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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.
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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



May 11, 2011

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 n