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push us further down this destructive
path.

No matter if you support or oppose
Keystone XL, we can all agree that
drilling and transporting oil has seri-
ous risks. It only takes one small
crack, one small mistake, to cause a
major oil spill and catastrophic, irrep-
arable harm to the surrounding com-
munities.

In 1969, my home district experienced
one of the worst oil spills in U.S. his-
tory. I saw firsthand the devastating
damage to our local economy, to
human health, property, and natural
resources. We have seen this happen far
too many times since then in commu-
nities around the country. The Deep-
water Horizon disaster cost 11 lives,
billions of dollars in economic dam-
ages, and untold devastation to the
delicate ecosystem of the gulf.

That very same year, we saw a ter-
rible spill in Kalamazoo, Michigan.
This spill was particularly noteworthy
because it involved tar sands oil, which
is the same type of oil that would flow
through the Keystone pipeline. Tar
sands is much harder to clean up than
standard crude, which is one of the rea-
sons that spill took nearly $1 billion
and several years to fully clean up.

Mr. Speaker, history has shown us
that there is simply no such thing as a
spill-proof well or pipeline. Accidents
do happen. In fact, accidents have al-
ready happened 14 times on the exist-
ing Keystone pipeline. Despite numer-
ous assurances that Keystone XL will
be safer and that spill risks will be
minimal, safer simply does not equate
to safe.

That is why we have the Oil Spill Li-
ability Trust Fund, which is funded by
an 8-cents-per-barrel excise fee on
crude oil and petroleum products. This
fund ensures that the oil companies
that create these messes also pay to
clean them up. But TransCanada is
currently exempt from contributing to
the trust fund for Keystone because tar
sands oil is not considered crude oil for
purposes of the program.

If Keystone XL is approved, the pipe-
line’s tar sands oil will literally get a
free ride through the United States. If
there is a spill, taxpayers and local
communities—not those responsible—
could be stuck with the cleanup bill.
This makes no sense. TransCanada and
all tar sands oil companies should have
to pay into the Oil Spill Liability
Trust Fund just like every other oil
company.

That is why I am offering this very
straightforward amendment. My
amendment would simply require
TransCanada to certify that it will pay
the same per-barrel fee for its tar sands
oil as it does for its regular crude. It
would ensure that TransCanada—and
not our taxpayers—would pay to clean
up its own mess in the event of a spill.

Mr. Speaker, if we as a Nation—and
these are our natural resources as tax-
payers—if we as a Nation are going to
bear 100 percent of the spill risk, the
least we can do is to ensure that those
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responsible pay to clean it up. This is a
commonsense idea that should have bi-
partisan support.

I urge my colleagues to adopt this
amendment to protect American tax-
payers and ensure that oil companies
pay what is only their fair share, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1
withdraw my reservation of a point of
order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation of the point of order is with-
drawn.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
claim the time in opposition to the
gentlewoman’s motion.

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

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to remind the gentlewoman
that President Obama, through a regu-
lation, decided that diluted bitumen is
not crude oil for the purposes of the
trust fund tax, so the problem was cre-
ated by President Obama and the IRS.

We are in the process of trying to ad-
dress that issue. It is under the juris-
diction of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. In their tax reform package,
that is an issue that they are looking
at. But if we try to change that now in
this bill, we would be treating Trans-
Canada differently than all other pipe-
lines are being treated bringing bitu-
men into the United States.

I would also point out this pipeline’s
greater safety characteristics. It has
more safety characteristics than any
other pipeline built. We would think
you would want to incentivize its use
and not punish it with further tax-
ation.

So, in my opinion, while I have great
respect for the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, this is simply a ruse to kill the
bill.

I would respectfully ask our Members
to oppose this motion to recommit and
pass H.R. 5682. The Senate has said—
Senator REID has said—that they will
take it up in the Senate. That is pre-
cisely what we would like to see.

I urge defeat of the motion to recom-
mit, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
consideration of H.R. 5682 is postponed.

D.C. ASKS CONGRESS TO RESPECT
THEIR LOCAL MARIJUANA INI-
TIATIVE

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, thank
you to the two Democratic Representa-
tives, BLUMENAUER and PoLIS, and Re-
publican Representative ROHRABACHER
who stood with the District of Colum-
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bia for letting our marijuana reform
bill stand today.

Although Blacks and Whites smoke
pot at the same rate, the majority of
those convicted of possession of small
amounts in the District of Columbia
and nationwide are Black. Your State
may not be counted among the 58 per-
cent of Americans who want cannabis
legalized. D.C. doesn’t ask you to sup-
port marijuana. D.C. asks only that the
Congress respect our local marijuana
initiative, which is every bit as much a
local control matter as the decision
made by four other States on this very
same issue.

————
[ 1900

THE PASSING OF FORMER
CONGRESSMAN LANE EVANS

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise on
Veterans Day Week to pay tribute to
our dear friend and longtime former
colleague, Congressman Lane Evans.

An honorable man and Marine Corps
Vietnam veteran, Lane was elected in
November 1982, and sworn in January
1983 as a member of a large freshman
class that comprised the 98th Congress.
He hailed from a working-class district
and was a son of the working class. So
few Members are grounded in that her-
itage. He was intelligent, committed, a
true gentleman, and a patriot.

The economy and social benefit pro-
grams consumed the attention of that
Congress. Very high unemployment
levels hung over our Nation, mired in
the aftermath of a very deep recession
following the first Arab oil embargo
and economic policies of the Reagan
administration that did not relieve the
dire circumstances of unemployed
workers. Extending unemployment
benefits occupied that Congress as a
lifeline to millions of workers that saw
their livelihoods evaporate almost in-
stantaneously. In the spring of 1983,
Congress passed the historic refi-
nancing of the Social Security program
to assure the system would be sound
for generations to come. Lane had
fought to be a Member to fight for
that, and he was a ‘‘yes’ vote on that
historic measure.

During the first decade of Lane’s
service, we served together on the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee. After an ex-
tended fight, legislation was passed to
allow Agent Orange-affected Vietnam
veterans to receive benefits as a moral
obligation to these veterans who had
served. Today, Lane’s legacy lives on
as we continue to build on the founda-
tion he laid.

During his distinguished career, Mr.
Evans led the effort to fight for vet-
erans returning home with PTSD and
TBI. His efforts in Congress laid the
groundwork for a new chapter in the
way American cares for those suffering
from mental illness and the stress-re-
lated conditions of battle.
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Mr. Evans was taken from us far too
soon. He was only 63 when he passed
away last week after a very long, cou-
rageous, and difficult battle with Par-
kinson’s. He will be dearly missed.

Always true to the Marine Corps
motto, Lane was ‘‘always faithful.”
May God bless him. May he be elevated
to a very high position in heaven. I feel
so privileged to have had the oppor-
tunity to serve with him as a Member
of the 98th Congress and those that fol-
lowed.

———

HONORING THE LIVES OF FORMER
REPRESENTATIVES PHIL CRANE
AND LANE EVANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCALLISTER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate my colleague from Ohio men-
tioning Lane Evans. The point of this
time is to recognize two of our col-
leagues who have have passed. We want
to remember them. I appreciate Marcy
for those kind words about Lane Evans.

I am going to manage this hour. So
with respect to my colleagues who are
down here, I would like to yield to Con-
gressman HULTGREN.

Mr. HULTGREN. I want to thank my
good friend, Congressman SHIMKUS, for
this time and for this important time
to honor these wonderful colleagues.

Before I get started, I will enter into
the RECORD an article titled: ‘‘Philip
M. Crane: Teacher, Lecturer, Author,
Congressman and Friend,” written by
Ed Feulner, former president of the
Heritage Foundation.

PHILIP M. CRANE: TEACHER, LECTURER,
AUTHOR, CONGRESSMAN AND FRIEND

(By Ed Feulner, Former President of the
Heritage Foundation)

Former Rep. Phil Crane, R-I11., died Nov. 7
after a struggle with lung cancer.

His passing reminded all of us who knew
Phil what a unique contribution to the mod-
ern conservative movement he had made.

On some days he was giving his famous lec-
ture, ‘“The Blessings of Liberty,” to audi-
ences around the nation. For many months
he was stumping for Barry Goldwater, Ron-
ald Reagan, fellow congressional candidates
and many other conservatives running for of-
fice at every level in our nation.

After his election to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, he played a key role advising
and leading conservatives both inside and
outside of the Capitol on legislative tactics
and institution building always based on
principles of our Founding Fathers.

I met Phil when he was a lecturer for the
Intercollegiate Studies Institute in the early
1960s. He was teaching history at Bradley
University, in Peoria, Ill., before founding a
private school in the Chicago suburbs.

Phil’s reputation was that of an emerging
leader: a great speaker, a motivator of the
grassroots and an original thinker.

Most significantly to me, Phil was a man
who understood the power of ideas. After all,
he had attended Hillsdale College (and served
on its board of trustees for many decades),
and then earned his Ph.D. in history from In-
diana University, where ‘his academic
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record had never been exceded.”” Phil was the
author of an important early book on the
philosophical issues that defined the dif-
ference between conservatives and the reign-
ing progressive orthodoxy, ‘‘The Democrats
Dilemma’ (Regnery, 1964).

His vision for the future, based on the un-
derlying principles of America’s Founders’
commitment to liberty, was an inspiration
to all of us who knew him and who worked
for him and with him.

Phil was elected to succeed Don Rumsfeld
in the Congress in a special election in 1969,
against a field of seven other candidates.
Many of us were rooting for him as the prin-
cipled conservative in this large and complex
field, but we weren’t certain that he could
really do it. Phil was a principled conserv-
ative—a tea partier long before there was a
tea party. But throughout the primary proc-
ess, his message of principled conservatism
rang true to his constituents-to-be. He won
that special election, then won 17 more
times.

He stuck to his guns, whether he was in
the minority or in the majority, throughout
his 35-year tenure in Washington.

When Phil was sworn in as the newest
member of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, he was a representative of a minority
(committed conservatives) in the minority
party (the Republicans). When he left the
Congress in 2004, he had helped make con-
servatism the mainstream of the Republican
Party and of the entire U.S. political arena.

In his early Washington years, when I had
the great privilege of serving as Phil’s legis-
lative director (1970-71) and then as his chief
of staff (1971-74), he was the leading light of
elected conservatives in Washington.

It was Phil Crane who passionately argued
that private American citizens should be per-
mitted to own gold. It was Phil who argued
as a matter of principle that federal spending
for subsidies for urban mass transit sys-
tems—even in his home city of Chicago—was
not an appropriate use of federal taxpayer
funds. Big arguments over foreign policy and
domestic issues involved Phil as a leading
conservative figure in Washington and
around the nation.

Battles like these—some won, others lost—
may be forgotten, as the media focus on
Phil’s battle to preserve the Panama Canal
as an integral part of the United States. Of
course, on the Panama Canal he fought side-
by-side with the former governor of Cali-
fornia, Ronald Reagan.

For those of us who worked for Phil, we re-
member the late-night meetings of conserv-
ative congressmen, staffers and activists,
who looked to Phil Crane for leadership on
policy issues.

It was during these legislative battles that
Phil formed the idea of a coordinated effort
among House conservatives. These concep-
tual discussions resulted in Crane’s vision
for the Republican Study Committee to
counter the Ilong-established Democrat
Study Group of liberal House members.
Today, the RSC is the largest faction within
the membership of the House Republicans,
and it exists because Phil Crane envisioned
its potential.

But my fondest memories of Phil will be of
long discussions about conservative ideas
and how they best can be advanced in the po-
litical milieu of Washington.

We talked about how conservatives can
communicate more effectively with grass-
roots leaders around the nation. And we dis-
cussed how to build a conservative infra-
structure to counter the establishment in-
terests of Washington.

We decided that America needed a number
of new institutions, including a new form of
a policy research and communicating organi-
zation. From these discussions, Phil became
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an early advocate of that new conservative
think tank, The Heritage Foundation. And
for that, all conservatives should be grateful.

And speaking very personally, a picture of
Phil holding our month-old son, flanked by
Linda and me, has a special place of honor in
our living room. That son is now 43 years
old, by the way.

Rest in the peace of the Lord, which you
have so eminently earned, my friend.

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to pay tribute and respect to former
Congressman Phil Crane, who we lost
this week.

As a fellow committed conservative
Representative of the west and north-
west suburbs of Chicago, I have always
had a special connection to Congress-
man Crane. For 35 years, he rep-
resented sizable portions of what is
now the 14th Congressional District,
the district I represent in Congress.
When Illinois was redistricted fol-
lowing the 1990 Census, Phil Crane was
willing to give the McHenry County
portion of his old district to the newer
16th District in order to present the
Republican nominee, Don Manzullo,
with a better chance of recapturing the
district for the GOP. And he did this,
arguably, to the detriment of his own
reelection prospects down the road.

Twenty years later, most of McHenry
County is in the 14th Congressional
District, and I am proud to represent
his former constituents, who were stal-
wart supporters of his.

When he left office in 2004, he was at
the time the longest-serving House Re-
publican. In his book: ‘“The Sum of
Good Government,”” Crane wrote:

Once people are willing to admit the possi-
bility of alternatives, the battle is more than
half won and the time for refinements of a
‘“‘conservative reform platform will be at
hand.”

Phil pursued that platform as a lead-
er of the conservative movement both
in and outside of Congress. He served
as chairman of the American Conserv-
ative Union, a prominent think tank
and advocacy organization. In 1973, he
founded the preeminent conservative
organization in the House, the Repub-
lican Study Committee, of which I am
a proud member. Today, the RSC is the
largest Member organization of House
Republicans and drives much of the
conservative agenda.

Congressman Crane spent most of his
career pursuing that agenda on the
Ways and Means Committee. There, he
championed many of the ideals I and
many of our shared constituents sub-
scribe to. These include lowering taxes
on everyone, simplifying the Tax Code
so that it is fair and transparent, de-
fending free market economics, and
promoting free trade with other na-
tions.

His work propelled him to become
the ranking member and eventually
chairman of the Ways and Means Trade
Subcommittee. While there, he led the
effort to pass numerous free trade
agreements, including the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement, which
opened up economic opportunities with
our northern and southern neighbors.
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