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the honor of working with him on several
major issues over the years. We both had se-
rious reservations about the nature of U.S. re-
lations with the People’s Republic of China
(PRC).

In fact, in the mid-1980’s, Jerry Solomon in-
troduced legislation prohibiting the export of
U.S.-built satellites to the PRC. He argued that
exporting these satellites to China would place
at risk our most sensitive military technology.
Ten years later we knew Jerry was right. The
Chinese were stealing this satellite and missile
technology and had used it to upgrade their
ICBMs.

Needless to say, Jerry was a very effective
legislator. Dozens of important laws are on the
books which are authored by Jerry Solomon.
Laws aimed to helping the American family by
encouraging young people not to get involved
with illegal drugs, the law which elevated the
Veterans Administration to a cabinet level de-
partment, and the Solomon Amendment, de-
nying student aid to people who refuse to reg-
ister with the Selective Service. The list goes
on and on.

A few weeks ago | visited the operations
center for the FBI and on the wall was a large
wanted poster for Osama bin Laden, offering
a reward of $5 million for information leading
to his arrest. It was Jerry Solomon who put
the terrorist reward law on the books.

When we look at what this country is facing
today we are hard pressed not to think of
Jerry. A few years back some people thought
Jerry Solomon was a throwback to some other
time because he was so patriotic. Not today.
He loved America and as a Marine would
have died for his country.

Jerry sponsored legislation to prohibit the
desecration of the American flag. It is a sym-
bol of what unites us as a people and what is
best about America. Who can forget the fire-
men in New York raising that flag at Ground
Zero, the crater where the World Trade Center
once towered in tandem over the city.

In Jerry’s Capitol Hill office there were
shelves covered with firemen’s helmets from
many of the small towns in his upstate New
York district. He respected and honored our
firemen. Today, everyone appreciates them.

Jerry always honored and respected our po-
lice, our veterans and our men and women in
uniform. Jerry had a real appreciation for how
difficult and important their work is. Today all
Americans appreciate them.

Jerry Solomon wore an American flag lapel
pin every day for the 20 years he served as
a Member of Congress. Today we all wear
them.

Jerry Solomon was a true patriot and a
good friend. He embodied his Marine Corps
motto—semper fidelis—"always faithful.” 1 will
miss him.

Mr. GOSS. | am submitting my speech that
| gave, Mr. Speaker, at the Honorable Gerald
Solomon'’s funeral.

Were | a fully finished disciple of Jerry Sol-
omon | would now set out right here on the
lectern a big accordion file with “Solomon”
written boldly across the front—this was his
hallmark. The funny thing is—he didn't need
it—everyone knew when Jerry was in the
room. It will be easy to remember Jerry—so
active, so involved in so many things. He
touched so many lives—family, colleagues,
marines, veterans, the people of the 22nd dis-
trict and so many others. It will be very hard
not to miss him. How many times since Jerry
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left Congress have | thought “where’s Sol-
omon when you need him?” When confronted
with issues of the day, especially now when
patriotism is so much in the forefront. The dis-
play of our flag these days is just what he
loved.

I am reminded of Jerry daily—or at least
whenever the Rules Committee meets (so per-
haps | should say nightly given our recent
schedule) because his portrait in the com-
mittee room is positioned so he looks right
over my shoulder—so close, he could whisper
in my ear, which | am sure he will.

Jerry left his marks of fairness and dyna-
mism and good spirit on the committee—they
last today under David Dreier's able leader-
ship. Jerry wasn't perfect. He failed to con-
vince me that milk marketing orders were a
good thing. He never could get David Dreier to
agree to his views on trade. But, he ran a tight
ship, even had his own phraseology, designed
to save words and make the point. “step out
side,” and “taking you out to the woodshed”
are phrases that had meaning when Jerry
spoke.

The Washington Post this week labeled him
a “blunt conservative,” A more politically cor-
rect paper would have used “straight-talking
patriot.” Political correctness was not his way
but Honest-to-God concern for people and his
country were.

Many of us here today traveled with Jerry
and Freda to far off places—some places I'd
barely heard of—to serve our Nation's Inter-
est. Somehow it just doesn't seem normal to
get on a Codel plane without having Jerry and
Freda leading the way. Early on, | found out
that Jerry had discovered the best maple ice
cream is found in Gander, Newfoundland. It
was never a surprise to find ourselves on a
plane that needed to refuel in Gander. He
really loved that maple ice cream.

My favorite recollection dealing with Euro-
pean Parliamentarians—which we did a lot—
occurred one otherwise quite Sunday mid-win-
ter morning in Brussels. A certain self-approv-
ing Euro-speaker took some serious liberties
describing U.S. foreign policy to belittle our
country at a fairly high level gathering of influ-
ential parliamentarians. Without a note, Jerry
instantly stood up, delivered a magnificent,
passionate oration tracking in some detail
American sacrifice and contribution to Europe
from WWI to the Cold War. It was so stun-
ningly effective that our European colleagues
were literally “speechless”—a condition in
which European parliamentarians have not
found themselves before or since.

On another occasion in Bucharest, |
watched Jerry take on Mr. Zhirinovski—a one-
time Russian presidential candidate—who was
making particularly obnoxious remarks about
the United States without cause. Jerry made
short work of him as he did of anyone show-
ing disrespect to our country.

Jerry always got the job done—somehow.
One day in the Ukraine, our delegation was
offered a visit to Sevastopol, Russia Fleet
Headquarters on the Black Sea. This had
been an “off-limits” area—so we were eager
to go, but the Ukrainians were adamant we
must go on their plane (a well used Russian
model) rather than our own Codel plane. Jerry
dutifully took a vote of the delegation—which
was unanimous—to go only if we could use
our plane. Jerry “fixed it.” We arrived at the
airport dawn the next day—got on the Ukrain-
ian plane and flew to Sevastopol. So much
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vodka was consumed that day celebrating the
American presence that it didn't matter what
plane we flew on. Jerry got the job done.
Jerry’s energy was legendary, he never saw
a hill he didn’t charge; some say he made hills
where none existed just so he could charge
up them. To Freda and family go our love and
support and the certain knowledge that Jerry
rests comfortably atop the Lord’s hill now.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this special order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PUTNAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

————

UNITED STATES INCREASING DE-
PENDENCY ON IMPORTED PE-
TROLEUM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-

ity leader.
Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, as we
complete our commemoration this

evening of our dear colleague Congress-
man Jerry Solomon of New York, I am
reminded that his patriotism and his
devotion to duty inspired us all, and as
we confront this latest test of Amer-
ica’s will and position in the world and
what is just for all people, I am re-
minded of a book that I have been re-
reading called Sacred Rage that puts in
context some of the forces that are
arrayed against the United States and
our interests now and the entire issue
of terrorism and its roots.

In that book by Robin Wright, much
is discussed, including some of the reli-
gious fervor that has been promoted
and directed against the people of the
United States, some of the hatred of
U.S. policies in the Middle East that
are at the basis of some of the antip-
athy toward our country and our peo-
ple, but also the economic
underpinnings of the unrest in the Mid-
dle East and Central Asia and how di-
rectly it is tied to petroleum and oil.

This evening I am going to spend a
little bit of time talking about that be-
cause, as the American people under-
stand better some of the underpinnings
of the terror, we can get a clearer sense
of new directions to set in order to
build a more peaceful world for the fu-
ture.

This evening I wanted to talk about
the United States’ increasing depend-
ency on imported fuel and petroleum,
and I have two charts here that de-
scribe it very clearly.

This is a chart dating back to the
mid-1980s and each year showing an in-
crease in the amount of imported oil
that comes into our country, and in
spite of conservation efforts, in spite of



H7708

other things that we have done, more
miles per gallons and so forth, we have
become more and more dependent on
imports of petroleum to drive this
economy.

We imported 1.2 billion barrels of oil
in 1982, but last year, 3.3 billion bar-
rels, and so we have nearly tripled in
the last 20 years our dependency on im-
ported petroleum. Serious work on al-
ternative fuels has been largely ig-
nored, while billions of dollars in tax
subsidies and profits have accrued to
the oil industry.

The second chart that I have gives a
sense of our entire petroleum usage in
this country, which is the red set of
bars here, and this is just the last dec-
ade from 1992 to the present showing
that the number has been rising slow-
ly, the usage has been rising slowly in
total petroleum consumption, but the
yellow bar underneath shows how
much is imported of that total, and my
colleagues can see that our total con-
sumption is going up but the amount of
imported fuel is going up as a larger
share of that. In each single year of the
1990s and last year, it has gone up to
now almost half of total usage in this
country, and over half of what is im-
ported comes from the Middle East.

Last year, the United States im-
ported more than 3.3 billion barrels of
crude oil, and our largest supplier,
Saudi Arabia, actually sold us over 557
million barrels. America’s addiction to
imported oil threatens our freedom of
action. It saps the lifeblood from our
economy, and truly, it distorts our for-
eign policy goals.

What an irony of modern history that
while our country’s bombs fall on
Iraq’s no fly zone, our Nation continues
to purchase an estimated $15 billion
worth of Iraqi crude annually. That is
really something to think about.

America’s addiction to imported oil
threatens our freedom of action with-
out question. A couple of decades ago
when President Jimmy Carter warned
about America’s growing energy de-
pendence on the outside world, our Na-
tion responded by creating the Depart-
ment of Energy with the goal of put-
ting America on a course to be more
self-sufficient.

Conservation saved millions of bar-
rels per day, and more fuel efficient
cars stemmed the growing usage of oil,
but truly, Americans were never really
committed to being energy inde-
pendent, and we fell asleep as to the
risks, again as these charts attest. We
are more dependent now on imported
o0il than at any time in our history.

Half the oil, as I mentioned, that we
consume is imported, and half of that
comes from OPEC, from the OPEC car-
tel. We spend $86 billion on our oil
habit every year, and in the meantime,
those dollars are foregone for domestic
investment opportunities in alter-
native fuels for America’s independ-
ence such as biodiesel, ethanol, clean
coal, the range of alternatives that ex-
ists if we but had the will to apply
them.
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The United States Department of En-
ergy itself has warned us that depend-
ence on foreign oil has cost our econ-
omy deeply. Price manipulation, if you
think about it, by the OPEC -cartel
from 1979 to 1991 cost our economy over
$4 trillion. One of the earlier speakers
this evening talked about September
11, and in some places in our country
the price per gallon going up to over $4
a gallon. Think about the price manip-
ulation that my colleagues might have
seen in their own communities, in their
own towns and think about all those
dollars and how much wiser it would
have been had we invested those here
at home in domestic production.

America’s foreign policy, particu-
larly in the Middle East, has been
heavily influenced by the extraction
and removal of oil, and in fact, oil has
become a distorting proxy for our for-
eign policy. It clouds it. It creates a
situation where we cannot see politi-
cally clearly enough in that region of
the world. We ought to remove it as a
proxy for our foreign policy, and we
ought to make a commitment to do it.

Becoming energy self-sufficient here
at home makes global economic sense,
too, because over the next 15 years the
world oil reserves will begin dimin-
ishing. They have reached their peak in
terms of availability on the face of the
globe, and prices will rise even higher
with each barrel pumped. There is no
more opportune time for our Nation to
get serious.

Putting America on a sound energy
footing will require national leader-
ship, and it will require the active in-
volvement of our Federal Government
and our State governments. The goal
should be to make each State in our
Union energy independent to the great-
est extent possible and eliminate Fed-
eral requirements that discourage al-
ternative fuels.

If you look at our defense budget,
just the cost of maintaining the oil
supply lines from the Middle East at a
minimum costs us over $50 billion a
year, $50 billion a year. That has to do
with military emplacements that have
been stationed in that part of the
world, ships that patrol, planes that
fly, et cetera. Imagine if we could be
investing that kind of money here at
home to make ourselves energy self-
sufficient.

The State of Minnesota, and I just re-
turned from there, is leading the way
in new ethanol producing plants that
are also creating new value added for
our depressed world countryside. The
Federal Government really needs to
take a look at Minnesota, and every
other governor should take a look at
Minnesota. They are doing so much to
encourage the use of renewable fuels,
and I sort of felt as I went through
Minnesota and I looked at these var-
ious farmer co-ops that were producing
this ethanol, I thought I was seeing a
modern day incarnation of Benjamin
Franklin or Thomas Edison. They are
tinkering around and finding an answer
and applying it in that great State.
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In addition to those kind of efforts, I
have introduced other legislation that
will deal with America’s long-term en-
ergy dependence. One piece of legisla-
tion would expand and rename what we
call the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
and rename it the Strategic Fuels Re-
serve to allow that reserve to also ac-
cess ethanol and biodiesel, not just
crude oil and petroleum. The biofuels
initiative would authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to provide loans
for production distribution, develop-
ment and storage of biofuels beyond
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

These fuels provide the American
farmer with new market opportunities,
and their mass production could pro-
vide the rural areas of this Nation with
the economic infusion of jobs and in-
vestment that has been dreamed about
but has not occurred for generations.
With a bill that has been introduced in
the other body by Senator RICHARD
LUGAR of Indiana, it is my great hope
that for the first time we can look at
this biofuels initiative and make it a
central pillar in new agriculture legis-
lation that will clear this year for our
great Nation.

If you think about commodity crises
and their levels today, it is clear that
more can and should be done to utilize
those domestic surpluses to produce
new fuels for this economy. Economic
security is provided by the increased
utilization of renewable biofuels and
would provide significant economic
benefits.

According to our own Department of
Agriculture, a sustained annual mar-
ket of 100 million gallons of just bio-
diesel would result in a $170 million in-
crease in income to farmers, and that
is a very small increase.

Ethanol, biodiesel and other alter-
native fuels also provide us with envi-
ronmental security. Biodiesel contains
no sulfur or aromatics associated with
air pollution, and the use of biodiesel
provides a 78.5 percent reduction in
carbon dioxide emissions compared to
petroleum diesel, and when burned in a
conventional engine, provides substan-
tial reduction in unburned hydro-
carbons, carbon monoxide and particu-
late matter.

For too long we have been uncreative
and cynical about the opportunities
that alternative energy sources provide
us. Some day, not so far from now, the
oil reserves will be tapped dry. Alter-
native energy sources like ethanol, bio-
diesel, solar energy, wind power, geo-
thermal, fuel cells, clean coal and hy-
brids will provide us with new opportu-
nities to become more energy inde-
pendent and to determine our own des-
tiny, not be forced to shape the foreign
policy and economic domestic policy of
this Nation based on imported petro-
leum.

I have been active on this issue for
quite a while. Last year, as I men-
tioned, during the appropriations com-
mittee markup, we had an amendment
which would have increased the appro-
priated amount for renewable energy
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programs by $106 million. It failed in
committee, but an amendment I co-
sponsored with former Congressman
Matt Salmon increased that funding by
an additional $40 million.

We just have to be vigilant, and if
one looks at the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve, which I referenced a little bit
earlier in my remarks tonight, if we
think about that reserve, it should
hold about 700 million barrels of crude.
It only has 545 million barrels today,
sufficient to push the United States
from wild price swings for a period of
approximately 53 days. None of the fuel
in that reserve is biobased. In fact, 92
percent of the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve has been purchased from foreign
sources; 41.9 percent from Mexico; 24
percent from the United Kingdom; and
over a fifth from the Middle East, the
OPEC-producing Nations.

The Strategic Petroleum Reserve
should also include the development of
alternatives to our Nation’s reliance on
petroleum.
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Every single part of our government
should be asking the question, how can
we move America toward a more inde-
pendent future? How can we make our
economy more secure in the years
ahead?

This is a primary source of insta-
bility. Since the economically dam-
aging Arab oil embargoes of 1973 and
1974 and 1979, to the current recession
which was precipitated by rising oil
prices that began in 1999, the economic
stability of the United States has too
often in modern history been shaken
by economic forces outside our borders.
How long is it going to take us to wise
up?

Legislation here should shift our de-
pendence away from foreign petroleum
as our primary energy source to alter-
native renewable domestic fuels. Cur-
rently the United States annually con-
sumes about 164 billion gallons of vehi-
cle fuels and 5.6 billion gallons of heat-
ing oil. In 2000, 52.9 percent of these
fuels were imported. That means every
time you go to the gas station and you
fill your tank with gasoline, half of
what you pay goes offshore to one of
those o0il cartel interests. Does that
make you feel good? Would you not
rather be investing those dollars in
this country?

Since 1983, the United States impor-
tation of petroleum and its derivatives
has nearly tripled, rising from 1.25 bil-
lion barrels in 1983 to a level of 3.3 bil-
lion barrels in the Year 2000.

If we think about the benefits of con-
tinued development and utilization of
ethanol and biodiesel, they involve en-
ergy security for our country, eco-
nomic security based on independence
that we grow and process here at home,
and environmental security.

In terms of the Middle East and the
situation we are now facing with En-
during Freedom, there is absolutely no
question that every single one of those
Gulf oil states, their economies are
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propped up by the dollars that come
from inside this economy. Now, we can-
not cut them off tomorrow, it would
create a terribly disruptive situation in
that part of the world. But it is high
time that the United States thought
very hard about how it is going to live
up to the promise of our founders, and
that is our own new Declaration of
Independence, recognizing how our
independence is being subscribed by
forces that perhaps because of inertia
we have let overwhelm us, but now,
particularly at this time in our his-
tory, to be wise enough and to have
enough foresight and enough deter-
mination to wean ourselves off of this
dangerous dependence on imported pe-
troleum.

To think that we have major mili-
tary presence in the Middle East, not
because of Enduring Freedom, that has
come on recently, but major military
presence to patrol those oil lanes and
to make sure that that product gets to
our shores, should cause every single
American to think very hard. What
does that mean to our children’s fu-
ture? What does it mean to the inde-
pendence of this country?

Think about the fact that $50 billion
to $100 billion of taxes paid every year
by the people of this country go di-
rectly into our defense budget to sup-
port the petroleum industry, which is
largely now every year more and more
an imported product into this market.
Would it not be wiser to spend those
dollars here at home, using our inge-
nuity, using our promise, using our
hopes for a better future, and investing
every single dime here at home where
it would create ripple effects into our
economy and cut our very dangerous
dependence on imported petroleum?

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank those
who have listened this evening. I think
that this is absolutely the most impor-
tant economic issue that faces us as we
try to move toward peace and resolu-
tion of the very serious threat that is
facing our country from the Middle
East. But unless one understands this
piece of the equation, one will never be
able to understand how to lead us to a
more secure and independent future.

————————

BORDER, DRUG AND ANTI-
TERRORIST POLICIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PuTNAM). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER)
is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, tonight I
would like to focus on our border poli-
cies and drug and anti-terrorism poli-
cies and want to share a number of
things that we have been working on,
and hope to continue to do this as we
are in session the rest of this year.

First, I want to begin with a series of
hearings that we are working with on
the north and south borders. The ac-
tual conception for this idea came out
of the U.S.-Canada Parliamentary Con-
ference last May. Some of the Cana-
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dian legislators had expressed concerns
that the slowdowns at our borders,
much like on the Mexican border, were
impacting commerce.

We have become so interconnected in
all of our border states, particularly
you think of California and Texas, but
in the Midwest, Michigan, as well as
my home State of Indiana, Ohio, Illi-
nois, New York State and all of New
England, are very interconnected with
the Canadian trade. We have gained al-
most as many jobs in our trade with
Canada as we have lost to Mexico in In-
diana, and in Texas they have gained
from Mexico, but lost some to Canada.
That is what the North American Free
Trade Agreement was originally con-
ceived to do, and ironically seems to in
a way that many of us were skeptical
about, be working, but only if our bor-
ders work.

At the same time, I as cochair with
Susan Whalen of the House side of the
Transborder Sub Group in our Cana-
dian Parliamentary Conference, as I
pointed out, we are not going to back
off on our drug war, we are not going to
back off on illegal immigration be-
cause of the trade thing.

We have to figure out how we can
have adequate means to move com-
merce and the people moving across
the border and still protect our bor-
ders. That was long before September
11. We had agreed to hold a number of
hearings on the border. After talking
with the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
KOLBE) and the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER) and those in
the TU.S.-Mexico Parliamentary Ex-
change as well, we decided to do some
on the south border.

At this point, we are at least going to
do the Detroit-Windsor corridor, the
Buffalo-Toronto corridor, the Seattle-
Vancouver in the north, as well as the
New York-Montreal, Boston-Montreal
corridors, and on the Mexican border,
the California crossings, Nogales to El
Paso-Juarez and the Monterey zone.

To get a picture of what is happening
on our borders, our first hearings were
held this past weekend at Highgate
Springs in Vermont, which is the I-89
corridor where Montreal, Quebec City
come down and into Boston and New
England, and at Champlain, New York,
on Monday morning on the I-87 cor-
ridor where Montreal comes down to
New York City.

We also visited the border control re-
gional command center. Twenty-four
states are coordinated out of Bur-
lington, Vermont, the U.S. Coast
Guard Center on Lake Champlain, and
the southern border crossing between
1-89 and I-87.

The first zone highlights from these
first hearings highlighted certain
things that are likely to be repeated as
we do other hearings. One, there is in-
sufficient staffing for customs, INS and
Border Patrol. Two, the current staff is
working overtime and having vacation
leave canceled, which is exhausting
them and also reaching the overtime
limits in some cases. You can do that
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