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shouldn’t he be right about the world,
and why shouldn’t we have been doing
something about that?

Since 1980, we have known very well
that M. King Hubbert was right about
the United States. If he was right
about the United States, maybe he
would be right about the world. If it is
true that the world’s oil production
would peak about now, then no matter
what we do, drill a half million wells,
like we drill in the United States,
which would be millions worldwide, it
still goes downhill no matter what we
have done. Our production is downhill.

Very interesting, in 8,000 years of re-
corded history, the age of oil will be
but a blip: 300 years. What will our
world look like? Our next chart intro-
duces us to that.

Sooner or later, whether we like it or
not, we will transition from fossil fuels
because they will one day be gone. We
will transition from fossil fuels to re-
newables. This chart looks at the op-
tions that we have. We have some fi-
nite sources, and we need to come back
for another hour and talk in detail
about some of these finite sources that
we have here and what their potential
is, and then let the listener judge as to
what contribution they think will be
made from this.

One of the challenges we have is the
fantastic density of energy in our fossil
fuels. One barrel of oil has in it the en-
ergy equivalent of 12 people working
all year long. Hyman Rickover gives
some fascinating examples in his
speech to those physicians nearly 50
years ago. He said that each worker in
the factory had at his disposal the
power equivalent of 244 men turning
the wheels and so forth; that every
family had the mechanical system,
stoves and vacuum cleaners, toasters,
that represented the work of 33 full-
time faithful household servants. He
said 100,000 men pushed your car down
the road, and the equivalent energy of
700,000 men pushed a jet plane through
the sky.

Two little examples to help realize
this, just think how far one gallon of
gasoline or diesel, how far that one gal-
lon of gasoline or diesel takes you. I
drive a Prius. It drives 50 miles on a
gallon. How long would it take me to
pull my Prius 50 miles?

If you go out and work really hard all
day, I will get more work out of an
electric motor for less than 25 cents
worth of electricity. Now energy-wise
electricity is about half the cost of gas-
oline, but about 25 cents worth of elec-
tricity, and that may be humbling to
represent that you are worth less than
25 cents a day in terms of fossil fuel,
but that is the reality. And that is why
we have such an incredibly high stand-
ard of living, we have this incredible
energy source at our disposal.

The challenge is to transition to re-
newable forms of energy that will pro-
vide the same quality of life. We have
some finite resources that we can go
through. The tar sands, the oil shales,
the coal, nuclear fission, nuclear fu-
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sion. We don’t have time today to talk
about these in detail. We will come
back and talk about those in detail.
And then all of the renewables. These
will one day be gone, except for nu-
clear. We will talk about nuclear. If we
ever get fusion, we are home free. I
think that is most unlikely. If we go to
breeder reactors, we buy some prob-
lems, but then we have relatively se-
cure energy if you can handle the
waste, and so forth, from that.

But there are only so much tar sands,
oil shale, and coal. They come at great
expense. They are pretty polluting
processes. Ultimately, we will be down
here, getting all of our energy from
these resources: Solar, wind, geo-
thermal, ocean energy, agricultural re-
sources, soy diesel, biodiesel, ethanol,
methanol, biomass.

Now there is a lot of talk about cel-
lulosic ethanol. I understand the Presi-
dent on television was saying that
there is going to be limited amounts of
energy we can get from ethanol be-
cause already we have doubled the
price of corn. So now we need to turn
to biomass, to cellulosic ethanol.

Cellulosic ethanol is liberating the
glucose that is so tightly bound in the
starch molecule that enzymes in our
body can’t liberate it, but there are mi-
crobes that live in the guts of the
wood-eating cockroach, cryptocercus,
and in the stomach of cows and sheep
and goats and so forth that does that
for them. So the cellulosic ethanol is
liberating the glucose from the big cel-
lulose molecule.

Waste energy. Just a word of caution,
that huge stream of waste we have is
the result of profligate use of fossil
fuels. In an energy deficient world,
there will be nowhere near as much
waste as we have now. We jolly well
ought to be using the waste energy
now. It is a much better use of this
waste than burying it in a landfill, but
it will not be the ultimate solution to
our problem.

Hydrogen. I want to make sure that
everyone understands that hydrogen is
not an energy source. We talk about it
because when you burn it you get
water that is pretty darn clean, and it
is a great candidate for fuel cells, if we
ever get fuel cells. Think of hydrogen
as a battery, something to carry en-
ergy from one source to another.

We have only a few moments remain-
ing, and I would like to put the last
chart up. That will introduce us to a
longer discussion we will have next
time.

We are very much like the young
couple whose grandparents have died
and they have inherited a lot of money.
They have established a lifestyle where
85 percent of the money they spend
comes from their grandparents’ inher-
itance, and only 15 percent from what
they are earning.

Here we are getting 85 percent of our
energy from fossil fuels and only 15
percent from anything else, and the
fossil fuels are not going to last. The
kids look at what they are doing and
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say gee, that is going to run out. We
have to do something. Either we have
to make more or use less. That is ex-
actly where we are.

A bit more than half of all of this
other than fossil fuel energy is nuclear
power: 8 percent of total use in our
country, 20 percent of electricity, it
probably could and should be more
than that, and then 7 percent. That is
going to have to grow until it is 100
percent, but some don’t have much po-
tential for growth.

Conventional hydroelectric, that is
peaked out. We will come back and
spend a full hour talking about the po-
tential of these. There are exciting
challenges here, and I think it will in-
spire the best of America.

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BoyDA of Kansas). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 18, 2007,
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, 1
appreciate the opportunity to be here
for another session of the 30-something
Working Group. We have had a very in-
teresting week in Congress this week,
and we want to share some of that with
our fellow Members of Congress and
those people paying attention for the
record on the week of sunshine in the
United States Congress.

In the past several days we have, as
Democrats, continued to honor our
pledge to try to open up government,
knowing that the more information
that we share, the more information
that we have about the inner workings
of government, the better off we are all
going to be.

I think we have all seen over the past
several years how a very closed, secre-
tive government rules and what the
end result may be of a very closed and
secretive government. We are trying to
fix that problem.

As you watch the news, Madam
Speaker, as you watch the news every
single day, it seems like we continue to
hear stories about problems that we
knew about many, many years ago, but
we never did anything about it because
you are not allowed to admit you make
mistakes.

What we have tried to do this week is
try to prevent the kinds of situations
we have had with Walter Reed, try to
prevent the kinds of situations we have
had with Iraq, and try to prevent the
kinds of situations we have had with
Hurricane Katrina. All of these things
were happening behind closed doors,
and the people involved at the Pen-
tagon or the Department of Defense, or
whether it was in FEMA, the problem
was people in the organization or in
the agency or in certain departments
knew things weren’t going well or
knew there wasn’t a plan or knew we
didn’t have the proper people in place
to execute whatever the exact role was
of that agency, but nobody was allowed
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to tell anybody or talk about it. And if
you talked about it, you were fired.

We saw Hurricane Katrina on TV. We
continue to see the war on TV, and we
see what has happened at Walter Reed.
Can you imagine people knew about
what was going on at Walter Reed and
didn’t say anything? And then getting
up in front of the TV cameras and say:
We are for the troops, and you’re not.
That is a problem.

The new Democratic majority has
begun the problem of fixing that prob-
lem this week. We are restoring ac-
countability. This week we passed
whistleblower protection and other
government reform bills so that those
people involved in the agencies who
know how the agencies need to be run
will not be subjected to the political
whims of the day.

We want them to share with us what
the problems are. We want them to
share with us how we fix the agency or
the department or the execution of the
mission of a specific department. And I
think it is important politically. As I
am joined here by my good friend from
Florida, Mr. MEEK, I think it is impor-
tant that we recognize what has hap-
pened since the Democrats have taken
over.

Now we are not here to just say we
are the only political party in the
country and we are the best and this
and that. We had a political situation
in this country since 2000 where the
presidency was Republican and for the
most part the House and the Senate
were Republican the whole time, and
the Republicans have controlled this
Chamber for 14 years. And a culture of
coverup happened, to where the Repub-
lican majority in the House would not
oversee or provide the proper oversight
to what was going on in FEMA, in the
war, and a lot of these other agencies.

And what has happened when the
Democrats took over Congress and the
American people said we need to bring
a little balance to this situation, just
look at what has happened. Walter
Reed, who knows if that would have
ever come up if the Democrats weren’t
poking around saying what is going on
with veterans’ health care?

O 1600

All of the issues in Iraq. Today we
passed a supplemental to begin to put
the framework together to get our kids
home from Iraq. And look at what is
going on with Katrina and the over-
sight we are providing for that.

These are things that are happening
because the American people put bal-
ance back into the government. And we
want to continue to honor the pledges
that we made previous to the last elec-
tion. We want to make sure that it is
not just the whistleblower protection,
but it is the 67 hearings that we have
already had, Democrats have already
had on Iraq. Sixty-seven. No, it’s even
more.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I would be happy
to yield.
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Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, it is
more than 67 hearings. You meant 97
last week, but now it is 104 hearings.
Three digits.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio.
today, March 14?

Mr. MEEK of Florida. March 15.
That’s a good thing, Mr. RYAN.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. In a couple of
months we’ve had more hearings than
the Republican majority had.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Definitely at
this point in the 109th Congress, in the
108th Congress.

But go ahead, Mr. RYAN.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think it is im-
portant for us to really recognize the
importance and the results already of
what has been happening. And I don’t
know if this is a coincidence or not,
but Halliburton just picked up and
moved; they just picked up and said
we’re moving out of the country.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. That is no-bid
contract Halliburton.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Yes. And it is a
shame that a company that gets that
much public tax money would pick up
and leave the very country that they
get their money from to have their cor-
porate headquarters.

But it is important that we are living
up to our commitment. We are pro-
viding the oversight, 104 committee
hearings. We are restoring account-
ability with the whistleblower protec-
tion; Presidential library donation;
FOIA requests, where you can actually
access documents in the government,
freedom of information. So a lot of sun-
shine came down on the Capitol this
week.

And I couldn’t be prouder of the
Speaker of the House, NANCY PELOSI,
and STENY HOYER and JIM CLYBURN and
RAHM EMANUEL and JOHN LARSON, our
leadership and the Chairs of our com-
mittees for really applying the pres-
sure and really trying to fix things and
make things better.

I yield to my friend from Florida.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Thank you,
Mr. RYAN. Thank you for yielding. So
kind of you. My good friend from Ohio.

Mr. RYAN, you know, yesterday when
we were down here, we talked about
the bipartisan votes, the fact that we
are allowing an opportunity for the
Members of Congress to vote for good
commonsense, good government legis-
lation that they have been denied of
voting on for 12 years. And now we are
in the majority, and we have an oppor-
tunity to put legislation forth. And as
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ experienced
in the last Congress, we had, Madam
Speaker, very few bipartisan votes be-
cause it was the bills that came to the
floor that encouraged a lack of biparti-
sanship. As a matter of fact, it encour-
aged partisanship, to keep us divided.
And that is not what Americans asked
for. They didn’t say, hey, Congressman,
I am sending you to Washington, D.C.
to be a partisan. I am sending you to
Washington, D.C. to make sure that we
have accountability; to make sure that
we are fiscally responsible; to make
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sure that we hopefully move in a new
direction when we need to move in a
new direction.

And I am so happy today, with this
whole Accountability in Contracting
Act, that there were 347 votes in the af-
firmative. Madam Speaker, I am more
concerned about the 73. How do they go
back home and say, well, I don’t be-
lieve in accountability in contracting;
I'm against that. You know, I would
think that the folks that did vote
against this very good piece of legisla-
tion are probably going down the line
of saying that I am committed to being
a partisan, because it wasn’t my idea
or it wasn’t their idea. Well, the good
thing that I am excited about, because
I am not going to focus on the individ-
uals who decided not to vote for it, I
am going to focus on the 119 Repub-
licans that did vote for it and the 228
Democrats that did vote for it. Every
last Democrat that was voting on that
bill voted in the affirmative because it
was the right thing to do. And I com-
mend the bipartisanship, and we will
continue to talk about that.

Whistleblower protection, we talked
about that yesterday, such a good vote.
I am going to say it again, Madam
Speaker: 331 voting in the affirmative.
Bipartisan, the House. The majority of
the House voted to protect whistle-
blowers.

Mr. RYAN, someone is in there in an
office somewhere here in Washington,
DC, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, or in a
regional office in Atlanta and come to
work every day saying that this is not
the way we should be doing things.
This is against the law. That individual
will be protected once we get it
through the legislature, once we get it
through the Senate and hopefully to
the President.

But what I am more concerned about,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mr.
RYAN, is that the President has already
said of these accountability measures
that we are passing that he is willing
to veto three out of four of them.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. There is a sur-
prise.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Which is very
interesting. I don’t know of the 73 that
voted against it today, if that is going
to be the basis for saying that that is
the reason why I am going to veto it,
because 73 Members of the House voted
against it. But neither be here nor
there, I am glad that we are here in the
majority, Madam Speaker. We have
been in the minority, but we still have
not allowed the majority to get to our
heads or to our heart.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I will yield,
but I was just making a wonderful
point. I will yield, Mr. RYAN, if you
want me to yield.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Okay, make your
point.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. We are not let-
ting it get to our heads or our heart or
the reason why we are here in the first
place.
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And the reason why the 30-something
Working Group continues to come to
the floor, Madam Speaker, because
some folks thought, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, this is just a minority
project. Oh, they are in the minority,
they want to go to the floor, they want
to talk about what’s wrong, they want
to talk about what they will do if they
ever get in the majority, and that will
be it. Well, guess what? We are here in
the majority celebrating the fact that
we are doing the things that we said we
would do. I mean, that is a paradigm
shift in Washington politics: you run
for office and you come here and you
actually do what you said you were
going to do. And now that is being car-
ried out.

We have always said some of our
friends on the other side of the aisle
wanted to be a part of good govern-
ment, 6 in ‘06, implementing the 9/11
Commission. We were able to get 299
votes with 68 Republicans voting with
us on that. Raising the minimum wage,
we were able to get 315 votes with 82
Republicans voting with us. Funding
on enhancement of stem cell research,
H.R. 3, 2563, with 37 Republicans, on and
on and on. And the reason why that is
happening is not because Republicans
all of a sudden say, hey, I want to vote
with Democrats and I am going to be
bipartisan. They are voting because
they always wanted the opportunity,
Madam Speaker, to vote for good legis-
lation.

Back home, I am going to tell you
right now, there are Republicans that
are saying 1 wanted the 9/11 rec-
ommendations to be fully implemented
to protect America. They don’t care
who is the leader of the Republicans in
the House and who is the leader of the
Democrats in the House. They want to
be secure. And those Republicans that
voted with Democrats to implement
every last one of those 9/11 rec-
ommendations did so on behalf of their
constituents.

So we come to the floor to talk about
bipartisanship. We come to the floor
because we have always said biparti-
sanship can only be allowed, Madam
Speaker and Members, if the majority
allows it; and we are allowing it.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Thank
you so much to my good friend.

First, let me say that that is a beau-
tiful orange and blue tie, Mr. RYAN, an
excellent choice of colors, and coinci-
dentally, the colors of my alma mater
which, by the way, is playing in the
NCAA tournament beginning tomorrow
night. And who will be at the White
House to celebrate the national cham-
pionship in football? But I digress.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I didn’t get in-
vited to the White House.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. And
we can talk another time about which
team our team defeated in order to get
there, Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think we have
gotten through that.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Any-
way, to get back to the matter at hand,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. MEEK referred to the fact that the
30-something Working Group was prob-
ably expected to shrivel up and die, to
blow away after we won the majority,
to just not re-emerge because one
might think that there was no point in
our continuing to exist. However, be-
cause the United States Congress and
because we believe Democrats are re-
sponsible in the leadership of this Con-
gress for accountability, we absolutely
need to make sure that we use multiple
facets of opportunity available to us to
hold people accountable.

We had an opportunity the last num-
ber of years to use this forum to hold
our good friends on the other side of
the aisle accountable, yet we still need
to hold this administration account-
able. And Lord knows that they cer-
tainly need it, as they continue to
demonstrate every single day.

And I just want to move on a little
past the whistleblower act and the 104
hearings that we have had on this war
in Iraq that have been scheduled since
we took over the leadership of this
Congress to the Attorney General, the
U.S. Attorney firings that occurred in
the last 10 days or so.

I just came from a House Committee
on the Judiciary meeting in which we
adopted legislation that will ensure
that we reassert the Congress’, on the
Senate side, role in confirming U.S. At-
torneys and restore the check and bal-
ance that used to be in place before a
provision was inserted in the dead of
night by the Republicans in the con-
ference committee without any com-
mittee reviewing it whatsoever. They
completely changed the way the U.S.
Attorneys were confirmed. They politi-
cized that process without any Member
being able to have the opportunity to
debate it in the light of day.

And clearly we can see as a result of
the actions of Attorney General
Gonzales and the fact that he has cho-
sen to throw a staff person under the
bus rather than have the buck stop
with him, seems to be a pattern in this
administration, i.e. Scooter Libby. We
need to make sure that Congress re-
asserts our oversight role, and that is
exactly what we just did in the Judici-
ary Committee.

But let’s just recap what happened
with the U.S. Attorneys. Eight U.S. At-
torneys were fired. Now, the U.S. At-
torneys serve at the pleasure of the
President, and we certainly don’t deny
that. However, when asked, when an
inquiry was made, as is the Congress’
responsibility, as to why those eight
U.S. Attorneys were fired, the answer
that we got was, well, the eventual an-
swer we got was that it was perform-
ance related. Well, of course the eight
U.S. Attorneys took umbrage at that
and some of them came forward and
suggested that there were actually
some lawmakers, our good friends on
the other side of the aisle specifically,
that called and inquired about the
progress of cases against Democrats in
their jurisdiction. And then coinciden-
tally, a few weeks later those that had
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gotten called that weren’t responsive
enough seemed to have been let go.

Now, in the wake of all of this, in the
wake of the Attorney General being
less than factual in front of a com-
mittee of this body and in the wake of
the clear difference in what he said and
what actually happened, you have the
chief of staff to the Attorney General
who has resigned. Last week you had
another individual responsible for over-
seeing the U.S. Attorneys resign. Now,
they say that he was on his way out
anyway.

But it is time, and thank God we are
able to now exercise Congress’ over-
sight role and make sure that we have
some fairness, make sure that we have
justice administered in the way that
Americans expect it to be, and that we
are not politicizing the Department of
Justice or the legal process that U.S.
Attorneys oversee in each of their ju-
risdictions. Without us pointing that
out, it would normally have just been
swept under the rug. The administra-
tion would have just tried to ride it out
and weather the storm. But now that
we have a Democratic Congress, they
can’t do that anymore.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. That just hap-
pened.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That just hap-
pened. And it is funny how the chiefs of
staff are dropping like flies, first the
Vice President’s, and now the Attorney
General’s.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, if
you would yield. I mean, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, we were just
talking just the other day about outing
CIA agents; we were just talking about
it. And in the last Congress folks were
like, why are you all speculating? We
are not speculating, I mean, someone is
not telling the truth. Now a court of
law said that people did know certain
things. And you are right, Mr. RYAN, I
mean, the most endangered job, espe-
cially if you are on the other side of
the aisle, is to be chief of staff. Now
people are looking at the chief of staff
in a different way than they have done
before in the past.

O 1615

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. If I can make a
point.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Make that
point.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. The Attorney
General’s office, with all these prob-
lems, let’s think about the role and the
mission of the Attorney General’s of-
fice in the post-9/11 era. We now have
Senators calling the current Attorney
General not up to the job, I think was
the phrase, he is not up to the job, and
the other comments that those folks
have made.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. They
actually went farther than that. You
have a former Chief of Staff of the
White House, a U.S. Senator from New
Hampshire, Mr. SUNUNU, who said, ‘I
think the Attorney General should be
fired,”” period, dot, in the words of Mr.
MEEK.
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. The thing is, this
has been going on for a long time, and
it’s not until now where the threat of
oversight looms, like impending dan-
ger.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I know Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ will be returning
soon, but while we have two high level
members of the House Appropriations
Committee on the floor at the same
time, since you share with me how im-
portant the Appropriations Committee
is, we need to talk about what’s going
to happen next week, because I think
it’s important that the Members under-
stand that we are carrying out a great
mission here.

On Tuesday, I know the House will
meet at 10:30 for morning business, and
we will consider suspension bills, what
have you, but we are going to have on
the floor next week H.R. 1227, which is
the Gulf Coast Hurricane Housing Re-
covery Act. That is going to resolve
many of the issues that gulf coast
States and States in the future will
face, and will allow us, allow the Fed-
eral Government to work in an appro-
priate way versus an inappropriate way
of not being prepared for the needs of
the American people.

Then on Wednesday we are going to
deal with U.S. troop readiness and ac-
countability act, the U.S. Troop Readi-
ness, Veterans’ Health and Iraq Ac-
countability Act. Mr. RYAN, you and I
were talking about this yesterday, and
you were marking it up, or you have
marked it up in the Appropriations
Committee.

I think it’s important that we share
with the Members, as they break to go
home back to their districts, that the
real story within this bill is that it has
accountability, that it is protecting
the troops in a way that the Depart-
ment of Defense has said that they
should be protected, using their own
rules and regulations for readiness.

Now, what does that mean? That is
to assure, Mr. RYAN, as you mentioned
yesterday, that they have what they
need when they go into theater, that it
is already there before they get there.
They have things that are simple like
Kevlar vests, up-armored vehicles, to
make sure that they have appropriate
downtime before they are put back into
the theater. These are Department of
Defense regulations. These are not reg-
ulations that we came up with here in
Congress, this is Department of De-
fense regulations. So we took those
regulations and put it into this legisla-
tion.

Looking at holding the Iraqi govern-
ment to the benchmarks that the
President spoke about, when he spoke
of his escalation on plan, it’s holding
the President and also the Iraqi gov-
ernment accountable for benchmarks
as it relates to continued funding.
Also, I mentioned the strategy of rede-
ployment of U.S. troops by 2008. I think
that is very important.

Yesterday I read some poll numbers,
Mr. RYAN, that the American people
are far ahead of the Bush administra-
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tion on this issue. Guess what, we are
helping the American people make sure
their message makes it into Ilaw,
makes it into this great emergency
supplemental that has teeth in it and
that has benchmarks for account-
ability and fiscal responsibility.

Also, when we look at refocusing
military efforts on Afghanistan and
fighting terrorism, it’s in the bill.
What is also in the bill is expanding
funding for veterans health care and
hospitals. Our track record is clean on
this, $3.6 billion went into veterans
health care prior to the Walter Reed
story breaking, prior to this emergency
supplemental, and the continuing reso-
lution that we passed almost a month
ago.

If we can talk a little bit about this
legislation, the legislation is coming
up next week, but talk about the sig-
nificance, not only of housing for indi-
viduals who are in gulf coast areas, but
also the U.S. Troop Readiness, Vet-
erans’ Health and Iraq Accountability
Act. You all just had a great discussion
on it today.

Can you share it with the Members
so they know exactly what they are
voting on next week? You know, in the
30—-Something Working Group, we hate
to see Members that don’t fully under-
stand what they are voting on, because
when they go back home and a veteran
walks up to him and says, Congress-
man, Congresswoman, why didn’t you
vote for additional funding for veterans
health care, or when they go to a mili-
tary base, a Reserve unit, National
Guard or Active duty, and they say,
well, Congressman, Congresswoman,
why are you putting me back into the
theater and I just left the theater 120
days ago? That is against Department
of Defense regulations.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Can I
share a story with you? I know I have
shared this with you before, but I think
it’s worth repeating.

Right before we debated the Iraq war
resolution a couple of weeks ago, I
took the opportunity to go to Walter
Reed and visit our wounded soldiers,
had a chance to meet with six or eight
of the finest young men that I have
ever encountered. One of them was a
young man who suffered from an inex-
plicable illness and was recovering at
Walter Reed.

When I met him, his wife and his 6
year-old little boy were there. The gen-
tleman explained to me that he had
been in the middle of his third tour of
duty, and he had a 6 year-old little boy.
Each tour was 1 year, 1 year.

Now, if you do the math, that means
that he missed half of his little boy’s
life. The overwhelming sadness that
came over me was almost too much to
bear. I mean, this little boy was so
sweet, his wife was so understanding,
they were so committed to his dad’s
service, her husband’s service. The lit-
tle boy said to me, just spontaneously,
you know, as 6 year-old little boys are,
I have a 7 year-old little boy so I know,
he spontaneously burst out, he knew
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his dad was supposed to finish his tour
in August, and he was going to come
home forever in August. We forget this
is about families and people, and we
are destroying the fabric of these fami-
lies.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I have to run
to the whip’s office for an important
meeting. I am a member of the Ways
and Means Committee. Maybe you all
will get a call. I know you are all im-
portant, you may get a call as mem-
bers of the Appropriations Committee
to go to the Democratic whip, office of
the majority whip, but let me just say
this very quickly, the men and women
in uniform are standing by for us to
sling-shot them in. They want us to
stand up for them.

Mr. RYAN, I told you the other day a
great Ohio saying, you have to have
these sayings in Washington, D.C. and
in politics, where they said that we
have to remember that the field mouse
is fast, but the owl can see at night.
It’s important that every Member of
the House remember why we are here
in the first place. People voted for us,
you mentioned families, people voted
for us to stand up for them, not stand
up for a political party or to stand up
on behalf of, oh, well, my President is
in the White House.

Guess what, the President is the
President for the entire country. I
don’t say your President, he is my
President too. When we have issues
such as this and we have
supplementals, the President said we
had a nonbinding resolution, it’s non-
binding.

Guess what, this is binding. For folks
who are looking for a binding docu-
ment, this will be a binding document
with accountability measures. I hope
the two of you as members of the Ap-
propriations Committee can go into it
further, because we do have some Mem-
bers that are on the fence, and we want
those Members to vote on behalf of the
continuing emergency supplemental so
that the troops get what they need.
They want us to stand in for them.
They want to make sure that we make
sure that we sling-shot them in for a
win for a change, and this is on behalf
of the men and women in uniform, our
veterans have been waiting for them.

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. If the gentleman
will yield, there is no better way to
support the troops than this supple-
mental bill that just passed out of our
committee, and it will be on this floor
next week. If you want to talk about
sling-shotting the troops in, what we
have done, and the Democratic leader-
ship, and Mr. MURTHA, Mr. OBEY has
been absolutely phenomenal as to what
we have been able to do; $1.7 billion
more than the President’s request for
defense health care. I don’t know how
you could vote against us; $450 million
for post-traumatic stress disorder; $450
million for traumatic brain injury care
and research; $730 million to prevent
health care fee increase for our troops;
$20 million to address problems at Wal-
ter Reed, and almost $15 million for
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burn care; another $1.7 billion in addi-
tion to the President’s request for vet-
erans health care, $5650 million to ad-
dress the backlog in maintaining VA
health care facilities, which has been a
huge problem; $250 million for medical
administration to ensure sufficient per-
sonnel to support the growing number
of Iraq and Afghanistan veterans who
are coming back so that they can have
the level of service that they need.

Now it’s one thing to say you support
the troops and then you turn around
and you vote against a bill that has $4-
or $56 billion in it to support the vet-
erans and the troops coming back. It
seems quite apparent to me that this is
something that we need to do.

Believe me, nobody wants to get out
of war faster than me. I want to be out
this afternoon, tomorrow morning.
Let’s come back. This has been foolish
to begin with, but there is a certain re-
ality on logistical needs and diversity
in the country of how we should do
this.

So what we have done today was cre-
ate a real framework for our kids to
come back home, to let the Iraqis
stand up, and put these benchmarks. I
just want to talk for a minute about
what these benchmarks are. Some peo-
ple say, well, you are tying the Presi-
dent’s hands, you are trying to micro-
manage more. We are not. That is not
true.

The facts of the matter are these, the
President and the Pentagon have
benchmarks. So how many Iraqi troops
need to be trained, what does the polit-
ical situation need to look like? Have
they achieved their political and mili-
tary benchmarks that have been set by
the President? All we are saying is that
you have to show some progress to-
wards those benchmarks by July.

Now, granted, we have already been
in this war longer than we were in
World War II. So by July you better
show some progress as to meeting the
benchmarks. If you are not showing
progress, we will begin to redeploy out.

But if by July you are showing some
progress, you will then have until Oc-
tober to actually meet the bench-
marks. If you don’t meet them by Oc-
tober, we redeploy. If you do meet
them by October, we redeploy, because
you have met the benchmarks.

This is just bringing this war to a
reasonable end. What we have done
today, I think the end is in sight.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I am
so glad that you went through those
benchmarks and stressed that these
were the President’s benchmarks that
we used. The President, on January 10,
outlined the benchmarks for success,
that he felt were imperative that we
need.

Those were that we must give the
United States the authority to pursue
all extremists, we must rein in the mi-
litias and have Iraqis step up to the
plate to enforce security. They have to
decide how their oil revenues are going
to be distributed. That is a very impor-
tant benchmark that has to be accom-
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plished, and they have to pass rec-
onciliation initiatives to keep their
country together. Their country is es-
sentially about to fall apart. They are
in the midst of civil war and are abso-
lutely at the breaking point.

Besides those benchmarks that we
had in that supplemental that we
passed out of the Appropriations Com-
mittee today, and besides the incred-
ibly necessary emergency funding that
the troops need and that our veterans
need, we also put provisions in that
legislation to make sure that our
troops can catch their breath.

I referred to that soldier who I met in
Walter Reed, whose little boy just
wanted him to come home, and who
had missed half his little boy’s life. We
have soldiers, many, many soldiers,
who have completed three tours of
duty, are about to go on their fourth,
who are deployed for 365 days and then
that deployment is extended.

The language we put in that bill en-
sures and says to the Army that they
need to make sure that those deploy-
ments are not beyond 365 days.

O 1630

The President can waive that provi-
sion by submitting a report to Con-
gress detailing why that unit’s deploy-
ment is in the interest of national se-
curity. But that is the kind of account-
ability that we are inserting to protect
our troops, to make sure that the
President certifies that that deploy-
ment, that extension is absolutely es-
sential to protect national security, de-
spite the assessment that the unit is
not fully mission capable.

Our readiness is shot. We are spread
so incredibly thin, and we are talking
about the impact on human beings’
lives.

How about the length of deployment?
The language in our bill requires the
Defense Department to abide by its
current policy and avoid extending the
deployment of units in Iraq in excess of
the 365 days. We have to make sure
that those units are fully mission capa-
ble, and the time between deployments
is essential as well.

The Defense Department would be re-
quired to abide by, again, its current
policy and avoid sending units back
into Iraq before troops get the required
time out of the combat zone and train-
ing time, 365 days for the Army, and 210
days for the Marines. And the Presi-
dent can also waive that provision in
the interest of national security. He
just has to certify to Congress that
that is the case.

And that is the kind of account-
ability that the American people in-
sisted upon on November 7. They asked
us for a new direction, in the 6 in 2006
items of our agenda that we have al-
ready passed, and they insisted that we
move this war in a new direction so
that there would be an end in sight, so
that the President would no longer
have a blank check, and so that we
could make sure we could protect our
men and women in uniform who are
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protecting us. And I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman. And I am going
to have to take my leave of the gen-
tleman because I have constituents
that are in town that I need to speak
with. I look forward to you carrying on

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I look forward to
the old team being back down here.
And T just want to continue as to what
we are doing to try to fix this problem.

As I said, with the benchmarks and
making sure the Iraqi soldiers stand
up, but a key component of this, as Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ has just men-
tioned is that we are saying that our
troops can’t leave here, the United
States, and go to Iraq if they don’t
have the requisite level of equipment
and training. And I don’t think there is
anybody in the country who would
want to send one of our soldiers or lots
of our soldiers off to war knowing, and
the legal term is mense rea, you know,
with intent, send kids that don’t have
the proper equipment and training.

And the training part is something
that Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ was just
talking about. We have a readiness cri-
sis in the Army. We are not capable
now of handling another situation,
military situation.

Now, I think if you would ask the
American people are we overstretched,
they would all say yes. And if you talk
to the military families, they say, yes,
we are overstretched to the point
where we have kids in battle who don’t
have everything that they need. And
that is unacceptable. And so in our
supplemental bill, we are saying that if
you don’t have the training and the
equipment and the proper amount of
rest, you are not going.

Now, we put a waiver in there so that
the President could waive it if there is
a national security interest involved.
But we don’t like it. I know I don’t like
it. I shouldn’t speak on behalf of every-
body.

But the bottom line is, the President
is the President. He is the Commander
in Chief. He won the election in 2004.
So we are left to deal with the situa-
tion.

And if you look at some of the poll-
ing in the country, 76 percent of Ameri-
cans favor requiring U.S. troops re-
turning from Iraq to have at least 1
year in the U.S. before being rede-
ployed. That is a Gallup poll. Seventy-
seven percent favor requiring U.S.
troops to come home from Iraq if Iraq’s
leaders fail to meet promises to reduce
violence there. And 76 percent of the
American people don’t think the Bush
administration has done everything
they could reasonably be expected to
do to care for the needs and problems
of veterans.

But the bottom line is the American
people want accountability, and the
American people want to change
course. You don’t see the kind of tidal
wave election that we had in November
without a message that comes with it.
And the message is, we need to change
direction. And the Iraq supplemental
bill that passed out of the Appropria-
tions Committee today and will pass
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off the floor next week is that change
in direction.

Is it everything all of us want? No.
Are there things in there that we don’t
like? Yes. But we have to change direc-
tion in this war. It is not going well.

And you talk to the families and, you
know, as a Member of Congress, I have
made the phone calls, other Members
of Congress have made the phone calls
to parents. We have been to the funer-
als, and it is not good. And quite frank-
ly, I don’t want to go to any more. But
I found out yesterday that I have got
to go to another one.

This war has got to end, and it has
got to stop. And what we are doing is
the quickest way for us to go about
bringing a reasonable, thoughtful end
to this war, and that means getting our
troops out of the middle of a civil war
in Iraq.

There are only 2,000 al Qaeda mem-
bers in Iraq. The war on terrorism
needs to move back to Afghanistan, the
country that harbored Osama bin
Laden. And in this bill there is 1.2 bil-
lion additional dollars from the Presi-
dent’s request to focus back on Afghan-
istan, because now Afghanistan, we are
starting to lose our way in Afghanistan
now because of the lack of focus.

So I think it is very important that
the American people recognize what is
in this bill. There are benchmarks
there that the Iraqis need to meet. And
if they don’t begin to meet them and
show some progress, we start moving
out.

We have had 4 years for them to get
their stuff together. And for whatever
reason, they haven’t. And I think, con-
trary to what some of my friends on
the other side have been saying, and
the President has said, and people who
have kids and everything realize this,
this is very basic, that the President is
saying, well, if you give them a bench-
mark, then they are just going to wait
us out, and then we leave, and then
they will take over, like everything is
great right now, and then it will get
bad. But it is bad right now.

What we are saying is if we commu-
nicate to the Iraqis that we are going
to stay there indefinitely, then they
will never get their stuff together be-
cause they are always relying on us.
And what we are saying is, we are not
going to be there indefinitely; you bet-
ter start getting along with each other.

And I hate even saying that because
I didn’t want this war to happen in the
first place. Now we broke them and
now we are saying, get your stuff to-
gether.

But the bottom line is this, we are
where we are, and they need to get to-
gether. And the political and religious
factions need to get together. And if
they don’t, we need to leave. And if
they do, we need to leave.

I think we have spent enough money,
400, going to be $500 billion in Iraq. $500
billion. And 3,100-plus lives, 20-some
thousand soldiers who have been ampu-
tees, brain injuries, post-traumatic
stress disorder. Enough is enough.
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Enough is enough. It is time to bring
this war to an end. And that is what
our supplemental ultimately does.

And so, in closing, I would just like
to say, Madam Speaker, that the last 3
weeks we have had hearings in our
Labor, Health and Education Sub-
committee, and we have had great peo-
ple testifying on health care in the
United States, education in the United
States, very interesting stuff. But
there are two things that have really
hit home to me as I was sitting
through these committees with all
these experts.

And we had the education experts
saying to us that this may be the first
generation of Americans who will not
have the standard of living or improved
standard of living, compared to that of
their parents. That was one hearing.

And then the next hearing came in
and it was the health care experts. And
the health care experts were saying
that this generation may be the first
generation of Americans that do not
exceed the life expectancy level of
their parents because of the crisis that
we are having in health and obesity in
the United States. Literally, your par-
ents may, if you are a kid, your par-
ents may live longer than you live.
First time.

And when you look at the money
that we are spending to destroy and to
kill, as opposed to the money that we
spend to create and to build up, it is
tragic. It is tragic. And I hate voting
for this stuff, but we have to because
we have got to get out of there.

But the bottom line is this, we are
spending hundreds and hundreds and
hundreds of billions of dollars, and the
Head Start program that helps kids get
off the ground is being cut by $100 mil-
lion in the President’s budget. We are
going to fix that. That is not going to
end up that way.

But when you look at we are spend-
ing hundreds and hundreds of billions
of dollars and flatlining funding on pro-
grams like Gear Up and TRIO that help
young kids get into colleges and that
we are not covering enough kids with
children’s health care, I hope we all re-
member this when we get through this
war and it is time to make the proper
investments in our country.

We only have 300 million people in
this country. China has 1.3 billion.
India has 1 billion. We need everybody
on the field playing for us.

Let’s put this war to an end. Let’s
bring our kids home with dignity, and
make sure that when they get home
these veterans have the proper health
care that they need and that they de-
serve, and then let’s start making some
investments into this country so that
we can be the best that we can possibly
be.

Madam Speaker, you can e-mail us at
30somethingdems@ mail.house.gov, or
visit us at www.speaker.gov/
30something and comment. All of the
charts that were seen here are on dis-
play on the Web site.
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And with that, we conclude our 30-
something for the week, and we will
see you next week.

———

VACATING SPECIAL ORDER OF MR.
POE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BoyDA of Kansas). Without objection,
the 5-minute speech of the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. POE) is hereby va-
cated.

There was no objection.

———————

PROSECUTION OF BORDER PATROL
AGENTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) is recognized for 60
minutes.

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, this after-
noon I want to discuss criminal cases,
three criminal cases that have oc-
curred in these United States. All three
of these criminal cases have to do with
law enforcement officers that were
prosecuted by the Federal Government
for alleged crimes that they committed
on the southern border with Mexico.
And I want to discuss the facts of each
of these cases so that we have a clear
understanding on what has occurred on
the border and the border war with
Mexico, and how our Federal Govern-
ment is so relentless in prosecuting the
border protectors and not prosecuting
those who come across the border ille-
gally.

The first case has to do with the Bor-
der Patrol by the name of David Sipe.
David Sipe patrolled the Texas/Mexico
border down in what is called the
McAllen area. Pinedas, Texas, is ex-
actly where it occurred. That is on the
tip of Texas, on the Gulf of Mexico that
borders Mexico.

In April of 2000, he was on patrol, as
he did for many years, as a Border Pa-
trol agent. And a sensor goes off on the
border. What that means is that people
are coming across the border without
permission, illegals, if we can use that
phrase.

David Sipe goes to the area where the
sensor goes off and he sees 12 to 15
illegals coming across the border.
Agent Sipe orders them to stop.

Now, first of all, Madam Speaker, we
have one patrolman and 15 illegals. It
takes quite a law enforcement officer
to have the courage to stop that many
people coming into the United States.
But he did so because that was his re-
sponsibility.

Three of those illegals, however, ig-
nored Agent Sipe and ran into a brushy
area there on the Texas/Mexico border.
He caught those three individuals. And
one of those individuals who was ille-
gally in the country, a Jose Guevara,
attacked Border Agent Sipe. And ac-
cording to Border Agent Sipe, Guevara
was going for the agent’s weapon while
he was being attacked by this illegal.

So Agent Sipe pulled out a flashlight.
It is not just a little flashlight that we
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