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Mr. Popps has expressed interest in serving
in this capacity and I am pleased to fulfill
his request.

Sincerely,
JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Republican Leader.

———

ISSUES AFFECTING THE WORLD

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

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I
am quite pleased to come to the floor
and be recognized to address you. I am
especially honored to be the first Mem-
ber of Congress to address this Con-
gress after Dean Popps has been ap-
pointed, as has just been read into the
RECORD. I want to talk about two pa-
triotic Americans this evening, and
then transition to some other subject
matter.

Dean Popps is one of those who has
served his country, and done it very
well. He was one of the first people to
go into Iraq as part of the team with
Paul Bremer, a person who gave up a
pretty easy path here in the United
States that he had earned for himself
to take on a very difficult and chal-
lenging path to serve his country. I
have seen him stand as we loaded
wounded on to planes at Landstuhl, his
hand over his heart and a tear in his
eye.
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And he will serve this country very
well on the appointment that has just
been read into the RECORD. And I look
forward to the results of that service as
I have seen the results of his past serv-
ice. It is a matter of coincidence that I
arrive here to hear the reading, and I
can’t pass up the opportunity to say a
few kind words about the most quali-
fied individual that could possibly
come forward to serve on the commis-
sion. I look forward to that service,
Madam Speaker.

Then, I also have come to the floor to
convey a message, that conveys a mes-
sage to you, Madam Speaker, that re-
flects across the United States Con-
gress in listening to the remarks that
were made by the previous speakers,
including the gentleman from Florida,
about our operations in this global war
on terror; and global war on Islamic
Jihadists is a more appropriate way to
address our enemy.

Our enemy has a global presence, and
they are attacking us globally and
they have been doing that for 20 or
more years, perhaps more than 25
years, in the modern era here, and we
need to recognize who they are. Our
soldiers and our troops recognize who
they are, but there seems to be a my-
opic vision on the part of a lot of Mem-
bers of Congress that happen to be
right now in the majority. And I regret
that I have seen this war turned into a
political tug-of-war rather than a pol-
icy that we are committed to, and we
are committed to in large numbers, to
grant the authority to engage in the
liberation of the Iraqi people.
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And now that this has gone on for a
while, and even though the casualties
in the beginning were far, far less than
those predicted by the very detractors
today that say that the accumulated
casualties over the last 5 years are
more than this Nation can bear and
that we should leave Iraq under any
circumstances, according to their view,
and let the calamity begin.

Well, the calamity began in the
aftermath of Vietnam, and the body
count by the time the killing fields in
Cambodia were totaled up was some
number between 2 million and 3 million
people.

But today, because of the courageous
actions on the part of all of our mili-
tary, and that absolutely includes our
Commander in Chief, the 25 or 26 or so
million in Afghanistan breathe free.
They voted for the first time on that
piece of real estate on the planet, ever,
because of U.S. and coalition forces lib-
erating them. And there have been a
number of elections in Iraq and an-
other one coming up, a place where we
can’t say that they actually had a rep-
resentative form of government. No
constitutional republic existed there.

Today, they have a significant meas-
ure of freedom, and in fact their safety
and security has improved dramati-
cally, partly and in a large way be-
cause of the result of the surge, also
because of the result of the diplomacy
that takes place, not on the part of
some of the self-appointed emissaries
that think that they should be the
Lone Ranger on American foreign pol-
icy, those who don’t seem to under-
stand our Constitution or the Logan
Act.

No, Madam Speaker. I am talking
about the American soldier, the Amer-
ican Marine, the American Airman,
and the Sailors too, and particularly
the Seabees that are on the ground,
that are playing soccer with the Iraqi
kids and handing out candy and nur-
turing them and saving children, sav-
ing their lives, and teaching them a lit-
tle bit of English and learning a little
bit of Arabic and being part of the cul-
tural exchange. Those are the people
that are earning the peace, and their
lives are on the line, and every one of
them is a volunteer. And they want to
complete their mission, Madam Speak-
er.

This brings me to a message that I
received in my e-mail, I am going to
say a couple of weeks ago that I re-
ceived this e-mail. It is from a Captain
Sean P. O’Brien, 5th Battalion, 25th
Field Artillery, 4th Brigade, 10th
Mountain Division, a forward operating
base somewhere in Iraq, and I will not
divulge that location. I have watched
as an older boy and then a young man,
Sean O’Brien, grow up and learn patri-
otism and the cost of freedom, and
know that some had to serve and some
would sacrifice, and he volunteered to
do so. He is a decorated veteran. He re-
ceived a Purple Heart in Afghanistan,
and went back into the theater of war
and now he is there in Iraq. And he
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sent this e-mail to me, and, Madam
Speaker, I would like to read it into
the RECORD. Captain Sean P. O’Brien.

Hello again from Baghdad. I am not
sure what is going on in the news these
days, but I would like to offer another
perspective.

As important as it is to the media to
sensationalize a story, the nuisance of
these attacks is just that. If there was
ever a time that we were taking the
wood to these jerks, it is now. The few
that are causing the problems, and I
mean the few, seem to be cut off, and
they are fighting like it. They are
making incredibly huge tactical errors,
and their support seems to wane very
easily in the face of the coalition and
Iraqi Security Forces’ resolve.

I have seen with my own eyes the
bravery of the Iraqi Army. They really
are fighting for their country, and they
are making the kinds of sacrifices we
like to remind ourselves of our own he-
roes. The Iraqi police, not as success-
ful, but still holding their own, espe-
cially when they know that we have
got their backs.

I hate this job. I hate being away
from Dawn and the Kkids, but I love see-
ing the enemy’s cowardice and the in-
consistencies disintegrate into their
death when they are met with delib-
erate and disciplined prosecution. They
push teachers and kids out of schools
and fight from the schoolhouses. They
arrange coordinated attacks from
mosques. I suppose, as any insurgent
would, their best weapon is a booby
trap.

By the way, a person who revolts
against civil authority or an estab-
lished government is an insurgent.
Please note, established government.

The largest share of the attacks has
been aimed at anything that represents
the government, not so much coalition
forces. Our mission is to protect the
populous. The populous wants to be
safe, and they demonstrate it. The
Iraqi Army is getting stronger every
day, and they give their lives for it.
The enemy is very reactive and there-
fore easily predicted.

Something to think about. We are
not leaving here. No one has told me
this, but I do know that over the last 60
years we still have troops in the fol-
lowing places: Korea, Japan, and Ger-
many. What is the difference? Hazard
pay? Only a rhetorical question, he
notes.

And Captain O’Brien goes on:

All countries are now contributing
culturally and economically. Is the
sacrifice any different now than it was
then? Was it worth it to help them out?
Is it worth it now?

To leave this place would be the same
as standing by, idly watching your
neighbors’s house burn to the ground.
It is irresponsible and it is morally
wrong to ever consider such a thing.

Freedom is so important. It is one
thing to say it; it is another com-
pletely to watch someone die for it or
for someone else’s.

All citizens and all governments are
obliged to work for the avoidance of
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war. However, as long as the danger of
war persists and there is no internal
authority with the necessary com-
petence and power, governments can-
not be denied the right of lawful self-
defense once all peace efforts have
failed.

It is personal. The enemy wants to
kill us because we are Americans.
There is nothing else they want. They
hate us; they hate who we are and what
we represent. There is nothing to offer
an extremist except extreme measures.
However, all of that is just an effect.

Is it moral to fight an effect and not
a cause? Yes; when your inaction
means a culture will suffer for genera-
tions.

The real issue to consider is possibly:
What is there to gain by a destabilized
Iraq? And, who is to gain?

At the end of the day, the evaluation
of these conditions and for the moral
legitimacy belongs to the prudential
judgment of those who have the re-
sponsibility for the common good. That
is you and me, the American.

And back to the destabilizers. Imag-
ine a few of these cowards kidnapping a
loved one of yours, beating them, and
then filming your loved one on their
knees. You hear the words ‘‘Allahu
AKkbar’ chanting in the background,
meaning ‘‘God is great,” and then you
watch these hooded cowards saw the
head off of your loved one with a dull
knife. Fear is their only actual weapon,
and this weapon is not effective in the
face of a self-aware citizen army and
populous such as the Americans and,
soon, as the Iraqis will be.

Interesting that Senator OBAMA
wants to immediately sully the pres-
tige of his sought office by offering an
open meeting to those who want our
Nation to burn. To give away the store
is the best analogy I can think of. No
matter.

Captain O’Brien goes on: I have faith
in the American people not to allow
that conflicted man to represent the
United States in any way. So naive,
yvet the amount of naivety seems to
demonstrate that his intentions are
calculated.

You should be proud of our Joes and
Joeys over here. All are still giving
some, and some have and are going to
give all. But don’t mourn them; honor
them, and understand the sacrifice
they are making and for whom they
are making it.

Have a great day. It will be good to
come back when we are done.

Captain Sean P. O’Brien, 5th Bat-
talion, 256th Field Artillery, 4th Bri-
gade, 10th Mountain Division, Baghdad.

Madam Speaker, that is a sample of
the e-mails that I get. And that I think
is the most profound one and among
the most compelling, and I think it
tells the body and the American people
what goes on in the minds and the
hearts of our uniformed Soldiers, Air-
men, Marines, and Sailors over there.

And as I looked them in the eye on
that soil and they ask me, how could
anyone consider calling us home before
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we finish our mission? And they repeat
to me that they are all volunteers.
Every single one that serves in that
theater is a volunteer. They volun-
teered for their branch of the service.
They have, in doing so, that period of
time that they have signed up or re-
upped for is certainly a period of time
in which they knew that they were
likely to be deployed over to that part
of the world.

They are willing to put their lives on
the line for our freedom, our liberty,
and our posterity, Madam Speaker.
And for us to sit back here and argue
that we are tired; we are tired, when
they are the ones that are fighting this
war? What has America sacrificed? We
have sacrificed some of our sons and
daughters. We have given them a great
deal in Iraq and around the world.
Blood and treasure is priceless, and
blood is far more priceless than treas-
ure.

We have given them a great deal, but
the price that has been paid by the in-
dividual American is small in compari-
son to what is being paid by our mili-
tary that are standing there in their
uniforms, volunteering, saying: Let us
complete our mission. Let us be vic-
torious and then come home. Let us
leave a legacy of freedom in Iraq and in
Afghanistan and across the world.

And think what the map of the world
looks like. It sometimes takes courage.
Sometimes it takes a level of leader-
ship to do the noble thing. And, Madam
Speaker, I wonder sometimes if we
have lost our ability to take ourselves
back to what is noble and what is right
and what is good and what is just.

But Ronald Reagan did the noble
thing. He did the noble thing when he
gave the speech when he said, ‘‘Mr.
Gorbachev, tear down this wall.”

And, Madam Speaker, if the Amer-
ican people knew the story on how dif-
ficult it was for that language to re-
main in President Reagan’s speech,
how many Chicken Littles, how many
people that wanted to play the cau-
tious route, those that didn’t have the
courage, those that didn’t want to be,
could not and did not have the courage
to do the noble thing, tried to pull that
language out of Ronald Reagan’s
speech because they were afraid of
what Gorbachev might do. They didn’t
like the idea that it would be adding to
the tension and adding to the friction,
because they were afraid of confronta-
tion, Madam Speaker. And to fear con-
frontation means eventually you will
have it, because it is the bullies of the
world that will poke their finger in
your chest. And if you fear the con-
frontation and step backwards to avoid
the finger in your chest, then the bully
will take a step forward and poke his
finger in your chest again and again
and again.

Countries, dictators, tyrants are the
bullies of the world. And when you
reach the point where you are up
against the wall, then you can decide
whether you are going to fight or
whether you are going to grovel. But I
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can tell you, he has chosen that
ground, and you make that decision on
his terms, not yours.

The American people have been a
bold people that have made the deci-
sions on which ground to fight on our
terms, not theirs. And Ronald Reagan
made that decision when he stepped up
and said, ‘“Mr. Gorbachev, tear down
this wall.” And that laid out that in-
spiration. And a few years later, the
wall came tumbling down.

When that wall fell down in Berlin, I
watched this unfold on the news, and
that was when I knew I needed to go
get cable TV and a broader news cycle,
because the whole story for the ana-
lysts was how families that had been
divided by the wall could now come to-
gether, and they were breaking cham-
pagne bottles in their family reunions
on the wall. And some were there with
hammers chiseling away at the Berlin
wall.

They missed the point. It was weeks
and weeks and weeks before you could
find a mainstream media, talking head
pundit that even would utter the words
that were close to the truth that most
of us commonsense American people
saw as we watched it on TV when the
Berlin wall came down, hammers and
chisels, a piece at a time. That was lit-
erally, literally, the Iron Curtain came
crashing down.

The Iron Curtain that was con-
structed across Europe at Yalta on
February 11, 1945 came crashing down
beginning November 9, 1989. And the
analysts in America didn’t understand
what that meant, and they didn’t un-
derstand what it meant when Ronald
Reagan said, “Mr. Gorbachev, tear
down this wall.” They didn’t under-
stand what it meant when Pope John
Paul, now The Great, uttered his words
and weighed in on this and gave an in-
spiration to the Christian reformation
of Europe. And, how those minds and
those voices together gave inspiration,
along with Margaret Thatcher who,
when she looked at Gorbachev and
talked with him and met him, said to
Ronald Reagan, ‘‘This is a man with
whom we can do business.”

And I don’t know how good of a busi-
ness he did for the interests of the So-
viet Union since it collapsed some time
later, but the business that got domne
was this, Madam Speaker. The strat-
egy, the noble strategy of playing some
brinksmanship, taking some risks,
being bold, doing the American thing,
doing the free world thing, and the con-
test was this. And Jean Kirkpatrick
said it as she stepped down as ambas-
sador to the United Nations, I think
the year was 1984. Ironic that it would
be, actually. But I remember her say-
ing, and I read this in an article in the
newspaper about page 3 or 4 in a tiny
little three column inches; she said,
what is going on as she resigned her
ambassadorship to the United Nations:
What is going on here in the conflict in
the world, the Cold War, is the equiva-
lent of playing chess and Monopoly on
the same board. And the question was,
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would the United States of America
bankrupt the Soviet Union economi-
cally before the Soviet Union check-
mated the United States militarily?

0 1800

Mr. Speaker, that was the contest
that was going on. Ronald Reagan un-
derstood that. Margaret Thatcher un-
derstood that, and I think Pope John
Paul the Great understood that and
upped the ante and took the risk and
did the bold thing and challenged.
When he challenged, it added inspira-
tion to a people. When they found that
the emperor had no clothes, that the
bear had no teeth, the bear had no
claws, and they found that the will was
not there any longer on the part of the
Soviet Union to exterminate people
who were just trying to get over the
wall for their freedom, then they defied
authority, and almost bloodlessly the
wall came down. The Iron Curtain
came crashing down and freedom
echoed all of the way across Europe
clear to the Pacific Ocean.

Hundreds of millions of people
breathed free because of that courage
and that boldness and that nobility of
Ronald Reagan, Margaret Thatcher,
and Pope John Paul.

That kind of bold move is what it
takes for people to achieve freedom. It
was a bold move to draft and sign the
Declaration of Independence and hang
that out in the public square and un-
derstand that as they pledged their
lives, their fortunes and their sacred
honor, they well might be hanging in
the public square as well, our Found-
ers, that signed the Declaration.

They took that risk, and many of
their lives were ruined. But the birth of
this country began and freedom was in-
spired. A bold and noble act brought
forth the United States of America. A
bold and noble act brought down the
Berlin Wall, crashed the Iron Curtain,
and a bold and noble act freed the Iraqi
and the Afghani people.

Mr. Speaker, taking myself back to
those moments in history, the noble
times when people have been bold and
had the courage to take a risk and
know that bad things could come out
of a bold decision, but seldom do any
better things come out of decisions
that are not so bold. I could go through
history and talk about the Declaration
of Independence, as I stated. And addi-
tionally, Abraham Lincoln’s signing of
the Emancipation Proclamation, the
boldness with which he stuck to his
guns and said we will preserve the
Union, and almost at any cost, and it
was a high price that was paid.

And the boldness to which Abraham
hung to the principle of freedom for all
people. He said, ‘““As I would not be a
slave, I would not be a master,” and he
acted on it.

My information from an accom-
plished historian is a story that I have
to qualify because even though I am as-
sured it is a true story, it is such a
good story. Many things are attributed
to Abraham Lincoln, so I am a little
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cautious. It is inspirational regardless
of whether we can verify it to be fact.
I have done some steps to verify. I be-
lieve it to be a fact, but I am not cer-
tain.

So I put that caveat in there, but I
think it is important to consider this
inspiration.

As Abraham Lincoln was considering
whether to sign the Emancipation
Proclamation, he had deliberated on it
for some time. The political climate
was different then than we imagine it
might be. And he called his cabinet to-
gether. He spoke to the cabinet.

He said I have this Emancipation
Proclamation, and I am seeking your
counsel as to whether I should sign it.
So he went around the table. They
were all men in those days. And the
first cabinet member, the first man
said Mr. President, I don’t think you
should sign the Emancipation Procla-
mation because, after all you can’t free
anybody south of the Mason-Dixon
Line because we don’t occupy any of
that territory and we have no author-
ity since they have seceded from the
Union, so it would be meaningless.
President Lincoln listened.

Then he went to the next cabinet
member. The next cabinet member
said, Mr. President, I think it is mean-
ingless because you can’t free anybody
by signing the Emancipation Procla-
mation. And furthermore, the African
Americans who live north of the
Mason-Dixon Line are already free. So
it would be meaningless.

So he went to the third cabinet mem-
ber who said, We have some people
wearing our Union uniform that are
fighting against the Confederates for
other reasons. They want to bring the
Union together, but they believe in
slavery, and so you will lose some of
the support of those soldiers who really
aren’t against slavery. They are there
because they want to hold the Union
together.

They went around the table. The cab-
inet was smaller then, but there was a
different reason from each cabinet
member. But each one advised Presi-
dent Lincoln, no, no, no, no, all of the
way around the cabinet table. Every
cabinet member advised President Lin-
coln do not sign the Emancipation
Proclamation.

And the leadership of courage, the
nobility of the man, President Lincoln
looked at his cabinet members and he
said, ““Well, gentlemen, the aye has it.”

“The aye has it,”” Mr. Speaker. That
is courage. That is vision. That is no-
bility. That’s the thing that we see out
of our soldiers in places like Iraq and
Afghanistan. And it is not getting easi-
er in Afghanistan. The casualties are
going up there. We do have support
from a lot of our allies in Afghanistan,
and we have significant support in Iraq
from our allies there.

But we must not fold, we must not
blink, we must not fail. We should lis-
ten to our uniformed military who are
putting up the sacrifice. If I hear over
here again, “I am tired of this war,”
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find me a volunteer soldier that is not
tired of war. But the numbers of those
who support finishing this thing with
the honor of a victory, and those who
anticipate, as I do, an Iraq that is free,
a moderate, Arabic nation that will be
an ally that has significant oil re-
sources in the Middle East, one who
will be inspiring to the rest of that
part of the world, that part of the
world that has been in constant con-
flict and turmoil for centuries, we need
to work with this principle that free
people don’t go to war against other
free people.

If we have free people in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, and we do, that happens to
be on the west and the east border of
Iran, respectively. As they see the
prosperity and the peacefulness and the
opportunity and the freedom that ex-
ists today and will be an expanding
freedom in Iraq and Afghanistan, can
anybody imagine that the Iranian peo-
ple will not want to partake in that
freedom and prosperity? They will be
inspired by their neighbors.

We can see that part of the globe
bond together, free people, moderate
Islamic nations who control their own
government, people with a voice in the
destiny of their nation. That is what I
envision and what President Bush envi-
sions. That is what we need to have the
courage and the nobility to stand with.
In the long run, first it saves American
lives in the long run. Second, it
changes the habitat that breeds terror.

If you look around the world, we
have a list of countries that are called
nations of interest. The nations of in-
terest are the nations that produce ter-
rorists. The reason they do is because
they have the habitat that produces
terrorists. Some is poverty, some is re-
ligion, some is culture. There is a ha-
tred of freedom there and there is a
love of death, as we heard the gen-
tleman from California in his presen-
tation earlier this afternoon.

That habitat can be changed. And we
have lost Benazir Bhutto to this world,
to this temporal world that we are in
at this time. I got to know her and I
had a number of conversations with
her. Upon our first meeting, it was
shortly after September 11, and I sat
down with her one-on-one in Storm
Lake, Iowa, I would add. And I asked
her a series of questions.

One of my questions was, How do we
get to the point where we can achieve
victory in this war since this is an
amorphous enemy and it is not a com-
mand-and-control structure and there
is not a piece of real estate that we can
go and capture and occupy and say we
won? How do we win and declare vic-
tory? How do we know when we have
won?

Her answer was you’ve got to give
them freedom. You’ve got to give them
a chance at democracy. If you do that,
they will change their focus from ha-
tred and terror toward their families,
their communities, their neighbor-
hoods, their country, and their
mosques. If they do that, they will no
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longer be focused on hatred and I will
pick it up from there. That is how we
erase the habitat that breeds terror-
ists.

Another way to describe it, Mr.
Speaker, is if you’re sitting on your
porch and a hornet should fly along
and sting you on the arm, you are like-
ly to swat the hornet and rub the arm
a little bit. If it happens 2 weeks later,
that is two too many, but it is not so
alarming. But if the whole hive comes
and stings one of your children or
grandchildren to death, maybe 200 or
300 stings by 200 or 300 hornets, and for
an unforeseen reason Kills one of your
family members, you no longer sit on
the porch with your Raid can and your
fly swatter. You go find the hive or
hives, and you eradicate the habitat
that breeds that kind of venom.

We are going another step here. We
are eradicating the habitat that breeds
that kind of venom, and we are replac-
ing it with a positive habitat that
breeds brotherly love and neighborly
cooperation and common interest of
commercial opportunity and an oppor-
tunity to weigh in to promote the des-
tiny of their country.

All of those things come from the
kind of mission that our military has
been on, the kind of mission that Sean
O’Brien has been on, and these things
can and will flow from our efforts
should we have the courage and the no-
bility to stand.

As 1 listened to my predecessor
speakers, I am going to say illogical
language about energy keeps coming
forth from the microphones over on
that side.

I would challenge them, and I would
yield to anybody that comes up with a
single thing that the Pelosi Congress
has offered that put more energy on
the market, anything that puts more
Btus in the marketplace, that puts
more gas into the market, more diesel
fuel, more ethanol, more biodiesel,
more wind or coal or nuclear or solar?
Any single thing that has been pro-
posed by the other side of the aisle that
has put more energy into the market-
place?

I will yield if you can come up with
an example. But I am going to say that
answer is zilch. Not one, nada, no Btus
more on the market. Every single move
in these 15, going on 16 months of the
110th Congress, every single move by
the Speaker’s leadership has been to
take energy off the market, make it
more scarce.

I don’t understand how the constitu-
ents for the people who advocate such
a thing can tolerate suspending the law
of supply and demand, making energy
more scarce, driving the prices up. Gas
prices are up 50 percent since NANCY
PELOSI took the gavel; 50 percent.

We are paying $3.51 a gallon for gaso-
line today. Crude oil prices dropped a
little today. They were almost $120 a
barrel. They dropped about $6. That is
about b percent. That is a good thing.

But to listen to the other side, Mr.
Speaker, they ask us to believe the
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idea that somehow George Bush con-
trols global oil prices, as if $120 a barrel
for crude oil is something that only
Americans are paying, but Europeans
are not and Australians are not and Af-
ricans and South Americans are not.

The truth is this is a global market.
If you really want to protect yourself
from rising oil prices, you can hedge
that on the futures market. Go buy
yourself some barrels of oil. If you
think oil is going up to $200 or $300 or
$400 a barrel, buy some now. Invest in
that now.
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Invest that in the futures. You can
protect your interest on that. But this
is a global price. George Bush can’t
control the oil prices. Here’s a news
flash. A President of the United States
can’t do that. He can affect them, yes.
This Congress can affect them too. But
it has to do with how you affect the
supply and what you do with the tax
and the regulatory structure.

We need more refineries. We need to
drill ANWR. We need to drill the Outer
Continental Shelf. We need to drill the
non national park public lands in
America, and we need to build roads in
distribution areas so that we can do
that, so that we can deliver that oil to
the marketplace.

And if we look around at what tech-
nology is doing, when oil prices went
up, what happened?

Well, we know there’s a huge oil sup-
ply in Northern Alberta in the tar
sands, and we’re working with the Ca-
nadians, and I hope the deal doesn’t get
destroyed by initiatives here that are
anti-energy in this Congress, Mr.
Speaker.

But we need to bring that pipeline
down from Northern Alberta, and we
bring that down into the heart of the
United States and refine that crude oil
of the Canadians and that huge supply
that’s there, and we need to tap into
ANWR, and move to the east from
where the north slope is, similar ter-
rain and topography, and bring that oil
into the domestic market of the United
States; more importantly, get it on to
the world market so we can cut down
on, increase the supply so we can re-
duce the cost of the energy that we
have.

If you saw that there was a report by
USGS that they had identified an oil
reserves in North Dakota, some spill-
ing over into Montana; hopefully Mr.
POMEROY knows about this. I’'m sure he
does. 3.4 billion barrels of oil up there.
And they have to go down nearly 2
miles and do horizontal sand
fractionalization to make that happen.
But that’s a tremendous amount of oil
that’s domestic, two big oil finds.

We also have the Chevron find down
on the Gulf Coast within the last two
yvears, a huge oil find. And the Brazil-
ians have tapped into an oil find, a cou-
ple of different ones that look like they
could rank in the top three of the oil
reserves for the world. And we know
that the west coast of Africa has a tre-
mendous amount of oil.
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So let’s get this going. Let’s put a lot
of oil on the market, a lot of energy on
the market.

And, Mr. Speaker, I'd direct the
body’s attention to what really does
control the cost of energy. This is a lit-
tle chart that we made up that, it is a
pie chart. And this represents, this pie
chart is 360 degrees. It is the whole of
the energy that, as energy consumed in
the United States, last year in 2007.
This is in Btus. So in case you’ll know
what this number is, Mr. Speaker,
being an astute individual.

We consumed 101.5 quadrillion Btus
last year in the United States of Amer-
ica. Of those 101.5 quadrillion Btus, it
breaks out this way as a percentage: 23
percent natural gas, petroleum, gas,
39.24 percent, and you go on up the line.
We’ve got coal at 22.4 percent, nuclear
at 8.29. That’s got to be a diminishing
number because we haven’t built a nu-
clear plant in the United States since
about 1975 or maybe 1978. There hap-
pens to be one going in now in South
Carolina. I am glad to see that.

Let’s expand the nuclear. It’s very
clean and very safe. It’s the safest elec-
trical supply that we have in the
United States.

The hydroelectric has not been ex-
panding, either, and I'm all for expand-
ing that. That sits at 2.3. Geothermal,
small little piece there, wind, small lit-
tle piece, solar, very small piece. Fuel
ethanol, not as big as someone might
think. .94 of 1 percent of the energy we
consume in the United States is eth-
anol. And the biodiesel is .06 percent,
not very big.

And then wood and waste is bigger. I
think that’s going to be your biomass,
remainder of the biomass component of
this.

The thing we need to do for energy in
the United States is expand every one
of these slices of the energy pie; put
more Btus out in each one of these col-
ored pie categories that we have; make
this circle a lot bigger so that the num-
ber of Btus that we produce is great
enough that it puts pressure and down-
ward pressure on the market prices.
That’s our mission. That’s an energy
policy.

And by the way, another slice of that
pie needs to be conservation. That’s
not in there. We need to add conserva-
tion to that as well, Mr. Speaker.

So as we move forward in this policy,
let’s keep in mind you can’t suspend
the law of supply and demand. We can’t
be living in ‘Pah-la-la-losi Land.”
We’ve got to understand that what
goes up must come down. That’s the
law of gravity.

The sun comes up in the east, not the
west. It doesn’t come up in San Fran-
cisco, it comes up over on the Atlantic
ocean side of this. That’s not going to
change, and no amount of talking
about it will change where the sun
comes up. And no amount of talking is
going to change the law of supply and
demand, except taxes and regulation,
which are going up on our energy pro-
ducers, not down.
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So I'll argue, Mr. Speaker, we need to
supply more energy, not less. The idea
that more expensive energy is a good
thing for Mother Nature, that some-
how, if you raise the price of gas to
$3.61 or $4.50 or six bucks or seven
bucks, that somebody’s going to get on
a bicycle and ride around town instead
of driving around in their car, that
may work in some occasions, but it
doesn’t work out very good for Grand-
ma that’s got to go 10 miles to town in
January in Iowa. She can’t put the
chains on her bicycle and do that.
She’ll get in her car and she’ll drive,
and she’ll pay a higher price out of her
Social Security and her fixed limited
income because you’re driving up the
price of gas; you’re not driving it down.
And it’s limiting the quality of life,
and people are having to make tough
decisions.

We need to take action to put more
energy on the market, not less. And if
we do that, we can see these prices go
down, not up.

And I’d add to that that the value of
the dollar is a significant factor in
this. The depreciation of the dollar, the
dollar value needs to be shored up. A
significant part of the cost of energy is
because it takes more dollars to com-
pete with the higher value currency in
foreign countries, Mr. Speaker.

And so that is a summary of some of
the things I came to the floor here to
address. I want to thank you for recog-
nizing me and the privilege of speaking
here on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

———————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. McNULTY (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today after 2:30 p.m.

Mr. WELLER of Illinois (at the request
of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account
of personal reasons.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (at the re-
quest of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on ac-
count of attending the funeral of a fall-
en soldier.

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 Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. HOYER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SKELTON, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ELLISON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida, for 5 minutes,
today.

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, May 1.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, May 1.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, for 5
minutes, April 30 and May 1.

Mr. TANCREDO, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Member (at her re-
quest) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

———————

SENATE CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION REFERRED

A Concurrent Resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title was taken
from the Speaker’s table and, under
the rule, referred as follows:

S. Con. Res. 77. Concurrent Resolution sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National Sex-
ual Assault Awareness and Prevention
Month 2008; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

———

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of
the following title:

S. 2903. To amend Public Law 110-196 to
provide for a temporary extension of pro-
grams authorized by the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 beyond April
25, 2008.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 21 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, April 25, 2008, at 10
a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

6228. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Prothioconazole; Pesticide
Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2007-0178; FRL-8353-
2] received March 18, 2008, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

6229. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; New
Hampshire; Determination of Attainment of
the Ozone Standard [EPA-R01-OAR-2008-0069;
A-1-FR1.-8543-4] received March 18, 2008, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

6230. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Revisions to the
Nevada State Implementation Plan; Sta-
tionary Source Permits [EPA-R09-OAR-2007-
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0165; FR1.-8543-6] received March 18, 2008, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

6231. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Ohio SO2 Air Quality Implementation
Plans and Designation of Areas [EPA-R05-
OAR-2006-0546; FRI.-8534-4] received March
18, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

6232. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Determination of Non-
attainment and Reclassification of the Baton
Rouge 8-Hour Ozone Nonattainment Area;
State of Louisiana [EPA-R06-OAR-2007-0967;
FRL-8544-6] received March 18, 2008, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

6233. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Determination of Non-
attainment and Reclassification of the Beau-
mont/Port Arthur 8-hour Ozone Nonattain-
ment Area; State of Texas; Final Rule [EPA-
R06-OAR-2007-0969; FRL-8543-5] received
March 18, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

6234. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Ambient Air Qual-
ity Standards for Ozone [EPA-HQ-OAR-2005-
0172; FRL-8544-3] (RIN: 2060-AN24) received
March 18, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

6235. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Education, transmitting
a report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies
Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

6236. A letter from the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, Department of Energy, trans-
mitting a report pursuant to the Federal Va-
cancies Reform Act of 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

6237. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting a report pursuant to the
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

6238. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of Justice, transmitting a
report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

6239. A letter from the Acting Associate
Attorney General, Department of Justice,
transmitting the Department’s annual re-
port on activities under the Freedom of In-
formation Act for calendar year 2007, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 552(d); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

6240. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s Annual No
Fear Report to Congress for FY 2007, pursu-
ant to Section 203 of the Notification and
Federal Employee Antidiscrimination and
Retaliation Act of 2003, Pub. L. 107-174; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

6241. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
a report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies
Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

6242. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting the
Department’s annual report for fiscal year
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