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has pointed out with his presentation
on peak oil this is a serious matter
that demands our collective attention
and we have got to deal with it in a re-
sponsible way.

So I thank the gentleman from Mary-
land (Dr. BARTLETT) for his support, for
his leadership in dealing with a very
important issue for all Americans, en-

ergy.
Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. The
gentleman mentioned a collision

course with catastrophe. I just wanted
to make a quick quote from the article
in the paper that the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) was men-
tioning.

‘““‘The least-bad scenario is a hard
landing, global recession worse than
the 1930s,” says Kenneth Deffeyes, a
Princeton University professor emer-
itus of geosciences.”

He goes on to say that he made that
prediction because ‘‘the worst case bor-
rows from the Four Horsemen of the
Apocalypse.” That is better than war,
famine, pestilence, and death.

It is interesting that the gentleman’s
‘“‘collision course with catastrophe” is
mirrored by what he said.

I want to yield the remainder of my
time to a colleague who has a fas-
cinating Energy 101. We will only get
partway through it today and we will
give him a chance for a full expla-
nation of this.

Mr. EHLERS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding and I thank him for orga-
nizing this session.

I want to go very quickly through
one item, and as we said we will con-
tinue later. I am a physicist. As a phys-
icist, energy is tangible to me but to
most people energy is intangible. You
cannot touch it, see it, feel it, smell it
or taste it. In other words, with our
senses we cannot detect it. The only
tangible aspect of energy for most peo-
ple is the price at the gas pump and the
utility bill at the end of the month.

But I have a wish and I wish it were
true but my wish would be that energy
would be purple. If energy would be
purple it would be tangible. We could
see it. And if you drive up to your
house in the middle of the winter and
saw the purple oozing through the
walls and coming out in rivulets
around the doors and windows where
they are not sealed properly, you would
say, oh, that is horrible. I am wasting
all that energy. It is costing me
money. So we would make sure that we
would get the house sealed up.

Or if we were driving down the road
and a Toyota Prius such as is owned by
the gentleman from Maryland (Dr.
BARTLETT) or Honda Insight or some
other hybrid vehicle went past us,
there would be just a little bit of pur-
ple around the outside of it because it
is very energy efficient. But if an SUV
roared by there would be a huge cloud
of purple. You could hardly see it. If
people saw that they would say, why,
that is foolish. Why would I want an
SUV that is using all that energy? We
are wasting energy. We are wasting
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money. Why do I not get a hybrid vehi-
cle?

My point is simply because energy is
intangible, it is very difficult for peo-
ple to understand the problem and to
deal with it. But if we can believe the
experts who tell us about energy, it
would be just as good if we saw it be-
cause energy is purple.
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I am wearing a purple tie for a rea-
son. First of all, I like it. But, sec-
ondly, its keeps reminding me if en-
ergy were purple, we would certainly
change our energy use habits and we
would do a much better job of con-
serving, as the gentleman from New
York (Mr. BOEHLERT) observed earlier
about conservation. That is very im-
portant.

And I have to tell everyone in this
Chamber and all of my colleagues,
there is no faster, cheaper way to in-
crease our oil supply than to conserve
what we use. Because we can get the
use of more energy at lower cost by
doing that than by any oil exploration
scheme and refinery-building scheme
or anything else you wish to do. It
costs less to conserve energy than it
does to produce more. That is a very
important principle to remember.

So I hope that everyone in this Na-
tion and certainly everyone in this
Congress recognizes the importance of
energy efficiency. Conservation is just
one part of energy efficiency, but we
can certainly use our energy more effi-
ciently than we have in the past. We
can get more bang for the buck because
we have the technological capability to
do that today.

And it is absolutely essential to do
that because, as you heard, we are
being held hostage by other countries.
Our energy costs are being used against
us in various ways, and we simply have
to start conserving energy, using it
more efficiently, imagining that it is
purple and keep trying to reduce the
amount of purple that we produce by
our use of energy. Then we have a
chance of balancing our import-export
balance, reducing the deficit of pay-
ments, and having a better economy at
home because our money will be stay-
ing here rather than going abroad.

———

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania). Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
once again it is an honor to come to
the floor. We would like to thank the
Democratic leader as well as the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
our Democratic whip, for allowing us
to have this hour here to talk about
the issues that are facing Americans
and the issues that we feel should be
brought to the forefront which are not
being addressed.
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Tonight I am joined by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
and also by the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. RYAN). I am glad to be joined by
them once again because, as we have
said before, we are going to come to
the floor night after night to try to
push the American agenda forward as
best we can.

As my colleagues know, being in the
minority here in the House of Rep-
resentatives does not bring about the
kind of power one needs to be able to
respond to the needs of Americans. But
I can say that being in the minority
and pointing out these issues of how we
could do the job better than the major-
ity side has done, I think is not only
educational for the Members of this
House but also should bring about
some kind of change so that we can
have better representation here in
Washington, DC, especially representa-
tion in terms of legislation that passes
from this floor and out of this Congress
and on to the White House.

We have been out for a week on the
Columbus Day break, and I know the
gentleman and his constituents have
been getting lots of rain in New Jersey,
S0 my prayers go out to your constitu-
ents and many others. Being from Flor-
ida, as you know we receive our fair
share of good and bad weather. Mainly
good, and so we want folks to come to
Florida; but we know the Garden State
has been hammered, along with other
States around it, for quite a few days
now. So I hope all is well with those
counties that are trying to survive
some of the flood waters.

I think it is important to begin
where we left off almost a week ago,
Mr. Speaker, and to address the issue
of having an independent commission
for the aftermath of hurricanes
Katrina and Rita and making sure that
not only are those Americans not for-
gotten but that we not forget the mis-
takes that took place during the after-
math of Hurricane Katrina so that they
never happen again. Never again in the
United States.

I think it is important for us to also
realize, Mr. Speaker, that it was not
just a storm. It was the aftermath of
the storm and the lack of governance
on the front end, making sure that our
levee systems were where they should
have been and the issues as relates to
those buffer islands in the gulf coast
area, especially in Louisiana. Those
issues should have been addressed by
the Federal Government in making
sure that we have the kind of buffer to
protect one of our greatest U.S. cities.

As my colleagues may know, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
and also the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) on our side of the
aisle have introduced an independent
commission bill that we have been
working to get to the floor for some
time now. I think that not only the
Members but the American people need
to realize that the power of this House,
if we were in the majority, and this is
not a partisan issue, but if we were in
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the majority, because there is a bill
that is there that almost every Mem-
ber, if not every Member from the
Democratic Caucus, has signed on to
this bill calling for a 9/11-like commis-
sion to deal with the issues that are
facing the Katrina victims and to be
able to analyze in an independent way
outside of this process, outside of the
partisanship, to make sure we do what
we did for the 9/11 victims, to give
them their fair share of representation
and insight; making sure that they are
not dragged through the mud, becom-
ing victims once again.

Mr. Speaker, as we open our discus-
sions here tonight, I also wanted to
make sure that we deal with the issue
of corruption and cronyism. When we
left here over a week ago, we were deal-
ing with that issue; and I wanted to
make sure that we talk about that a
little tonight with my colleagues.

I also brought some articles with me
that I think Members should be made
aware of, and that we share with them
the importance of governance and over-
sight. So there are a number of issues
that we are going to talk about, and I
just wanted to make some opening
comments regarding those items, but I
will be happy to yield to my colleagues
at any time.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
want to welcome our newest 30-some-
thing member joining us from New Jer-
sey this evening; but before I get into
it, I want to make an announcement.
Since we left here last week, we had
last week off, and since we left here,
there has been an addition to the Ryan
family. My brother had a baby last Fri-
day night on his birthday. Nicholas
John Ryan. So I want to welcome him
into the world officially, and say hello
to his first two friends, Zack and Molly
Leonard, who were all over to the
house the other day, and I fed the baby
for the first time the other day. So
here I had the bottle, and I fed him. It
was great.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Well, A, con-
gratulations; and, B, because you were
feeding the baby for the first time yes-
terday, I hope that you knew what to
do when you were feeding the baby.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Well, see, I took a
week and I watched. I was very timid.
I did not want to make any mistakes,
so I watched for a while. I watched my
brother. I was being a little hesitant
with the bottle, and my brother is like,
jam it in there, you are not going to
hurt the kid. So you pick up and gain
a little confidence, and then I burped
the kid. It was great. Bingo.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. There you go.
Great uncle.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And the god-
father. I am also going to be the god-
father.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Two-fer.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes. So this is a
lot of pressure. You think being a
Member of Congress is a lot of pres-
sure, try being the godfather to the
first new baby in the family.

So that for me has kind of changed
my perspective, and it makes all of the
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stuff we talk about here that much
more important because you begin to
see the timetable, the effect our deci-
sions have over the long term.

I know a couple weeks ago when we
left, we were talking about this admin-
istration, this Congress putting people
in charge of key positions, in charge of
key processes that need to happen
here, whether it was in FEMA, Medi-
care, or regardless of what it is. There
has been, over the past 5 to 10 years in
this body and now in the executive
branch, a host of cronyistic appoint-
ments to key positions. There have
been people put in key positions, like
FEMA, that have absolutely no experi-
ence whatsoever. All we are saying in
this Chamber from the Democratic side
is give us a chance to run this place.
Give us an opportunity to be able to
handle the levers of government and
allow us to lead.

That is the opportunity that we are
asking the American people for, my
good friends, because our colleagues
who have had the levers of government
over the past, since 1994 in the House
and since 2000 in the White House and
in the Senate, have not been able to
govern. They just have not been able to
do it.

You do not have to look very far. Ask
yourself sitting at home, what is going
on here? I mean, we have higher energy
costs, we have more people in poverty,
we have tuition costs that have dou-
bled, we have our FEMA administra-
tion that has been devastated finan-
cially. We have put cronies in key gov-
ernmental positions. We are leaking in-
formation about CIA agents. I mean,
what good is going on right now?
Somebody please help me.

We are bogged down in a war that is
costing us $1.5 billion a week. I repeat,
$1.5 billion a week. We are getting our
clock cleaned by China. Delphi, the
largest auto supplier in the country,
filed for bankruptcy. They are asking
their workers to take 60 percent pay
cuts. I have over 5,000 workers in my
district, in Warren, Ohio. What positive
is happening today due to the Repub-
lican leadership in the House, Repub-
lican leadership in the Senate, and the
Republican leadership in the White
House? I cannot seem to find anything.

I think this country deserves a lot
better, and I think we need to start
talking about that, my good friends.
This country deserves better. After
September 11, this President had more
political capital than any President
probably since FDR after Pearl Harbor,
and he asked the American people to
go shopping. That is the best leader-
ship you can come up with in the
United States of America? We deserve
a little better than that, I think.

He did not start an alternative en-
ergy policy, not to fix the health care
system that is a mess, not to take care
of the millions and millions of young
kids that live in poverty, not fund No
Child Left Behind. What are we doing?
The biggest leadership move is to ask
the country to go shopping? What is
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that? That is terrible. That is terrible
leadership.

We have given this President the op-
portunity time and time and time
again to lead, and he has not done it.
He has not done it. And now the whole
Delphi situation, which I am a little
too intimate with because of the work-
ers in my district. And General Motors.
I have a General Motors plant in my
district. Believe me, I understand why
the corporations are doing what they
are doing. The rising costs of health
care are crippling the American
businessperson. Crippling the corpora-
tion and the small businessperson.

So now they are trying to squeeze
blood out of a turnip in the form of
asking middle-class citizens in the
United States of America to get less
health care or to pay for more health
care, whether they are in a union or
not in a union, instead of addressing
the key issue, which is that the insur-
ance lobby and the health care lobby
and the pharmaceutical lobby which
has a stranglehold around the United
States Congress.

Let us be honest. How about a little
straight talk from the House floor to-
night? Check it out. When you are
passing the Medicare prescription drug
bill, there are four lobbyists for every
one Member of Congress; and I know I
did not have a lobbyist, I did not have
one, let alone four, so somebody had
eight. Now, imagine that. When we get
this health care issue under control,
that will release a lot of potential that
can get freed up, investments that
could be made back in the United
States of America.
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For example, and I am sorry because
we have been dealing with this for the
last week, with the Delphi situation,
this money that this corporation saves,
and we all want to save Delphi. We
want it to be a solvent company and we
want them to maintain the work that
they have in Ohio. Of course we do. The
way the system is set up is any savings
that they get, they are going to invest
that money into China. That is what
they are going to do. So the whole sys-
tem is screwed up to where you are
forcing corporations to invest into
these other countries.

Here we have an opportunity with
this independent commission to over-
see a problem with the government
through FEMA, the problems that
FEMA had, to oversee it in an inde-
pendent manner like the 9/11 Commis-
sion, and the Republican leadership put
the kibosh on it. They put together a
bust-out committee that is 11 Repub-
licans, 9 Democrats, that is going to
totally, totally, whitewash this thing.
Get out the Brillo pads because they do
not want the truth to come out. The
Democrats will not have any subpoena
power. Get a Republican Governor, a
Democratic former Member of Con-
gress, put together an independent
commission and let us try to fix this
problem. Let us try to fix this in a way
that we are putting partisanship aside.
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Mr. Speaker, next we will hear from
the newest member of the 30-Some-
things, and we charge him two sets of
dues because he is almost 30-Some-
thing twice.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I do not
know how many times I am going to
have to endure these comments about
my age.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
never say anything about the gentle-
man’s age.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, that
is because the gentleman is almost his
age. Tell the American people how old
you are.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I am 39.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. See, he graduates
out of the 30-somethings next year. I
am going to be a one-man show.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
since the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
RYAN) is at the younger end, he wants
to talk more about the older people
that are involved and the wiser people.
And I would say to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE), we will not
prolong it any more.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want
you to know that one way to deal with
the age problem is to hang out with the
younger people so I feel younger.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. You are welcome
here every time we are here, my friend.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, let me
follow up on what the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. RYAN) said because he cer-
tainly was right. We had a week when
we were back in our districts doing
things locally. I was thinking when I
was listening to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. RYAN) about three events
that I attended in the last 48 hours in
my district or nearby which point to
this whole idea of what is good and
what is the Republican leadership and
what is President Bush doing because
all I hear are complaints about his
policies.

For example, on Sunday, I went to a
senior complex for a group of seniors
that were meeting in Lakewood, New
Jersey, which is a community just out-
side my district. It used to be in my
district until redistricting a few years
ago. What I heard was how expensive it
is for seniors to buy their prescription
drugs, and how they did not feel that
the President’s new program, which
goes into effect in January, was going
to help them in any way.

One gentleman in particular, I re-
member, was one of these guys who
was essentially forced into early retire-
ment and promised a fairly generous
health care plan that included prescrip-
tion drugs. What he has found since he
retired is that every year the cost goes
up and the whole agreement, if you
will, that was initially set out has es-
sentially made it so he really cannot
afford to buy the prescription drugs
even though he has the coverage under
a plan for his early retirement.

The other seniors were talking how
the Federal Government should nego-
tiate price reductions like they do for
the VA or the Department of Defense.
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My answer was that is what the Demo-
crats wanted to do. The reason it did
not become law was because the Repub-
licans opposed it. I remember in the
Committee on Energy and Commerce I
had an amendment that would have re-
quired negotiated prices by the Medi-
care Administrator, and it was de-
feated on a party line vote.

The bottom line is Republicans are so
aligned with lobbyists and the cro-
nyism they do not want to do anything
that is going to be helpful to the aver-
age person. This prescription drug bill
is a perfect example.

In addition, all the seniors were say-
ing as of October 1, all these different
private drug plans are being promoted
on television and they have no idea
what they are all about. I said be very,
very careful. Do not sign up for these
things until you really look at the de-
tails because they may not be helpful
to you.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
wanted to highlight that fact. This to-
tally puts into perspective what hap-
pens down here under their leadership.

We have a prescription drug bill that
we spent $700-some billion over the
next 10 years on, but we were told it
was $400 billion. So that is another
issue, to start a prescription drug
Medicare program, and we are not
doing anything to control the costs,
whether it is reimportation from Can-
ada or to allow the Secretary of Health
and Human Services to buy in bulk.

There would be every Medicare bene-
ficiary behind that proposal. And you
can say Merck, you want to negotiate
this, we want 30 to 40 percent chopped
off, and they would do it because they
want the contract. We would not have
to create a new bureaucracy. If people
think the old Democrat Party wants to
create a new bureaucracy, they are
wrong. This is a progressive idea of giv-
ing the Administrator already in place
the power. It is a progressive idea that
makes sense, but you can only do it if
you are not tied to the pharmaceutical
lobby like our friends on the other side
of the aisle.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I have
ceased even referring to this program
as Medicare because as far as I am con-
cerned there is nothing Medicare about
it. You said we need to show to the
American people how we would do
things differently because we want a
chance to be in the majority and to run
the country.

Here we had a clear contrast. The
fact of the matter is every Democrat,
or maybe one or two that did not vote
for a substitute, that basically would
have been just like we do now with
Medicare Part B, how seniors pay for
their doctor bills, and that would have
been under Medicare as a regular gov-
ernment program. They would have
paid a $25 premium per month, and had
their choice of whatever prescription
drugs they wanted. They would not
have to go out privately and shop
around. They would have had a $100 de-
ductible and 80 percent of the cost paid
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for by the Federal Government, 20 per-
cent copay. We already have it for Part
B, and the Republicans rejected that to
a person. There is clear contrast. This
is the kind of thing we would do if we
were in the majority and in charge.

I want to use another example. The
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK)
talked about the rain and the storms in
New Jersey. There was a senior com-
plex in my district that was near a
brook where a number of homes were
completely destroyed and people had to
be moved out. I went there this morn-
ing with the Army Corps of Engineers
because the Corps has a project that
would correct the situation that we
would like to do. It would cost about $8
million to do it. What I am hearing
from the Corps, we would like to do it
but we have to see if we have the
money.

What happened with those levees in
New Orleans is no different from what
is happening around the country. We
are not funding these infrastructure
needs, whether flood control or what-
ever it happens to be. The reason, and
I am going to go back to another
forum, right after I met with the Corps
this morning and talked about this
flood control project which has been
delayed for a number of years now, I
met with students at Rutgers, a State
university in my district, and we
talked about the Iraq war.

I started out talking about an exit
strategy and what needed to be done. A
lot of the students were talking about
the cost of the war, not only cost in
terms of the lives and the wounded, but
also the cost of the actual dollars we
were spending and the fact that be-
cause we were spending so much money
on the Iraq war, we were not able to
pay for a lot of domestic needs, wheth-
er it be student financial aid. They
were stressing that, of course. But I
was thinking about my flood control
project which would have avoided all of
the damage and all of the people who
had to move out if it had been in place.

The bottom line is we are spending
all of this money on the Iraq war. The
President does not have an exit strat-
egy. He keeps talking about how every-
thing is going to get better, and the
cost is not only lives and the wounded,
but also in terms of the dollars we are
not spending here domestically, and we
are not investing in the future to re-
main competitive with China and the
other countries competing with us.

People get this. I am not making this
up. This is within the last 48 hours at
three different forums or opportunities
I had to meet with my constituents,
and this is what they are saying. They
are not happy. They realize there are
alternatives. The bottom line is some
of those alternatives are easy, some are
hard. Democrats are saying we have al-
ternatives, whether it is prescription
drugs or any of the other topics.

Many of us voted against all these
tax breaks that the President gave be-
cause we knew it would put us into
debt and we would not have money to
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pay for a lot of the domestic programs,
and most of the money went to the
wealthy rather than the average per-
son.

One more thing, and that is when we
were here last time, the week before
being back in our districts, I think it
was the gentlewoman from Florida
(Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) talking
about the energy bill because the next
day we voted on the Republican energy
bill. She pointed out there was no ben-
efit from this bill. It would not do any-
thing to reduce gas prices or reduce our
dependence on foreign oil. All of the
things that people would like us to do,
the Republicans were not doing.

What it was doing, two things she
mentioned, one was it was going to
allow for offshore drilling off the coast
of Florida and New Jersey, all these
sensitive areas. The second thing the
gentlewoman mentioned was it was
going to weaken the Clean Air Act. Lo
and behold, the interesting thing was
the next day the Republicans took
those provisions out of their energy
bill because there was such a hue and
cry. When they finally passed the en-
ergy bill, they barely were able to pass
it. We had to wait an hour for them to
get the votes.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Ninty minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. The bottom line is
that this Republican majority is start-
ing to fall apart because their policies
are not good for the American people.
Even some of the Republicans are
starting to realize it and are not will-
ing to vote for some of the junk bills
that come to this floor with the Repub-
lican leadership.

I just mention that because I think
there is hope here. I left last Friday
thinking maybe now because of your-
selves getting on the floor, maybe be-
cause Democrats are speaking out and
talking about why these Republican
initiatives are not helpful, maybe peo-
ple are starting to realize it. Maybe
some Republicans are starting to real-
ize it. That is why I admire what you
are doing because I think it is making
a difference.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK)
has been resilient in pushing us to get
up to the floor once or twice a week. I
just saw a poll last week that had 60
percent of the independent voters in
the country are sick and tired of what
has been going on in Washington, D.C.

Mr. Wagner from General Motors said
D.C. better do something about health
care. We are not doing anything. What
we are doing seems like we are doing
something, but the energy bill is not
really doing anything.

The gentleman mentioned the $1.5
billion a week that we are spending in
Iraq. I want to share one thing. This is
a great article today in the Washington
Post. The first line says it feels like
the 1990s minus the good parts, all of
the scandals that were going on, but
the economy, energy costs and every-
thing is bad.

There was a proposal made, and talk-
ing about dealing with the Chinese, we
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need to offer, and that is what we are
doing as Democrats, we just need to
convince the American people that we
are offering alternatives and do have
ideas, whether it is prescription drugs
or alternative energy.

I want to share a proposal from the
National Academies and it is a com-
bination of a variety of different things
to get our math scores up. Our math
scores in 8th grade, we ranked 15th
internationally and in the 9th grade we
ranked 24th internationally. We are
not going to stimulate the economy if
we do not have engineers and math and
science majors, and the 30-Something
Group is calling for a million new engi-
neers and scientists over the next 10
years because we believe that is going
to be the greatest stimulus.

But let me share the proposal from
the National Academies to spend
money on math prizes for high
schoolers, pay raises for math teachers
and to boost Federal research funding
by 10 percent annually for 7 years. That
would cost $10 billion a year. That is it.
We are spending $1.5 billion a week in
Iraq. The American people judge, $10
billion a year on increased Federal
funding for research and development
and targeted investments to increase
math and science scores in the United
States of America among K-12 school
kids. That is what the Democrats want
to do, versus $1.5 billion a week in Iraq,
versus hundreds of thousands and mil-
lions and trillions of dollars over the
next 10 years in tax cuts for people who
make more than $600,000 a year.
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Pick what they want. Democrats, in-
creased funding for Pell grants to lower
tuition costs. Republicans, cut taxes
for the top 1 percent. Trillions.

Democrats, fully fund No Child Left
Behind, make sure every kid who is eli-
gible for more funding, for afterschool
tutoring, summer school, before school;
Democrats are for full funding of that.
Republicans, no. We have to give our
tax cuts to our buddies.

And that is the difference. Time and
time again and over the course of the
next year, we are just going to hammer
the differences between the two par-
ties.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) brought up some
interesting points; and I can tell him,
as a parent myself, this issue of No
Child Left Behind, we would talk to
our Republican leadership colleagues
and they would say, well, that was a bi-
partisan bill and over on the opposite
side, in the Senate, folks were having
press conferences and bill-signing cere-
monies and everything.

But we believed that we were going
to see full funding of No Child Left Be-
hind and that this Congress would go
down in history as the education Con-
gress, and we are not even close to ful-
filling our obligations. As a matter of
fact, we have about eight States that
are suing the Federal Government over
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No Child Left Behind unfunded man-
dates. These are States. These are not
other countries. These are States here
in the United States that taxpayers
pay money.

We have a number of school districts
that say, listen, if we can opt out of it,
we want to opt out. We do not want to
opt in. That is not a federalized edu-
cation program to help local commu-
nities and chambers and all the other
do-gooders in small communities and
big communities who want to make
sure they have an educated workforce.
It is not that same theory.

We have one other issue that is here.
The gentleman mentioned the issue of
the energy bill. I am glad that resur-
faced because I am going to tell the
Members the reason why that is impor-
tant. The energy bill came to this
floor, and for 90 minutes we sat and
stood here on this floor waiting for the
board to close. What we call the board
here in Congress is a voting board. For
several minutes, almost 1 hour. The
bill was defeated. And, Mr. Speaker, 1
think this is where if I had a yellow
flag and I was a referee or an official on
the 40 yard line that I would actually
throw a flag. I would have thrown the
flag because the spirit of the rules were
violated because when the board opens
up and there are 15 minutes to vote,
there are 15 minutes to vote, give or
take 1 or 2 or 3. But when they say the
board is open for 15 minutes and we
will close it when we win, then that is
a violation of the spirit of the rules of
this House. And it feeds into the whole
issue of the corruption and cronyism.

I have two young children; and if
there were a homework assignment
that was due, and my wife and I have
to sign their reading stuff and say that
it is done, but it would not be fair if
my children were to do their homework
and there were two other children in
the same classroom or in the same
school that say, Well, I do not have to
do my homework. I will just do it two
nights from now because my father or
my mother is a chairperson of the PTA
and we have power like that. We can do
it. That would not be fair to the chil-
dren who actually did their homework.

I use that analogy because I want to
make sure that the Members and the
American people understand what we
are talking about. Yes, it is a bad thing
dealing with children, but it is a hor-
rible thing when we are talking about
national policy for the greatest coun-
try on the face of the Earth, the shin-
ing example of democracy. Now, we sa-
lute one flag. And my colleagues heard
me speak a couple of weeks ago about
those Americans; and, yes, we think
about those 2,000-plus individuals who
have fallen in this war, but for those
Americans who are still here who are
voting for representation and fair play,
they are individuals that are without
limbs now.

We have all gone to Walter Reed. We
have all gone to these hospitals in our
own communities, these VA hospitals,
watching these men and women come
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back, half of their head blown off, legs
and arms missing. And we are here and
we walk through this door and we put
our voting cards in these machines to
represent them and the Americans that
they fought for. And then we come to
the floor because the majority did not
get what they wanted when they want-
ed it, to say that they will hold this
vote open as long as they have to to
make sure that they twist enough arms
on the Republican side because every
Democrat voted against the bad policy,
this bill.

I do not even want to address it as an
energy bill because basically it was
just a giveaway to the industry. That
is all it was. Everything, 7 months
prior, that could not go straight-faced
into the ‘‘energy bill” at that time
they got in this last time right before
we took a break of the bill that just
passed recently. And the reason why
they got it: A, Hurricane Katrina came
through. Hurricane Rita was on its
way. The Dbill was already being
marked up before Rita came, but it was
on its way to help deal with the issue
of price gouging and making sure that
we are able to provide energy for our
country and hopefully bring down the
price of gas, and it did not do that.
What it did was it raped our environ-
mental laws. It raped the process of
fair play in this institution.

There are certain things, as Members
of Congress, we cannot allow to happen
on behalf of the institution. When the
record books are opened, the annals of
history of the 109th Congress, yes,
there will be individuals that will be
mentioned; but also it will be that day
that we were on the floor and the spirit
of the rules of the House were violated
in the worst way, time after time
again. Time after time again.

The leadership from this side, Mr.
Speaker, came to the floor with a par-
liamentary inquiry. The clock was at
triple zero. Obviously, the measure did
not pass, Mr. Speaker. Can we ask for
the Speaker to call the vote? And each
person was gaveled down for not mak-
ing a parliamentary inquiry, and the
Speaker said what he had to say at
that particular time to keep it going.
The gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI), Democratic leader, came to
the floor, gaveled down for asking the
question and then pointing out the fact
this is what is wrong with Washington
now, the culture of corruption and cro-
nyism, not in the dark corners of Con-
gress but under the lights on inter-
national, not mnational, but inter-
national television that we are willing
to rape the spirit of the rules of this
House and the spirit of fair play in
America. Not something that we
watched on cable television in some
foreign land somewhere in a Third
World country. Not there. But right
here for the world to see. I would not
say the hypocrisy of the democracy of
everyday Americans, but because of
the leaders who allowed it to happen
here in this House.

Mr. Speaker, last point, I just want
to make sure that we understand, as
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Members of Congress, that we have a
respongsibility in the majority and mi-
nority. I take full responsibility for
what took place, Mr. Speaker, here on
this floor, yes. Did I do everything I
could? Of course I did. Did I walk over
to the other side of the aisle and talk
to some of my friends over there that
are level-minded individuals, who will
go unnamed because we do not want
them to receive any repercussions for
speaking out, who said, I think that
the vote should have been called. Well,
you need to go tell your leadership
that the vote needs to be called.

I mean, we want to do it in a gentle-
manly way. We call ourselves, Mr.
Speaker, gentlemen and gentlewomen,
respect for the institution, and still the
vote was not called. I mean, individ-
uals’ arms were twisted. You vote,
hurry up, and trying to call the vote
while they went. And it almost hap-
pened once, and then the conscience
kicked in of some Members and they
changed their vote and it went back to
a losing vote again, and they said we
have to hold the board open another 20
minutes because we did not get our
way.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, he is absolutely
right. This is strictly an abuse of
power. That is what is going on here.
This is the majority, the Republican
majority, abusing their power. And I
think that last Friday was the perfect
example of it. And it was not the first
time. I have to say one thing that was
interesting that he pointed out was
that was the first time I remember
that they did it in broad daylight, be-
cause if the gentleman remembers,
most of the time when we had to deal
with these major policy initiatives,
which that was not, they waited until 3
or 4 o’clock in the morning so nobody
was watching. And, of course, the best
example of that was the Medicare pre-
scription drug bill, which, as the gen-
tleman knows, was voted on at 3
o’clock in the morning. We had to wait
here for hours while they were twisting
arms all night for that too and even
lied about the fact of how much it was
going to cost; otherwise they would
have never passed it. Remember when
they said it was only going to cost, I
guess, 400 billion, and then it ended up
being 600 or 700 billion?

We see this abuse of power con-
stantly. I see it in my committee be-
cause what happens is when bills come
to committee, they do not go to a sub-
committee. They do not have a hear-
ing. When the Democrats were in the
majority, every time we had a bill that
we wanted to move, we had a hearing,
sometimes several hearings, in the sub-
committee. Then we would have a
markup in the subcommittee. Then it
would go to the full committee. Then it
would go to the Committee on Rules.
And at every point there was an oppor-
tunity not only for the majority but
also for the minority to have some
input into what went on.

But that does not go on around here.
A lot of bills just go to the floor with-
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out even having a hearing or even go
into committee, and then they change
it when they get to the Committee on
Rules. They do not allow us the oppor-
tunity to offer an amendment or to
offer a substitute so that our voice is
not even heard. And what is going on,
the reason why they have these closed
votes and have to do this arm-twisting
is because these are bad bills. These are
not bills that are good for the average
American, and they can barely get
enough people to make a majority and
they are even starting to lose some of
their own Republicans.

If the gentleman noticed, a lot of Re-
publicans voted ‘‘no’ on that energy
bill, and then they had to twist their
arms to get them to come back and
barely pass the bill. This is happening
all the time. It is an absolute abuse of
power. It is not letting the minority
have its say, not letting the minority
have a voice. And I think it is very im-
portant that we get that out there.

This is procedure and a lot of times
people maybe listen and maybe they
get bored or they yawn because they
say this is just procedure, but in a de-
mocracy these kinds of procedures are
very important. And when the Repub-
licans are abusing the procedure, it is
really bad.

And I want to mention one more
thing. I cannot help but mention it.
The other day when the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), the majority
leader, was forced to step down because
of the indictment by the grand jury, a
lot of people forgot that the only rea-
son why that happened was because
Democrats insisted that the Repub-
licans go back to the original rules.
They tried to change the rules of the
Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct at the beginning of this Con-
gress to say that if somebody was in-
dicted in leadership that they did not
have to step down. And we came here,
and the gentleman was part of it too,
and insisted that we go back to the old
rules, the bipartisan rules, that had
that type of provision in it. And there
were other changes as well that we in-
sisted on.

So, again, it is important that we
speak out because we can make a dif-
ference and the public needs to under-
stand the abuse of power and the cro-
nyism that is going on here.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
reclaiming my time, I just want to
share something with the gentleman,
because this is serious business when
we come to the floor to talk about
these issues. We always say we were
elected to represent not only our con-
stituents but also the American people.
When they voted for us, they federal-
ized us. They allowed us to come here
to vote on policy and to create policy
on behalf of the betterment of this
country.

The gentleman mentioned something
and we do a lot of work here. We have
information. We meet off the floor to
be able to talk about some of these
issues. The Washington Post Federal



October 17, 2005

Page, I just want to take this and
make sure everyone understands this is
about saluting one flag. This is not
about what side of the aisle we are on.
But the reason why we point out the
fact, Mr. Speaker, that the majority
leadership has not taken leadership to
lead us in a way that we should be led
in fair play when we are saluting one
flag on issues that are facing national
security, I am on the Committee on
Homeland Security and I am on the
Committee on Armed Services with the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN); and I
can tell the Members right now that
energy, as far as I am concerned, is a
national security issue.
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So when folks come to the floor not
on behalf of the American people and
national security but on behalf of spe-
cial interests, I personally have a prob-
lem with it.

I take the Federal Page from the
Washington Post. This is actually from
October 5. This story here talks about:
Storms show system out of balance.
GOP Congress has reduced agency over-
sight.

I think it is important that we pay
very close attention to not only this
article. It names not only three Repub-
licans, one on the other side of the
body in the Senate and two here in this
body. As a matter of fact, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) and
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
HARRIS), two of my colleagues, called
for hearings, Mr. Speaker, on FEMA,
the money that was spent last year in
Florida on counties that were not truly
affected by the four storms that came
through, the money that was just given
out without any oversight, just simply,
for the committees wrote a letter,
which one I sent on, to have oversight
hearings on FEMA. I agreed with that,
yes, we should have oversight hearings.
If something went wrong, that is the
thing that the Congressperson does,
call for oversight hearings.

These are Members that are in the
majority. These are not Democratic
Members that have said we need to
have oversight hearings. These are the
Members in the majority side that said
we need oversight hearings. Guess
what. They did not happen, and this
was last year. This was the story that
they asked for the hearings last year.
It still did not happen.

The point I am making on this arti-
cle, it goes on to say that it took an
analysis of the first 6 months of Con-
gress between 1983 and 1997, to make a
comparison. This researcher found that
both Chambers of Congress both re-
duced their numbers of hearings. Actu-
ally, in the House, there were 782 hear-
ings in 1983 of oversight, and it went
down in 1997 to 287. In the Senate, they
had 439 hearings on oversight, and in
1997 it went down to 175.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman would yield, I want to say,
because I have been here longer than
the gentleman, and he has already told
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me that many times, the fact of the
matter is I remember when the Demo-
crats were in the majority. I was here
from 1988 to 1994 when we were in the
majority. The core of our being in the
majority was oversight. That is what
we did. That was our life blood. We
spent more time on oversight than
anything else.

I remember specifically in my com-
mittee, the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, every one of the sub-
committees had oversight on health
care, environment, consumer issues,
energy, you name it. That was our MO.
For all practical purposes, the Repub-
licans have eliminated any real over-
sight. So you are absolutely right.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We have said it 1
million times. Article I, Section 1 of
the TU.S. Constitution creates the
House of Representatives. The people
of the country govern. Anything that is
created from there we have oversight
of, and that is the essence of this de-
mocracy. We try to represent the re-
public that we have. This is our job,
overseeing FEMA.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Overseeing the
Federal Government, but see, the issue
that is so difficult here is the fact that
this is our main job, and we are not
doing it.

It takes a while to get a culture. If it
is corruption, it comes and it goes.
When you have a culture of corruption
and cronyism, that means two things.
Someone has not been overseeing the
rules. Someone has not been saying lis-
ten, no, I am sorry. We have the De-
partment of Transportation. This is
what you are supposed to be doing be-
cause we are the oversight committee
of the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, and we have over-
sight over you and we are elected by
the American people to make sure that
your tax dollar is being spent in the ap-
propriate way.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We write the
checks out of this body. The checks
come if you are going to write the
checks but not oversight.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. This is what
we have done, and in the aftermath of
Hurricane Katrina, in the aftermath of
Hurricane Rita. We are living with the
highest deficit in the history of the re-
public. We are standing and we are
doing this, and what goes back to this
article that I was addressing a little
while ago, it talked about the fact that
there is no checks and balances.

I just want to remind the Members,
since some might have maybe not fully
focused on what is happening, the Sen-
ate is Republican-controlled. The
House 1is definitely Republican-con-
trolled. The White House, we know for
sure that it is under Republican con-
trol, and when we see the amount of
money that is now having to be spent,
I am just going to take Katrina. I do
want to talk about health care, and I
know the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
RYAN) has the next hour, and I just
want to talk a little bit about health
care again.
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But I can tell you this, I am going to
take Katrina for an instance, $200 bil-
lion plus. A big part of that is the fact
that Louisiana or New Orleans were
flooded, under water. Hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans were displaced.

Two things happened there. Ameri-
cans died but two things happened
there. There was a lack of governance,
and I can tell you that if we had the
right kind of oversight, if maybe that
Army Corps of Engineers captain or
commander would have gotten what he
needed to do exactly what the National
Hurricane Center called for or to do ex-
actly what Members of Congress from
that area asked for, or to say that
since we are doing all of these strategic
review of vulnerabilities, I am on
Homeland Security so I know the lan-
guage, since we are doing all of that
and we did all these things when we
knew when we were vulnerable, then
we are supposed to respond to that, and
we did not. That is where the lack of
governance comes in.

So this whole issue of oversight is a
big issue, and if folks feel that it is not
going to be in a community by you, it
is already there. Katrina knocked the
scab off of the Department of Home-
land Security and others that have said
that we are ready for anything that
happens. It is a perfect example that
we are not and we were not. Commu-
nities should not have to go through it
to learn it, and we are the Congress
and we are supposed to do better when
we know better, and we know better,
and we are not doing better because we
are not willing to lead.

On this side of the aisle, we are here
at some couple of minutes before 10:00
saying that we are ready and willing to
lead or share in the leadership. What is
important here is that we allow a bi-
partisan nature in dealing with some of
the issues that we pointed out here to-
night, and that is not happening. That
is where it comes in.

So I am glad historically that the
gentleman was able to share with us
what happened when Democrats were
in control, how many opportunities
that the minority had an opportunity
to be a part of legislation and inclu-
sion.

Mr. PALLONE. If I could just say,
that is the other part that is so impor-
tant is, again going back when the
Democrats were in the majority, most
legislation was done on a consensus, bi-
partisan basis. In other words, you
would find in my committee, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL),
on the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, who of course was the chair-
man, and legislation, if it was an en-
ergy bill, if it was a health care bill, he
would start by going to the ranking
member, the Republican man, the mi-
nority, and saying what input do you
want into this bill and let us sit down
and there would be meetings, and they
would try to build a consensus on legis-
lation.

That does mnot happen anymore
around here. I mean, it is very rare to
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see someone who is the chairman of the
committee on the Republican side
reaching out to the Democrat on the
committee and saying let us see if we
can work together and come to a con-
sensus on a bill. That is why most of
the time you did not have to have
these situations where you would vote
in the middle of the night and have to
get people to change votes because, if
the bill came to the floor most likely it
was a consensus measure and most peo-
ple voted for it.

Some people may say not everything
has to be that way, and not everything
was that way, but the bottom line is
when someone is elected, when you are
elected or I am elected, our constitu-
ents send us down here. They do not ex-
pect us to just come down here and ob-
ject to everything because we do not
have input. They expect that we are
going to have some input on what goes
on, and to deny us that, which is what
the Republican leadership does for the
most part now, I think denies the basic
principle of democracy.

We are not supposed to be coming
down here and just objecting. We are
supposed to be part of what goes on,
but we are not allowed to for the most
part. We cannot bring up amendments
or ask for hearings. So this is the prob-
lem.

I just want to go back and say one
more thing. The reason why the Repub-
licans do not want the oversight and do
not want the accountability is because
they are doing bad things. The reason
they do not want to have this bipar-
tisan Katrina Commission is because
they do not want the commission to
come back and report that there were
problems in what the FEMA Director
and the administration did during the
hurricane.

It is pretty simple stuff, because if it
is bipartisan and it has equal members
and there is a lot of oversight, they are
going to show what the problems were.
They want to whitewash. That is the
bottom line. That is why they do not
want this independent commission. It
is uncovering things.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Exactly. So they
are picking their own personal polit-
ical situation over what is best for the
American people. Can you think of a
better reason to take someone out of
their leadership position?

We all play politics here. We are just
here. You get 435 people in a room,
there is going to be politics. We under-
stand that, but when you consistently
and constantly pick your own personal
political interests over the public in-
terests, even if it means not getting to
the bottom line, not getting to the
kind of reforms that are going to be
needed, then that is a real problem, I
think, and I think the American people
from the polls and from the people we
talk to in our district seem to feel the
same way.

Mr. PALLONE. There was an edi-
torial in the New York Times on Sep-
tember 26 about faking the Katrina in-
quiry. The last paragraph, if I could
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just read it, said this. It says, There is
no way to whitewash a hurricane. A
government dominated by one party
should be disqualified from inves-
tigating itself. Just as President Bush
repeatedly fought the creation of the
9/11 Commission until public pressure
forced him to yield, so should the pub-
lic now demand the administration and
Congress get real about Katrina.

That is what we are getting with this
Republican-dominated committee. It is
just going to be another whitewash,
and we cannot allow it. So I appreciate
the opportunity.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I think what is
important here are several points that
the gentleman has already made.

You have this chart here dealing
with the whole gas price issue on the
middle class, and I just want to take a
couple of minutes of this hour just to
talk a little bit more about what is
called an energy bill.

We had an alternative, and the rea-
son why I call it an alternative to the
gas or to the energy bill is the fact
that we were in the majority and it
would be called an energy bill dealing
with price gouging and also making fu-
ture investments and bringing out al-
ternative fuels to be done by a certain
date. Also, our alternative said if you
price gouge, we are not talking about
someone at the pump, we are talking
about the oil industry that has soaring,
through-the-roof profits in a time that
we have individuals who cannot even
make it to work now because they can-
not afford to buy a tank of gas. They
did not get an increase. Their employer
did not say, listen, we are going to give
you about three hundred more dollars a
month so you can pay for gas. They did
not say that.

So we dealt with those individuals in
our alternative by saying that if you
price gouge the American people, not
only will it allow State Attorneys Gen-
eral to enforce the law, but you will
pay serious fines, up to $3 million a
day. Every day you price gouge, you
pay. You do not get your profits and
run off and the stockholders are happy.
No, you are punished, and it not only
dealt with gas. It dealt with oil and LP
Gas and heating gas.

I think it is important for folks to
understand that we were for real about
it, and the majority side was really de-
fending the industry. I know we are
going to have more time.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Let me do this,
we want to give the e-mail address,
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov.

O 2200

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP:
REFORMING GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
FoxX). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, 1
appreciate the opportunity to be back
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and continue our discussion here. I
hope for the next hour, my good friend,
we can talk about something that I
think is very important for the Demo-
cratic Party and what the future of the
Democratic Party is all about, and
that is reforming government. We are
the party of reform. We have offered al-
ternatives, as we have talked about in
the past hour and over the past several
weeks, that have been ignored; but we
are not going to let that stop us. We
are going to continue to talk through-
out the rest of this year and into next
year about the different reform meas-
ures that we are going to propose, and
we are going to be critical of what we
think is a broken system in general
and broken systems in general, all of
these different systems in our govern-
ment.

I was thinking about this and talking
about this last night, about how our
government runs today; and our gov-
ernment really runs today totally de-
signed like an industrial-age system. It
is almost like an assembly line. We
have our health care over here and our
education is over here and our foreign
policy is over here and our research is
over here, and none of the component
parts are allowed to ever come to-
gether. That is an old assembly line
kind of system. You deal with this part
and you put that part on and then that
part, and everything is separated.

Government in the 21st century
needs to be integrated and unified. A
health care system that does not teach
healthy eating habits and has a diverse
physical education requirement in our
schools or gives our kids good food in
our schools, that is not a comprehen-
sive health care system. Because at
some point we are going to pay the bill
for obesity or diabetes, or whatever
may come from the long-term effects
of not having a healthy diet. And one
day, somebody is going to be on Medi-
care, and we are going to have to pay
the price.

I want to just talk for a couple of
minutes about what is going on with
Delphi and their bankruptcy and how I
think the system right now is a bit
broken. Basically, over the last 30
years or so, this company and their
workers have generated a lot of wealth
over the past 30 years. A lot of people
in Ohio and in Mississippi and all over
the country have made money. Work-
ers were paid well, and they had pen-
sions and benefits and health care cov-
erage and everything else. The wealth
that these workers created was taken
and invested in China, first in Mexico,
then in China. And now, because of all
of that that has happened, we increased
the global supply of labor, that is driv-
ing down the wages here in the United
States of America, which leads to Del-
phi filing bankruptcy because they
cannot compete with their competitors
who are doing a lot of business in
China.

It just is something broken when a
worker or a group of workers who cre-
ate wealth and that money is taken
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