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2005, and under a previous order of the 
House, the following Members will be 
recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

SUPPORT NO FLY, NO BUY 
LEGISLATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, last 
week’s tragic events in London re-
minded us that terrorists can strike 
anywhere, at any time. We must pre-
pare to prevent any kind of scenario 
that will allow attacks. Terrorists have 
proven to be innovative in their meth-
ods to kill innocent people. We must 
work to shut down as many avenues of 
terror as possible or at least make it 
more difficult for them to carry out 
their acts. 

But since 9/11, the U.S. has dedicated 
90 percent of its domestic preparedness 
resources to preventing an attack in-
volving commercial air travel. While 
safe air travel is important, we do not 
pay attention to other possible sce-
narios, and it is irresponsible of us to 
do that. It is time for all of us to be 
proactive instead of reactive in our 
homeland security strategy. 

One area of homeland security that 
needs to be reviewed is our pre-9/11 gun 
laws. Mr. Speaker, we are at war, and 
our gun laws currently allow our en-
emies to arm themselves in our coun-
try. 

At least 44 times in a 4-month period, 
people whom the FBI suspected of 
being members of terrorist groups tried 
to buy guns. In all but nine instances, 
the purchases were allowed to go 
through. Affiliation with a terrorist 
group does not appear on any Federal 
background check that would dis-
qualify someone from buying a gun. 

There certainly have been many 
more instances of suspected members 
of terrorist groups trying to buy guns 
since then, but since the Justice De-
partment destroys background check 
records after only 24 hours, we will 
never know. So not only are we allow-
ing suspected terrorists to arm them-
selves, we are destroying the records 
indicating how many guns they actu-
ally own. We are destroying critical in-
telligence in this war on terror. 

The question my constituents ask me 
is, why are these people allowed to buy 
guns in the first place? It defies com-
mon sense. We saw what these terror-
ists are capable of doing just armed 
with only a box cutter purchased at a 
hardware store. Then why do we make 
it so easy for them to be able to buy 
guns at stores and at gun shows? 

The very same people we spend 90 
percent of our homeland security funds 
on to prevent boarding planes can walk 
into any gun store and purchase an Uzi, 
AK–47 or a 50 caliber rifle that can 
shoot down an airplane, whether it is 
taking off or landing. This is abso-
lutely ridiculous. 

Let me set the record straight: I am 
not trying to take away the right from 
anyone of being able to buy a gun. 
These are law-abiding citizens. They 
have a right to buy a gun. But we do 
need commonsense gun safety regula-
tions to protect law-abiding gun own-
ers while making it tougher for crimi-
nals and certainly terrorists to be able 
to obtain a gun. 

That is why I introduced the No Fly, 
No Buy bill. Right now, if you are on a 
terrorist watch list and you cannot 
board a plane, you are allowed to go 
into any gun store or go to a gun show 
and be able to buy a gun. That is ludi-
crous. 

What my bill would do, if you are on 
a terrorist no fly list, you would not be 
able to also buy a gun. I understand 
that mistakes can be made, and on 
those mistakes, the list that I have 
chosen that the FBI has, if you are in-
nocent, you will be able to come off 
that list. 

We have to start having a different 
dialogue on gun violence in this coun-
try. But certainly what we learned 
from London last week, and we do not 
know if we have terrorists in this coun-
try or not, they always wait until we 
are least suspecting them, we need to 
do what we can to make sure guns do 
not get into the wrong hands. 

This is not going to take away any-
one’s right to own a gun, to go hunting, 
to protect their families. But we can do 
a better job, especially working in the 
times that we are working in today. 

f 

BENEFITS OF ETHANOL USE TO 
AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, as many 
Americans are aware, the Senate has 
passed a version of the energy bill, the 
House has passed their version of the 
energy bill, and, as often happens, the 
two versions are not the same. So, at 
the present time, the energy bill is in 
conference. 

One major difference between the 
House version and the Senate version 
is in the renewable fuels section. In the 
House, we mandate 5 billion gallons of 
ethanol be produced in this country by 
2012. The Senate version requires 8 bil-
lion gallons rather than 5 billion. So 
there is a substantial difference. 

In 2004, the United States produced 
3.6 billion gallons; this year, 4.5 billion 
gallons of ethanol. And we should 
reach the 5 billion gallon standard by 
2006. So the House version is relatively 
meaningless, because by saying that we 
want 5 billion gallons in 2012, we will 
have already reached that by 2006. 

So we are obviously very supportive, 
many of us, of the 8 billion gallon 
standard, and I rise tonight to encour-
age that that be what is included in the 
conference report. 

Currently, ethanol is produced in 20 
States, including California and Ken-
tucky. At one time, it was assumed 
that ethanol was something that was 
only produced in five or six midwestern 
states. Ethanol could be made from al-
most any type of biomass, and I think 
eventually we will see ethanol produc-
tion in all 50 States. 

The ethanol industry benefits all 
Americans, not just those in the corn- 
producing States of the Midwest. Cur-
rently, ethanol reduces the price of an 
average gallon of gasoline by roughly 
29 cents, so if we are paying $2.20 a gal-
lon at the pump today, if it were not 
for the ethanol industry, it would be 
$2.50, $2.51, something in that rage. E– 
85, with 85 percent ethanol, at the 
present time is roughly 60 cents cheap-
er than regular gasoline. So in many 
areas of the country, E–85 is selling for 
$1.60 a gallon as opposed to $2.20 or 
$2.25. 

Ethanol creates more energy than it 
consumes. This is something lots of 
people are not aware of. 

For instance, for every one Btu of en-
ergy, ethanol produces 1.389 Btu of en-
ergy. So by the time you have planted 
the crop, you have harvested it, you 
have processed it, you have refined it, 
you gain almost four-tenths of a Btu. 
The reason for that is that we are har-
nessing the energy of the sun in mak-
ing ethanol. 

Conversely, gasoline, for every 1 Btu 
of energy used, produces eight-tenths 
of a Btu of energy once it is refined. 
MTBE produces 6.675 Btus. So there is 
a considerable energy loss in these 
areas. Again, this is a misconception 
that many people have that ethanol 
uses more energy than it really pro-
duces. This is not true. 

As MTBE is phased out due to 
groundwater contamination, ethanol is 
the primary remaining eliminator of 
greenhouse gas emissions. In 2004, eth-
anol reduced greenhouse gas emissions 
by 7 million tons in the United States, 
which was a huge environmental ben-
efit. 

The ethanol industry added $25 bil-
lion to the U.S. economy in 2004. The 
ethanol industry has added 243,000 jobs 
to our economy, and above all, it has 
moved us away from dependence on for-
eign oil. 

There are just a couple of other 
things I would like to mention that we 
have on the following chart. You will 
notice that, currently, ethanol adds $51 
billion to farm income over 10 years. 
The reason for this is that ethanol in-
creases the price of a bushel of corn by 
25 to 50 cents a bushel. 

It reduces government farm pay-
ments by $5.9 billion over 10 years. The 
reason for that is it raises the price of 
corn. Therefore, there are fewer farm 
bill payments that drain money from 
the taxpayers, so this is a good thing 
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