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You know, that guy, I’m sure, de-

serves a little extra sweet treatment, 
but I don’t think so. Because he said he 
was hit in the mouth, had a bloody lip 
and got hit in the stomach, the three 
Navy SEALs who captured him are 
being court-martialed. 

It makes no sense. This place is going 
nuts. We ought to be doing everything 
we can to defend and protect this coun-
try, and that means doing whatever is 
necessary, with certain limits, to ex-
tract any information we can from a 
terrorist. For us to put language in 
there like we’re going to give a 15-year 
penalty in prison for a CIA agent who 
goes a little beyond by using cruel, in-
human, or degrading treatment—and, 
boy, I don’t know how you’d define 
that—what CIA agent is going to want 
to take that risk? 

I just don’t understand it, Mr. Speak-
er. We are in a war against people who 
want to destroy us and our way of life. 
They are willing to do all kinds of 
things—fly planes into buildings, do ev-
erything else, cut off heads, torture 
people. Yet we want to make sure we 
treat them with kid gloves. It makes 
absolutely no sense, and I will not vote 
for that bill tomorrow or anything that 
looks like it. 

f 

HONORING THE HEROES OF THE 
HAITIAN DISASTER 

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

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, on 
Tuesday, the House unanimously 
passed House Resolution 1066, recog-
nizing the bravery and efforts of the 
United States Armed Forces, local first 
responders, and other members of Oper-
ation Unified Response for their swift 
and coordinated action in light of the 
devastation wrought upon the nation 
of Haiti after a horrific 7.0 magnitude 
earthquake struck Port-au-Prince and 
surrounding cities on the 12th of Janu-
ary, 2010. 

I have the unique honor of rep-
resenting both Fort Bragg and Pope 
Air Force Base. Men and women from 
the base were critical to the Haitian 
relief effort, and soldiers were involved 
in rescue and recovery operations as 
well as in humanitarian relief—passing 
out food and water to victims of this 
terrible disaster. 

I would like to thank all of the mili-
tary and civilian personnel who re-
sponded so effectively and quickly to 
this disaster, serving honorably under 
less than ideal conditions. 

The 2nd Battalion of the 82nd Air-
borne Division and the 18th Airborne 
Corps were among the first responders, 
with hundreds of people on the ground 
within days of the disaster and thou-
sands within a week. 

b 2000 
The 2nd of the 319th Airborne soon 

joined them. The entire United States 

Army Garrison Fort Bragg came to-
gether and deployed units from the 
82nd Airborne and 18th Corps in their 
support for our neighbors to the south. 

In times of disaster, restoring and 
supporting the most basic require-
ments of life becomes a challenge. The 
43rd and the 440th Maintenance Oper-
ations Squadrons and the 43rd Logis-
tics Readiness Squadron provided the 
support for the fundamental require-
ments desperately needed by the Hai-
tians: water, meals, and basic shelter. 
Of course, even the most needed sup-
plies are useless on a tarmac. The 3rd 
Aerial Port Squadron, the 43rd Mis-
sions Support Squadron, the 440th Air 
Wing, and the 2nd Airlift Squadron got 
the materials where they were needed. 
The 145th Air Wing of the North Caro-
lina National Guard worked with Pope 
Air Force personnel to make these de-
liveries happen. Matching the supplies 
and the need is no small task. The 43rd 
Operations Support Squadron and the 
43rd Communication Squadron brought 
it all together under the able direction 
of the 43rd OG Command Post and as-
sistance of the 43rd Security Forces. 

The devastation of the nation of 
Haiti was tremendous. The infrastruc-
ture we take most for granted was de-
stroyed. Roads, airports, and water in-
frastructure were made useless in an 
instant. The 43rd Civil Engineering 
Squadron arrived to put out fires and 
stayed to rebuild these fundamental 
needs. 

The military personnel were not the 
only ones from North Carolina who re-
sponded to the crisis. Civilians, first re-
sponders, individual volunteers, and 
generous donors all helped make a dif-
ference to the people of Haiti. Commu-
nities of faith across the State moved 
to help all Haitians, many building 
upon decades of commitment to that 
island nation. Churches of every de-
nomination and members of all faiths 
worked together in acts of charity. As 
the Gospel tells us to do, they fed the 
hungry, gave water to the thirsty, sent 
shelter to strangers, provided clothing 
to the suddenly destitute, offered com-
fort and medical care, and, in the sad-
dest charity of all, some helped to bury 
the dead. In addition to the efforts of 
the churches, synagogues, mosques, 
and other places of prayer, the Lions, 
the Masons, and the Daughters of the 
American Revolution all pulled out the 
stops to reach across the ocean. 

Mr. Speaker, the military support, 
the people of faith, and the civilian 
first responders are not three groups; 
they are all one community. These 
groups are interwoven threads that 
came together to weave a safety net of 
volunteers, food, comfort, and shelter 
for the suffering in Haiti. I am proud of 
their efforts as they’ve worked to sup-
port the needs in Haiti. I am proud to 
represent such an amazing tapestry of 
generosity and talent in the 2nd Dis-
trict of North Carolina. And I was 
proud to support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say tonight to 
all Americans: I thank them for their 
help to these people in their hour of 
need. 

f 

THE ADMINISTRATION’S ENERGY- 
KILLING POLICIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
administration’s new budget proposal 
will strangle small business. But 
there’s one small business the new 
budget is targeting with both barrels: 
the small, independent mom-and-pop 
oil and gas producers. 

Getting energy out of the ground is a 
tough business, and it’s expensive. 
These wildcatters hire a lot of people 
and risk a lot of their own money to 
find oil and natural gas. Banks don’t 
lend money to these people for risky 
propositions; so a group of investors 
has to come together and risk their 
own money to drill in an oil or gas 
well, and the Federal Government 
gives incentives for taking this risk 
with a tax writeoff for part of their 
drilling expenses, because, frankly, 
America needs this energy. 

The removal of the tax deduction 
plus new taxes on all energy producers 
will be in the billions. But removal of 
tax deductions especially hurts small 
businesses that take the risk. Ninety 
percent of the wells drilled, owned, and 
operated in this country are inde-
pendent small operators. Let me re-
peat. Ninety percent of the wells 
drilled, owned, and operated in this 
country are independent small opera-
tors. They’re called the ‘‘wildcatters.’’ 

These independent operators go out 
and hire other businesses to drill oil 
wells. They hire geologists to help find 
the right place to drill for oil and nat-
ural gas. Backhoe drivers clear the 
drilling areas. Truck drivers haul 
equipment and make deliveries. The 
food service industry feeds the inde-
pendent crews. And these taxes threat-
en the whole infrastructure that sup-
ports the independent oil and gas in-
dustry. 

According to the Texas Alliance of 
Energy Producers, 88 percent of nat-
ural gas in Texas comes from small 
independent operators. These wildcat-
ters represent the independent spirit of 
this Nation that has made us the great-
est country in the world, the small 
businesses that are the backbone of 
this country. 

If we stop the tax incentives, this in 
essence puts a new tax on these inde-
pendents. It will kill off these small 
businesses, decrease discovery of new 
oil and natural gas in our Nation, and 
it will choke off the infrastructure that 
promotes and provides most of Amer-
ica’s natural gas. Now, my question is, 
why would the administration inten-
tionally put people, including many 
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blue collar workers, out of business and 
out of work? 

These new taxes are punishing the 
little guy, and when they go after the 
little guys, they’re going to have to 
stop the drilling. There will also be 
fewer refineries. 

Natural gas is the clean burning 
transition fuel of the future, and you 
have to drill a hole in the ground to get 
it. Natural gas will be the bridge until 
we have something else to transition 
to. We can’t switch to an all-illu-
sionary green energy resource that 
doesn’t yet exist overnight. But we 
have 100 to 150 years of proven natural 
gas reserves in just our own country. 
You have to drill for it. It’s in the 
ground. Some of it’s underwater. But 
it’s a clean-energy fuel. 

How can the administration justify 
subsidizing a green technology that 
doesn’t even exist but they won’t let 
the small oil and gas independents de-
duct a part of their risk drilling for 
natural gas? 

Nearly 60 percent of our oil comes 
from other countries all over the 
world, and most of those countries 
don’t like us. If we kill off the inde-
pendent oil and gas industry in Amer-
ica, what are we going to do? Try to 
import more oil? 

I probably represent more refineries 
than any other Member of Congress. If 
this legislation passes, it will cost 
southeast Texas billions of dollars in 
new taxes. It will hammer the refinery 
industry and put thousands out of 
work. 

Now, why would the administration 
target America’s energy producers? 
Why would we want to send more 
money to countries in the Middle East? 
Why would we want to send more 
money to Hugo Chavez? Wouldn’t that 
money be better spent on American en-
ergy provided by American companies 
who offer jobs here in America? 

So what are we going to do right now 
if we drastically reduce America’s en-
ergy production, if we cut our ability 
to deliver natural gas? Are we going to 
just sit at home and freeze in the dark? 

Most places, except in big cities, 
there is no public transportation. How 
are people supposed to get to work? 
Where I represent in southeast Texas, 
people drive to work. Their vehicle 
sometimes is their car—it’s called a 
pickup truck. 

The energy-killing policies are pro-
posed by the administration this year, 
not 10 years from now, but it’s in the 
next budget. It will kill off American 
jobs. It will kill off productivity. It 
will make America more vulnerable to 
our enemies, and it will send money, 
American money, overseas, and it will 
continue to make us dependent on for-
eign countries for our oil. It’s not a 
good idea to destroy America’s energy 
industry. The government should not 
tax our energy industry out of busi-
ness. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

INTERROGATION TACTICS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, ear-
lier today we heard some pretty imagi-
native accusations from my Republican 
colleagues when they were talking 
about an amendment I offered to the 
Intelligence Authorization Act. While 
my amendment is being removed from 
the manager’s amendment up in the 
Rules Committee, I want to take this 
opportunity to clear up a few things. 

When President Obama took office 
last year, one of his first Executive or-
ders was to extend the Army field 
manual’s guidelines on interrogation 
tactics. Those guidelines prohibit in-
terrogators in all Federal agencies 
from using brutal interrogations in any 
circumstance. That is the law today. 

So to get the facts straight, brutal 
interrogations are illegal right now. 
But this Executive order doesn’t com-
pletely solve the problem. The Presi-
dent can’t include criminal penalties in 
Executive orders, and current U.S. law 
doesn’t outline what constitutes a bru-
tal interrogation. 

My amendment would have expanded 
upon the President’s Executive order 
to clearly define what constitutes a 
cruel, inhuman, or degrading interro-
gation so that it is unmistakable what 
kinds of techniques are unacceptable. 
It also creates criminal penalties for 
those who use those kinds of interroga-
tions. And to be clear, I didn’t invent 
this concept myself. The amendment 
was based on the Army field manual 
definition of acceptable and unaccept-
able interrogation tactics, which, as 
Senator JOHN MCCAIN has said, is effec-
tive 99.9 percent of the time. One of the 
most important things to remember 
about these kinds of interrogations is 
that they simply don’t work. 

Brutal interrogations are not an ef-
fective tool to collect information, and 
what’s worse, they actually may 
produce unreliable information. As 
former CIA official Bob Baer has said, 
‘‘What happens when you torture peo-
ple is they figure out what you want to 
hear and they tell you that.’’ 

An endless string of studies have 
shown us that when people’s minds or 
bodies are subjected to the kind of 
trauma these brutal interrogations en-
tail, their brains don’t function prop-
erly. For example, during training ex-
ercises, American special operative sol-
diers have had difficulty remembering 
information after they’d been put 
through food or sleep deprivation. 

Why are the Republicans defending a 
tactic we know doesn’t work? Interro-
gations like those hurt our reputation 
abroad. The world was horrified when 

they saw what American soldiers were 
doing at Abu Ghraib. As former Sec-
retary of State Colin Powell has said, 
‘‘People are now starting to question 
whether we’re following our own high 
standards.’’ 

Brutality like that hurts our credi-
bility and undercuts our reputation in 
the global community. 

I’m a veteran. I wear my Vietnam pin 
well and proudly. I served in the Navy. 
I’m passionate about protecting this 
country and keeping our soldiers safe. 
More than anything, this amendment 
was designed to protect them. 

Several soldiers have done a far bet-
ter job than I can in explaining why we 
need laws like this. Retired Colonel 
Stuart Herrington said that cruelty in 
interrogations ‘‘endangers our soldiers 
on the battlefield by encouraging reci-
procity.’’ The golden rule, if you will. 

Retired admiral John Huston has 
said, ‘‘Getting our interrogation poli-
cies back on track will preserve our 
standing to fight for humane treat-
ment of American soldiers who are cap-
tured.’’ 

I couldn’t agree more. Without clear 
laws that define acceptable and unac-
ceptable interrogation practices, in-
cluding criminal consequences for vio-
lating those laws, we are putting more 
Americans at risk of being treated with 
the same brutality. 

Just last week the two former Jus-
tice Department attorneys who crafted 
the legal justification for the use of 
brutal interrogations got off scot free. 
The Justice Department absolved them 
of their wrongdoing and only said they 
had ‘‘exercised poor judgment’’ and 
hadn’t broken the law. They took ad-
vantage of a gap in our current law and 
provided legal cover for abuse during 
interrogations. My amendment would 
have ensured this kind of legal maneu-
vering never happens again. 

As the President said when he issued 
his Executive order last year, ‘‘We are 
willing to observe core standards of 
conduct not just when it’s easy, but 
also when it’s hard.’’ 

f 

b 2015 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE BOY 
SCOUTS OF AMERICA 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today actually in 
celebration of the recognition of the 
100th anniversary of a great, value- 
laden, principle-driven organization, 
the Boy Scouts of America. It was 100 
years ago this month that led to the 
formal organization of the Boy Scouts 
of America. And that came from an 
event actually that happened across 
the sea, in London. 
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