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politics. It starts with African Stu-
dents Association, and there are 50 of 
them, and it ends with Zeitgeist. And 
in the middle of that you will see the 
Identifying as M.E., the Multi-Ethnics. 
That is one of my favorites. They could 
not come up with a label, so they 
called themselves Multi-Ethnics. 

But you have Amnesty International, 
Asian Pacific American Awareness Co-
alition, Benefiting the Education of 
Latinas in Leadership Academics and 
Sisterhood, Black Graduate Student 
Association; and before you can get 
there, you need to be part of the Black 
Student Alliance, the Brazilian-Por-
tuguese Association, the French Club, 
the Iowa State Ukrainian Club, the 
Japanese Association, the Kenya Stu-
dents Association, Latino Heritage 
Month. The list goes on and on and on, 
Mr. Speaker, 50 strong, identity poli-
tics, all of them viewing themselves as 
somehow disenfranchised, not having 
the same kind of access or the same 
kind of privileges or opportunities or 
rights maybe as someone else. Except 
for those that identify themselves as 
the Identifying as M.E., which stands 
for Multi-Ethnic. So they finally found 
one that was generic. 

Perhaps I fit in there also, Mr. 
Speaker. But I thought, well, that is 
Iowa State and they are a Midwestern 
fairly conservative institution. 

So what about Berkeley? So we typed 
in Berkeley and did a little search on 
student organizations there. The Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley, they 
came up with 118 of these identity poli-
tics groups on campus there. 

We are using up our resources sup-
porting organizations that are designed 
to identify the differences in us, not 
the commonalities, designed to divide 
us, not to pull us together, Mr. Speak-
er. And it is in the end going to pull us 
apart, pull us irrevocably apart, if we 
do not pull ourselves together and pro-
vide for some cultural continuity. 

So I will submit, Mr. Speaker, that 
we need to establish English as the of-
ficial language of the United States. 
We need to stand up together and say, 
enough of this identity politics, enough 
of this division politics, enough of the 
idea that you cannot be an American 
unless somehow you are part of this 
beautiful multicultural mosaic with a 
particular identifier on you. 

It was good enough for Teddy Roo-
sevelt to be just an American. In fact, 
he insisted upon it, Mr. Speaker. And I 
insist upon it as well, that we must 
pull together in that fashion. And if we 
fail to stay in touch with our Constitu-
tion, with our history, with our com-
monalities, if we fail to pull together 
in the same harness, Mr. Speaker, then 
shame on us. This country will be 
weaker; and this country, in fact, may 
not survive the attacks that are upon 
it. 

So, rather than go into the balance of 
the solutions for America, Mr. Speak-
er, I just would conclude with this, 
that they are doing great work in Iraq. 
We are committed there. We must fol-

low through and finish the task, what-
ever it takes. We have the resolve to do 
that. 

We are watching as millions pour 
across our Southern border, and we are 
establishing some policy here in this 
city over the next few weeks that will 
establish the destiny of America. If we 
do not have the will to establish our 
border and control our border, we can-
not be a Nation, if we let people come 
into America illegally and then they 
are the ones that are establishing our 
immigration policy, not us here in this 
Congress. 

The Constitution gives Congress the 
authority, Congress the responsibility, 
to establish immigration law. We need 
to do that. We need to do that after a 
national debate. 

But we will hear story after story 
after story of how people have put 
down their roots and now we cannot 
ask them to go back. But I will submit, 
Mr. Speaker, that what we need to do 
is seal the border, build a fence to do 
that, build it as tight as we need to to 
make it effective. We need to end 
birthright citizenship that is creating 
these anchor babies. 

We need to shut off the jobs magnet 
by applying employer sanctions, by 
passing my legislation, which is called 
New IDEA, H.R. 3095, which is the New 
Illegal Deduction Elimination Act, 
that lets the IRS remove the deduct-
ibility of wages and benefits paid to 
illegals. When that happens, it will 
take the cost of a wage from, say, a $10 
wage to an illegal, by the time the tax-
able component are factored in, take it 
on up to $16 an hour. That gives the 
American a chance to do the work or 
someone on a legal green card, rather 
than someone who is here illegally. 

This is the United States of America, 
Mr. Speaker. We need to stand on de-
fending our borders. We need to seal 
the border. We need to build a fence. 
We need to end birthright citizenship. 
We need to shut off the jobs magnet, 
pull ourselves together as a Nation in 
unity, and people will go back home 
when their job opportunities start to 
dry up here. We will not have to make 
that decision for them. The decision 
will be made. They got here on their 
own. They can go back on their own. It 
is not a matter of trying to deport 12 
million or 22 million people. 

But I would submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that if the Senate passes and this 
House should pass and the President 
should sign a guest worker program 
that might well have 22 million people 
who have a fast track to citizenship, 
they will also be able to invite in their 
immediate family. If each one of them 
invites just simply four of their imme-
diate family in, a father, a spouse, and 
a couple of children, just four, that 
means 88 million new ones that are not 
calculated here. Add that to the 22 mil-
lion or so that are here, and you have 
the entire population of Mexico 
brought into the United States in a 
single generation. If that is our intent, 
we ought to have the will to stand on 

the floor of this Congress, Mr. Speaker, 
and say so, rather than do this in some 
kind of way that opens the gate and 
lets the American people find out 
about it after it is too late. 

With that, I thank the Speaker for 
his indulgence. 

f 

THE 30-SOMETHING WORKING 
GROUP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GOHMERT). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 4, 2005, the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) is 
recognized until midnight as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
once again, it is an honor to address 
the House; and, as you know, we are 
here once again with our 30–Something 
Working Group. 

I am so glad to be joined here tonight 
by my good friend and colleague, Mr. 
BILL DELAHUNT, who is part of the 
something of the 30-Somethings. I will 
be joining him soon come September. 
Also, Mr. RYAN from the great State of 
Ohio has joined us tonight; and others 
will be joining us as we work on the 
issues that the American people really 
care about. 

As you know, here in the 30–Some-
thing Working Group, Mr. Speaker, we 
come to the floor to not only share 
with the Members but also with the 
American people on what is going on 
here under the Capitol dome and also 
what is not going on. I think the whole 
reason why we come to the floor is to 
be able to share not only what Demo-
crats are doing here under the dome. 
Sometimes we are able, when we are 
lucky, Mr. Speaker, to get some Mem-
bers on the Republican side of the aisle 
to come and work on some of the issues 
that we are working on, issues that we 
care about not as Democrats but as 
Members of Congress, what we should 
be doing to make sure we spend the 
taxpayers’ dollars wisely. 

This is happening time after time 
again as we look at this whole issue of 
price gouging, as we look at oil prices. 
On the Democratic side of the aisle, 
not 2 months ago, not 3 months ago, 
not even 4 months ago, but last year 
the Democrats on this floor, and prior 
to last year, have had amendment after 
amendment shot down by the Repub-
lican majority who have been hand in 
hand with the oil companies that have 
been standing with them and making 
sure that they had a bill, an energy 
bill, that they felt comfortable with, 
from the beginning to the end, to the 
well-documented strategy meetings in 
the White House with the Vice Presi-
dent. And this is not what I am saying. 
This is what the news reports have 
said, and this is what the White House 
has admitted to and oil companies have 
admitted to, that they had an oppor-
tunity to sit down and outline the en-
ergy policy in this country that would 
benefit them. 

When we had legislation on the floor 
that we will be pointing out here to-
night, third-party validators out of the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that talked 
about it time after time, when we had 
real price gouging legislation on this 
floor, not because our bills were able to 
make it to the floor but in the forms of 
amendment, the Republicans shot it 
down on partisan votes time after 
time. I am talking about criminal pen-
alties for oil companies when they 
gouge Americans, fines up to $3 million 
when they are caught gouging Ameri-
cans. But the Republican majority shot 
it down on a partisan vote. 

But before I yield to Mr. DELAHUNT, I 
just want to say once again I would 
like to thank our Democratic leader-
ship for allowing us to have this hour 
once again on the floor like we do al-
most every night or every night, some-
times twice a night, when we have the 
opportunity to come to the floor, Mr. 
Speaker: our democratic leader, Ms. 
NANCY PELOSI; also our whip, Mr. 
STENY HOYER; Mr. JIM CLYBURN, who is 
our chairman; and Mr. LARSON, who is 
our vice chairman; and all the Demo-
cratic ranking members and other 
folks that work every day, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, and you know, offering 
amendments in committees. Like Mr. 
RYAN and I just left our Armed Serv-
ices Committee, offering amendments 
that would not only help our men and 
women in uniform but the American 
people in general. 

I will be happy to yield to Mr. 
DELAHUNT at this time. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, to-
wards the end of the hour this past 
hour, my good friend from Iowa spoke 
about a variety of different subjects; 
and he made mention of what we ought 
to have done in terms of immigration 
and other issues. In part I agree, and in 
part I disagree. 

But I think what is important and it 
cannot be stated often enough, what-
ever the problem is, whether it be the 
mismanagement of the reconstruction 
phase in Iraq, whether it be the price of 
gas at the pump, whether it be illegal 
immigration into this country, it 
comes back to one basic fact: that over 
the course of the past 6 years, 6 years 
now, this country has been presided 
over by a Republican administration. 
President George W. Bush was elected 
in the year 2000. It is now 2006. 

Back in 1994, Mr. MEEK and Mr. 
RYAN, this House saw for the first time 
in 40 years a Republican majority. 
Across this Capitol building, the Sen-
ate has been controlled for most of the 
past 10 years and is currently con-
trolled by the Republican Party. 

So what I really cannot understand is 
why have all these things not been ad-
dressed? What has happened to our bor-
ders? There are laws on the books now. 
We have had waves of illegal immigra-
tion coming across our borders for the 
past 6 years. 

b 2315 

My friend from Iowa was talking 
about how many come across daily. 
Where has this administration been? 
Where has this Congress been? Are 

they just waking up? This is not a re-
cent problem. Because the truth is, 
they can talk about Democrats. They 
can talk about problems that are out 
there that are real and that are seri-
ous. But they are Washington. They 
own this town. They run this institu-
tion. They run this government. If 
there is a problem with the price of oil, 
or if there is a problem with immigra-
tion, or if there is a problem with 
health care or the environment, they 
had the power to address it. 

What I would suggest is that they 
have failed. They have failed. They 
have been unable to get their act to-
gether. They could build fences. They 
could have kept the price of gas down. 
They didn’t have to get us into this 
mess in Iraq. 

But that is what they have done. 
That is the legacy of this White House, 
confirmed with the stamp of approval 
by this Congress. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think the over-
all point, as you stated, is exactly cor-
rect. But when the time came, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, Mr. MEEK, when the time 
came for the Republican Party to mus-
ter up enough votes to make sure a 
person making $10 million—— 

Mr. DELAHUNT. But, Mr. RYAN, 
they are in charge here. They have to 
muster up the votes. Where were they? 
With all due respect to my friend from 
Ohio, they are in charge of the border. 
They are in charge of immigration. 
They are in charge, period. And what 
have they done? They have failed. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. DELAHUNT, 
you know what they have done? Any-
thing the President said he wanted, 
they rubber-stamped it. Anything that 
the oil industry said that they wanted, 
they rubber-stamped it. Any problem 
where the American people says, why 
is the card stacked against me policy- 
wise, whether it be health care, wheth-
er it be prescriptions, what have you, 
they have rubber-stamped it. 

If you watched The Today Show just 
this morning, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. 
RYAN, Matt Lauer had the CEO of 
ExxonMobil on. Let me give credit to 
the CEO of ExxonMobil, because the 
other oil companies would not com-
ment. 

One of the questions was, do you feel 
that the Republican majority in the 
Congress have turn-coated on you now? 
Have they switched on you now? Now 
they are running politically scared. 
Now they are willing to take windfall 
profits away from you. Now they are 
willing to go forth on price gouging 
legislation. Do you think they turned 
on you? 

The ExxonMobil CEO never answered 
the question. But it is very obvious, 
like you said, they are in charge. It is 
almost like the old saying, ‘‘the buck 
stops here.’’ The Republican majority 
doesn’t want to admit to that now. 

Now they are writing letters saying, 
maybe we need to do this and maybe 
we need to do that. But these are the 
same individuals, our colleagues on the 
majority side of the aisle, that put all 

of this in motion. Now they are trying 
to act like they had nothing to do with 
it. ‘‘Oh, my God, the oil prices are hor-
rendous. We need to do something 
about it.’’ 

They were a part of making it hap-
pen. 

Mr. RYAN, since we are talking about 
The Today Show, we don’t want to 
even get into what happened with Tim 
Russert effort this past weekend about 
the oil prices and individuals admit-
ting the reasons why they are where 
they are. 

I would say this: If we were in charge, 
if we were in charge, Mr. Speaker, 
there would be a line outside of this 
door of Republican Members of Con-
gress coming to the floor saying what 
the Democrats are not doing. 

Now, on oil and gas, we tried to cor-
rect this situation long ago. The ques-
tion of price gouging, or can we inves-
tigate oil companies or not, would not 
even be on the table, because we would 
have price gouging legislation on the 
books that are criminal, that are 
criminal, and have $3 million fines. 

Right now, individuals investing in 
oil companies, they are getting paid. 
They are getting their money. Mean-
while, the headlines in the Today, this 
was actually Wednesday, today, May 3, 
here is this lady thinking about how 
much she can pump in. I guarantee you 
she cannot even fill her tank up, be-
cause the gas prices are so high. 

So I am going to go through what I 
said last week. If you are a Republican 
and you are the head of the Republican 
club, or whatever it may be in your 
local community, you have to have a 
problem with this. If you are a Repub-
lican, you have to have a problem with 
the record-breaking borrowing we are 
taking out from foreign countries. You 
have to have a problem with the hand- 
in-hand relationship this administra-
tion and Republican Congress has had 
with big oil. You have to have a major 
problem with it. Independents, I know 
that you are just done with this Repub-
lican majority. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. If the gentleman 
would allow me, the energy bill that 
passed this Congress just about a year 
ago, in June 2005, Mr. MEEK, Mr. RYAN, 
Mr. Speaker, that was a bill that was 
passed by the Republican majority. It 
was passed with only minimal support 
from Democrats. 

Do you know what the cost of a gal-
lon of gas was when you pulled up at 
that gas station back in June of 2005 
when this House passed and the Presi-
dent signed the Republican energy bill, 
Mr. MEEK, Mr. RYAN? It was around $2 
a gallon. Let me answer my own ques-
tion. 

Now, do you know what? It is just 
about a year later, and the fact is a 
year after this Republican majority 
passed their bill, their energy act, gas 
is now $3 a gallon. $3 a gallon. They run 
this institution. They pass the laws 
here. This is their bill. This is their $3 
a gallon problem. It is all of our prob-
lem, but the consequences of what they 
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have done for the oil and gas industry 
in this country translates into a prob-
lem for all Americans. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. This reminds me 
of when a football team or a basketball 
team hires a new coach. They get a 
coach and usually give him a 5-year 
contract and give the coach a chance 
to go out and get their recruits and get 
them into the system. If you are not 
winning by the time you have your sys-
tem in place and your players on your 
team or your draft picks on your team, 
by the fifth year, done. You go. Right? 
You had your chance. 

That is exactly what my friend from 
Massachusetts was saying: This Repub-
lican Congress has been in charge since 
1994. The President has been in since 
2000. The Senate is controlled by Re-
publicans and has been for at least 10 
years, with a brief period of Demo-
cratic control, barely. They have had a 
chance to make their implementations, 
put their policies into place, energy, 
immigration, taxes, whatever the case 
may be. 

It hasn’t worked. It is time to get 
new coaches, time to get new players, 
time for a new draft. In November of 
2006, we have a draft. What we are say-
ing is here is our agenda. Here are the 
plays we are going to run, the innova-
tion agenda, the energy agenda, the 
real security agenda. 

I can guarantee you, there is going to 
be nobody on the Democratic side when 
we take over this House in November 
of 2006 that you are going to be able to 
put in place of the President here hold-
ing hands with one of the most power-
ful oil leaders in the entire world, Mr. 
MEEK. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, Mr. 
DELAHUNT, I did jot down a couple of 
notes here before we came to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to share a 
little bit with the Members of the 
facts, not fiction. 

I am not a Member with a conspiracy 
theory, but I am here to say that we 
know that Republicans, I am going to 
point out where they, Mr. DELAHUNT, 
have blocked Democratic efforts to 
deal with the price gouging situation. 
Now they are running for political 
cover and scrambling to join Demo-
crats. That is actually an article in the 
Washington Post from May of 2006. The 
Democratic ideas about energy inde-
pendence, conservation and efficiency 
that benefits all of Americans, they are 
now trying to pick up those ideas and 
trying to run with them. But it is not 
a good faith effort, because the oil in-
dustry will not allow them to do so. We 
know about the Vice President CHE-
NEY’s secret energy task force/working 
group with big oil to write the Bush- 
Cheney and Republican Congress en-
ergy plan. 

That was in the Washington Post, 
Mr. Speaker, in case the Members want 
to get a copy of it, 11–16–05. 

Bush-Cheney and the Republican col-
leagues gave their backing to big oil, 
$20 million in royalty fees for drilling. 
That is the New York Times, 2–14–06. 

Also the New York Times, 3–29–06. You 
can get these articles if you want to 
read up on them. 

Last year, $9.5 billion in subsidies in 
last year’s energy bill went to the oil 
companies. $9.5 billion. $16 billion first 
quarter profits for the top three oil 
companies. That is the Washington 
Post, 4–28–06. 

Record CEO salary pack packages. 
Look this up if you want to. This is not 
the Kendrick Meek report. This is what 
is being reported on ABC News, 4–14–06. 

Big oil companies have given to 
Bush-Cheney and Republicans more 
than $20 million in campaign contribu-
tions. Congressional Daily a.m., that is 
4–28–06. I will be happy to share this, 
and this will be on the Web site later. 

More than $70 million to Bush and 
his Republican colleagues since 2000. 
Republican Daily, a.m., that is the 
local magazine here that is printed 
here in the Capitol, 4–28–06. 

Eighty-four percent of big oil and gas 
campaign contributions went to Repub-
licans in the last 24 months, Congres-
sional Daily a.m., 4–28–06. 

This is not put out by the Demo-
cratic Party or the DNC or any of these 
groups. These are news organizations 
that are just reporting on what is going 
on here in the Capitol. 

Bush-Cheney got more than $2.6 mil-
lion in ’04 from the oil companies, Con-
gressional Daily a.m. 4–28–06. 

The cost of corruption to the Amer-
ican people, when you talk about this 
kind of influence that is going on here, 
this unprecedented giveaway to the big 
oil companies, $3 per gallon, the oil 
price doubled since 2001. Almost $75 per 
barrel of oil, up from $44 a year ago. 
That was reported on 5–3-06. 

I think it is also important, I just 
want to point out, when folks talk 
about, okay, you are reporting news 
that we might have already read, Re-
publicans voted against the tough pen-
alties we talked about and price 
gouging, $100 million on corporations, 
as well as up to $1 million in fines or 10 
years in prison or both for individuals. 
That was CQ vote 500, H.R. 3402, 9–28–05. 
Republicans rejected that. 

They rejected another one where we 
came back with even tougher penalties, 
up to $3 million with the same pen-
alties, vote 517, H.R. 3893, and that was 
10–7-05. It goes on with other votes they 
rejected. Another one on 10–7-05. We 
tried it time after time again, Mr. 
Speaker. The Republican majority has 
blocked these measures that we have 
tried to put forth. 

There is no question, Mr. DELAHUNT, 
if we were in the majority, we wouldn’t 
be on the floor talking about what was 
blocked. 

b 2330 

We will be on the floor talking about 
what we passed. Maybe just maybe, Mr. 
RYAN and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
that question of price gouging, the 
question of preying on the backs of the 
American people who are just trying to 
drive their kids to school, trying to go 

to work, trying to be a part of the 
American dream, small businesses are 
scratching their heads saying, do we 
have to go up on a per-unit cost in the 
hardware store because of the fuel 
prices? 

Maybe just maybe it would not be a 
discussion if this special interest did 
not have the Republican majority 
blocking for them and legislating on 
their behalf. So when we see those let-
ters that are written by the Republican 
majority in the House or the Senate to 
the President saying, well, maybe we 
need to do this, and maybe we need to 
do that. 

People that do not have power write 
those kind of letters, not the individ-
uals that are in power. I am going back 
to your point, Mr. DELAHUNT, because 
you are saying if you are in charge, I 
am not talking about if you just picked 
up power last year. I am talking about 
double digit years, a majority in this 
House, a Republican President that has 
been in office since 2000. Now it is 2006. 

Because I guarantee you, if this was 
2002, Mr. DELAHUNT, they would be 
talking about, well, this is Bill Clin-
ton’s fault. But they cannot say it with 
a straight face. So I am going back to 
your original point, Mr. DELAHUNT. 
And I know you have a couple of arti-
cles to share with us tonight. I am 
really looking forward to those articles 
because I think it is important that we 
continue to bring out the third party 
validators. 

I think that is the reason why, Mr. 
Speaker, that the 30 Something Work-
ing Group, we get the nod from people 
here in this Capitol, be it Republican, 
Democrats or Independents who work 
here. They are saying, we appreciate, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, what you all 
do on the floor, of sharing with folks of 
what is happening here in this Capitol 
building. 

Because I can tell you that at no 
other time in the history of this coun-
try did we have the kind of over spend-
ing, the borrowing, the reach of the 
private sector into this great country, 
this democracy of ours, and having the 
kind of influence that they have and 
having this lady here, who is just try-
ing to make her way out of nowhere, 
putting gas in her tank. 

She is probably squeezing the pump 
saying, I cannot go over $30 because I 
am already outside of my budget. 
Meanwhile, there are folks running 
around here with suits being driven in 
black limos with $4 million pension 
plans, $150,000 a day in a pension plan. 
And then we got folks out in Mr. 
RYAN’s district that are being laid off 
that do not even know if they are going 
to have a pension when it is all over. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I 
guess the question is to the majority in 
this House and to this administration, 
where have you been? What have you 
done? Well, you passed last year the so- 
called Energy Policy Act. And that ba-
sically provided welfare to Big Oil. It 
produced in excess of $14 billion of tax 
incentives and subsidies to Big Oil. All 
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the while their industry, Big Oil, is ex-
periencing record, record profits. 

In 2001, the five major oil companies 
in the aggregate had $34 billion of prof-
it. In 2005, as a result of the Republican 
energy policy, the oil companies re-
corded historic profits in the amount 
of, can you help me, Mr. MEEK, read 
that? Does that say $113 billion? 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, it is a pleasure to join my 30 
Something colleagues once again. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Is that 113 billion? 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. That is 

$113 billion in 2005. 
Mr. DELAHUNT. So in 2002 it was $34 

billion of profits for Big Oil. And in the 
space of 4 years, actually 3 years, that 
has trebled to $113 billion. 

Now, maybe I am simple minded. But 
why would this Republican Congress 
and the White House feel the need to 
pass an energy bill that was all about 
protecting the subsidies to the oil com-
panies while there are record, historic 
profits? 

Mr. Speaker, can somebody please 
explain that to me? And do not tell me 
about, you cannot drill here and you 
cannot do that, and you cannot do this. 
And if Democrats only whatever, fill in 
the blank. This is the Republican pol-
icy. 

This is the Republican House of Rep-
resentatives. This is the Republican 
White House. The consequences of that 
policy, the consequences of that policy 
is the $3 plus per gallon price to the av-
erage American as he or she goes into 
that gas station. That is what it trans-
lates into. And Democrats have had 
nothing to do with it because you are 
Washington, Mr. Speaker, you are 
Washington. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, as I pointed out before, I have 
only been here 14 months, 15 months 
now. And a few things have happened 
that have just absolutely floored me. 
One of the things that has occurred was 
the two votes we had last year on en-
ergy legislation, energy legislation 
that the Bush energy department pre-
dicted would raise gas prices. And it 
did. 

But if you recall, we had an oppor-
tunity as Members to have a briefing 
from the cabinet officers, by the cabi-
net officers of the President in this 
chamber just last year. 

And if you recall, we had the Sec-
retary of Energy stand in front of us. 
And when asked a question about why 
were they not doing anything about 
gas prices, and what were they going to 
do to bring down the cost of oil, he 
said, ‘‘Well, we really cannot do any-
thing’’. I mean, that was his point 
blank answer. 

Now, when we are talking about 
prices at the pump, I do not understand 
why our Republican colleagues are not 
pumping up the volume on prices. I 
mean it is just incomprehensible that 
last year we would have a bill on this 
floor that not only gave money to the 
oil companies, to the oil companies 
gave them money, forgave taxes. And 

we have talked about these things be-
fore. 

The United States Government owns 
the land and the rights underneath 
where the oil companies are given per-
mission to drill. We give them permis-
sion. And in exchange for that permis-
sion, they are supposed to pay us taxes. 
They are supposed to pay the United 
States Government for those drilling 
rights. Yet in the legislation last year, 
we forgave those taxes. We basically 
gave them the oil that they drilled for 
for free, and now we are letting them 
sell it to us and our constituents for 
ungodly amounts of money so that 
they can make ungodly amounts of 
money. 

On top of that, it is not even like it 
was a breeze to pass it. You know, you 
had Republicans here who were not al-
lowed to vote their own conscience be-
cause from what I have noted, they all 
check their consciences at the door 
there and leave them out before they 
come in this room, so that there arms 
can be pressed behind their backs. 

And the board up here, it shows how 
we are voting, it is like a Christmas 
tree. It goes from red to green, green to 
red. Really I am not sure where their 
moral conviction is, because it cer-
tainly is not in this room when they 
are voting. They held one of those 
votes open on the Energy Bill that we 
did, I think this was last summer, for 
40 minutes, if you recall, so that they 
could ensure that they gave that gift 
to the oil companies. 

It was unbelievable. And we were al-
ready in the middle of a summer of 
high gas prices. And we have here an-
other chart. And I think we have an-
other one as well that shows the evo-
lution of gas prices. 

But, we are now paying 100 percent 
more for gas than when President Bush 
first took office. 100 percent more. The 
rubber stamp Republicans, our rubber 
stamp Republicans right there, you 
cannot call it any other thing other 
than what it is. Literally last summer 
they let themselves be led off a cliff, 
led by the nose to do whatever it is 
that the leadership decided they were 
going to do for the oil industry. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. I do not even want 
to explore the motivation. I mean, 
clearly there is a perspective. But I 
think what is necessary is to put the 
facts out in very simple form. And that 
is really dramatic. The story is told in 
very dramatic terms by that chart. 

The result of the Republican energy 
policy is when President Bush, working 
with a Republican Congress, came, was 
elected, was inaugurated as the Presi-
dent of the United States. By that 
chart, and I am sure it is well docu-
mented, the price of gas was $1.45. And 
today it is double. It is $2.91. 

That is understandable. And what is 
also irrefutable is that during that 
time the House, the Senate, and the 
White House were in power. And the 
consequences, the consequences of 
their energy policy, the Republican en-
ergy policy, has been a doubling in the 
price of gasoline at the pump. 

Huge increases in the cost of heating 
ourselves in our homes during the win-
ter, and similarly dramatic increases 
in the cost of cooling ourselves in the 
summer, and for those particularly 
who live in the southern part of our 
country. 

That is the energy policy. But part of 
that energy policy is to ensure that Big 
Oil in this country reaps record profits, 
and simultaneously receives corporate 
welfare. That, let me suggest to my 
friends, is the Republican energy pol-
icy, period. 

Now they are panicked. Let us be 
honest. Now they are running around. I 
think it was the majority leader in the 
Senate. You know, they obviously are 
polling. It is an election year. And 
what is clear is that the American peo-
ple are waking up and are dem-
onstrating their anger. 

So they come in with not proposals 
that would, for example, increase the 
miles per gallon of our motor vehicles, 
but let us give everybody, every voter 
a $100 rebate if they own a car. 

I mean, that is laughable. That is 
really laughable. And how are they 
going to get the $100, Mr. Speaker, to 
give to every voter? They are going to 
go and they are going to borrow the 
money. They are going to borrow the 
money from somewhere. OPEC. China. 
Japan. Korea. So in a difficult political 
situation, with elections looming, they 
are going to buy off the voter with $100. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And that will cost 
$10 billion just to pay for it. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. That is a $10 billion 
bill. And we do not have the money, 
Mr. Speaker, to do that. We do not 
have the revenue to do it. We have to 
go into the financial markets and bor-
row that money. And this administra-
tion has established another record 
which is that more than 80 percent of 
the money that we have borrowed 
comes from overseas, Mr. Speaker, 
from the Chinese, from OPEC nations. 

And you have the chart right there, 
Mr. MEEK. So we go and we borrow the 
money from foreign central banks, 
from foreign investors, to buy off the 
American voter at $100 per, because the 
American people are angry as a result 
of the Republican energy policy that 
has created a potential disaster for our 
economy. 

b 2345 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to take this back down 
for a second because I think we talk 
about the deficit and the debt a lot, 
and some of the things we talk about 
on the floor are a little hard to wrap 
your mind around in terms of the 
things the people deal with every day. 
So, when we boil it down to what peo-
ple deal with themselves every day, 
which is what a tank of gas costs, what 
a gallon of gas costs, this is the evo-
lution of what has happened under the 
Bush administration and their energy 
policy. 

In 2002, the summer gas price of a 
gallon of gas was average of $1.39. Then 
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in 2003, it went to $1.57. Then in 2004, it 
went to $19.0. In 2005, it went to $2.37, 
and you know what, in April it was 
$29.1. It is now over $3. I just paid $3.05 
at home, and it cost me $56 to fill up 
my minivan. 

So, when we are talking about what 
goes on up here and how disconcerting 
and disappointing it is that we have no 
leadership on the other side and no in-
terest or ability for them, who clearly 
are in charge of this country and who 
could make this change, at the snap of 
their fingers if they wanted to, they 
can stand and say they cannot do any-
thing to affect oil prices, but the Presi-
dent’s been in office 6 years. He had the 
ability to start right from the get-go 
and begin investing in alternative en-
ergy and trying to actually move the 
ball down the field when it comes to 
changing oil prices, but let us look at 
the timeline of what truly has resulted 
from the Bush and Republican energy 
plan. 

You have this White House energy 
plan that was submitted on May 16, 
2001, just about 5 years ago now, and 
you can see as you move up that 
timeline that, with each phase of the 
plan that has been implemented, this is 
the increase in gas prices. There is a 
significant correlation between the im-
plementation of their energy plan and 
the increase in the cost of a gallon of 
gas. 

May 17, 2002, the Energy Secretary 
announces an effort to implement their 
energy plan under existing law. Gas 
prices go higher. 

Go a little further down the road, and 
it is December 10, 2004, 75 percent of 
their energy plan that was hatched in 
that secret meeting, which they refuse 
to reveal who was part of it, 75 percent 
of the energy plan is implemented, and 
now we are at almost $2 a gallon, actu-
ally a little bit more than $2 a gallon. 

Then you go over to March 9 of last 
year, 95 percent of their energy plan is 
implemented, and we are approaching 
$3 a gallon. 

August 8, 2005, President Bush signs 
the energy legislation into law, and 
that is when gas literally in some 
places hits over $3 a gallon. Now, it has 
fluctuated back and forth. We are at 
over $3 a gallon again. 

The chart does not lie. It is very 
clear that their plan raised gas prices. 
You have an administration infected 
with former closely affiliated rep-
resentatives of the oil industry, all the 
way up to the two people who run this 
country. I mean, it does not take a 
brain surgeon or a rocket scientist to 
figure it out. I mean, come on. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Talk about a pic-
ture speaking a thousand words. Why 
do we have high gas prices? Why do we 
have the problems? 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. You 
want to hear the statistic I heard 
today. 

As far as boiling it down what this 
means for people, $56 to fill up my 
minivan. We have not raised the min-
imum wage since 1997 in this country, 

and at the current minimum wage, a 
minimum wage worker has to work 38 
minutes before they can even afford 1 
gallon of gas, 38 minutes. I mean, that 
is just over the top outrageous. I mean, 
it really is. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. If I can make a 
comment, thinking about the war and 
where we are right now with the whole 
war situation, that was all done in se-
crecy. No one knew what was going on. 
The intelligence was screwed up. Look 
where we are now. 

The energy plan, secrecy, closed 
doors. You are not allowed in, and peo-
ple even from these big companies were 
denying that they were even there, and 
then we find out from a White House 
document a week or so ago that they 
were there. All done in secrecy, the 
success of our democracy over the 
years. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Can I just add one 
other. The prescription drug benefit, 
so-called part D, there was informa-
tion—— 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. To the point 
where we did not know what the total 
cost was going to be. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. There was informa-
tion available to the White House that 
was not provided to the Congress in 
terms of the costs, and now we are 
faced with profound problems in terms 
of the execution and the implementa-
tion of that plan. Seniors are frus-
trated and confused. The so-called 
donut hole is going to be a stone wall 
that many seniors are going to run 
into. 

But the head of the Medicare trust 
fund told the actuary that was in pos-
session of the White House estimates of 
the costs of the program, that if he dis-
closed those figures to this Congress, 
that he would lose his job. In other 
words, do not tell anybody anything. 

It just supports your point about an 
administration that is shrouded in se-
crecy, that refuses to be straight with 
the American people and, I might add, 
refuses to indulge or to engage, rather, 
in genuine consultations with the Con-
gress and particularly Democrats. We 
are kept out of any thoughtful, legiti-
mate, genuine interaction in forming 
policy. 

That is why, Mr. Speaker, when you 
are talking about the energy policy, it 
is the Republican policy. It is the Re-
publican $2.91 a gallon at the pump, up 
from $1.45 four years ago. It is your 
price per gallon. It is not Democrats. 
So please do not even suggest that 
Democrats had anything to do with the 
price that is breaking the average 
American family. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN. 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. He just articu-

lated exactly what I was going to say, 
much more eloquently than I ever 
could. So maybe I will just point to 
this picture again, but I think Mr. 
DELAHUNT did make the point. 

If I could, the strength of our democ-
racy over the years in a bicameral leg-
islature is the debate of the minority 
party and the majority party in the 

House and coming to some reasonable 
solutions that have been debated 
through the committee process and 
vetted and studied and looked at, and 
then over to the Senate, and let that 
happen and then come together with 
the administration and make some-
thing happen. 

When you try to govern in secrecy, 
you are incapable, FEMA, energy, you 
know, education costs, all this stuff, 
there is no debate. It is just rule with 
an iron fist. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I am going to 
yield to Mr. DELAHUNT, but first, well, 
that kills the whole thing. 

When you are doing a back-room 
deal, you do not come out under the 
lights. You do not share how we should 
mold policy in front of the public. You 
do a back-room deal. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Right. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. That is what 

this country is suffering from right 
now, a back-room deal, and the Amer-
ican people are paying for it. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. The end result is 
that chart you have right there behind 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. It is the $3 a 
gallon in gas. It is the no vision for en-
ergy down the line. It is high tuition 
costs. It is health care costs spiraling 
out of control for how many years. 
That is the end result of the back-room 
deals that you are talking about. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Let me just add an-
other illustration. 

What it comes down to is that let me 
go back to the Medicare reform issue, 
the so-called prescription drug, just to 
remind our colleagues and the Amer-
ican people that there was no consulta-
tion with Democrats about the pre-
scription drug benefit. In fact, there 
was a so-called conference committee 
that should have brought Democrats 
and Republicans together to discuss 
the proposal, but Republicans in this 
House chose not to even inform the 
Democrats on that committee where 
the conference committee was meet-
ing. They were shut out. They were 
shut out on that. They are shut out on 
energy. They are shut out on consulta-
tions in terms of the war, what led up 
to the war. 

I mean, this is a problem of our insti-
tutions being eroded because of the 
proclivity of this administration and 
this Republican Congress to operate be-
hind closed doors and keep out the bad 
news from the American people and 
other important policy-makers in our 
government in our democracy. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. We have a cou-
ple of minutes left. 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. The 
only thing I want to add in closing is 
that it is just such a sorry excuse to 
say we cannot do anything about gas 
prices. I mean, their argument is you 
cannot snap your fingers and make a 
difference overnight. If they cared at 
all, if the President meant what he said 
when he said we should end America’s 
addiction to oil, like he said in his 
State of the Union address, then he 
would have embarked on a plan that 
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would actually do that from the get-go, 
but that statement was so disingen-
uous and so far from what their goals 
are, as evidenced by their action that, 
you know, over the next 6 months, with 
election after election, whether it is a 
special election in California or the 
elections we had last night in Ohio, 
people will let folks know here what 
they think of the policies that are 
being established. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. If Mr. 
DELAHUNT would take Mr. RYAN’s re-
sponsibility, and give the Web site to 
the Members, please. 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Sure. Our e-mail 
address is www.housedemocrats.gov/ 
30something. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Mr. DELAHUNT. Your contribu-
tions tonight have been well-noted, and 
I want to tell you that it is a pleasure 
being here on the floor with you and 
Mr. RYAN and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ 
once again. 

Mr. Speaker, we would like to let not 
only the Members of the House but 
definitely the Democratic leadership 
echo the message that has been given 
out here tonight. We are ready to lead, 
we are ready to work in a bipartisan 
way in putting this country back on 
the track, heading in the right direc-
tion, making sure that our children 
have a great future, making sure that 
small businesses are able provide jobs 
and making sure that families can af-
ford health care. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Ms. SLAUGHTER (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today after 6:00 p.m. and 
May 4. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas) to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. MICHAUD, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, 

for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. LYNCH, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. STUPAK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. KIND, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TOWNS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for 5 minutes, 

May 9. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, for 5 minutes, 

May 4. 
Mr. MACK, for 5 minutes, May 4. 
Ms. FOXX, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Member (at his own 

request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. GOHMERT, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

A bill and a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate of the following titles were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and, 
under the rule, referred as follows: 

S. 1003. An act to amend the Act of Decem-
ber 22, 1974, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

S. Con. Res. 91. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
President should posthumously award the 
Presidential Medal of Freedom to Leroy 
Robert ‘‘Satchel’’ Paige; to the Committee 
on Government Reform. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mrs. Haas, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 3351. An act to make technical correc-
tions to laws relating to Native Americans, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 584. An act to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to allow the continued occu-
pancy and use of certain land and improve-
ments within Rocky Mountain National 
Park. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 59 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, May 4, 2006, at 10 
a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

7184. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Pendimethalin; Pesticide 
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0056; FRL-7770- 

4] received April 6, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

7185. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Trifloxystrobin; Pesticide 
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0299; FRL-7759- 
9] received March 28, 2006, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

7186. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Flonicamid; Pesticide Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2004-0321; FRL-7769-1] re-
ceived March 28, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

7187. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Fenpropimorph; Pesticide 
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0105; FRL-7761- 
3] received March 28, 2006, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

7188. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Fenhexamid; Pesticide Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2004-0328; FRL-7769-6] re-
ceived March 28, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

7189. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Maine: Determination of 
Adequacy for the State Municipal Solid 
Waste Landfill Permit Program [FRL-8024-2] 
received January 19, 2006, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

7190. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Clean Air Act Approval and 
Promulgation of Air Quality Implementa-
tion Plan Revision for North Dakota; Revi-
sions to the Air Pollution Control Rules; 
Delegation of Authority for New Source Per-
formance Standards [EPA-R08-OAR-2005-ND- 
0002; FRL-8011-1] received January 19, 2006, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

7191. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Clean Air Act Approval and 
Promulgation of Air Quality Implementa-
tion Plan Revision for Colorado; Long-Term 
Strategy of State Implementation Plan for 
Class I Visibility Protection [EPA-R08-OAR- 
2005-CO-0002; FRL-8010-2] received January 
19, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

7192. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of State Implementation Plans; Oregon; 
Portland Carbon Monoxide Second 10-Year 
Maintenance Plan [Docket #: EPA-R10-OAR- 
2005-OR-0001; FRL-8015-3] received January 
19, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

7193. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Tennessee; Nash-
ville Area Second 10-Year Maintenance Plan 
for the 1-Hour Ozone National Ambient Air 
Quality Standard; Correction [R04-OAR-2005- 
TN-0006-200510(c); FRL-8023-5] received Janu-
ary 19, 2006, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 
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