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are expressing grave concerns over
what they fear may be the sequel to
Iraq, namely, a military strike against
Iran.

One of the sources used by the PI edi-
torial is the Guardian newspaper of the
United Kingdom which published a
story yesterday with this headline:
‘““Cheney Pushes Bush to Act on Iran.”

The Guardian reports that: “The bal-
ance in the internal White House de-
bate over Iran has shifted back in favor
of military action before President

George Bush leaves office in 18
months.”
Ominously, the story adds: ‘Al-

though the Bush administration is in
deep trouble over Iraq, it remains fo-
cused on Iran. A well-placed source in
Washington said, ‘Bush is not going to
leave office with Iran still in limbo.’”

Thoughtful newspapers and other
worldwide people believe the Vice
President is pushing for a military
strike against Iran. The Vice Presi-
dent’s presence and speech aboard an
aircraft carrier near Iran in mid-May
sent an unmistakable message, says
the New York Times.

As the Guardian reports, The Vice
President is winning the war for war
inside the administration, and now the
American people have to be brought
along. That means the administration
and its surrogates will make the data
say what they need it to say.

We’re already beginning to see how a
new national intelligence assessment
released just today will be manipu-
lated. The report makes a persuasive
and fact-driven case for getting our sol-
diers out of Iraq, because the President
shifted away from the real war against
terrorism to pursue his own agenda in
Iraq.

But instead of a sober assessment of
what’s gone wrong in Iraq, we’re hear-
ing that terrorists have reconstituted
their operations inside Iran. And the
insinuation for military action is clear.

Like many, I would like to know
what’s really going on in Iran and what
Iranian leaders are thinking and doing.
Well, where can we turn for an assess-
ment we can trust? We know the Vice
President wants to use deadly force in
Iran. We know that there are credible
media reports that say the Vice Presi-
dent is winning the war to go to war
with Iran. So how are we going to get
accurate and reliable information from
this administration or anyone associ-
ated with it?

Today, the State Department an-
nounced it wants a new meeting di-
rectly with Iran to talk face-to-face,
government-to-government. Ordi-
narily, I would see this as a welcome,
even positive, sign that the administra-
tion has finally begun to see the wis-
dom in diplomacy.

Is that the case, or is an announce-
ment that comes on the same day as
the New Intelligence Estimate a sign
that the Vice President is about to de-
clare mission accomplished? We don’t
know the answer, and we don’t know
what happened in Iraq.
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But we do know what happened in
Iraq. The PI editorial board reminds us
how the administration ran over the
International Atomic Energy Agency,
its chief, to make a war in Iraq,
quoting the PI. Look where we are
now, more than 3,000 American troops
and tens of thousands of Iraqis dead in
a war that defies reason and sees no
end. We fear the same may happen in
Iran. So do I.

Tell the President not to go after
Iran.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

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

————

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

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

—————

OIL INDUSTRY WILL BE UNABLE
TO MEET WORLD DEMAND OVER
NEXT 25 YEARS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, the oil
industry admitted this week that it
will be unable to meet world demand
over the next 25 years. In case anyone
still needed a wake-up call about the
importance of energy independence,
surely, that is that call.

Yesterday’s Wall Street Journal re-
ported on page 2 that a U.S. govern-
ment-commissioned study, a study con-
ducted by the oil industry itself, re-
veals that oil and gas supplies will not
keep pace with worldwide demand
through the year 2030.

According to the oil industry study,
demand is expected to increase be-
tween 50 and 60 percent due to mount-
ing consumption in the developed
world, plus the growing economies of
China and India.

According to the Journal, the finding
suggests that far from being tem-
porary, high energy prices are likely
for decades to come. The study’s con-
clusions appear to be the first explicit
concession by the petroleum industry
itself that it cannot meet the bur-
geoning global demand for oil, which
may rise as much as 120 million barrels
a day by 2030 up from 84 million barrels
a day currently.

These findings are consistent with
what the United States Government al-
ready reported in February through
the Energy Information Administra-
tion of the U.S. Department of Energy.
They projected world liquids demand to
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increase to 117 million barrels per day
in 2030.

They also projected the real price of
crude oil in 2030 to be about $95 in
nominal terms, which would be over $59
a barrel in this year’s dollars, and the
price of natural gas to be $9.50 per 1,000
cubic feet. In other words, the U.S.
Government itself, through the Energy
Information Administration, an arm of
our Department of Energy, acknowl-
edges we will become more dependent
on foreign energy in coming years. Not
less dependent, but more dependent.
Not more independent, but more de-
pendent. To me, that is not acceptable.

For the consumer, it means higher
and higher gasoline prices. For the
economy, it means higher trade defi-
cits and slower growth. For our Gov-
ernment, for our Nation, it means less
independence, greater entanglements
and likely more wars.

President Bush has talked about en-
ergy independence. But what has he
really done? In his most recent State of
the Union, he talked about ending our
addiction to o0il and everybody duti-
fully applauded, but we are more de-
pendent on foreign energy sources
today than we were 6 years ago when
he mouthed the words, indeed. Under
his administration, this country is im-
porting 1 billion more barrels of oil
since he first took office. Today, we are
importing three-quarters of the petro-
leum it takes to drive this economy.

Now, the Presidential candidates are
criss-crossing our country, and each
candidate has a piece in their stump
speech that mentions the words, ‘‘en-
ergy independence.” But will any of
them deliver anything significant on
these promises?

I have introduced a number of bills
which will move America toward real
energy independence. My Biofuels En-
ergy Independence Act of 2007, H.R.
2218, protects our feedstocks from com-
modity price distortions, and we see
what’s happening in the ethanol mar-
ket and the biodiesel market today. We
ought to have broad ownership of that
industry and not allow the cartelized
structure that characterizes today’s oil
and gas industry to be repeated in this
new biofuels sector.

I am proud to be part of a coalition
here supporting H.R. 969, a bill to ex-
pand the renewable energy standard
and the renewable energy portfolio to
spawn new energy production in this
country and new business and new jobs
related to it, to capture all those dol-
lars that we are siphoning up and send-
ing to other countries, to turn those
around and bring them back home.

I have a bill to supplement the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve, H.R. 682, with
domestically produced biofuels. Soon I
will be introducing the Energy Smart
Communities Act that encourages and
aids local jurisdiction undertaking en-
ergy efficiency initiatives, including
solar roofs and wind turbines across
our country.

My goal has always been simple, to
devote the resources it will take to re-
invent our economy and transform our
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energy portfolio in this century, in the
first decade of this century. Our Nation
is, indeed, at a crossroads, and the
stakes are in plain sight. Do we travel
the road of independence, creating jobs
here at home, making affordable en-
ergy available to our consumers and
businesses, or do we remain in the grip
of the petrol kingdoms of the Middle
BEast?

Do we issue a new declaration of en-
ergy and independence from foreign
control, or do we allow our foreign pol-
icy to be perverted by our addiction to
0il? Do we get serious about climate
change and move aggressively to de-
velop cleaner, safer, alternative fuels,
or do we leave our future in the hands
of the world oil oligarchy? The choice
is ours.

——

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

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

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

———

RECOGNIZING THE 33RD ANNIVER-
SARY OF TURKEY’S ILLEGAL IN-
VASION OF CYPRUS

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, tonight
I join some of my colleagues on the
House floor to remember a horrific act
taken by Turkey against the citizens of
Cyprus 30 years ago. On July 20, 1974,
the nation of Turkey violated inter-
national law when it brutally invaded
the sovereign Republic of Cyprus. Fol-
lowing the Turkish invasion, 200,000
people were forcibly displaced from
their homes, and a large number of
Cypriots, who were captured during the
invasion, are still missing today.

Until 3 years ago, both Democratic
and Republican administrations here in
the U.S. consistently condemned the
Turkish government for its illegal oc-
cupation and pressured the government
to come to the negotiating table in an
attempt to finally reunify Cyprus.

Past administrations understood
that the invading nation of Turkey was
to blame for the division and should
therefore be punished accordingly. As a
result, past administration specifically
forbid trade with the illegal govern-
ment of the occupied north. Our gov-
ernment also prohibited direct flights
into the occupied north. As long as
Turkey continued its intransigence and
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refused to leave Cyprus, U.S. adminis-
trations correctly believed they should
not be rewarded.

While this has been consistent U.S.
policy, I have grown increasingly con-
cerned that over the past 3 years we
have witnessed a blatant shift in Cyp-
riot policy from the Bush administra-
tion, specifically from Secretary of
State Condoleezza Rice. The Bush ad-
ministration is punishing Cyprus for
overwhelmingly voting in a democratic
election against the United Nations
Annan Plan.

The U.S. State Department and Sec-
retary Rice seem more interested in re-
warding those who illegally occupied
the northern third of the nation back
in 1974, than in actually reunifying the
island. Over the past 2 years, our State
Department decided to allow Ameri-
cans to fly into the occupied north in
direct violation of international law
and the law of the Republic of Cyprus.

I joined many of my colleagues from
the Congressional Hellenic Caucus in
objecting to this action. The State De-
partment responded by saying that it
was interested in encouraging the
elimination of unnecessary restrictions
and barriers that isolate and impede
the economic development of the Turk-
ish Cypriot community.

Unfortunately, it didn’t end there.
The State Department pursued the op-
tion of resuming trade with the occu-
pied north, a direct violation of both
domestic law in Cyprus and inter-
national law.

I am deeply concerned that the State
Department’s drastic policy reversal
towards the government, and the peo-
ple of the occupied north, will only
delay reunification of the entire island.
If the U.S. allows direct trade through
routes in the north, what incentives do
the illegal occupiers have to make any
concessions? It’s as if the State Depart-
ment has completely forgotten who is
responsible for the invasion of Cyprus
in the first place.

Mr. Speaker, the Annan Plan was un-
fair to the Cypriots in many ways, but
the issues of property were the ones of
most concern to many of the Cypriot
Americans that I have talked to. Cyp-
riot Americans are among the refugees
that are being denied access to their
property by Turkey.

Since these Americans cannot return
to their illegally seized property, I be-
lieve these Cypriot Americans should
be allowed to seek financial remedies
with either the current inhabitants of
the land or the Turkish government
itself.

Earlier this year I introduced the bi-
partisan American Owned Property in
Occupied Cyprus Claims Act. This leg-
islation authorizes the President to
initiate a claims program under which
the claims of U.S. nationals, who Tur-
key has excluded from their property,
can be judged before the Foreign
Claims Settlement Commission.

If this commission determined that
Cypriot Americans should be com-
pensated for their property, negotia-
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tions would then take place between
the U.S. and Turkey to determine the
proper compensation. My legislation
would also empower U.S. district
courts to hear causes of action against
either the individuals who now occupy
those properties or the Turkish govern-
ment.

For 35 years now the people of Cyprus
have been denied their independence
and freedom because of a foreign ag-
gressor. I urge all of my colleagues to
join me in remembering what the Cyp-
riot people have suffered and continue
to suffer at the hands of the Turks.

I also urge my colleagues to join me
in pressuring the Bush administration
to return to a policy that once again
takes into consideration that entire 33-
year history of this conflict. The peo-
ple of Cyprus deserve nothing less.

———

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

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

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

———

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

(Mr. WELDON of Florida addressed
the House. His remarks will appear

hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
————
[0 2145

ENERGY SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I am here
tonight to talk about energy security.
We have talked about energy independ-
ence, and I think that is a subset of en-
ergy security.

We have to look at the world in total,
and we have to realize that we need to
secure our own energy sources if we are
going to secure the future of our coun-
try. Even as I look at probably the
most immediate issue, the war with
terrorists, their actions against us, but
if we take that and look at the world in
total, when I see the lowest common
denominator, it’s energy. It is a fight
or a battle for energy.

Those who are going to be able to
power themselves without relying on
others will not only have more options
and purer choices in foreign policy
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