers Lee (CA) Serrano
Cooper Levin Sewell
Costello Lewis (GA) Sherman
Courtney Lipinski Shuler
Crenshaw LoBiondo Sires
Critz Loebsack Slaughter
Crowley Lofgren, Zoe Smith (NJ)
Cuellar Lov&{ey Smith (WA)
Cummings Lujan Speier
Davis (CA) Lynch Stark
Davis (IL) Maloney Stearns
DeFazio Markey Sutton
DeGette Matsui Thompson (CA)
DeLauro McCarthy (NY) Tierney
Deutch McCollum Tonko
Diaz-Balart McDermott
Dicks McGovern Towns
Dingell McIntyre Tsongas
Doggett McNerney Var{ Hollen
Doyle Meeks Velazquez
Edwards Michaud Visclosky
Ellison Miller (FL) Walz (MN)
Engel Miller (NC) Wasserman
Eshoo Miller, George Schultz
Farr Moore Watt
Fattah Moran Waxman
Filner Murphy (CT) Weiner
Fitzpatrick Nadler Welch
Forbes Napolitano Wilson (FL)
Frank (MA) Neal Woolsey
Fudge Olver Wu
Garamendi Owens Yarmuth
Gibson Pallone Young (FL)

NOES—228

Adams Akin Altmire
Aderholt Alexander Amash

Austria Gowdy Nunnelee
Bachmann Granger Olson
Bachus Graves (GA) Palazzo
Barletta Graves (MO) Paul
Barrow Green, Gene Paulsen
Bartlett Griffin (AR) Pearce
Barton (TX) Griffith (VA) Pence
Bass (NH) Grimm Peterson
Benishek Guinta Petri
Berg Guthrie Pitts
Biggert Hall Platts
Bilbray Harper Poe (TX)
Bishop (UT) Harris Pompeo
Black Hartzler Price (GA)
Blackburn Hayworth Quayle
Bonner Heck Rehberg
Bono Mack Hensarling Reichert
Boren Herger Renacci
Boustany Herrera Beutler  Ripple
Brady (TX) Holden Rigell
Brooks Huelskamp Rivera
Broun (GA) Huizenga (MI) Roby
Buchanan Hultgren Roe (TN)
Bucshon Hunter Rogers (AL)
Buerkle Hurt Rogers (KY)
Burgess Issa Rogers (MI)
Burton (IN) Jenkins Rohrabacher
Calvert Johnson (IL) Rokita
Camp Johnson (OH) Roskam
Campbell Jordan Ross (AR)
Canseco Kelly Ross (FL)
Cantor King (IA) Royce
Capito King (NY) Runyan
Carter Kingston R WI)
Cassidy Kinzinger (IL) yar} (

. Scalise
Chabot Kline Schilling
Chaffetz Labrador Schmidt
Chandler Lamborn Schock
Coble Lance Schweikert
Coffman (CO) Landry Soott (SC)
Cole Lankford .
Conaway Latham Scott, Austin )
Costa LaTourette Sens_enbrenne1
Cravaack Latta Sessions
Crawford Lewis (CA) Shimkus
Culberson Long Shuster
Davis (KY) Lucas Slmpson
Denham Luetkemeyer Smith (NE)
Dent Lummis Smith (TX)
DesJarlais Lungren, Danjel ~ Southerland
Dold E. Stivers
Donnelly (IN) Mack Stutzman
Dreier Manzullo Terry
Duffy Marino Thompson (MS)
Duncan (SC) Matheson Thompson (PA)
Duncan (TN) McCarthy (CA) ~ Thornberry
Ellmers McCaul Tiberi
Emerson McClintock Tipton
Farenthold McCotter Turner
Fincher McHenry Upton
Flake McKeon Walberg
Fleischmann McKinley Walden
Fleming McMorris Walsh (IL)
Flores Rodgers Webster
Foxx Meehan West
Franks (AZ) Mica Westmoreland
Frelinghuysen Miller (MI) Whitfield
Gallegly Miller, Gary Wilson (SC)
Gardner Mulvaney Wittman
Garrett Murphy (PA) Wolf
Gerlach Myrick Womack
Gibbs Neugebauer Woodall
Gingrey (GA) Noem Yoder
Gohmert Nugent Young (AK)
Gosar Nunes Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—10
Fortenberry Johnson, Sam Sullivan
Giffords Marchant Waters
Hastings (WA) Reed
Hirono Schwartz
0 1814

Messrs. YOUNG of Indiana, RIGELL,
and WEBSTER changed their vote from
“aye’ to ‘‘no.”

Messrs. POSEY, ROONEY, JACKSON
of Illinois, CRENSHAW, DIAZ-
BALART, and FORBES changed their
vote from ‘““no” to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 312,
had | been present, | would have voted “aye.”

AYES—189
Ackerman Garamendi Pascrell
Andrews Gerlach Pastor (AZ)
Baca Grijalva Payne
Baldwin Gutierrez Pelosi
Bass (CA) Hanabusa Perlmutter
Becerra Hastings (FL) Peters
Berkley Hgm{“lch Pingree (ME)
Berman Higgins Platts
Bilirakis Himes Polis
Bishop (GA) Hinchey Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) H@nojosa Quigley
Blumenauer Hirono Rahall
Boswell Holden Rangel
Brady (PA) Holt Richardson
Braley (IA) Honda Richmond
grov}xlrn (FL) i{oslfer Ros-Lehtinen

uchanan nslee

Butterfield Israel gg;ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgj&
Capps Jackson (IL) Ruppersherger
Capuano Johnson (GA) Rush
Carnahan Johnson, E. B. Ryan (OH)
Carney Jones 4 .
Carson (IN) Kaptur Sa%l chez, Linda
g;‘::’or (FL) g?ﬁ;el:g Sanchez, Loretta
Cicilline Kind Si;gge;sky
Clarke (MI) Kissell Schiff
Clarke (NY) Kucinich Schrader
Clay Langevin Sohwartz
Cleaver Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Clyburn Larson (CT) .
Cohen Lee (CA) Scott, David
Connolly (VA) Levin Serrano
Conyers Lewis (GA) Sewell
Cooper Lipinski Sherman
Costa LoBiondo Shuler
Costello Loebsack Sires
Courtney Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
Critz Lowey Smith (NJ)
Crowley Lujan Smith (WA)
Cummings Lynch Speier
Davis (CA) Maloney Stark
Davis (IL) Markey Sutton
DeFazio Matsui Thompson (CA)
DeGette McCarthy (NY) ~ Thompson (MS)
DeLauro McCollum Tierney
Dent McDermott Tonko
Deutch McGovern Towns
Dicks McIntyre Tsongas
Dingell McNerney Van Hollen
Doggett Meehan Velazquez
Dold Meeks Visclosky
Doyle Michaud Walz (MN)
Edwards Miller (NC) Wasserman
Ellison Miller, George Schultz
Engel Moore Watt
Eshoo Moran Waxman
Farr Murphy (CT) Weiner
Fattah Nadler Welch
Filner Napolitano Wilson (FL)
Fitzpatrick Neal Woolsey
Fortenberry Olver Wu
Frank (MA) Owens Yarmuth
Fudge Pallone Young (FL)

NOES—238
Adams Alexander Austria
Aderholt Altmire Bachmann
Akin Amash Bachus
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Barletta Graves (MO) Palazzo
Barrow Green, Al Paul
Bartlett Green, Gene Paulsen
Barton (TX) Griffin (AR) Pearce
Bass (NH) Griffith (VA) Pence
Benishek Grimm Peterson
Berg Guinta Petri
Biggert Guthrie Pitts
Bilbray Hall Poe (TX)
Bishop (UT) Hanna Pompeo
Black Harper Posey
Blackburn Harris Price (GA)
Bonner Hartzler Quayle
Bono Mack Hayworth Reed
Boren Heck Rehberg
Boustany Hensarling Reichert
Brady (TX) Herger Renacci
Brooks Herrera Beutler Reyes
Broun (GA) Huelskamp Ribble
Bucshon Huizenga (MI) X
Buerkle Hultgren R}gell
Burgess Hunter Rivera
Burton (IN) Hurt Roby
Calvert Issa Roe (TN)
Camp Jackson Lee Rogers (AL)
Campbell (TX) Rogers (KY)
Canseco Jenkins Rogers (MI)
Cantor Johnson (IL) Rohrabacher
Capito Johnson (OH) Rokita
Cardoza Jordan Rooney
Carter Kelly Roskam
Cassidy King (IA) Ross (AR)
Chabot King (NY) Ross (FL)
Chaffetz Kingston Royce
Chandler Kinzinger (IL) Runyan
Coble Kline Ryan (WI)
Coffman (CO) Labrador Scalise
Cole Lamborn Schilling
Conaway Lance Schmidt
Cravaack Landry Schock
Crawford Lankford Schweikert
Crenshaw Latham Scott (SC)
Cuellar LaTourette Scott, Austin
Culberson Latta Sensenbrenner
Davis (KY) Lewis (CA) Sessions
Denham Long Shimkus
DesJarlais Lucas Shuster
Diaz-Balart Luetkgmeyer Simpson
Don'nelly (IN) Lummis ) Smith (NE)
gr?;er Ltglgren, Daniel  gity (TX)
uffy .
Duncan (SC) Mack 282;;155 land
Duncan (TN) Manzullo Stivers
Ellmers Marchant Stutzman
Emerson Marino Sullivan
Farenthold Matheson Terry
Fincher McCarthy (CA)
Flake McCanl Thompson (PA)
Fleischmann McClintock Thorr{berry
Fleming McCotter T%berl
Flores McHenry Tipton
Forbes McKeon Turner
Foxx McKinley Upton
Franks (AZ) McMorris Walberg
Frelinghuysen Rodgers Walden
Gallegly Mica Walsh (IL)
Gardner Miller (FL) Webster
Garrett Miller (MI) West
Gibbs Miller, Gary Westmoreland
Gibson Mulvaney Whitfield
Gingrey (GA) Murphy (PA) Wilson (SC)
Gohmert Myrick Wittman
Gonzalez Neugebauer Wolf
Goodlatte Noem Womack
Gosar Nugent Woodall
Gowdy Nunes Yoder
Granger Nunnelee Young (AK)
Graves (GA) Olson Young (IN)

Giffords
Hastings (WA)

NOT VOTING—4

Johnson, Sam
Waters

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There are 2 minutes remaining in this

vote.

Ms.

O 1822

ROS-LEHTINEN changed her

vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
KEATING) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 186, noes 240,
not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 314]
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Bonner Guinta Pearce
Bono Mack Guthrie Pence
Boren Hall Peterson
Boustany Hanna Petri
Brady (TX) Harper Pitts
Brooks Hartzler Poe (TX)
Broun (GA) Hayworth Polis
Buchanan Heck Pompeo
Bucshon Hensarling Posey
Buerkle Herger Price (GA)
Burgess Herrera Beutler Quayle
Burton (IN) Himes Reed
Calvert Huelskamp Rehberg
Camp Huizenga (MI) Reichert
Campbell Hultgren Renacci
Canseco Hunter Reyes
Cantor Hurt Ribble
Capito Issa Richmond
Cardoza Jenkins Rigell
Carter Johnson (IL) Rivera
Cassidy Johnson (OH) Roby
Chabot Jordan Roe (TN)
Chaffetz Kglly Rogers (AL)
Coble K}ng (IA) Rogers (KY)
Coffman (CO) K}ng (NY) Rogers (MT)
Cole K%ng‘ston Rohrabacher
Conaway Klpzmger (IL) Rokita
Costa Kline Rooney
Cravaack Labrador Roskam
Crawford Lamborn Ross (FL)
Crenshaw Lance Royce
Cuellar Landry R ¥

unyan
Culberson Lankford Ru bere

. ppersberger
Davis (KY) Latham Ryan (WI)
Denham LaTourette Scalise
DesJarlais Latta Schilling
Diaz-Balart Lewis (CA) Sohmidt
Donnelly (IN) Long Schock
Dreier Lucas Sohweikert
Duffy Luetkemeyer Scott (S0)
Duncan (SC) Lummis .
Duncan (TN) Lungren, Daniel Scott, Austin
Ellmers B Senslenbrenner
Emerson Mack Sessions
Farenthold Manzullo Shimkus
Fincher Marchant Shuler
Fitzpatrick Marino Shuster
Flake Matheson Simpson
Fleischmann McCarthy (CA) Smith (TX)
Fleming McCaul Stearns
Flores McClintock Stutzman
Forbes McCotter Sullivan
Fortenberry McHenry Terry
Foxx McKeon Thompson (PA)
Franks (AZ) McKinley Thomberry
Frelinghuysen ~ McMorris Tiberi
Gallegly Rodgers Tipton
Gardner Meehan Turner
Garrett Mica Upton
Gibbs Miller (FL) Walberg
Gibson Miller (MI) Walden
Gingrey (GA) Miller, Gary Walsh (IL)
Gohmert Mulvaney Webster
Gonzalez Murphy (PA) West
Goodlatte Myrick Westmoreland
Gosar Neugebauer Whitfield
Gowdy Noem Wilson (SC)
Granger Nugent Wittman
Graves (GA) Nunes Wolf
Graves (MO) Nunnelee Womack
Green, Gene Olson Woodall
Griffin (AR) Palazzo Yoder
Griffith (VA) Paul Young (AK)
Grimm Paulsen Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—b5

Giffords Johnson, Sam Southerland

Hastings (WA)

Smith (NE)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There are 2 minutes remaining in this

vote.

O 1830

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

vote from ‘“‘no”’ to ‘“‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. KEATING

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded

AYES—186
Ackerman Green, Al Pallone
Andrews Grijalva Pascrell
Baca Gutierrez Pastor (AZ)
Baldwin Hanabusa Payne
Barrow Harris Pelosi
Bass (CA) Hastings (FL) Perlmutter
Becerra Heinrich Peters
Berkley Higgins Pingree (ME)
Berman Hinchey Platts
Bishop (GA) Hinojosa Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) Hirono Quigley
Blumenauer Holden Rahall
Boswell Holt Rangel
Brady (PA) Honda Richardson
Braley (IA) Hoyer Ros-Lehtinen
Brown (FL) Inslee Ross (AR)
Butterfield Israel Rothman (NJ)
Capps Jackson (IL) Roybal-Allard
Capuano Jackson Lee Rush
Carnahan (TX) Ryan (OH)
Carney Johnson (GA) Sanchez, Linda
Carson (IN) Johnson, E. B. T.
Castor (FL) Jones Sanchez, Loretta
Chandler Kaptur Sarbanes
Chu Keating Schakowsky
Cicilline Kildee Schiff
Clarke (MI) Kind Schrader
Clarke (NY) Kissell Schwartz
Clay Kucinich Scott (VA)
Cleaver Langevin Scott, David
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Serrano
Cohen Larson (CT) Sewell
Connolly (VA) Lee (CA) Sherman
Conyers Levin Sires
Cooper Lewis (GA) Slaughter
Costello Lipinski Smith (NJ)
Courtney LoBiondo Smith (WA)
Critz Loebsack Speier
Crowley Lofgren, Zoe Stark
Cummings Lowey Stivers
Davis (CA) Lujan Sutton
Davis (IL) Lynch Thompson (CA)
DeFazio Maloney Thompson (MS)
DeGette Markey Tierney
DeLauro Matsui Tonko
Dent McCarthy (NY) Towns
Deutch McCollum Tsongas
Dicks McDermott Van Hollen
Dingell McGovern Velazquez
Doggett McIntyre Visclosky
Dold McNerney Walz (MN)
Doyle Meeks Wasserman
Edwards Michaud Schultz
Ellison Miller (NC) Waters
Engel Miller, George Watt
Eshoo Moore Waxman
Farr Moran Weiner
Fattah Murphy (CT) Welch
Filner Nadler Wilson (FL)
Frank (MA) Napolitano Woolsey
Fudge Neal Wu
Garamendi Olver Yarmuth
Gerlach Owens Young (FL)

NOES—240
Adams Bachmann Berg
Aderholt Bachus Biggert
AKkin Barletta Bilbray
Alexander Bartlett Bilirakis
Altmire Barton (TX) Bishop (UT)
Amash Bass (NH) Black
Austria Benishek Blackburn

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
DESJARLAIS) having assumed the chair,
Mr. CAMPBELL, Acting Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
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State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 1231) to amend the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act to
require that each b-year offshore oil
and gas leasing program offer leasing
in the areas with the most prospective
oil and gas resources, to establish a do-
mestic oil and natural gas production
goal, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

———
AMERICAN ANGELS ABROAD

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, they
are America’s angels abroad. They are
ambassadors for America, and they are
good folks that represent everything
that is right about our country. They
are the Peace Corps volunteers. And
this is the 50th year of the Peace Corps.
These are the most wonderful people 1
think I've ever met.

But there’s a problem in the Peace
Corps because many times these volun-
teers go overseas, they help out other
countries, but they become victims of
crime and victims of sexual assault. In
fact, in 2009 there were 122 of them that
were victims of sexual assault by pred-
ators in foreign countries.

And the problem is there’s not much
compassion, not much concern, and not
much care with the Peace Corps about
the plight of these victims according to
the victims who testified today.

But those things are changing. Direc-
tor Williams is committed to making
the Peace Corps a safe place for our
volunteers overseas. We're going to
work with him and these victims to
promote legislation so that we will
have a protocol that is the law so that
they are treated better.

We are the greatest human rights Na-
tion in the world. We promote human
rights, but human rights need to also
apply to victims in the Peace Corps
who are sexually assaulted overseas.

And that’s just the way it is.

———
NATIONAL POLICE WEEK

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to our Nation’s
law enforcement officers, the brave
men and women who dedicate their
lives to protecting our communities.

This week is National Police Week,
and thousands of officers from across
the country will gather here in Wash-
ington to pay tribute to those who
have fallen in the line of duty. Sadly,
in the past year, 162 officers have died
in the line of duty, including two from
Minnesota, Sergeant Joseph Bergeron
of Maplewood and Mahnomen County
Sheriff’s Deputy Chris Dewey.

As we remember these officers, Mr.
Speaker, I want to call attention to
legislation that I have introduced that

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

would help protect those who protect
us. H.R. 1789, the State and Local Law
Enforcement Discipline, Account-
ability, and Due Process Act, would
guarantee law enforcement officers
have basic rights during disciplinary
actions.

I ask and urge my colleagues to sign
on to this legislation so we can also
help protect our law enforcement offi-
cers.

———

TIME FOR CONGRESS TO GET OUR
HOUSE IN ORDER

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, can
you imagine in your household, if, for
every $1 you spent, 40 cents was bor-
rowed?

That’s the situation we’re in with
every dollar that we spend in the U.S.
Congress today. And yet there are
those who do not want to reform or
change.

But if I brought in my family and
said, listen, guys, for every dollar we
spend, 40 cents is borrowed, we would
say, okay, what can we cut out? Can we
do with less travel? Can we do with
fewer clothes? Can we cut back on the
kitchen table a little bit? We would
come up with some ideas. They might
be tough choices, but it’s the right
thing to do.

It is time for Congress to get our
house in order and to think about the
next generation, not just the next elec-
tion.

As a member of the Appropriations
Committee, I can tell you, each and
every day, people come to see me to
ask for more money to be spent. We’ve
got to change our culture of spending
here and get the House under control.

———————

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL
MILITARY APPRECIATION MONTH

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise tonight to recognize our men and
women in uniform and join our commu-
nity in celebrating National Military
Appreciation Month. The month of
May encompasses a number of
celebratory days linked to our Armed
Forces, their families, and our Nation’s
proud history. From Military Spouse
Appreciation Day to Victory in Europe
Day, and from Loyalty Day to Armed
Forces Day and Memorial Day, the
month of May is a time for our Nation
to come together and give praise to our
most heroic citizens.

Our Nation traditionally recognizes
our troops’ sacrifice in a somber man-
ner on Memorial Day, but National
Military Appreciation Month allows us
to not only appreciate those who have
given their lives for our freedom, but
also to celebrate the resolve of our Na-
tion through its most difficult times.
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I welcome our Nation to join in rec-
ognizing the contribution of our serv-
icemen and -women, past and present,
for all that they have done to preserve
our freedom and our way of life.

DIFFERING VIEWS ON
IMMIGRATION

(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I noted with inter-
est that the President announced this
week he was going to give a major ad-
dress on immigration. As one who’s
been involved in this issue for three
decades, I was very interested to find
out the approach the President was
going to take.

So let me register my disappoint-
ment at the demonization of those who
might have a disagreement with the
President that was expressed by him in
his speech yesterday. Talking about
moats and talking about alligators and
talking about intransigence on the
other side of the aisle is not the way to
attract bipartisan support to deal with
one of the most difficult and important
questions of our Nation. I wouldn’t say
I'm outraged. I would say I'm dis-
appointed at the tone of those remarks
of the President yesterday.

If, in fact, we’re going to work to-
gether on issues as important as that,
it would seem to me to be important
for us to, in some way, at least accept
the fact that there may be legitimate
reasons for differences and try and
bridge those differences, rather than
expand them.

———
THE WESTERN CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary b, 2011, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, the West-
ern Caucus has several members here
tonight. We would like to talk about
what is going on right now in the coun-
try. The administration seems to be
waging a war on the western jobs, and
that is carried out through a whole
range of activities.

A couple of weeks ago, the adminis-
tration and the President said that the
administration is not doing enough to
address the high gas prices. The Presi-
dent said in a speech at Georgetown
that he would like to cut foreign oil by
one-third by drilling at home. Well, we
have been in the process of offering
him the solution to what he said he
would like to do.

Now, keep in mind that while the
President is saying one thing, he’s
doing another.

O 1840

While he says that we would like to
drill for more oil here, understand that
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he has increased the moratorium on
the offshore drilling. They have made
it more difficult to drill in on-land
areas through the Rocky Mountains.
Know that they rejected Shell Oil Com-
pany’s $4 billion NEPA study because a
paragraph was omitted.

So while we are hearing bold lan-
guage from this administration about
increasing the amount of oil that we
are drilling here at home—and that
would create American jobs but it
would also create lower energy prices—
understand that it appears that the
President is not following through on
what he said.

So in the past couple of days, this
Congress, this House, has passed out
H.R. 1229, which says that we are going
to put the people back to work in the
Gulf of Mexico.

I think everyone understands that
BP is accountable and should be ac-
countable for the problems that they
caused, but we should not have killed
100,000 jobs offshore.

Our Nation is stuck at 9 percent un-
employment. We are stuck with a def-
icit that is having to be financed by
our own Federal Reserve. We are put-
ting the Nation’s economy at risk be-
cause of the way that we are treating
jobs and because of our deficit.

So we are saying: Put the American
workers back to work in the Gulf,
produce American oil, produce Amer-
ican jobs, and bring lower prices of gas-
oline to the consumer.

The same bill improves the safety by
reforming current law. It sets
timelines for the Secretary to act on
permits to drill. Right now, one of the
things that the Secretary is doing is
holding off approvals for those applica-
tions for permits to drill, the APDs.
Know that the administration has
within its power to improve the situa-
tion with jobs immediately, but in-
stead they are doing the things that
harm our work.

H.R. 1229 also establishes expedited
judicial review processes.

We also have passed in this House
H.R. 1230, which says we are going to
restart the American Offshore Leasing
Now Act. It passed last week. It re-
quires that the four lease sales in the
gulf and Virginia take place. Those
lease sales were previously scheduled,
but instead of going ahead with them,
the administration has put them on
hold. Let’s simply produce the energy
which has been verified to be there,
which would create American jobs and
which would aid American consumers
by lower prices of gasoline.

H.R. 1231 has also been passed, which
reverses President Obama’s offshore
moratorium. The President made a big
deal just after he was sworn in 2 years
ago about reversing the moratorium.
But after one analyzed the moratorium
that he reversed, we actually saw that
he increased the moratorium, that
more areas were put off limits to drill-
ing rather than the message that he
gave the American people.

So H.R. 1231 says to the President:
We would like for you to join us in cre-
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ating American jobs, jobs that the
West would be proud of, jobs that
would produce energy, jobs that would
produce high-paying careers and not
just jobs. We believe that these are the
things that the American people are
looking for. This is the leadership that
they are asking for out of Washington.

H.R. 1231 requires each b-year off-
shore leasing plan to include Ilease
sales in areas containing the greatest
known o0il and natural gas reserves.
Our offshore areas are tremendous re-
serves of energy. All we have to do is
tap into them and use them. It requires
that the Secretary establish a produc-
tion goal when writing a 5-year plan.

I am joined tonight by several mem-
bers of the Western Caucus. Each one
has got their own particular interest
area where the administration appears
to be conducting a war on western jobs.
So tonight, to lead off, I would like to
yield time to my good friend CYNTHIA
LuMMIs from Wyoming such time as
she would consume.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from New Mexico
for yielding. I appreciate his leadership
of the Western Caucus and look for-
ward to this robust discussion tonight.

The West is rich in natural resources.
And natural resources, their good stew-
ardship and using them for the benefit
of our country is what the West does
best.

This administration is turning its
back on the stewardship that is avail-
able in the West as we produce our nat-
ural resources and, instead, is taking
away the jobs, the environmental
progress, and replacing it with further
dependence on foreign energy from
places like Saudi Arabia and Ven-
ezuela.

We can produce our own energy in
this country. Between the resources of
Canada and the United States, we can
produce enough energy for us to meet
our foreseeable needs. But that re-
quires us to use the technologies and
the jobs associated with those tech-
nologies that will create tens of thou-
sands of jobs, in fact, hundreds of thou-
sands of jobs. Instead, we are actually
going in exactly the opposite direction.
Let me give you an example.

Fracking technology is advancing
dramatically the ability of America to
recover its rich natural gas resources,
and it allows us to do so by casing a
well with perforations. There is an ex-
plosion that cracks the tight sands or
the rock. Then fluids are forced into
these gaps in the rock, keeping the
seams open, allowing this gas or oil to
percolate back up the well casing and
be produced, allowing Americans to use
American-grown energy. But the at-
tack on fracking technology is based
not on science but on the idea that
fracking could damage drinking water.

None of us want to see our precious
drinking water polluted by contami-
nants that some people believe are
being used in fracking fluids.

The States know their own geology
better than anyone in Washington
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could and the very diverse geology that
is different from State to State. You
are going to be hearing later this
evening from G.T. THOMPSON, a Mem-
ber of Congress from Pennsylvania,
where the Marcellus shale formation is
being produced. I am going to talk
about the use of fracking technology in
my State, where the geology is very
different from the Marcellus shale, but
where it can be used in a responsible
manner to produce American oil and
gas with American jobs.

The Wyoming Oil and Gas Conserva-
tion Commission, recognizing the con-
cern that our drinking water could be
imperiled, set about and created a set
of rules and regulations to disclose the
contents of fracking fluids and the
processes that are being used by com-
panies that are fracking wells in the
State of Wyoming. Those rules are
being used to provide people with the
information that is needed to assure
them that fracking fluids are not con-
taminating our water.

Furthermore, there have been re-
peated stories, using an example from
Wyoming, in Pavillion, Wyoming, of an
area that some argue was fracked to
the detriment of local water wells.
Well, we are learning more and more
about those water wells. And what we
are finding is, out of over 100 water
wells in the area, only about one-fifth
of them are permitted, and some of
them are not even cased. Well, this al-
lows for the natural percolation of gas
into water that has nothing to do with
fracking.

If we look at the science and apply it
correctly, using good stewardship prin-
ciples, we can produce oil and gas and
have good drinking water.
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I even have a photograph from some-
one in my home State, Mr. Speaker,
that has a flame coming out of a pond.
The flame is a consequence of a natural
methane seep coming out of the water
that has been on fire as long as this
gentleman can remember. These are
natural phenomena.

We need to make sure that we are as-
suring people in this country that
drinking water will be safe at the same
time we recover these resources. Those
very assurances require scientists, they
require environmental companies, they
require fracking experts; more jobs,
more oil and gas, more diverse energy
for the American economy.

Of course, clean burning natural gas
provides us also an extension of the air
quality that we value so well. These
are American jobs that can be saved,
nurtured and grown, and used success-
fully all over the United States, on and
off shore.

Mr. Speaker, you just acknowledged
a project in the Beaufort Sea, which is
off of the coast of Barrow, Alaska, 87
miles. Shell has put $4 billion, as you
pointed out, into preparing to produce
that resource, and still does not have a
permit to produce it. At some point,
those investments begin to devalue
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their sunken costs in a way that may
make companies like Shell look else-
where. That takes jobs away from
America and into countries where we
are competing for jobs, and in places
that sometimes are not our best friends
when it comes to foreign policy and
human rights.

So, Mr. Speaker, let’s produce oil and
gas with American jobs, with good pay,
with good benefits, and with the resid-
ual goal of having an all-of-the-above
energy policy that benefits the West
and the country as a whole.

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentlelady
for her comments.

We are joined tonight by my good
friend Mr. THOMPSON from Pennsyl-
vania. Before I yield time to him, I
would like to walk through just a brief
list of some of the other ways that the
government conducts war on Western
jobs.

Consider the listing of endangered
species. No one of us wants to see a
species be extinct or go extinct, but
what we have seen is an extreme inter-
pretation of the rules which kill jobs at
the same time. I think there are ways
that we could keep jobs and preserve
species, yet we are not doing that right
now.

The Coho salmon was listed as endan-
gered. As a result, the farmers in the
Klamath Basin in Oregon have been
forced into bankruptcy due to prohibi-
tions on water use by the listing of the
salmon.

The Methow salmon, water rights
holders in the Methow Valley of Wash-
ington lost the use of their water, and
property owners and timber owners
face restrictions on their properties be-
cause of the imposition of egregious
stream buffers to protect the listed
salmon.

The listing of the salmon in general,
the court case over whether hydro-
electric dam operators have done
enough to prevent the death of salmon
in Washington and Oregon, billions of
dollars have been spent to accommo-
date, according to Bloomberg Business
Week, but the environmental groups
continue to sue.

The northern spotted owl, the listing
has killed the entire timber industry in
much of the West, especially in north-
ern California and Oregon. The Mexi-
can spotted owl, that listing also killed
the timber industry in New Mexico and
Arizona. Hundreds of thousands of jobs
have been lost.

The Delta smelt, the listing of that
species, a small 2-inch fish that lives in
the San Joaquin Valley, killed 27,000
jobs there. The San Joaquin Valley was
the source of 80 percent of our Nation’s
vegetables. Now those vegetable farms
are gone. Bankruptcy. We are now im-
porting food from countries that can
spray pesticides that are outlawed in
this country, so our food supply is less
safe. Fewer jobs, bigger government
deficit, greater cost of vegetables and
unsafe food supply.

The gray wolf was listed by the Fish
and Wildlife Service as endangered and
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has killed agriculture and mining jobs
throughout the West. Still the list goes
on and on. So it is not that these are
just hypothetical ideas that the war on
Western jobs is occurring by a govern-
ment. These are ongoing processes.

One group, the Center for Biological
Diversity, has declared they are going
to list over 1,000 species this year, that
they are going to petition for the list-
ing of over 1,000 species this year. Un-
derstand that their lawyers get reim-
bursed at the rate of $350 to $500 per
hour. For every lawsuit that they bring
against the government, every lawsuit
that Kkills jobs provides employment
for lawyers in those groups, so know
that the taxpayer is footing the bill
but yet losing jobs in the meantime.

I would like to recognize Mr. THOMP-
SON now, and thank him very much for
being here tonight.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. I
thank my good friend from Hobbs, New
Mexico, for yielding. Representing part
of Pennsylvania, it is an honor to be
part of the Western Caucus. I represent
western Pennsylvania and central
Pennsylvania and a little bit of eastern
Pennsylvania. My district is so large,
so rural.

It has many of the same issues, Mr.
Speaker, that fit very well within the
Western Caucus. We have public lands.
All of these issues you are hearing
about tonight in terms of what govern-
ment does as a huge barrier and to kill
the jobs, they are the same things that
we certainly experience in western
Pennsylvania.

Now, I am proud. I chair the largest
subcommittee of Agriculture, Con-
servation, Energy, and Forestry, so I
want to go down another road in which
how government Kkills jobs, western
jobs, whether it is the West or western
Pennsylvania or, frankly, throughout
the United States.

We recently had a hearing reviewing
the proposed United States Forest
Service plan. Our National Forests, it
is very clear they are not National
Parks. Our National Forests were cre-
ated to provide sustainable resources,
predominantly timber, but timber is
not the only thing. Our forests were
created to provide us energy, access to
oil, to natural gas, to coal, to minerals.
So that is why they were put in exist-
ence.

As we look around the Nation, cer-
tainly in my congressional district, my
National Forest is relatively small
compared to I think some in the West,
513,000 acres, but it is profitable and
home to the world’s best hardwood
cherry. It has a management plan that
says in a sustainable way, to keep the
forest healthy they are supposed to
harvest over 90 million board feet a
year. But yet for over a decade they
have been doing 20 million. One of the
members of my subcommittee, Mr.
SOUTHERLAND, talked about his Na-
tional Forest, they harvest zero board
feet out of his National Forest.

Now, there are a lot of problems with
that. First of all, if you don’t harvest
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timber, if you don’t manage that forest
in a healthy way, you subject yourself
to wildfires, to invasive species. It cre-
ates an unhealthy forest. But it also
kills jobs, and that is what we have
seen. We have seen that all across the
Nation, in the West, frankly, all parts
of the country with our National For-
ests where the Forest Service has
failed to do its job in terms of man-
aging the forests I think in a produc-
tive way. That point came out very
clearly in the first of what will be I
think a number of hearings that we are
going to do on this issue.

Frankly, timber production is down.
I am proud to say that it is up to 40
million board feet in the Allegheny Na-
tional Forest, but that is only with the
persistence of kind of being with the
Forest Service almost on a constant
basis. But it is still a long ways from
90.

The production of timber is down.
That means timber jobs, first of all.
Our sawmills, our timber industry,
those jobs, in many parts of the coun-
try those jobs have gone away. They
are extinct today. And the forest prod-
ucts jobs that come as a result of hav-
ing that timber supply are going away.
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And the economies. Our rural com-
munities were taken in order to create
these national forests by the Federal
Government. And the economies of our
rural communities that make up those
forests depended on the promise that
was made when the forests were formed
that the timber industry, minerals, oil,
gas, coal, all those sustainable re-
sources would be provided, would be
produced, and that would maintain the
economies of those rural communities.
Well, that’s been a lie by the Federal
Government. They haven’t done that.
They haven’t met their responsibil-
ities. And that has killed jobs and
killed our economies in rural commu-
nities.

In terms of energy, in my district I
was sworn in for the first time in Con-
gress in January 2009. Within a week of
when I was sworn in, the Forest Serv-
ice chose to place a moratorium on any
new drilling permits in my national
forest.

Now, you have to understand, 93 of
the subsurface rights are privately
owned. So these are owned by private
individuals. And they came in and im-
posed this moratorium because of some
lawsuit, as my good friend talked
about, and the taxpayers paid their
lawyers and paid the organizations to
file, basically, and we went over a year
with people losing their jobs, families
suffering for just that reason.

Thankfully, a Federal judge over-
turned that decision. Of course, the
Forest Service appealed and the Fed-
eral judge threw it out again. And now
the Forest Service has appealed again.
They’ve taken it down to a different
court, down to the Philadelphia court,
and we’ll see what turns out there. But
that’s just another example of just bad
government.
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My good friend Mrs. LUMMIS from
Wyoming talked about the Marcellus
natural gas. Let me just say that’s all
private sector. The government is not
involved in it. Natural gas is mostly
private lands. And it works. It has cre-
ated over 88,000 jobs in Pennsylvania. I
have counties that, for the first time in
history, their unemployment rates are
below both State and national aver-
ages.

Prosperity is a good thing, and every-
body benefits—not just the people that
are getting the royalties or the leases,
but, frankly, the churches, the Boy
Scouts, the Girl Scouts, the little
leagues, the fire departments, the hos-
pitals, because rural folks are generous
and they support good causes.

And so the communities are growing.
The annual average earnings are going
up. Frankly, government is benefiting
because local, State, and even the Fed-
eral Government is getting a little
more tax revenue by all that economic
activity. And unemployment is down
and energy security is there, and it’s
lower energy costs for everyone, and
it’s private sector.

If the government owned that land,
we’d never be experiencing those bene-
fits. Though, despite that fact, despite
these are private lands—and I'll end
my comments with these, because I
know we’ve got other Members that
want to speak tonight—this adminis-
tration is going after that natural gas
production. They are. There are some
in this body that are proposing Federal
Government overreach.

We’re accessing that energy as a good
steward. We’ve got regulations. The
Department of Environmental Protec-
tion in Pennsylvania is a tough agency,
but they do a fair job. They’re always
looking at their regulations. But we’ve
got this administration who wants the
Federal Government to employ the
EPA and to send them into Pennsyl-
vania and other parts of our country
where we’re producing domestic en-
ergy, which will essentially shut down
our energy production and will shut
down this prosperity, will shut down
these jobs that are being created, will
shut down the movement that we’re
making towards energy security.

I want to thank my good friend from
New Mexico for hosting this hour to-
night. I’'m proud to be a part of the
Western Caucus and proud to be with
you this evening.

Thank you.

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman
from Pennsylvania for his comments.
So far, the quote of the night is ‘‘pros-
perity is a good thing.” Yet our gov-
ernment seems to have a war on pros-
perity. Why is our government trying
to undermine the economy when we’re
struggling with high deficits and unem-
ployment? It defies imagination that
that’s going on.

I would like to recognize now my
good friend from Georgia (Mr. BROUN)
for such time as he may consume. I ap-
preciate your being here. Georgia and
Pennsylvania in the Western Caucus,
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that’s the way it should be. We’re west
of somewhere. Thank you for being
here tonight.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Thank you,
Mr. PEARCE. I appreciate your yielding
me some time. Let me go forward with
what Mr. THOMPSON was just saying
and what you were just commenting on
about prosperity.

Just today, I had a businessman in
my office relaying to me a conversa-
tion he had with one of the liberal
Democrat Senators, and he was talking
about the issues that concerned him
and his business. She was arguing over
and over again about how government
needs to do all the regulatory con-
straints on business and how businesses
need to be taxed higher, and it’s not
fair for businesses to be making money
at the levels that they are. In fact, just
today, we saw some of our Democratic
colleagues talk about the oil compa-
nies and the kind of money that they
have been making with increased
prices of gasoline. Finally, in frustra-
tion, this Democrat Senator said to
this businessman: All you’re concerned
about is profit. You just want to make
a profit.

Well, that’s what business does. It
makes a profit for its shareholders. If
it’s a corporation, it makes a profit for
small businesses.

The policies of this administration,
the policies that we’ve seen from our
Democratic colleagues when NANCY
PELOSI was running the House, now
with HARRY REID running the Senate,
and certainly the Obama administra-
tion, they’re trying to destroy profits.
They’re trying to destroy our economy,
in my opinion.

In fact, the President, himself, has
said that he doesn’t mind seeing gaso-
line prices go up as long as they go up
incrementally. He doesn’t want to see
the massive increases, but as long as
they keep going up. His own Energy
Secretary, Dr. Chu, fairly recently said
somehow we have to find a way to
make gasoline in the United States at
the same price that it is in Europe,
which is roughly $8 a gallon today. The
policies of this administration are
doing just exactly that.

Today, in the Science, Space and
Technology Committee, we were talk-
ing about fracking. The EPA scientist
that is studying fracking admitted
that there has not been one single inci-
dent—not one—where fracking has
been implicated in contaminating
drinking water. Not one.

But I believe this administration is
doing everything it can to try to de-
stroy energy production in this coun-
try and to try to destroy the free enter-
prise system. In fact, the President,
himself, said that if his policies go into
effect, to use his own words, energy
prices will ‘‘necessarily skyrocket.”

Well, who’s going to be hurt? Who’s
going to be hurt when fuel prices go up
and food prices go up, not only gasoline
and diesel fuel?

I was talking to a manager in a res-
taurant just last week in Athens, Geor-
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gia, and was asking him about his food
prices in his restaurant and what is
going on because of the high cost of
gasoline. He said his suppliers are add-
ing a fuel surcharge onto the cost of
the foods that he’s buying and selling
in his restaurant. And it’s the policies
of this administration that are doing
that.

Just yesterday, I had a constituent of
mine who’s an egg producer in Georgia
come in and talk about some of the
issues that he faces. I am from Georgia.
I'm a good southerner, and I love my
grits and cornbread. For folks who are
not southerners, grits are made from
corn. Cornbread, obviously, that’s self-
explanatory where that comes from. I
think even Yankees will know that
cornbread comes from corn, too. The
thing is that I, as a good southerner,
cannot see driving down the road,
burning up my grits and cornbread in
the fuel tank of my GMC Yukon that I
used as my office, actually, when I was
making house calls as a medical doc-
tor.

I hear our Democratic colleagues
talk about we need to remove the sub-
sidies for the oil companies. Well, the
American people need to know that
those subsidies are actually tax cred-
its. They’re not true subsidies as such.
In fact, HARRY REID was recently want-
ing a subsidy for gold mining in his
own State of Nevada. He also wanted
us to continue funding the cowboy po-
etry festival in his home State.

We’ve got to stop spending these out-
rageous funds that the Federal Govern-
ment has been spending, and we need
to start creating jobs in a strong econ-
omy. The best way to do that is to get
rid of the policies of this administra-
tion that are destroying jobs, destroy-
ing our economy, increasing the cost of
gas and diesel fuel for farmers and ev-
erybody in this country.

But back to my egg producer friend.
I've got a chart here that we made up
in our office, a dozen eggs in Georgia.
We have the subsidies—which are real-
ly not subsidies for the oil companies;
they’re just tax credits. But we have
subsidies for ethanol production, which
are true subsidies. Our administration
has tried to pick winners and losers.
One of the winners that they picked is
the ethanol production.
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That’s been a total failure, and what
that has done is increase the cost of
gasoline. It’s increased the cost of food
across this country too. In fact, the
major ingredient in feed for chickens is
corn. Corn, when I when I was farming
back a number of years ago, was $2.50 a
bushel. Now it’s approaching $8 a bush-
el. In 2005, before this ethanol subsidy,
the total feed cost per dozen eggs—so
when a consumer goes out and buys a
dozen eggs—the food cost in that dozen
eggs was 21 cents per dozen of eggs.
Now, 2011, it’s approximately 52 cents
per dozen.

So who pays for that? Does the egg
producer? No, it’s the consumer. When
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you go to the grocery store and buy a
dozen eggs, you're paying more money
for the failed policies of this adminis-
tration, particularly when it has to do
with energy.

If we start drilling for oil, tapping
into our natural gas supplies, start pro-
ducing coal, particularly doing the
clean coal technology that we have,
having an all-of-the-above energy pol-
icy, what’s going to be the long-term
outcome for the American consumer?
For every single American, it’s going
to lower the cost of eggs and milk and
bread because it’s going to lower the
cost of the production of all the food-
stuffs. Every single good and service in
this country is affected by these high
costs of gasoline and fuel oil, diesel
fuel, et cetera. The people who are
going to be hurt the most are the poor
people, those on limited incomes, our
senior citizens.

I hear over and over again our Demo-
crat colleagues say that Republicans
are in the back pockets of Big Oil.
Wrong. I would like to see us end all
subsidies, all of them, but particularly
the ethanol subsidy, which has not
made any sense whatsoever. And let’s
start developing our own energy re-
sources, which will create jobs here in
America.

Just yesterday and today, we’ve been
debating three bills that came out of
our Natural Resources Committee.
Those three bills will enable us to start
tapping into the God-given energy re-
sources that we have in this country,
help us to be less dependent upon for-
eign sources for energy. If the Presi-
dent will ever sign those three bills
into law, the short-term effect, I think
it’s been estimated, is that 200,000 new
jobs are going to be created. So 200,000
new jobs will be created just with those
three bills, just to be able to open up
developing our own energy resources
here in America that the President is
blocking. Long term those three bills,
it’s estimated, will create 1.2 million
new jobs here in the United States,
American jobs, and help create a
stronger economy.

The failed energy policies of this ad-
ministration are hurting job creation.
They are hurting our economy. They’re
raising the cost of gasoline. They’re
raising the cost of diesel fuel. They’re
raising the cost of fuel oil. They’re
going to hurt egg producers and thus
egg consumers, consumers of all goods
and services. Your food costs are going
to go up. The cost of every good and
service in this country is going to go
up all because of the failed policies of
this administration because we cannot
develop our own energy resources, our
God-given resources, that we have in
this country. I submit if a nation is not
energy independent, it’s not a secure
nation. And that’s where we are today.
We’ve got to become energy inde-
pendent. And how is that going to hap-
pen?

Former U.S. Senator Everett Dirksen
one time said when he feels the heat,
he sees the light. The most powerful
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political force in America is embodied
in the first three words of the U.S. Con-
stitution: We the people. When we the
people start contacting Members of
Congress, particularly the Democrat
Members of the House, and the Mem-
bers of the U.S. Senate, and demand
that we develop our own energy re-
sources here in America, that we have
an all-of-the-above energy policy that
looks at everything—nuclear energy,
alternative sources, clean coal, oil,
gas—everything, which we must do,
and that’s what Republicans are fight-
ing for, if enough people all over this
country will contact their Senators
and their Members of Congress and say,
let’s develop our own energy resources,
let’s develop American jobs, let’s de-
velop a strong economy here in Amer-
ica, then we can do so. But it’s up to we
the people to be able to demand that
from your elected Representatives.

Thank you, Mr. PEARCE, for yielding
to me. I appreciate the great job you’'re
doing as chairman of the Western Cau-
cus, and I'm honored to be a part of
that caucus.

Before I close, I encourage people to
go on my Web site, broun.house.gov,
and they can actually look at all the
things on this chart. They can look at
it in fine detail and understand how
high energy costs are creating high
prices for eggs in the grocery store.

Thank you, Mr. PEARCE.

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman
for his comments and his perceptions.

As he mentioned, it seems that Wash-
ington has a war on profits. I think
that maybe our friends on the other
side of the aisle don’t understand that
profits pay high salaries. If you work
in an industry with no profits, you
work at low salaries.

Profits pay to reinvest in new build-
ings, creating construction dollars in
neighborhoods. Profits are put into
youth training, baseball leagues, soccer
leagues. Profits are reinvested into new
equipment, causing manufacturing
firms to thrive. Profits are invested in
dividends, and they cause increased
values of stocks, helping retirees.

And, finally, profits are the only
thing that corporations pay tax on.
They do not pay taxes on losses. So
when we begin to talk about taking
away the profits of companies, under-
stand that we’re talking about under-
mining the American way of life. This
attack on profits is an attack on the
American way of life.

I am pleased to be joined tonight by
a good friend from Utah (Mr. BISHOP),
and I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank Chair-
man PEARCE from New Mexico for
using the Western Caucus to illustrate
some of these ideas and situations that
are here.

I'm also grateful that the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) was just here
and tried to show how whenever you
have a policy that prohibits or dis-
criminates or lessens the amount of en-
ergy that we have in this country, it
has a direct impact on individuals and
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people. As he was showing, it has a di-
rect impact on the cost of food. For
every dime that diesel fuel increases,
that’s $400 million the agricultural in-
dustry has to put onto the cost of food.
Not just in transporting the food but
for the fertilizer to grow it, for the box-
ing, the shipping, the manufacturing of
it—all of those things are added to it.
For every penny that the cost of gaso-
line increases at the pump, that is $1
billion that’s taken out of the house-
hold income of Americans.

And whom is that going to impact
the worst? Obviously the people at the
lower end of the economic scale, who
have the most difficult time making
their budget stretch to pay for higher
transportation costs through fuel, for
higher food costs because fuel goes up,
for higher heating costs because fuel
goes up. They’re the ones who are hurt.

Now, I also appreciate Mr. PEARCE
for illustrating that actually we have a
situation in which the West, without
trying to be specific to a region, but
the West has been treated with the
heaviest hand over the past few years
and has suffered the greatest con-
sequences of that heavy hand.

Last year, according to the Bureau of
Labor Statistics, they simply said that
the region that had the highest unem-
ployment for last year and the year be-
fore happened to be the West. Six of
the top 12 States that had the largest
decline in employment-to-population
ratio since the recession that began in
2007 are found in the West.
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Three of the top five States showing
the most stress last year in the sum-
mer were found in the West, and unfor-
tunately, Washington’s misguided poli-
cies over the last several years are sim-
ply making these situations worse.

Let me, if I could, talk about a cou-
ple of specific situations that I have
found in my State that have added to
this problem of what we call the ‘‘war
on the West,” because they have had
the dual whammy of not only increas-
ing the price of energy, which is the
price of living and the price of doing
business, but at the same time of de-
creasing jobs in our particular area.
Part of that is because the West simply
has, as a region, over half of its land
owned by the Federal Government.
This government—it was not planned
this way; it just kind of happened—
owns 1 out of every 3 acres in the
United States. Yet, west of Denver, it
owns 1 out of every 2 acres in the
United States, and we get to have the
fun of working with the heavy hand of
the Federal Government on all sorts of
efforts, especially when the Depart-
ment of the Interior has unlimited, ar-
bitrary and capricious powers given to
them.

For example, the Bureau of Land
Management in the State of Utah went
through what they call ‘‘regional man-
agement plans.’”’ I have 16 areas. Half of
them went through a regional manage-
ment plan. The people on the ground,
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who are working there, who live there
and who know that area, spent 7 years
in developing a regional management
plan, which means simply: How will
the land owned by the Federal Govern-
ment—and remember, it’s still half of
it—be used for development purposes?

For 7 years, they held the public
hearings, and they went through all
the processes. They came up with their
plan. The Secretary of the Interior
came into office, and in the first few
days, he simply said, Those plans don’t
fit the needs of this country because
they authorize 77 oil and gas leases,
places where the professionals on the
ground determined that the best use of
government land was used to develop
oil and gas in the State of Utah. The
Secretary simply said no. He believed
the last administration had made a
rush to judgment, and therefore it was
his best decision to suspend not only
those oil leases but also the land man-
agement plans at the same time. He did
it simply by the stroke of his signa-
ture. There was no work with it. There
was no counterbalance. There was no
checks and balance system. He simply
said, I think it was wrong. It was a
rush to judgment. I'm going to stop it.

Now, like everything else, this situa-
tion went to court, and the judge ruled
that, actually, the Secretary was
wrong. There was not a rush to judg-
ment by anyone other than the Sec-
retary when he suspended those leases.
However, because there was a timing
element—one of those technicalities—
and because those who were suing wait-
ed too long to file the lawsuit, the deci-
sion of the Secretary would stand.
Now, what the Secretary said is, I'll be
magnanimous, and of the 77, I'll let 17
go forward. The other 60, they stay off
the table. I don’t care what the re-
gional management plan did.

The end result of that was simply
that you don’t have a whole lot of
leases that will be put out for develop-
ment. Unfortunately, it has a ripple ef-
fect through the community because
not all leases are found on Federal
land. There is also State land and very
few pieces of private land; but often-
times they abut one another, and if
you block the leasing opportunity on
this piece of land, it sterilizes the leas-
ing development opportunity on its
neighbor land at the same time. Plus,
if all of a sudden the Department of the
Interior is sending a message that
they’re going to be tough on this kind
of development, industry gets the mes-
sage, and they’re not going to fight
that kind of issue, and they will leave
at the same time.

The net result of this one action by
the Department of the Interior was
that unemployment in one rural coun-
ty in Utah was a loss of 3,000 jobs in a
county that only has 30,000 residents.
The unemployment tripled over a
course of months and only and solely
because of this one decision: that not
only did we not have the ability of
drilling on those Federal lands, but you
also lost the opportunity for the pri-
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vate sector to go onto State lands and
onto certain private lands. Then there
was the ripple effect as they realized
what simply happened, which is that
the private sector said, I'm not going
to put up with this. They took the in-
vestment capital that they were will-
ing to put into the region of rural Utah
and took it somewhere else where they
didn’t have to deal with the Depart-
ment of the Interior.

We have the same situation in the
West in another particular area, spe-
cifically with oil shale. The U.S. Geo-
logical Survey, which oddly enough is
part of the Department of the Interior,
has estimated that, in a 16,000-square
mile area of Colorado, Utah and Wyo-
ming, there are, roughly, 2 trillion bar-
rels of oil that can be extracted from
oil shale. That is more energy than we
get from Canada. This is not a new and
unusual process. Estonia, in the Baltic
states, has been using this same proc-
ess of extraction from oil shale for 80
years, and they have done it success-
fully and in an environmentally friend-
ly manner.

We could copy that same proposal—
but no. Once again, this administration
has decided to slow-walk any develop-
ment, slow-walk any allowance of
projects to go forward to demonstrate
what we can and cannot do. The net re-
sult of losing this opportunity for oil
shale is at least $1.9 trillion added to
the economy of this country, and there
is projected to be up to 100,000 new jobs
that would be lost simply by this one
decision as well.

Now, this is a small area, but if you
compound that fact of what is hap-
pening not just in my State of Utah
but what is happening in Colorado and
Wyoming and New Mexico and Nevada
and the rest of the West and if you see
the compounded problem we have, you
truly can understand why in the reces-
sion the West was the hardest hit—be-
cause we were dealing with the Federal
Government in a way that was cer-
tainly unfair.

I'd like to say one last thing before I
yield back to the gentleman from New
Mexico.

In the last days, as the gentleman
said, we have been talking about the
ability of trying to jump-start our en-
ergy portfolio, our energy self-depend-
ence, our energy ability in three bills
specifically dealing with offshore de-
velopment. We have that same poten-
tial for energy development onshore as
well that we need to talk about at the
same time; but sometimes we also need
to talk here simply about under-
standing how words have meaning. We
have been throwing around words in
the debate over the last couple of
weeks in a way that, I think, has been
somewhat unfair and somewhat dila-
tory, and it has clouded the actual
issue of what is going on.

For example, there are those who are
saying we don’t need to actually de-
velop any new oil or gas resources.
There are plenty of leases out there
that aren’t being produced. I want you
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to know, when you deal with words,
that ‘‘lease’ is not the same thing as a
permit to drill, and a ‘‘permit to drill”
doesn’t mean you’re going to find any-
thing for production. Just because
there is a lease does not mean there is
production. I had a company that was
in my office today which has a lease in
one of the Western States. They re-
ceived the lease 6 years ago. Only this
year did they finally check off all the
boxes, run through all the bureaucratic
hoops and do the environmental impact
statements to get the permit 6 years
later to finally start preparing to drill
to see if it is actually productive.
Those 6 years cost a lot of money to
that company, money which could have
gone to providing work, providing jobs,
as well as resources to help grow the
economy of this country. That’s a real
cost, and that is real and legitimate.

We’ve heard comments before about
how this country doesn’t have enough
oil because we don’t have enough re-
serves to make it worthwhile. Accord-
ing to the CRS, Congressional Research
Study, we have $1.2 trillion worth of
gas that is available for production
here in the United States. That puts us
in the top five countries in the world
for oil. We are not an oil-poor country.
However, when we talk about reserves,
reserves are not the same thing as the
amount of money that’s available. Our
reserves are a definition that is estab-
lished by the SEC, and by the defini-
tion we use, we will always have fewer
reserves than other countries, by defi-
nition.

In addition to that, a reserve can’t
count as a reserve until you can actu-
ally get to it. When we put parts of this
country off, when we have a morato-
rium, by definition, that takes us out
of the reserve. So, when someone says
we don’t have as many reserves as
other countries, it’s probably true.
That doesn’t mean we don’t have
enough oil that can be used and pro-
duced. It simply means it doesn’t fit
the definition. ‘‘Reserve’ is not the
same thing as ‘“‘amount of producible
oil.”

Just like as the gentleman from
Georgia said, a subsidy—and we talked
about all the subsidies the industries
are getting—is when the government
actually pays cash to somebody. The
0il companies are not getting cash
from the government.

[ 1930

A subsidy should not be confused
with a tax credit or a tax deduction. If
it were, when I fill out my long form
and I write down my charitable con-
tributions and get to write them off,
that means the Federal Government is
subsidizing me or subsidizing the char-
ity to which I'm giving. That doesn’t
make any sense.

What we need to do is talk about the
words as the words really are meant to
be and make sure that the words are
used the proper way and not for some
rhetorical effort to inflame the situa-
tion and reach some other result.
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The last word we need to talk about
is simply ‘‘jobs.” Right now, there are
twice as many government jobs as in
all of manufacturing combined. In 1960,
those ratios were reversed. We have
gone to a lot of effort over the last 2
years to pass jobs bills, all of which
produced government jobs. What we
need to do is look at jobs in the private
sector, and the private sector which
creates a reliable, long-term job, a job
that also equates wealth that goes
back into the system and helps to grow
our economy and grow our country.

Those are the jobs we should be after,
and those are the jobs we need to do.
Unfortunately, we will never develop
those jobs until we have a govern-
mental energy policy that is reliable,
that is not dependent on the whims of
some foreign country, and that helps
us develop the resources that we have
in this country. We can do it and we
need to do it, and I appreciate Mr.
PEARCE from New Mexico for bringing
up this issue because that’s exactly
what we need to do as a policy.

With that, I thank the gentleman.

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman
for his comments. He pointed out that
this Nation is rich in shale oil. We do,
in fact, have 2 trillion barrels in re-
serve in shale. That all was outlawed
from use by the American consumers
back in 2007 in a bill passed by NANCY
PELOSI off the floor of the House.

To put that in perspective, what does
2 trillion barrels of shale oil mean? We
have only used 1 trillion barrels of oil
completely in our history in just shale
oil. That’s not natural gas. That’s not
normal petroleum. We have double in
shale oil what we’ve consumed up to
this point.

Another comment that was made
earlier is that we subsidize and that
consumers end up paying for things
that they don’t know they’re paying. I
just talked to a constituent last week.
He said that he was given a tax credit
for 40 percent of a solar facility that he
put on his own home. That was from
the Federal Government; from the
State government, another 10 percent.
So about 50 percent of the cost of the
program was completely reimbursed by
the government. But the big deal is
they’re paying him 22 cents per kilo-
watt hour of energy that he is able to
sell back into the system. Now, that 22
cents needs to be compared to the 7
cents that electricity normally costs.
So the consumer is tagged with three
times the cost of electricity that is
provided by solar power that is bought
from individual producers. The con-
sumer will pay more for the power. It
is not an easy process to understand,
but consumers will ultimately pay all
of the higher energy costs.

We hear much today in Washington
about the subsidies for Big Oil. Be
aware that there are no subsidies for
Big Oil. There are simply write-offs
that every company is allowed to take
legally; write-offs to encourage them
to invest in machinery; write-offs that
sound like depreciation, amortization;
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write-offs that are allowed by account-
ing techniques across the board in this
country. Understand that when we
begin to penalize these oil companies,
we’re going to cost America jobs.

So let’s talk just a bit about the dif-
ferent supposed subsidies that are, in
fact, legitimate write-offs that compa-
nies are given.

The suggestion was made that we re-
peal the expensing of the intangible
drilling costs. The intangible drilling
costs usually represent 60 to 80 percent
of the cost of a well. Historic U.S. pol-
icy allows a deduction for develop-
ment. That’s since 1913 in this govern-
ment’s Tax Code; and yet, today, we’re
talking about reversing it at a time
when we’re starving for jobs, 9 percent
unemployment, and we’re going to talk
about making it harder to employ peo-
ple in this country.

Other businesses are able to expense
their research and development
projects. Pharmaceutical companies,
IEC specifically targets U.S. oil and
gas companies. It will discourage inno-
vation in the energy sector at a time
when we need more innovation, not
less. Disallowing the expensing of in-
tangible drilling costs will put the
American consumer in a worse position
and endanger American jobs.

The second idea that’s talked about
in raising taxes for oil companies is to
do away with the write-off, the dual ca-
pacity rule. The dual capacity rule was
to ensure that income that is taxed by
another nation is not also taxed by the
U.S. It’s something that the U.S. has
been alone on in taxing double. We tax
not only the amount that is made here
but the amount that is made in other
countries, the profits made in other
countries. That’s a tax inversion that
has cost us many jobs.

Now then, we have the allowance of
dual capacity rule in place to stop
that, and yet our friends on the other
side of the aisle are saying that we
must stop this practice. All it’s going
to do is make the U.S. more inhos-
pitable for investment in energy re-
sources. At a time when we’re seeing $4
gasoline, at a time when our economy
is struggling, when we need jobs, we’re
talking about making American busi-
nesses less competitive and making
American jobs more scarce.

The final section is maybe the most
egregious of all, that is, the repeal of
section 199 manufacturing exemptions
for oil and gas companies. In 2004, the
Congress enacted section 199 for manu-
facturing companies to encourage
them to bring jobs back to this coun-
try. From 2004 to 2007, the oil and gas
industry was responsible for 2 million
new jobs that were created. The oil and
gas companies currently support 9.2
million jobs. Almost all manufacturers
receive a 9 percent credit. That’s,
again, in order to encourage them to
come back to this country.

The oil and gas companies have only
been receiving a 6 percent credit be-
cause they’ve already been picked on
by the people in this town. But now
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they’re suggesting that we would want
to completely do away with the manu-
facturing credit. Keep in mind, that’s
the refining of gasoline. That’s the def-
inition of manufacturing in oil and gas.

So at a time when we’re starving for
jobs, we’re going to make U.S. manu-
facturers, the U.S. refineries, less com-
petitive. We’re going to encourage Ven-
ezuela and Hugo Chavez to send more
jobs there, to take more jobs and to
send more gasoline here. It just doesn’t
make sense.

Tonight, I'd like to wrap up with this
one picture about the status that our
country is in. Our country right now
has a tremendous problem with its
economy. The problem is this: in Wash-
ington, we spend $3.5 trillion. Our reve-
nues to the government are $2.2 tril-
lion. That’s a $1.3 trillion deficit. The
accumulated deficits over the lifetime
of this country are almost $15 trillion.

I show those deficits running out the
end of the pipeline into our debt barrel
to show the accumulated debt to the
Nation. I also show a green sludge
pouring over the edge of the barrel be-
cause we’ve got $202 trillion of accumu-
lated costs of Social Security, Medi-
care, and Medicaid. These are the
things that are wrecking our economy.

This chart given by OMB and CBO,
the Congress, and the White House
both show that our economy is going to
fail in 2038 because of these practices.
At a time when we’re starving for jobs,
this administration has a war on west-
ern jobs. It has a war on our energy. It
has a war on the jobs in the timber in-
dustry. It has a war on our way of life.

This is not the time to be conducting
partisan politics in this town. It’s a
time for us to create jobs. With each
job created, the 2.2 is greater because
each person pays in increment more
taxes, but they also are no longer re-
ceiving welfare, unemployment, and
food stamps. So the 3.5 decreases.

The path forward is simple. We sim-
ply ask that the President get on
board.

————
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LOST JOBS AND THE TRADE
DEFICIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, jobs need
to be America’s number one priority.
When people go back to work, it seems
fairly obvious that we’ll not only bal-
ance family budgets, but we’ll be able
to balance America’s budget. They’re
tied together. But for some reason, too
many officials here in Washington,
both elected officials and those who
lobby, simply haven’t gotten that mes-
sage. At the end of last month, The
Washington Post ran an excellent
piece, asking, ‘“What is it about the
word ’jobs’ that our Nation’s leaders
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fail to understand?’”’ ‘‘How has the
most painful economic crisis in decades
somehow escaped their notice?” and
“Why do they ignore the issues that
Americans care most desperately
about?” Very good questions. I tried to
answer them myself, as I have fought
the resistance to try to help reemploy
those who seek work across our coun-
try.

I would have to say that, in some
ways, some here in this city are privi-
leged. They’ve really led very privi-
leged lives. They’ve been insulated, in-
sulated from living in a family that
gets a pink slip, insulated from being
in a family that knows what it’s like to
live on an unemployment check and
wonder if you will ever be able to get
regular checks again, insulated from
families that desperately worry when
their unemployment checks expire and
there is no job.

A 1ot of people here inherited their
wealth, and they truly are insulated,
but for the rare few. Others had their
educations paid for. They didn’t work
for them. It’s unbelievable. There are a
lot of people here just like that. Some
of them always had enough to eat.
They really never had to scrimp and
choose whether they’d have milk,
whether they’d have water, whether
they’d split a cabbage in order to get
their family through the weekend. So
there really is a lot of distinction be-
tween what people have had to endure
in their own lives. And frankly, there
are a lot of people in this capital city
that make a whole lot of money. I'm
going to talk about some of them in a
second.

But recent polls tell us what the ma-
jority of Americans are thinking
about. And according to two recent
polls, four out of 10 Americans believe
our country is heading in the wrong di-
rection. I agree with them. And as gas
prices rise and have climbed to record
levels, 71 percent of our citizens are ex-
periencing financial hardship. More
cars are along the roads in Ohio where
people just simply run out of gas. Or
you see them at the pump, and they
only put in $20, and they hope that
maybe a week from now, the price
won’t be as bad.

I want to dedicate my time this
evening to talking about jobs, about
America being held hostage to what
the gentleman ahead of me was talking
about, Big Oil, and policy changes we
need to make to get our economy run-
ning strongly here at home. And I want
to just point out a couple of measures
of our predicament so that people are
thinking about different aspects of
what we face so that we can really fix
it.

Now, this first chart up here shows
that for the last quarter century or
more, America has not had balanced
trade accounts. What does that have to
do with the budget deficit? When you
are in the red and you are importing
more than you are exporting, you are
having to actually borrow money to
pay the difference. Somebody else is
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making the money off of us. We have
not had balanced trade accounts since
the 1970s. Every single year, more and
more of America’s wealth has been
outsourced to someplace else. Every
American knows that. You see the jobs
that have disappeared from your own
community.

I use the Maytag Washer Company in
Newton, Iowa. I'm not from Iowa. I'm
from Ohio, but I still have my old
Maytags, great product. Those jobs
ended up in Mexico after they were ac-
tually outsourced because of a big
buyout that happened in that com-
pany. And that’s happened in company
after company after company. That’s
what’s happened to all of our manufac-
turing jobs. But this chart here shows
the U.S. trade deficit, every single
year. In 2010, last year, we had $500 bil-
lion more in imports into our country
than exports going out. This is a seri-
ous part of the problem.

Now, those trade deficits result from
agreements America has signed that
were supposed to result in exactly the
opposite, job creation in our country.
Probably the best known is NAFTA. In
1993, this Congress passed an agree-
ment called NAFTA, and the people
who voted for it said, Oh, it’s going to
create all these jobs in the United
States, and we won’t have to worry.
Relations with Mexico will be terrific.
Well, guess what? Ever since NAFTA
passed, there hasn’t been a single year
when we have had even a trade balance
with Mexico. No. Every year, our def-
icit with Mexico—more imports com-
ing in here from Mexico than exports
going out—has gotten worse.

And what about in Mexico? In Mex-
ico, over 35,000 citizens of that country
were shot last year related to the ille-
gal drug trade. We are receiving the re-
ciprocal of that across our border as
people flee just to try to have a better
way of life. Because you see, the farm-
ers in that country, the small holders,
were thrown off their land as a result
of NAFTA. Two million people des-
perate to earn a living. We said that
would happen. People didn’t care. They
simply didn’t care. And so we lost that
vote on the margin of about 12 votes.
But what we said would happen in ’93
has happened, and we’ve had over $1
trillion of trade deficit with Mexico.

The balance of trade with South
Korea. Knowing the terrible trade
record that this country has had with
every country we’ve signed one of these
free trade agreements with, what is the
administration proposing and the ma-
jority here proposing? They want to
bring up more, more NAFTA-like
agreements. They want to bring us
Korea. They want to bring us Colom-
bia. I don’t know what else they’re
going to throw in. But you know what?
We’ve already got a trade deficit with
Korea. We take hundreds of thousands
of their cars. They take a few, a few
thousand from us. And the agreement
that the last administration and this
administration has reached with Korea
won’t bring us trade balance with
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Korea. There is no requirement that
it’s a tit for tat, a reciprocal agree-
ment, or it’s one car there for one car
here. So we are going to lose more jobs
if that agreement moves through here.

This is a pattern that Americans
need to understand. And if you look at
that overall trade deficit that’s been
going on and getting worse and worse
every year, what is the top category of
that deficit? The top category is im-
ported oil. I agree with some of my col-
leagues who have pinpointed the prob-
lem, but we can’t continue to hold our-
selves hostage inside our own Nation
on the spear of petroleum. We have to
support additional exploration; and we
are doing that on our own continent
with the Alberta oil sands project, for
example, in Canada, the largest con-
struction project on our entire con-
tinent. But we also have to diversify.
We have to be smart. Prior generations
were smart. We need to be smarter.

Today, The Washington Post just
published an article on the latest trade
numbers. They tell us a lot about our
economy. There was some good news.
We sold more exports and services. And
why wouldn’t that happen? The value
of the dollar has dropped as we’ve hem-
orrhaged jobs here in this country. But
a funny thing happened—the trade def-
icit grew again. More imported oil.
High-priced oil keeps pushing us fur-
ther and further in the red. That $500
billion trade deficit from last year that
I referenced, according to the Manufac-
turing Policy Project, represents a loss
of 7 million American jobs. In other
words, this hole that’s been accumu-
lated over the years, 7 million manu-
facturing and other jobs lost across our
country. That means jobs outsourced
someplace else, and then they’re im-
ported here. We Kkeep shooting our-
selves in the foot over and over and
over again.

We can no longer afford to add hun-
dreds of billions of dollars annually to
our trade deficit. We need a different
trade model that results in trade bal-
ances at a minimum and hopefully
trade surpluses because you simply
can’t balance our Federal budget or
family budgets when our trade ac-
counts are so costly and so out of
whack and so many jobs have been
moved offshore.

[ 1950

We hear that the majority wants to
bring up more NAFTA-like trade agree-
ments, and one of the countries they’re
talking about is Colombia. They’re
talking about Korea; they’re talking
about Colombia. What Colombia is
really about is oil, more imported pe-
troleum, when you really get into the
weeds and you look at what that agree-
ment is about.

And the question for America really
is, If this is the history of imported
consumption of petroleum, is that real-
ly the future that we want for this gen-
eration and the next and the following?

The red lines here represent the
growing share of petroleum consump-
tion in our country that’s represented
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by imports. It’s increased steadily over
the last quarter century. That is not a
path for American liberty nor Amer-
ican economic success.

We need a trade policy that is results
oriented, that results in balance and
energy independence here at home. We
need to grow our exports, yes, and cre-
ate jobs here in our country by moving
our Nation toward energy independ-
ence here at home.

And we need for somebody in the ex-
ecutive branch to stand up and fight
for reciprocal trade agreements. I said
that to President Obama. What’s wrong
with a trade surplus? What’s wrong
with a trade balance? Why do we keep
going in the red? Why would anyone
accept that as a solution for America?

The unemployment rate rose this
past month, I contend, because of ris-
ing gas prices. It was not good news for
an economy that has been struggling
to recover. And if we look back again
at the last quarter century, and this
chart looks a little complicated, but
what it shows—the red line is oil
prices—is that every time oil prices
peak, what follows? Higher unemploy-
ment. It’s a very predictable pattern. It
happened in the 1970s twice. Here we
go, high oil prices with the Arab oil
embargo back in the ’70s. What hap-
pened? Rising unemployment.

If you go back to the late 1980s, early
1990s, same thing. Higher oil prices,
higher unemployment. And certainly,
now, with the greatest recession since
the Great Depression, an enormous rise
in 2008 when the stock market crashed.
What preceded it was an increase in oil
prices to over $4 a gallon. And what
happened? The crash. Yes, it’s a hous-
ing crisis. Yes, it’s an unemployment
crisis. But what triggered it? Gas
prices over $4 a gallon.

The American people, once they un-
derstand what’s happened, will fix it.
America really is a hostage in her own
land as a result of imported petroleum.

Just as America is starting to re-
grow her economy now, Big Oil wants
to steer our country back toward reces-
sion.

Now, look at this chart. In the first
quarter of 2011, just one of the compa-
nies, ExxonMobil took in $10.7 billion—
that’s a B—in profits in one quarter.
That’s a 69 percent increase over last
year.

Occidental, that’s the group that
wants to drill more in Colombia, and
they need a free trade agreement to do
that and bring it in here. Their profits
are up $1.6 billion, 46 percent increase.

Conoco Philips, $2.1 billion. Their
profits are up 43 percent in one quarter,
and most of these profits are being
pocketed tax-free.

While working Americans earning
less than $20,000 paid 15 percent of their
income in taxes, Chevron, which made
$6.2 billion in one quarter—their profits
went up 36 percent—they only paid 4.6
percent in taxes on their total of $32
billion in profits last year.

Now, I heard my colleague earlier
talking about, oh, gosh, we should real-
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ly feel sorry for them because, my
gosh, they’re making all this money,
but they need more tax preferences be-
cause they won’t invest. What are they
doing with all this money? These are
the largest profits in American history.

Oil companies aren’t paying what
they owe in taxes. I'll tell you one
thing they are doing with their money.
They’re handing out handsome cam-
paign contributions.

The Koch brothers of Texas, who
made a whole lot of money in that in-
dustry, generously donated more than
$2 million last year and recently
bankrolled Governor Walker in Wis-
consin and the anti-worker movement
that they’re pushing in that State.

Overall, the big oil and gas industry
donated $27 million last year to polit-
ical campaigns and, get ready, spent
$146 million on lobbyists. That’s over,
gosh—for each Member of Congress it’s
like they’ve assigned one or two people
to each one of us. No wonder Congress
voted against closing $563 billion in tax
loopholes to Big Oil. That’s a 300 per-
cent return on their investment, more
than they can make searching for new
sources of energy.

In 2010, the biggest o0il company,
ExxonMobil, paid only 2.3 percent of its
profits to the United States. That’s
scandalous when businesses in my dis-
trict are paying at a 35 percent cor-
porate profit rate. And you know what?
They don’t ask me for all those special
privileges. The businesses working
hard in my region, gosh, I can think of
bakeries and of factories and of ma-
chine tool companies. They don’t ask
for special privileges. They want to
help America. They want to do their
fair share.

But this group, they’re wired in here.

The year before, ExxonMobil received
an $838 million tax refund. Meanwhile,
those in the majority would take away
unemployment benefits for working
Americans. And I can tell you what:
you can go across this country in the
food lines in community after commu-
nity, and you know who’s lined up? So
many of our veterans who have come
home to no work.

I say take some of this, create a civil
works program, let our returning vet-
erans lead it and improve communities
across this country. Let them take un-
employed Americans and move around
this Nation, fixing up roads, fixing up
bridges, painting up what needs to be
done, reforesting, doing what Franklin
Roosevelt knew how to do a century
ago.

Of course, you know, looking at these
numbers is British Petroleum. British
Petroleum, over the last 5 years, in-
stead of paying taxes, actually took
over $48 billion in tax breaks. And in
the first quarter of this year they’ve
already made $7.2 billion more, a 16
percent increase over what they earned
last year. That’s despite the terrible oil
spill down in Louisiana and along the
gulf.

So it’s clear who the winners are.
Since January, crude output has actu-
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ally risen slightly. And although de-
mand has remained steady, prices have
climbed by 23 percent. Meanwhile, oil
stock prices have risen. Just at Chev-
ron, the stocks have risen 14 percent.

Tax loopholes, corporate welfare,
government subsidies, does this really
sound like a free market to Americans
who are listening tonight?

I urge my colleagues to reject more
giveaways for oil companies who are
raking in money by holding the Amer-
ican people hostage. It’s time to hold
them accountable. They ought to pay
their fair share. Other businesses do.
Americans do.

Let’s cut the billions of dollars in
corporate welfare and focus on getting
hardworking Americans back to work.
We need to create jobs in this country
and close those trade deficits. We need
to stop outsourcing our jobs through
these so-called free trade agreements
that really aren’t free, and we need to
move to balanced trade accounts.

We need to reform the NAFTA trade
model and not pass the same kind of
deal for Korea or Colombia. We need
reciprocal trade, not trade deficits. Our
country, for too long, has been held
hostage to these agreements.

And we need energy independence to
help restore our own liberty. Wouldn’t
it be great if we could put all Ameri-
cans to work that need a job and help-
ing to create these new sources of en-
ergy? And I know full well it is within
the capability of American people to do
this.

But we shouldn’t put all our eggs in
the basket of Big Oil. We ought to give
them some competition on price. We
ought to look at hydrogen-generation
facilities across this country. We have
the capability to do that.

We need to move into biofuels.
Through the Department of Agri-
culture, working with our renewable
energy community, we are fully capa-
ble of unlocking the power of the car-
bohydrate molecule in this century
just as we did the hydrocarbon mol-
ecule in the last.
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We need to bring our natural gas re-
sources forward. We really need to
crack the clean coal riddle and find a
way to use our huge reserve of clean
coal. We need to keep investing, yes, in
solar and in wind power and in geo-
thermal. We are just bringing up these
technologies around the country and
creating thousands and thousands of
jobs.

I represent one of the three solar
platforms on the continent, and for the
last four decades those who have
worked in the glass industry and the
silicone industry have been trans-
forming and creating companies like
First Solar, which was the hottest
stock on Wall Street a couple years
ago, companies that are involved in
green energy production.

Is it perfect yet? No. But neither was
Edison’s light bulb when he invented it
in Milan, Ohio, where he did so much of
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his work, a community that I rep-
resent, and we are about to put his
statue over in Statuary Hall.

So America has to think about a full
set of energy sources and not be so de-
pendent on just one that, for whatever
reason, lack of competition probably,
but also abuse of power has just come
to play too important a role in our
economy and in our people. It hurts
our people too many times over and
over and over again.

Fifty percent of what we could actu-
ally save in energy comes through
more judicious consumption. We have
tried to provide incentives for Ameri-
cans to insulate their homes, to put in
new kinds of windows. There are new
building materials coming on the mar-
ket, new types of insulation, building
your home in a manner that uses less
energy in the way that it is sited on
the spot, using the full energy of the
sun where you can. We are much
smarter about the way we are building
than we were 30 or even 20 years ago,
and those improvements need to con-
tinue.

Imagine an America where every roof
was a solar producer where there is
enough sunshine to make a difference.
Imagine an America where we captured
the power of the wind and properly
stored it and moved it to grid. Imagine
an America where what you put in
your tank, if you even put something
in your tank to fuel it, that it is grown
and renewable in this country. Imagine
an America where you could have plug-
in hybrids that move around this coun-
try and our gas stations become a dif-
ferent type of fueling station. That is
all possible.

We are working through the U.S. De-
partment of Defense, and I will just
sort of end with this, because I believe
that the Department of Defense knows
better than any aspect of our society
what we are paying as an oil hostage.
Our soldiers are deployed all over the
world and very close to oil reserves. I
think they are worth more than that. I
think their genius can be used inside
the boundaries of this country to make
us energy independent again. Our en-
ergy dependence is our chief strategic
vulnerability.

Go to the Marine Corps Web site. I
salute the Marines. They are taking
the lead inside the Department of De-
fense in trying to create new solutions,
not just on their own bases, but as
their troops move around the world.

I salute the Navy. Some of the in-
credible inventions that they are com-
ing up with to move power from one
point to another with not a loss of one
kilowatt, are unbelievable, some of the
superconducting work that is being

done inside Navy today.
I congratulate the Air Force for try-

ing new biofuels and helping to push
America forward in terms of its ability
to power itself internally.

And I salute the U.S. Army. Your
work on solar tents, your work in try-
ing to capture the power of the Earth,
to power the systems that you are in-
volved with today is something that is
absolutely technologically amazing.
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You inspire us all. And there is a way
for America not to be so dependent on
those who would extract from us but in
fact use our genius to restore our lib-
erty and independence again.

Imagine how many jobs we could cre-
ate in this country if we could bring
our military back home and could
spend the trillions of dollars that have
been spent in oil-producing foreign
lands here, at home. Literally, we
could rebuild the transmission grid of
this country from one end to the other.
We could bring up the genius of patent
holders who, as we are here this
evening, have ideas that can be
brought to market and put that money
to work for the American people. They
deserve it.

God bless America. God bless the fu-
ture of this country.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for May 10 on ac-
count of official business in district.

———

SENATE CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION REFERRED

A concurrent resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title was taken
from the Speaker’s table and, under
the rule, referred as follows:

S. Con. Res. 16. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in
the Capitol Visitor Center for an event to
celebrate the birthday of King Kamehameha,
to the Committee on House Administration.

—————
ADJOURNMENT

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 8 minutes p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Thursday,
May 12, 2011, at 10 a.m. for morning-
hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1521. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a re-
port of a violation of the Antideficiency Act,
Army Case Number 08-02, pursuant to 31
U.S.C. 1517(b); to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

15622. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
in response to Pub. L. 110-84 Sec. 708; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

1523. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket
ID: FEMA-2011-0002] received April 12, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

1524. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Suspen-
sion of Community Eligibility [Docket ID:
FEMA-2011-0002] [Internal Agency Docket
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No.: FEMA-8175] received April 12, 2011, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

1525. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a
report on transactions involving U.S. exports
to the Republic of Columbia pursuant to Sec-
tion 2(b)(3) of the Export-Import Bank Act of
1945, as amended; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

1526. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Energy Conservation Program for Consumer
Products: Decision and Order Granting 180-
Day Extension of Compliance Date for Resi-
dential Furnaces and Boilers Test Procedure
Amendments; Correction [Docket Number:
EERE-2008-BT-TP-0020] (RIN: 1904-AB89) re-
ceived April 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1527. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Occupational Radiation Protection [Docket
No.: HS-RM-09-853] (RIN: 1992-A A-45) received
April 14, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1528. A letter from the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule
— Approval and Promulgation of Air Quality
Implementation Plans; Kentucky; Approval
of Section 110(a)(1) Maintenance Plans for
the 1997 8-Hour Ozone Standards for the
Edmonson County, KY; Greenup County Por-
tion of the Huntington-Ashland, WV-KY;
Lexington-Fayette, KY; and Owensboro, KY
[EPA-R04-OAR-2007-1186-201114; FRIL-9295-9]
received April 14, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

15629. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of State Implementation Plans; State of Col-
orado; Interstate Transport of Pollution Re-
visions for the 1997 8-hour Ozone and 1997 PM
2.6 NAAQS: ‘“‘Interference with Visibility”
Requirement [EPA-R08-OAR-2007-1036; FRL-
9297-1] received April 14, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

15630. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; State of Nevada;
PM-10; Determinations Regarding Attain-
ment for the Truckee Meadows Nonattain-
ment Area and Applicability of Certain
Clean Air Act Requirements [EPA-R09-OAR-
2010-0995; FRL-9296-9] received April 14, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

1531. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revision to the South Coast
Portion of the California State Implementa-
tion Plan, CPV Sentinel Energy Project AB
1318 Tracking System [EPA-R09-OAR-2010-
1078; FRL-9293-6] received April 14, 2011, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

1532. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — Policies to Promote Rural Radio
Service and to Streamline Allotment and As-
signment Procedures [MB Docket No.: 09-52]
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received March 17, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

15633. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to Syria that was
declared in Executive Order 13338 of May 11,
2004; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

1534. A letter from the Chairman, Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Federal Employee
Antidiscrimination Retaliation Act of 2002
(No FEAR Act) Report for FY 2010; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

15635. A letter from the Director, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the
Agency’s annual report for FY 2010 prepared
in accordance with Section 203 of the Notifi-
cation and Federal Employee Antidiscrimi-
nation and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR
Act), Public Law 107-174; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

1536. A letter from the Equal Employment
Opportunity Director, Farm Credit Adminis-
tration, transmitting the Administration’s
annual report for FY 2010 prepared in accord-
ance with Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation
Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act); to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

15637. A letter from the Equal Employment
Opportunity Director, Farm Credit System
Insurance Corporation, transmitting the
Corporation’s annual report for FY 2010 pre-
pared in accordance with with the Notifica-
tion and Federal Employee Antidiscrimina-
tion and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR
Act); to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

1538. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Communication Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s FY 2010 Annual Report
pursuant to Section 203, Title II of the Noti-
fication and Federal Antidiscrimination and
Retaliation (No FEAR) Act of 2002; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

1539. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Mine Safety and Health Review Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s FY 2010 An-
nual Report pursuant to Section 203, Title IT
of the Notification and Federal Anti-dis-
crimination and Retaliation (No FEAR) Act
of 2002; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

1540. A letter from the Director, EEO and
Diversity Programs, National Archives and
Records Administration, transmitting a copy
of the Administration’s Fiscal Year 2010 No-
tification and Federal Employee Anti-Dis-
crimination and Retaliation (No FEAR) Act
Annual Report; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

15641. A letter from the Assosciate Special
Counsel, Office of Special Counsel, transmit-
ting the Office’s annual report for FY 2010
prepared in accordance with Title II of the
Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002
(No FEAR Act), Public Law 107-174; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

1542. A letter from the Director,
Adminsitrative Office of the United States
Courts, transmitting the Office’s report enti-
tled, ‘2010 Annual Report of the Director of
the Administrative Office of the TU.S.
Courts’’; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

15643. A letter from the Clerk of the Court,
United States Court of Appeals for the Sev-
enth Circuit, transmitting an opinion of the
United States Court of Appeals for the Sev-
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enth Circuit (Groesch, et al., v. City of
Springfield, IL., No. 07-2932 (March 28, 2011));
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1544. A letter from the Chairman, Surface
Transportation Board, transmitting the
Boards’s final rule — Solid Waste Rail Trans-
fer Facilities [Docket No.: EP 684] received
April 8, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

15645. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Safe harbor method of accounting for de-
termining the recovery periods for deprecia-
tion of certain tangible assets used by wire-
less telecommunications carriers (Rev. Proc.
2011-22) received April 8, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1546. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Extension of Relief and Procedures Under
Notice 2010-30 for Spouses of U.S.
Servicemembers who are Working in or
Claiming Residence or Domicile in a U.S.
Territory Under the Military Spouses Resi-
dency Relief Act [Notice 2011-16] received
April 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1547. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Treasury Inflation-Protected Securities
Issued at a Premium [Notice 2011-21] received
April 21, 2011, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

15648. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Supplemental Notice to Notice 2010-60
Providing Further Guidance and Requesting
Comments on Certain Priority Issues Under
Chapter 4 of Subtitle A of the Code [Notice
2011-34] received April 12, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1549. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Clarification of Controlled Group Quali-
fication Rules [TD 9522] (RIN: 1545-BG94) re-
ceived April 12, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

15650. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report on two Agency’s Drug-Free
Workplace Plans, pursuant to Public Law
100-71, section 503(a)(1)(A) (101 Stat. 468);
jointly to the Committees on Appropriations
and Oversight and Government Reform.

1551. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report entitled, ‘‘Finalizing Medi-
care Regulations under Section 902 of the
Medicare Prescription Drug, Improvement,
and Modernization Act of 2003 (MMA) for
Calender year 2010”’; jointly to the Commit-
tees on Energy and Commerce and Ways and
Means.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 264. A resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 754) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2011 for
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intelligence and intelligence-related activi-
ties of the United States Government, the
Community Management Account, and the
Central Intelligence Agency Retirement and
Disability System, and for other purposes
(Rept. 112-75). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

—————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mrs. CApPPS, Mr. CONNOLLY of Vir-
ginia, Mr. FILNER, Ms. HIRONO, Mr.
KUCINICH, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr.
MORAN, Mr. SIRES, Mr. PoLIs, and Mr.
RANGEL):

H.R. 1825. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to improve commuting and
transportation options; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself and Mr.
WALZ of Minnesota):

H.R. 1826. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to reinstate criminal penalties
for persons charging veterans unauthorized
fees; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs,
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. SCHRADER (for himself and
Mr. KIND):

H.R. 1827. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a standard home
office deduction; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BOUSTANY:

H.R. 1828. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to provide financial assist-
ance to the State of Louisiana for a pilot
program to develop measures to eradicate or
control feral swine and to assess and restore
wetlands damaged by feral swine; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. BOUSTANY:

H.R. 1829. A bill to provide for the eradi-
cation and control of nutria; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. PAUL:

H.R. 1830. A bill to authorize the interstate
traffic of unpasteurized milk and milk prod-
ucts that are packaged for direct human con-
sumption; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. ELLISON,
Mr. FARR, Mr. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HINCHEY,
Mr. MCcCLINTOCK, Mr. MCDERMOTT,
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr.
MORAN, Mr. NADLER, Ms. PINGREE of
Maine, Mr. PoLIS, Mr. ROHRABACHER,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. STARK, Ms.
WOoOLSEY, and Mr. KUCINICH):

H.R. 1831. A bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to exclude industrial hemp
from the definition of marihuana, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
(for himself, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
McCAauL, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. PLATTS,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
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KISSELL, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr.
HANNA, Mr. BUCSHON, and Mr. LONG):

H.R. 1832. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to expand the State licensure
exception for certain health-care profes-
sionals, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. Wu, and Mr.
STARK):

H.R. 1833. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to improve mental and
behavioral health services on college cam-
puses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself,
Mr. MATHESON, Mr. DoLD, Mr. CoOO-
PER, Mr. NUNES, and Mr. POLIS):

H.R. 1834. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a temporary divi-
dends received deduction for 2011 or 2012; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia:

H.R. 1835. A bill to direct the Architect of
the Capitol to fly the flag of a State over the
Capitol each year on the anniversary of the
date of the State’s admission to the Union;
to the Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. GRIMM (for himself, Mr.
TowNs, and Mr. KING of New York):

H.R. 1836. A bill to establish appropriate
procedures and sanctions to ensure that un-
paid parking fines and penalties owed to New
York City by foreign countries are paid; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. NUNES (for himself, Mr.
McCARTHY of California, and Mr.
DENHAM):

H.R. 1837. A bill to address certain water-
related concerns on the San Joaquin River,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Ms. HAYWORTH:

H.R. 1838. A bill to repeal a provision of the
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act prohibiting any Fed-
eral bailout of swap dealers or participants;
to the Committee on Financial Services, and
in addition to the Committee on Agriculture,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. WEINER:

H.R. 1839. A bill to ensure and foster con-
tinued patient safety and quality of care by
making the antitrust laws apply to negotia-
tions between groups of independent phar-
macies and health plans and health insur-
ance issuers (including health plans under
parts C and D of the Medicare Program) in
the same manner as such laws apply to pro-
tected activities under the National Labor
Relations Act; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. CONAWAY (for himself, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. BOS-
WELL, and Mr. NEUGEBAUER):

H.R. 1840. A bill to improve consideration
by the Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion of the costs and benefits of its regula-
tions and orders; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself and Mr.
MATHESON):

H.R. 1841. A bill to protect consumers by

requiring reasonable security policies and
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procedures to protect computerized data con-
taining personal information, and to provide
for nationwide notice in the event of a secu-
rity breach; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
By Mr. BERMAN (for himself, Ms. Ros-
LEHTINEN, and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD):

H.R. 1842. A Dbill to authorize the cancella-
tion of removal and adjustment of status of
certain alien students who are long-term
United States residents and who entered the
United States as children, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
and in addition to the Committees on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, and Homeland Se-
curity, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Ms. BORDALLO:

H.R. 1843. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
489 Army Drive in Barrigada, Guam, as the
‘“John Pangelinan Gerber Post Office Build-
ing”’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Mr. BOUSTANY:

H.R. 1844. A bill to amend the Security and
Accountability for Every Port Act of 2006 to
clarify that a notice of arrival is not re-
quired for certain documented vessels unless
arriving from a foreign port or place; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself,
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. PAuL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
Mr. TIBERI, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. JENKINS,
Mr. KIND, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. RICHARD-
SON, and Mr. RUSH):

H.R. 1845. A bill to provide for a study on
issues relating to access to intravenous im-
mune globulin (IVIG) for Medicare bene-
ficiaries in all care settings and a dem-
onstration project to examine the benefits of
providing coverage and payment for items
and services necessary to administer IVIG in
the home; to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and in addition to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. FOXX:

H.R. 1846. A bill to amend titles 23 and 49,
United States Code, to repeal wage require-
ments applicable to laborers and mechanics
employed on Federal-aid highway and public
transportation construction projects; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. INSLEE (for himself,
JONES, and Mr. BILBRAY):

H.R. 1847. A bill to amend title 41, United
States Code, and title 10, United States Code,
to extend the number of years that
multiyear contracts may be entered into for
the purchase of advanced biofuel, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Armed Services,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. MACK (for himself, Mr. BROUN
of Georgia, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. RIBBLE,
Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr.
BARTLETT, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr.
Ross of Florida, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr.

Mr.
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WEST, Mr. GARRETT, and Mr. GINGREY
of Georgia):

H.R. 1848. A bill to prevent a fiscal crisis
by enacting legislation to balance the Fed-
eral budget through reductions of discre-
tionary and mandatory spending; to the
Committee on the Budget, and in addition to
the Committee on Rules, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 1849. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, to make the funding available
for carrying out section 140 of title 23 man-
datory instead of discretionary; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. NUGENT:

H.R. 1850. A bill to expand retroactive eli-
gibility of the Army Combat Action Badge to
include members of the Army who partici-
pated in combat during which they person-
ally engaged, or were personally engaged by,
the enemy at any time on or after December
7, 1941; to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. OWENS:

H.R. 1851. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to enter into agreements to
compensate local educational agencies and
units of local governments for tax revenues
lost when the Federal Government takes
land into trust for the benefit of a federally
recognized Indian tribe or an individual In-
dian; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. PITTS (for himself, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. BURGESS, and Mrs.
CAPPS):

H.R. 1852. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize support
for graduate medical education programs in
children’s hospitals; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. POE of Texas:

H.R. 1853. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide for deferred
action and parole only in for urgent humani-
tarian reasons or to gain a significant public
benefit, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio:

H.R. 1854. A bill to require the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to carry out a program of
outreach for veterans, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Mr. WALZ of Minnesota (for himself
and Mr. BILIRAKIS):

H.R. 1855. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve the provision of re-
habilitative services for veterans with trau-
matic brain injury, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. WOLF (for himself and Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey):

H.R. 1856. A bill to amend the Inter-
national Religious Freedom Act of 1998 to
strengthen the promotion of religious free-
dom in United States foreign policy and to
reauthorize the United States Commission
on International Religious Freedom, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, and in addition to the Committees
on Financial Services, and Oversight and
Government Reform, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 58. A joint resolution dis-
approving a rule submitted by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency relating to ‘“‘Na-
tional Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants for Major Sources: Industrial,
Commercial, and Institutional Boilers and
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Process Heaters’’; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.
By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 59. A joint resolution dis-
approving a rule submitted by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency relating to ‘‘Na-
tional Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants for Area Sources: Industrial,
Commercial, and Institutional Boilers‘‘; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 60. A joint resolution dis-
approving a rule submitted by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency relating to
‘“‘Standards of Performance for New Sta-
tionary Sources and Emission Guidelines for
Existing Sources: Commercial and Industrial
Solid Waste Incineration Units’’; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 61. A joint resolution dis-
approving a rule submitted by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency relating to
‘“Standards of Performance for New Sta-
tionary Sources and Emission Guidelines for
Existing Sources: Sewage Sludge Inciner-
ation Units’’; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. HENSARLING:

H. Res. 263. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself, Mr.
HONDA, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. WU,
Mr. PIERLUISI, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr.
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas, Mr. ScorT of Virginia, Mr.
SABLAN, and Mr. MCDERMOTT):

H. Res. 265. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of National Asian and Pa-
cific Islander HIV/AIDS Awareness Day; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. KELLY:

H. Res. 266. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the President should, without any further
delay, submit the United States-Korea Free
Trade Agreement to Congress for its consid-
eration and immediate approval under fast
track procedures pursuant to the Bipartisan
Trade Promotion Authority of 2002; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

———

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,

Mr. CONYERS introduced a bill (H.R.
1857) for the relief of Bartosz Kumor;
which was referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 1825.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Constitution of the United States pro-
vides clear authority for Congress to pass
legislation regarding income taxes. Article I
of the Constitution, in detailing Congres-
sional authority, provides that ‘‘Congress
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes
. . .7 (Section 8, Clause 1). Further clarifying
Congressional power to enact an income tax,
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voters amended the Constitution by popular
vote to provide that ‘‘Congress shall have
power to lay and collect taxes on incomes,
from whatever source derived. .. .” (Six-
teenth Amendment). The Commuter Relief
Act modifies the income tax code in a man-
ner that is consistent with these Constitu-
tional authorities.
By Mr. BILIRAKIS:

H.R. 1826.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the United States
Constitution (clauses 12, 13, 14, and 16), which
grants Congress the power to raise and sup-
port an Army; to provide and maintain a
Navy; to make rules for the government and
regulation of the land and naval forces; and
to provide for organizing, arming, and dis-
ciplining the militia.

By Mr. SCHRADER:

H.R. 1827.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The United States Congress has the au-
thority to enact this bill pursuant to Sec-
tions 7 & 8 of Article I of the United States
Constitution and Amendment XVI of the
United States Constitution.

By Mr. BOUSTANY:

H.R. 1828.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. BOUSTANY:

H.R. 1829.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. PAUL:

H.R. 1830.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This act is justified by the Commerce
Clause of the United States which, by grant-
ing Congress the power to regulate com-
merce among the several states, allows Con-
gress to prevent federal agencies from inter-
fering in American’s ability to buy or sell
unpasteurized milk across state lines.

By Mr. PAUL:

H.R. 1831.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This act is justified by the Commerce
Clause of the United States Constitution
that, by granting Congress the power to reg-
ulate commerce among the several states,
allows Congress to prevent the federal gov-
ernment from interfering in Americans’ abil-
ity to grow and process industrial hemp and
by the Ninth Amendment and Tenth Amend-
ment of the United States Constitution that
recognizes that rights and powers are re-
tained and reserved by the people and the
states.

By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 1832.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 14 of the United States Constitu-
tion which gives Congress the power ‘‘to
make Rules for the Government and Regula-
tion of the land and naval Forces.”

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY:

H.R. 1833.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con-
stitution (Clause 1), which says, ‘“The Con-
gress shall have Power to lay and collect
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay
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the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States.”

By Mr. BRADY of Texas:

H.R. 1834.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia:

H.R. 1835.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S. Constitution—Article 4 Section 4

The United States shall guarantee to every
State in this Union a Republican Form of
Government, and shall protect each of them
against Invasion; and on Application of the
Legislature, or of the Executive (when the
Legislature cannot be convened) against do-
mestic Violence.

By Mr. GRIMM:

H.R. 1836.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 9, Clause T;

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. NUNES:

H.R. 1837.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clauses 1, 3, and 18 of section 8 and clause
7 of section 9 of article I, of the Constitution
of the United States.

By Ms. HAYWORTH:

H.R. 1838.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to
the power to regulate interstate commerce).

By Mr. WEINER:

H.R. 1839.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. CONAWAY:

H.R. 1840.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Constitutional authority on which
this bill rest is the power of Congress to reg-
ulate Commerce among the several states, as
enumerated in Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3.

By Mr. STEARNS:

H.R. 1841.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, §8, clause 3

By Mr. BERMAN:

H.R. 1842.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8, clause 4 of the Con-
stitution.

By Ms. BORDALLO:

H.R. 1843.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 7 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. BOUSTANY:

H.R. 1844.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. BRADY of Texas:

H.R. 1845.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress
shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes,
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the
Debts and provide for the common Defence
and general Welfare of the United States; but
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all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni-
form throughout the United States.
By Ms. FOXX:

H.R. 1846.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Pursuant to Article I, section 8 of the
United States Constitution, the bill is au-
thorized by Congress’ power to ‘provide for
the common Defense and general Welfare of
the United States.’

By Mr. INSLEE:

H.R. 1847.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle 1, Section 8, which provides that Con-
gress shall have the power to make Rules for
the Government and Regulation of the land
and naval Forces; by Article 1, Section 8,
which provides that Congress shall have the
power to make all Laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other
Powers vested by this Constitution in the
Government of the United States, or in any
Department or Officer thereof; and by Arti-
cle 4, Section 3 which provides that Congress
shall have Power to dispose of and make all
needful Rules and Regulations respecting the
Territory or other Property belonging to the
United States.

By Mr. MACK:

H.R. 1848.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1—The Con-
gress shall have Power to lay and collect
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay
the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States.

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 1849.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

section 1 of article I, and clause 18, section
8 of article I of the Constitution.

By Mr. NUGENT:

H.R. 1850.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 15 which grants
Congress the power to make rules for the
Government and Regulation of the land and
naval Forces.

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 16 which grants
Congress the power to provide for organizing,
arming, and disciplining, the militia, and for
governing such Part of them as may be em-
ployed in the Service of the United States,
reserving to the States respectively, the Ap-
pointment of the Officers, and the Authority
of training the Militia according to the dis-
cipline prescribed by Congress.

By Mr. OWENS:

H.R. 1851.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. PITTS:

H.R. 1852.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: Article I,
Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress shall have
Power to lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Im-
posts and Excises, to pay the Debts and pro-
vide for the common Defense and general
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties,
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States.
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By Mr. POE of Texas:

H.R. 1853.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which states
that Congress has the power to establish a
uniform Rule of Naturalization.

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio:

H.R. 1854.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Art. 1, Section 8: To make all Laws which
shall be necessary and proper for carrying
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all
other Powers vested by this Constitution in
the Government of the United States, or in
any Department or Officer thereof.

By Mr. WALZ of Minnesota:

H.R. 1855.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to Section 8
of Article I of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. WOLF:

H.R. 1856.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority on which this
bill rests is the power of Congress ‘‘secure
the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our
Posterity,” as enumerated in Article 1, Sec-
tion 8 of the United States Constitution.

Mr. CONYERS:

H.R. 1857.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 and Amend-
ment I, Clause 3 of the Constitution.

By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 58.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

““This bill is enacted pursuant to Amend-
ment X of the United States Constitution.”

By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 59.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

““This bill is enacted pursuant to Amend-
ment X of the United States Constitution.”

By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 60.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

“This bill is enacted pursuant to Amend-
ment X of the United States Constitution.”

By Mr. CARTER:

H.J. Res. 61.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

““This bill is enacted pursuant to Amend-
ment X of the United States Constitution.”

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 38: Mr. AUSTRIA.

H.R. 44: Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 58: Mr. AUSTIN ScOTT of Georgia, Mr.
BENISHEK, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. ROGERS of
Kentucky, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. COBLE, Mr.
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. FORBES, Mr. QUAYLE, Mr.
KLINE, Mr. MCHENRY, and Mr. ISSA.

H.R. 85: Ms. CLARKE of New York.

H.R. 104: Mr. CARNEY.

H.R. 127: Mr. AUSTRIA.

H.R. 177: Mr. PLATTS.

H.R. 198: Ms. WOOLSEY.

H.R. 303: Ms. SUTTON and Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 333: Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. MURPHY of Con-
necticut, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. REICHERT, Mrs.
MCcCCARTHY of New York, and Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 396: Mr. JONES, Ms. SUTTON, and Mr.
STIVERS.
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H.R. 401: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. MEEKS, and Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 421: Mr. LATHAM, Mr. SHUSTER, Mrs.
BACHMANN, and Mr. ROYCE.

H.R. 440: Mr. DUFFY.

H.R. 452: Mrs. BLACK, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr.
LABRADOR, and Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan.

H.R. 459: Mr. BENISHEK.

H.R. 463: Mr. GARRETT.

H.R. 466: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
CRITZ, and Mr. HEINRICH.

H.R. 470: Mr. LEWIS of California.

H.R. 485: Mrs. MYRICK.

H.R. 488: Mr. BARLETTA.

H.R. 589: Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 591: Mrs. CAPPS and Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 609: Mr. ROE of Tennessee.

H.R. 645: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. WEBSTER,
Mr. KLINE, and Mr. COBLE.

H.R. 690: Mrs. MALONEY.

H.R. 733: Ms. DELAURO.

H.R. 763: Mr. THORNBERRY and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS.
H.R. 771: Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr.

GOHMERT, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
MARCHANT, and Mr. BURGESS.

H.R. 822: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr.
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan,
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. ISsA, Mr. ROHRABACHER,
and Mr. CAMPBELL.

H.R. 874: Ms. HAYWORTH.

H.R. 886: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. COLE, Mr.
CARTER, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. BisHOP of Utah, Mr. HARP-
ER, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. POSEY, and Mr.
CHAFFETZ.

H.R. 892:

H.R. 912:

H.R. 937:

H.R. 949:

H.R. 962:

H.R. 964:

H.R. 965:
WELCH.

H.R. 972:

H.R. 998:
fornia.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

H.R.

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

KLINE.

ZOE LOFGREN of California.
FORBES.

ZOE LOFGREN of California.
GARRETT.

Ross of Arkansas.

NADLER, Mr. DEUTCH, and Mr.

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER.
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

1006:
1026:
1032:
1041:
1054:
1057:

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.
Mr. KILDEE.
Mr. RIBBLE and Mr. LONG.
Mrs. CAPITO and Mr. MCGOVERN.
Ms. CASTOR of Florida.
Mr. NADLER.
H.R. 1058: Mr. TERRY.
H.R. 1070: Mr. PAULSEN.
H.R. 1105: Mr. PoLis and Ms. CLARKE of
New York.
H.R. 1113:
H.R. 1121:
H.R. 1126:
H.R. 1130:
H.R. 1145:
. 1176:
. 1191:
. 1193:
. 1195:

Mr.
Mr.

KUCINICH.
CARTER.
Mr. FARENTHOLD.
Mr. PETRI.
. TIBERI.
. LARSON of Connecticut.
. CONYERS.
. RANGEL.
. HEINRICH.
. 1240: . CICILLINE.
H.R. 1254: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania.
H.R. 1259: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr.
YOUNG of Indiana, and Mr. GIBBS.
H.R. 1269: Mr. MCCAUL.
H.R. 1288: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. POSEY.
H.R. 1299: Mr. KLINE.
H.R. 1311: Ms. CASTOR of Florida.
H.R. 1331: Mr. BUTTERFIELD and Mr.
PAULSEN.
H.R. 1360: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
H.R. 1375: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, and Mr. HIMES.
H.R. 1380: Mr. FORBES.
H.R. 1385: Mr. MORAN.
H.R. 1397: Mr. MCNERNEY.
H.R. 1404: Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, and Mr. WATT.
H.R. 1407: Mr. GRIMM, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio,
and Mr. BRALEY of Iowa.
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H.R. 1418: Mr. MEEKS.
H.R. 1431: Mr. BisHOP of Utah.
. 1441: Mr. GRIMM.
. 1448: Ms. PINGREE of Maine.
. 1451: Mr. DEFAZIO and Mr. GRIJALVA.
.R. 1466: Mr. STARK.
H.R. 1479: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RYAN of Ohio,
and Mr. PASCRELL.

i atals
HHEw

H.R. 1489: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr.
MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 1498: Ms. SPEIER and Mr. FRANK of
Massachusetts.

H.R. 1515: Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 1523: Mr. SCHOCK.

H.R. 1529: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and Mr.
LANGEVIN.

H.R. 1536. Mr. NEUGEBAUER.

H.R. 1573: Mr. YODER.

H.R. 15681: Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. GRIFFITH of
Virginia, Mr. BENISHEK, and Mr. REHBERG.

H.R. 1585: Mr. BROUN of Georgia.

H.R. 1588: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. BISHOP of
Utah, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, and Mr.
MARCHANT.

H.R. 1592: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. ROTHMAN of
New Jersey.

H.R. 1623:
KUCINICH.

H.R. 1671: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio.

H.R. 1674: Mr. PoOLIS.

H.R. 1676: Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 1681: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. ACKERMAN.

Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr.
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H.R. 1684: Mr. CLARKE of Michigan.

H.R. 1686: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mr. HULTGREN.

H.R. 1689: Ms. WOOLSEY.

H.R. 1697: Mr. WESTMORELAND and Mr.
COFFMAN of Colorado.

H.R. 1705: Mr. BUCSHON and Mr. DUFFY.

H.R. 1712: Mr. CANSECO, Mr. FINCHER, Mr.
WOMACK, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. Ross of Florida,
Mr. HALL, Mr. FORBES, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
LANCE, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. CONAWAY.

H.R. 1716: Mr. CARSON of Indiana.

H.R. 1735: Mr. STARK, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr.
COHEN, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. ROTHMAN of New
Jersey, Mr. HOLT, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, and
Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 1744: Mr. RIBBLE.

H.R. 1748: Ms. NORTON and Mrs. MCCARTHY
of New York.

H.R. 1777: Mr. ScoTT of South Carolina,
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. LABRADOR, Mr.
HulZeENGA of Michigan, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas,
Mr GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio,
Mr. CANSECO, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, and Mr.
FORBES.

H.R. 1781: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. JACKSON of Il-
linois, and Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 1797: Mr. POLIS.

H.J. Res. 56: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr.
MCcCLINTOCK, and Mr. GOWDY.

H3221

H. Con. Res. 39: Mr. MARCHANT.

H. Res. 60: Ms. NORTON and Mr. JOHNSON of
Illinois.

H. Res. 95: Mr. COBLE and Ms. RICHARDSON.

H. Res. 137: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. FATTAH,
and Mr. PERLMUTTER.

H. Res. 141: Mr. HOLT and Mr. FORBES.

H. Res. 180: Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H. Res. 241: Mr. FORBES and Mr. BUCSHON.

H. Res. 244: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. ENGEL, and
Mr. ISRAEL.

H. Res. 254: Mrs. CAPITO and Mr. FORBES.

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

The amendment to be offered to H.R. 754,
the Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2011, by Representative ROGERS, or a
designee does not contain any congressional
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule
XXI.
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