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For the first 3 months of this year,
our crude oil imports totaled $76 bil-
lion, which is 63 percent above where it
was a year ago. How much longer can
this continue? I think the American
people know how to answer that ques-
tion: No more. They’re saying no more.

This week, we will see another epi-
sode of this pitiful drama of the vice-
grip relationship between Saudi Arabia
and the United States. The House of
Bush, represented by our President,
will beg the House of Saud, represented
by King Abdullah, to increase produc-
tion as a short-term fix for America’s
growing energy deficit.

We ought to be bringing those dollars
back here at home and have the same
kind of commitment as we did when we
landed a man on the Moon. We can do
this as a country, we just need better
leadership.

At every step, this Democratic Con-
gress has tried to make a difference. In
the Price Gouging Prevention Act, the
Renewable Energy Act, the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve Suspension Act, the
Consumer Protection Act, and of
course H.R. 6, to try to help launch en-
ergy independence for this country.
But yesterday, our House passed a farm
bill with a billion dollar title to bring
in bioenergy as an important part of
the solution for the future.

As this lame duck Presidency fades,
hopefully the next President of the
United States will negotiate in earnest
and help America develop an agenda
for our own independence, not contin-
ued subservience to human rights vio-
lators and undemocratic nations like
Saudi Arabia.

This country is long overdue for a
change, and it’s definitely due for an
oil change.

——
SUNSET MEMORIAL

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

Mr. FRANCIS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker |
stand once again before this House with yet
another Sunset Memorial.

It is May 15, 2008, in the land of the free
and the home of the brave, and before the
sun set today in America, almost 4,000 more
defenseless unborn children were killed by
abortion on demand. That's just today, Mr.
Speaker. That's more than the number of in-
nocent lives lost on September 11 in this
country, only it happens every day.

It has now been exactly 12,897 days since
the tragedy called Roe v. Wade was first
handed down. Since then, the very foundation
of this Nation has been stained by the blood
of almost 50 million of its own children. Some
of them, Mr. Speaker, died and screamed as
they did so, but because it was amniotic fluid
passing over the vocal cords instead of air, no
one could hear them.

And all of them had at least four things in
common. First, they were each just little ba-
bies who had done nothing wrong to anyone,
and each one of them died a nameless and
lonely death. And each one of their mothers,
whether she realizes it or not, will never be
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quite the same. And all the gifts that these
children might have brought to humanity are
now lost forever. Yet even in the glare of such
tragedy, this generation still clings to a blind,
invincible ignorance while history repeats itself
and our own silent genocide mercilessly anni-
hilates the most helpless of all victims, those
yet unborn.

Mr. Speaker, perhaps it's time for those of
us in this Chamber to remind ourselves of why
we are really all here. Thomas Jefferson said,
“The care of human life and its happiness and
not its destruction is the chief and only object
of good government.” The phrase in the 14th
Amendment capsulizes our entire Constitution,
it says, “No State shall deprive any person of
life, liberty or property without due process of
law.” Mr. Speaker, protecting the lives of our
innocent citizens and their constitutional rights
is why we are all here.

The bedrock foundation of this Republic is
the clarion declaration of the self-evident truth
that all human beings are created equal and
endowed by their Creator with the unalienable
rights of life, liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness. Every conflict and battle our Nation has
ever faced can be traced to our commitment
to this core, self-evident truth.

It has made us the beacon of hope for the
entire world. Mr. Speaker, it is who we are.

And yet today another day has passed, and
we in this body have failed again to honor that
foundational commitment. We have failed our
sworn oath and our God-given responsibility
as we broke faith with nearly 4,000 more inno-
cent American babies who died today without
the protection we should have given them.

Mr. Speaker, let me conclude in the hope
that perhaps someone new who heard this
Sunset Memorial tonight will finally embrace
the truth that abortion really does kill little ba-
bies; that it hurts mothers in ways that we can
never express; and that 12,897 days spent
killing nearly 50 million unborn children in
America is enough; and that the America that
rejected human slavery and marched into Eu-
rope to arrest the Nazi Holocaust is still coura-
geous and compassionate enough to find a
better way for mothers and their unborn ba-
bies than abortion on demand.

So tonight, Mr. Speaker, may we each re-
mind ourselves that our own days in this sun-
shine of life are also numbered and that all too
soon each one of us will walk from these
Chambers for the very last time.

And if it should be that this Congress is al-
lowed to convene on yet another day to come,
may that be the day when we finally hear the
cries of innocent unborn children. May that be
the day when we find the humanity, the cour-
age, and the will to embrace together our
human and our constitutional duty to protect
these, the least of our tiny, little American
brothers and sisters from this murderous
scourge upon our Nation called abortion on
demand.

It is May 15, 2008, 12,897 days since Roe
versus Wade first stained the foundation of
this Nation with the blood of its own children,
this in the land of the free and the home of the
brave.

O 1630

A CLEAN SUPPLEMENTAL TO
FUND OUR TROOPS

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, this
afternoon an extraordinary thing did
happen when we had a vote on a supple-
mental with all kinds of strings at-
tached to it to fund our troops in
harm’s way.

The Democrats have the majority.
They have the ability to pass that
funding without a bit of help from the
Republicans.

Many of us on the Republican side of
the aisle were quite concerned, how-
ever, with the strings, with the link-
ages that were made to this bill to help
our troops do their job. One, for exam-
ple, was that in the second amendment,
which we knew would pass, provisions
there existed to create hard and fast
deadlines for pulling our troops out of
Iraq.

We all want to see our troops home.
We all want to see our troops back
with us. And those of us who go over to
Iraq and see them in harm’s way, we
long for the time of having them home
completely. But the vast majority of
those guys in record numbers re-enlist
because they know they’re doing good.
They know they are making a dif-
ference. And when you go over there,
you see it. I was in Kurdistan in De-
cember, in the northern area of Iraq.
Construction booming, things going
well.

We have made a difference with the
surge. It is a profound difference. We
have al Qaeda on the run. They’re mak-
ing last-ditch efforts to try to stop
what’s going on. We have the Iraqi peo-
ple that are there working for them-
selves, more soldiers, more police
trained than ever. There are really
good things going on. And were we to
pass a supplemental that was linked to
that second amendment with the time
deadlines, the message would be a mes-
sage of hope for all those who hate us
and want to destroy us. And that is: “If
you will just hold on a little bit longer,
we will have the Americans put their
heads between their legs and go cow-
ering away, as they did from Viet-
nam.’”” We could have won Vietnam; we
can succeed in Iraq.

The great state of Iraq is so close to
governing itself. Just like John Adams
wrote to Abigail, what people have
only dreamed of, governing themselves
is so close, within our reach. We can’t
give it up now. It’s so close. Iraq is
there. We cannot hand our enemies and
the Iraqi enemies, the enemies of lib-
erty, this kind of win.

So we voted ‘‘present.’”’ If the Demo-
crats had had enough votes, then they
would have passed the supplemental by
itself and it would have been linked to
the second amendment that would have
required the time deadlines for with-
drawal and would have given hope. As
it was, we couldn’t vote against our
troops, many of us, but we voted
‘“‘present.”

The first amendment that we took up
this afternoon failed; so now we have
got to come back with a clean supple-
mental to help our troops. And the
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crud in there about the $52 billion tax
hike at a time when the economy cer-
tainly can’t afford that, let’s get the
linkage out to admitting and saying we
are defeated, we can’t win, giving our
enemies a victory, get all of that stuff
out of there. No more linkages like
that. No more tax hikes. Just a clean
supplemental to give our troops the
wherewithal to do what they need to
succeed. That’s the message we needed
coming out of today. And that’s why so
many of us voted as we did. We voted
for victory for our troops.

And I will never forget the words of
Travis Buford’s mother. Travis was
killed over in Iraq. And as I stood near
his coffin with his mother, it was an
emotional time, and I said, ‘‘Is there
anything I can do?”’

She gritted her teeth and she said,
“Tell the Congress to shut up and let
the military do their job.”

That’s what we need to do. Let the
military have the wherewithal to suc-
ceed, as they can, without the linkages
to failure so that we can keep our head
held high and, what’s more, perhaps go
7 more years without being attacked
here.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

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

———

FIVE REASONS WHY THE AIR
FORCE’S DECISION TO AWARD
AIRBUS A CONTRACT DOES NOT
ADD UP

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

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, before 1
start, I want to express my honor for
the gentleman from Colorado in the
chair today, who did extraordinary
work in leading the Congress to green
building standards and the introduc-
tion of a bill today, and I appreciate
his leadership on this. Thank you for
leading on this issue.

I come to the floor today to address
my concerns about this misbegotten
decision by the U.S. Air Force to ig-
nore great work by Americans with a
consortium building the Boeing 767 aer-
ial refueling tanker, in fact, sending
American tax dollars and American
jobs out to Europe. And I want to ex-
press the five reasons why this decision
does not add up.

There is a particular odor about this
decision. It needs to be revisited one
way or another. We need to have an
American tanker built by American
workers to be fair to American service
personnel and taxpayers both, and I
want to go through the five reasons
why this decision does not add up.

Reason number one: There is no
sense on this green Earth why the
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American Government has sued the
Airbus Corporation, asserting that
they have violated international trade
laws because they received illegal bil-
lion dollar subsidies, and at the same
time another agency of the Federal
Government, the Air Force, turns
around and gives that same corpora-
tion that our own government has de-
clared is acting illegally contrary to
international and American law—turns
around and gives them a $40 billion
contract. It is most unfortunate that
at least one person in the other Cham-
ber specifically said that we can’t take
into consideration these subsidies. It is
absolutely ludicrous for the American
Government to sue this company in
one court, saying they violated law,
and then turn around and give them $40
billion. That’s exactly what has hap-
pened here. It makes no sense. This
does not add up.

Reason number two: Boeing has been
building these tankers successfully,
hundreds of tankers, without dif-
ficulty. And instead of going with a
proven, tried and true American con-
tractor, the Air Force has decided to
accept the risk of a company that’s
never made an aerial tanker, building
it in a way that it has never been built,
in factories that do not exist, in mul-
tiple countries with a supply chain
that has never been proven. We cannot
and should not tolerate that risk of
this risky decision.

Reason number three that this does
not add up: It does not add up because
all estimates have concluded that the
Boeing 767 is 24 percent more fuel effi-
cient overall, looking at all the emis-
sion statements, 24 percent more fuel
efficient. Well, for anyone who has
gone to the pump recently, let me sug-
gest that it doesn’t make sense to be
buying a product that is a gas guzzler
when we know that fuel prices are
going only in one direction. A study
performed by the Conklin & de Decker
analyst company concluded that by
going with Boeing instead of this Air-
bus monstrosity, we would save the
American taxpayers $30 billion in fuel
costs. At the same time when we’re
trying to wring efficiencies to deal
with global warming and reduce fuel
costs, this decision is buying the gas
guzzler rather than the fuel-efficient
aircraft. This does not add up.

Reason number four: The Air Force
basically decided bigger is better. Big-
ger is not always better. They said
they told Boeing and Airbus that they
wanted a medium-size plane. Boeing
provided them a medium-size plane. In
the middle of this process, they decided
they wanted a bigger airplane. Bigger
is not always better, and I will tell you
why. It’s going to cost the American
taxpayers over $2 billion to remodel all
of these hangars all across America to
try to fit this large airplane in. This is
real money from real taxpayers that
was not considered in the lifecycle
costs. It does not add up.

And the fifth reason is lifecycle
costs. The Air Force, what they did was
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they looked at original acquisition
costs and downplayed the lifecycle
costs associated with fuel costs, main-
tenance costs, hangar remodeling, and
all the other things associated with
these airplanes. When you make an ac-
quisition for the American taxpayers,
you need to look at the entire lifecycle
costs, not just the upfront acquisition
costs. It does not add up.

So here are five reasons that this
Congress ought to get up on our hind
legs and blow the whistle on this mis-
begotten decision. It doesn’t add up.
We need to change this decision.

—————

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.)
——
MARRIAGE

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
earlier today the California Supreme
Court threw aside the voice and the ex-
press will of millions of California vot-
ers by overturning California’s State
law that banned same-sex marriage.

Effectively this ruling allows same-
sex couples in our Nation’s most popu-
lous State the right to marry and af-
fords them all the privileges that go
along with this sacred union. And I say
that rulings like this are one of the
reasons why the institution of mar-
riage is crumbling before our very eyes.
And I, for one, am very sad to see this
happen.

The main issue is whether the status
of marriage will be determined by
judges or by the American people. I'm
extremely concerned about how activ-
ists use the courts to legislate on
something that has been settled in
American law for more than 200 years.
Furthermore, the people of California
made it abundantly clear back in 2000
that they reject same-sex marriage.

Then comes along four judges who
apparently believe that they’re wiser
than over 4% million voters in their
State. Proposition 22 got over 61 per-
cent of the vote; yet it was dismissed
by four lone dictators.

I condemn this ruling in the strong-
est possible way. I condemn it because
the court is legislating from the bench.
I condemn it because it is a reprehen-
sible action that is not consistent with
history or with common sense.

This lunacy is precisely the reason
why a Federal constitutional amend-
ment is needed to protect traditional
marriage. This decision will undoubt-
edly become the platform for spreading
this unfounded ruling across the Na-
tion.

On the Federal stage, there’s a con-
stitutional remedy for Federal judges



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-15T07:06:02-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




