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ExxonMobil, which was yesterday con-

tacted by the Guardian in the U.S. but did 
not return calls, is spending millions of 
pounds on an advertising campaign aimed at 
influencing politicians, opinion formers and 
business leaders in the UK and other pro-
Kyoto countries in the weeks before the G8 
meeting at Gleneagles. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

MAY JOBS NUMBERS 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, when is 
President Bush going to level with the 
American people about the U.S. econ-
omy? This past weekend during his 
weekly radio address he said the econ-
omy is on the right track. The Presi-
dent’s statement came one day after 
disappointing job numbers showed our 
economy only created 78,000 new jobs 
in May, the smallest number in almost 
2 years. 

Keep in mind the economy has to cre-
ate 150,000 each month just to keep 
pace with more workers entering the 
workforce. Last month’s numbers cre-
ated only half that number. 

Mr. Speaker, President Bush has yet 
to create his first job since coming to 
office 5 years ago. In fact, the economy 
has to create an additional 24,000 jobs 
just to get back to where it was when 
he took office in 2001. 

Let us compare President Bush’s 5-
year jobs record to past Presidents. No 
other modern day President has pre-
sided over an economy where not a sin-
gle job was created over a 4-year pe-
riod. The Center for American Progress 
averaged the number of jobs created by 
modern Presidents who served 2 years. 
The Center determined the average 
number of jobs created by those Presi-
dents through 52 months was 5.9 mil-
lion jobs. The largest job creation came 
under the last two Democratic Presi-
dents to serve two terms, President 
Clinton, who created 11.9 million jobs 
during his 52 months of his Presidency, 
followed by President Lyndon Johnson 
who created 7.6 million jobs. 

It is hard for me to believe after 
hearing these numbers President Bush 
could possibly be satisfied with the fact 
that his policies have yet to create one 
single private sector job. It is also hard 
to believe that congressional Repub-
licans seem satisfied with these abys-
mal job numbers.
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You do not hear any of my Repub-
lican colleagues questioning the Presi-
dent’s economic proposals of the last 4 
years. 

You also do not hear President Bush 
or congressional Republicans voice any 

concern over the sharp cut in manufac-
turing jobs that has taken place on 
their watch. Since President Bush took 
office 5 years ago, our economy has 
lost 2.8 million manufacturing jobs, in-
cluding 7,000 more in May. Yet neither 
the President nor congressional Repub-
licans are willing to do anything to 
strengthen the manufacturing sector. 
In fact, congressional Republicans have 
blocked Democratic initiatives to help 
the manufacturing industry. Instead, 
they are more interested in passing $36 
billion worth of tax incentives for large 
corporations to ship American jobs 
overseas. 

The weakness of the job market is 
also showing up, Mr. Speaker, in the 
continued stagnation of workers’ earn-
ings. It is almost hard to believe, but 
wages have actually declined since the 
end of the recession. Again, according 
to a report from the Center For Amer-
ican Progress, real average hourly 
earnings declined to $16 in April of this 
year. That is 7 cents lower than the 
earnings mark at the end of the reces-
sion in November 2001. This means that 
over the last 4 years, on average, 
American workers are not getting paid 
any more than they were when our 
economy was actually in a recession. 

It is no wonder Americans are trying 
to squeeze every last dollar out of 
every paycheck. While wages have 
stalled in my home State of New Jer-
sey, health care, college tuition, child 
care and gasoline costs have increased 
an average of $6,000 for a New Jersey 
family every year. 

President Bush and congressional Re-
publicans tell the American people 
that the policies they have imple-
mented over the last 4 years are work-
ing. If the President and congressional 
Republicans believe this economy is on 
the right track, I shudder to imagine 
what a wrong-track economy would 
look like. 

Mr. Speaker, polls show only 32 per-
cent of the American people think the 
economy is moving in the right direc-
tion. It is clear the Republican way of 
growing this economy simply is not 
working. If they would only admit that 
the economy is a concern, maybe we 
could begin to fix it collectively. I 
think it is time for a new economic 
plan that creates millions of high-pay-
ing jobs, penalizes companies that send 
job overseas, and helps companies con-
front skyrocketing health care costs. 
Our economy will not be back on track 
again until the middle class stops feel-
ing squeezed.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MACK). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. JONES) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

SMART SECURITY AND THE NPT 
CONFERENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am 
more than disappointed by reports that 
last month’s conference to review the 
nuclear nonproliferation treaty was 
not a success. At the treaty review 
conference, representatives from more 
than 150 nations met at the United Na-
tions headquarters in New York for a 
month of meetings to address the most 
urgent global threat we face, the pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons. This con-
ference provided a great opportunity 
for the global community to improve 
its collective efforts to prevent other 
nations from developing nuclear weap-
ons capabilities, deter terrorists from 
obtaining nuclear weapons, and ensure 
that the current nuclear states work to 
reduce their nuclear stockpiles. 

Let us not forget that the nuclear 
nonproliferation treaty, which the 
United States ratified in 1972, does not 
just declare that non-nuclear states 
cannot develop nuclear weapons. It 
also states that the countries currently 
in possession of nuclear weapons must 
work to reduce their stockpiles, with 
the ultimate goal of getting rid of nu-
clear weapons altogether. Clearly, the 
goals for the treaty review conference 
were challenging; but the United 
States could have, and should have, 
made headway by living up to our 
international commitments. 

Unfortunately, a major reason that 
the NPT conference was considered a 
failure was America’s focus on the 
threats posed by Iran and North Korea, 
while at the same time failing to agree 
to reduce our own nuclear arsenal. The 
United States currently possesses more 
than 10,000 nuclear weapons. In fact, at 
the same time the NPT conference was 
taking place, the Bush administration 
and many Republicans in Congress 
were actually pushing ahead with plans 
to fund a new nuclear weapon, the so-
called bunker buster bomb. The Bush 
administration’s continued pursuit of 
nuclear weapons, while demanding that 
Iran and North Korea disarm, dem-
onstrates a rare level of supreme arro-
gance and hypocrisy, even for this 
most arrogant of Presidential adminis-
trations. 

Mr. Speaker, I wholeheartedly agree 
that the threats posed by Iran and 
North Korea must be taken seriously. 
If we fail to take the proper diplomatic 
actions, both nations could soon pos-
sess a sizable and dangerous nuclear ar-
senal. But why would we expect other 
countries to dismantle their nuclear 
infrastructures unless we maintain our 
nonproliferation commitments? 

SMART security, H. Con. Res. 158, 
which is a Sensible, Multilateral, 
American Response to Terrorism, is a 
positive approach to this very chal-
lenge. SMART security promotes ef-
forts to reduce the buildup of nuclear 
weapons and materials, using the coop-
erative threat reduction program as an 
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example of how to accomplish this im-
portant goal. Through CTR, the United 
States and Russia are working to-
gether to dismantle excess nuclear 
weapons and materials in the states of 
the former Soviet Union. And because 
of CTR, 20,000 Russian scientists who 
formerly worked to create nuclear 
weapons are now working to destroy 
them. 

SMART security also urges an expan-
sion of the successful CTR program to 
countries like Libya and Pakistan. 
Using our diplomatic relationships 
with these countries to encourage 
them to give up their dangerous nu-
clear materials is part of SMART secu-
rity. But CTR is merely one of the 
broad array of national security initia-
tives in the SMART security platform. 
Any attempt to rid the world of nu-
clear weapons must begin with non-
proliferation efforts here at home, in 
the United States of America. We must 
fulfill our international pledge to re-
duce our own nuclear stockpiles and re-
sist building new nuclear weapons. 
President Bush’s continued efforts to 
study and fund the bunker buster bomb 
is the exact opposite of these efforts. 

The United States must set an exam-
ple for the rest of the world by pur-
suing smart policies, policies that pro-
mote nuclear reduction, not nuclear 
proliferation; policies that support 
global initiatives to secure nuclear ma-
terials, not global nuclear buildup. It is 
time to end the era of nuclear weapons. 
This effort begins here in the United 
States Congress with SMART security.

f 

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

(Mr. KELLER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
give my Special Order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

f 

PEAK OIL 

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

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, several times during the past 
few weeks, I have stood on this floor to 
talk about peak oil. The chart I have 
here symbolically shows what we are 
talking about. The blue curve here rep-
resents the amount of oil that the 
world produces and uses. Of course, 
over a period of time, the world will 
use as much oil as it has been pro-
ducing and that has been going on now 
for 100 years. Currently, the increase in 

use rate of oil is about 2 percent. That 
is what this curve represents. Knowing 
that, we can put some time on the ab-
scissa of this curve because a 2 percent 
compound growth will double in 35 
years. This use curve, which goes up 
from here to here, has doubled in that 
amount of time, so that is a 35-year pe-
riod. 

What this chart shows is that at 
some point in time, and the only argu-
ment is when, the world will peak in 
its oil production. But before the world 
peaks in oil production, it is noted 
from this curve that the demand will 
be exceeding for several years, it is like 
a decade, if this is the curve which is 
followed, the demand will be exceeding 
supply. 

What this has given rise to, of course, 
is a look for oil around the world. The 
second largest importer of oil in the 
world, which is China, has been scour-
ing the world for oil. This chart shows 
the places where China has secured 
leases for oil. It is in Canada, it is in 
Colombia, Venezuela, Brazil, Argen-
tina, negotiating in Russia, in Africa 
and all over the Middle East, of course; 
and we have a symbol here showing 
that they were negotiating for an oil 
company in our country, Unocal. 

When I spoke on the floor the last 
time about this, I noted that Chevron 
had bought this oil company, had 
bought Unocal; but now just in the 
June 6 issue, this year, just this week, 
Time magazine, there is an article 
called ‘‘The Great Grab.’’ It says: ‘‘In 
quest of oil, China is on a collision 
course with U.S. firms and U.S. policy. 
Chevron, one of the world’s oil giants, 
announced in early April that it was 
buying Unocal, a smaller rival, for 
about $17 billion. The Chinese National 
Offshore Oil Corporation, CNOOC, may 
make a counteroffer for Unocal, the 
world’s ninth largest oil company. If it 
does, it would mark the first major 
takeover fight between a U.S. company 
and a Chinese competitor.’’ 

Think about it, Mr. Speaker. The 
Chinese have now secured rights for oil 
north of us in Canada, to our neighbors 
to the south, and now they are about to 
buy a major oil company, the ninth 
largest oil company in the world, right 
on our soil. Competitors are worried, 
the article says, that China is so eager 
to do deals that it will warp the mar-
ket. Western oil majors are concerned 
that they won’t be able to compete, ac-
cording to Gary Ross, CEO of Petro-
leum Industry Research Associates, be-
cause the Chinese companies, most 
still state-owned, are willing to accept 
a lower rate of return. To acquire 
Unocal, CNOOC would have to offer 
more than the $17 billion that Chevron 
said they would pay for it, plus the $500 
million breakup fee that Chevron 
booby-trapped to its Unocal bid. 

This is not the only place in the 
world that China is doing the great oil 
grab. It says: ‘‘But Beijing is com-
pleting a long-term $70 billion oil and 
gas deal with the Iranian regime.’’ I 
would like to note, Mr. Speaker, that 

this crisis is not just noted now, be-
cause almost a year ago, Jane Bryant 
Quinn, in an article in Newsweek, it 
was August 16, 2004, called ‘‘Gas Guz-
zlers’ Shock Therapy,’’ had this to say:

My fellow Americans, drop the fantasy 
that we’ll return to cheap gasoline, that was 
a year ago, it was a lot cheaper, and pump it 
for as long as our withered hands can steer 
an SUV. As the prophet saith, the end is 
nigh. Demand for oil is running high. In fact, 
we’re gobbling up the stuff. But world pro-
duction grew by only 0.6 percent a year for 
the past 5 years. At some point, supplies will 
shrink, not grow.

Mr. Speaker, this is really quite 
alarming, that in our country the sec-
ond largest importer of oil in the world 
is now buying a major company.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

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

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may replace 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUR-
TON). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

f 

HONORING DR. LEWIS L. HAYNES 

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

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks on the sub-
ject of this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to honor the life and legacy of a 
true World War II hero, Dr. Lewis L. 
Haynes. Dr. Haynes was the physician 
aboard the ill-fated USS Indianapolis, 
the ship that carried integral compo-
nents of the weapon that brought about 
the end of World War II. However, the 
Indy, as she was called by her crew, has 
been immortalized in history for an-
other distinction. On July 30, 1945, she 
was sunk by a Japanese submarine. It 
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