March 30, 2011

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 658, FAA REAUTHORIZATION
AND REFORM ACT OF 2011

Mr. WEBSTER (during the Special
Order of Mr. GARAMENDI), from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 112-46) on the
resolution (H. Res. 189) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 658) to
amend title 49, United States Code, to
authorize appropriations for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration for fiscal
years 2011 through 2014, to streamline
programs, create efficiencies, reduce
waste, and improve aviation safety and
capacity, to provide stable funding for
the national aviation system, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

WHAT’S SO SPECIAL ABOUT
LIBYA?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, always
an honor to come to this floor in these
hallowed Halls and address the issues
of the day.

My colleague from across the aisle
was discussing jobs. That is so impor-
tant to most Americans, and there is
one way we could do a great deal to-
ward immediately putting Americans
back to work, and that would be if we
started utilizing more of our own en-
ergy resources, which is what this Na-
tion has been so blessed with. When
you consider all of the natural re-
sources that are mnatural energy
sources—coal, natural gas, oil, we do
have wind, places where solar works—
but all of the carbon-based energy re-
sources that are so valuable around the
world, the ones for which we keep pay-
ing trillions of dollars to other nations
that could be wutilized here in the
United States and could be utilized to
create jobs right here at home, it does
not make sense to keep sending hun-
dreds of billions and trillions of dollars
to countries that don’t like us. We’re
doing that through the purchase of en-
ergy.

I've listened to all the explanations
about why we’ve gone into Libya that
have been made in the press. Those
press conferences, all kinds of releases
by this administration, and you still
come back to trying to figure out why
Libya was so much more important
than Tunisia or so many of the others,
Iran.

I mean, the people of Iran have at-
tempted rebellions against madman
Ahmadinejad, and this administration
didn’t seem to lend a helping hand, and
that’s a nation whose leader has sworn
to see that the TUnited States,
Ahmadinejad said, will soon no longer
be a Nation. As Ahmadinejad had said,
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we’ll soon be able to experience a world
without the United States and Zion-
ism. So he says he’s going to eliminate
the United States; we’re going to elimi-
nate Israel. That ought to cause con-
cern.

Have we lifted anything other than
trying to prevent people from buying
goods from Iran? Not really. Oh, yes,
and those sanctions are going to work,
and probably in another 15, 20 years
they’ve got a real chance of working.
The trouble is, in 15 or 20 years—and,
actually, the possibility exists in a
whole lot less than 5—if we continue to
persist in sanctions and nothing more
with Iran, they will get nuclear weap-
ons, and then they will give us a
choice: either remove the sanctions or
count on a nuclear blast coming in
your country. That’s why we have to
prevent them from getting nuclear
weapons. But we use them, and they
will certainly threaten to use them so
that they can get what they want. In
fact, they may get more by threatening
the use once they have them than they
would to actually use them.

But Ahmadinejad has made clear in a
number of settings he expects the 12th
Imam, the Mahdi, to be coming, and he
believes he can hasten the return of the
Mahdi, have a global caliphate where
all of us fall on our knees supposedly or
die. Well, we could prevent that, could
have stopped it long before now, but we
haven’t.

So what makes Libya so special? It’s
really interesting, and it’s hard to put
our finger on it. Libya does produce oil.
China, I understand, may be the big-
gest purchaser of Libyan oil but not
the United States. So why should we go
rushing to spend hundreds of millions
or billions of dollars in Libya? Europe,
England are big customers of Libyan
oil. So why would we be running to
help Europe and England with their
Libyan 0il? Well, the President’s made
clear, it’s because they asked us to.
You know, we’ve got a number—and
Secretary Clinton has also said, she’s
made the rounds of the news programs,
the Arab States asked us to, the U.N.
asked us to, Europe and England’s
asked us to, so why would we ever need
to come to Congress.

It’s been made very clear, you know.
The public has heard those comments.
You don’t have to come to Congress
when the U.N. has said that’s some-
thing that needs to be done.

It’s interesting, though, I don’t recall
any of the Cabinet members or the
President raising their right hand and
taking an oath to defend the United
Nations. I was thinking their oath had
to do with our Constitution and our
country.

And it’s also been made clear that
Libya was not a threat to our national
security, not a threat to our vital in-
terests; yet we’'re willing to put our
treasure and our American lives on the
line for something that’s not in our
vital interests. That does not make
sense.
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But then again, as you continue to
piece together the Obama doctrine—we
get it, that apparently intervening,
risking American lives, and spending
American treasure that this adminis-
tration didn’t earn but they are taking
away from taxpayers and then bor-
rowing from others, that’s okay if it
kind of feels like it ought to be some-
thing we do, you know?

If it feels like we ought to go to
Libya and risk American lives and
spend all that American treasure, then
let’s go because, after all, people asked
us to do that. Why would we not go
when people around the world ask us to
do that? Could it possibly be that a
reason for not doing it is because an
oath was taken to this country—not to
the U.N., not to the Chinese or the Eu-
ropean constitutions or the European
Union, but to this country? This is
where the oath was taken. These are
the people in America for whom and to
whom the oath was made.

But then we look at energy again and
we look at spending treasure; and as
more people are finding out, in the last
couple of years this administration has
said, You know what, we’re shutting
down drilling on the gulf coast. We're
not just going to stop the one company
that had around 800 safety violations
while others had one or two during the
same period because, see, that’s British
Petroleum.

And British Petroleum, as we found
out, was poised to come public and be
the administration and the Democratic
Party’s one big energy company that
rode in on a white horse and said, we
support the cap-and-trade bill. We're
going to make money like crazy for BP
on the side trading in carbon. These
stupid Americans. They don’t get it.
It’s a transfer of wealth like nothing
anybody has ever seen before. The
American people lose. Companies like
BP and General Electric, they’ll all win
big. But the American people lose.

They wouldn’t go after BP. It took so
long to go after them. And when you
know that BP was going to be their big
energy company to embrace and en-
dorse the cap-and-trade bill, then it
makes a lot more sense as to why it
took the administration so long to re-
spond. Then of course we will recall the
President sat down with the BP exec
and said, Okay, let’s tell the American
public that you are going to put up $20
billion. They did. Well, that saved some
feelings, but there was never $20 billion
put up.

So isn’t it amazing. We don’t know
what all was discussed. We don’t know
what all quid pro quo was promised for
BP coming in and offering large sums
of money. Obviously, there were a lot
of people on the coast that were dev-
astated and continue to be devastated
who were not compensated by any
money from BP. But nonetheless, it
took the heat off of BP for a while.

So perhaps the administration
thought that after having the morato-
rium and putting tens of thousands of
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