
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE1200 June 24, 2011 
Permitting Act. H.R. 2021 is the latest piece of 
legislation from the Majority that puts Big Oil 
before public welfare. 

H.R. 2021 is yet another attack on the 
Clean Air Act. This harmful legislation would 
revoke Clean Air Act protections mandating 
that oil companies use pollution control tech-
nology for vessels used in offshore drilling. 
H.R. 2021 would allow oil companies to meas-
ure pollutants and toxics generated from off-
shore drilling rigs at onshore locations, effec-
tively allowing for offshore sources to generate 
larger and larger amounts of toxic air pollution. 

While these permitting loopholes present 
clear dangers to public health and welfare, 
perhaps the most egregious affront to the 
Clean Air Act is the provision in H.R. 2021 
that eliminates the Environmental Appeals 
Board at EPA. This board provides those citi-
zens directly affected by coastal air pollution 
access to an impartial review of permitting de-
cisions. To be clear, this misguided legislation 
puts oil companies before the health of the 
American public. 

For 40 years, the Clean Air Act has been 
successful in reducing emissions into the at-
mosphere of pollutants and chemicals that kill 
people and endanger public health. Its suc-
cess is due, in large part, to being enacted 
and strengthened based on the best science 
to find the most effective ways to remove the 
worst pollutants from our air. The Clean Air 
Act should not be undercut to benefit large oil 
companies. 

If enacted into law, this bill would have far 
reaching consequences and damage public 
health in the Arctic, Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf 
Coasts. The world’s most profitable oil compa-
nies should be held to the highest public 
health and environmental safety standards, 
not given a free pass to generate toxic air pol-
lution. I urge my colleagues to vote against 
this harmful and reckless legislation. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. STEVEN R. ROTHMAN 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to correct a vote that I made on the 
amendment to H.R. 2112. During the rollcall 
votes, I voted no on the Campbell amendment 
to prohibit funding for the Animal, Plant and 
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) from being 
used for lethal methods of wildlife control to 
protect livestock. It was my intent to support 
the amendment, as I stand in strong support 
of the federal government’s use of humane 
and non-lethal animal control whenever pos-
sible. My record on this issue clearly shows 
my longstanding support of this position and I 
hereby state my disapproval of the use of le-
thal methods of trapping, aerial hunting and 
poisoning wildlife in order to protect livestock 
by the APHIS. 

I wish to clearly state for the RECORD that I 
supported the Campbell-DeFazio-Peters 
amendment and did not intend to vote against 
it. 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 40TH AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE HARRY VAN 
ARSDALE, JR. CENTER FOR 
LABOR STUDIES AT SUNY EM-
PIRE STATE COLLEGE 

HON. JERROLD NADLER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of the Harry Van Arsdale, Jr. Cen-
ter for Labor Studies at SUNY Empire State 
College on the occasion of its 40th anniver-
sary. 

The New York State legislature created 
SUNY Empire State College in 1971 in order 
to provide educational opportunities to adults 
not adequately served by traditional residential 
colleges. At the same time, it also established 
the Center for Labor Studies, which was re-
named in 1986 to honor the distinguished 
labor leader, the long-time business manager 
of IBEW Local 3 and president of the New 
York City Central Labor Council, who did so 
much to support its creation. 

The Harry Van Arsdale Jr. Center for Labor 
Studies at SUNY Empire State College con-
tinues to fulfill its namesake’s dream of pro-
viding wage-earning adults with an opportunity 
to develop their labor leadership skills and to 
earn a college degree in a learning environ-
ment that celebrates their achievements and 
recognizes their particular needs. To do so, 
the Van Arsdale Center provides flexible, 
worker-friendly educational programs delivered 
by highly qualified faculty to ensure that its 
trade union students and other working adults 
may acquire the analytical and communicative 
skills that are the hallmark of a college de-
gree. 

The center currently serves several impor-
tant constituencies in the New York City area, 
including IBEW Local 3 and United Associa-
tion Local 1 apprentices, as well as 
paraeducators affiliated with the United Fed-
eration of Teachers. The longest-standing of 
these partnerships is with the Joint Industry 
Board of the Electrical Industry in New York 
City (JIB), and it is one of the center’s most 
successful partnerships. Since 1978 every 
registered electrical apprentice in IBEW Local 
3 has been required to complete, in addition to 
their related classroom instruction in electrical 
theory, an academic course of study in which 
they learn to read and write at the college 
level and for which they are awarded a college 
degree; or, if they already have a degree, a 
20-credit certificate in ‘‘Labor and the Con-
struction Industry.’’ Other programs were 
added later: the paraeducator program of the 
UFT in 2006, the college degree program of 
UA Local 1 in 2008; and others are in devel-
opment. 

The Harry Van Arsdale, Jr. Center for Labor 
Studies has graduated more than 5,000 men 
and women, many of whom have gone on to 
hold positions of honor in the New York City 
labor movement and beyond. Please join me 
in congratulating this exemplary educational 
organization on the occasion of its 40th anni-
versary. 

H.R. 2320 

HON. DON YOUNG 
OF ALASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, June 24, 2011 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently, I introduced H.R. 2320, which would 
make permanent the provisions of Section 646 
of the Internal Revenue Code. Currently, these 
provisions are slated to expire on December 
31, 2012. 

In 1971, Congress passed, and President 
Nixon approved, landmark legislation known 
as the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
(ANCSA). This legislation settled the aborigi-
nal land claims of Native Alaskans in ex-
change for land selection rights and cash. The 
law was, and is, a bold and organic national 
experiment in Native land claims settlement. 
However, it has needed revision and refine-
ment many times since. 1971. I am proud to 
have worked with my colleagues over the past 
several years to accomplish these improve-
ments. 

In 1988, Congress enacted legislation to au-
thorize Alaska Native corporations to establish 
‘‘settlement trusts.’’ Their purpose was to pro-
vide benefits to Alaska Natives and permit a 
legal structure that would protect and pre-
serve, for current and future Alaska Native 
generations, much of the value of the land 
claims settlement. The original ANCSA re-
quired Native groups to form Alaska state law 
corporations to receive, administer, and dis-
tribute the ANSCA settlement, and the 1988 
legislation was recognition that the corporate 
form had not always been well-suited to this 
task. In part, this was due to the federal tax 
problems that attend the corporate form, al-
though ironically in the years after 1988, it be-
came apparent that the federal tax rules rel-
ative to trusts present their own complexities 
and problems that discouraged the use of set-
tlement trusts. 

Congress enacted Section 646 of the tax 
code to address these problems. Section 646 
provides for an elective regime for Alaska Na-
tive settlement trusts that (i) provides for a 
trust level tax at various rates ranging up to 
10% in lieu of beneficiary level taxes; (ii) al-
lows contributions to be made to these trusts 
on a tax favored basis; and (iii) streamlines 
administrative reporting for these trusts. When 
adopted, this elective treatment initially pro-
vided significant incentives to the use of settle-
ment trusts to further the ANCSA settlement, 
and Alaska Native corporations utilized this 
provision to provide benefits through Alaska 
Native stettlement trusts. 

As I mentioned earlier, Section 646 is 
scheduled to sunset on December 31, 2012, 
despite the positive effects it has had for the 
Alaska Native community. The principal aim of 
settlement trusts is to provide funds to the 
Alaska Native beneficiaries. These bene-
ficiaries are among the most economically dis-
advantaged persons in our country. Section 
646 has worked well to provide an incentive 
for the use of settlement trusts, and must be 
continued. 

However, the looming expiration of Section 
646 has had a chilling effect in recent years 
upon the establishment of new Alaska Native 
settlement trusts. Alaska Native corporations 
have no desire to exchange the corporate tax 
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