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Unfortunately, House Democrats 

made a different choice. They decided 
to stand with their leadership and sup-
port a hoax of an energy bill that had 
no input from the minority, had been 
crafted overnight by the House Demo-
crat leadership, and failed to provide 
revenue sharing for States that author-
ized deepwater drilling off their shores. 
Moreover, the Democrat bill had a re-
newable energy mandate that would 
mean higher electricity bills for fami-
lies of southern and midwestern States. 

There was a bipartisan choice, and I 
am disappointed that so many chose to 
vote for a hoax bill that was all about 
political cover. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th. 

f 

EIGHT DISASTROUS YEARS UNDER 
PRESIDENT BUSH 

(Mr. OLVER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. OLVER. Madam Speaker, as the 
stock market plunges, financial insti-
tutions fail and the economic pain 
Americans feel grows, our Republican 
colleagues’ only answer is to drill. 

Drilling won’t help the 2 million 
Americans who have lost jobs in the 
last year. Drilling won’t protect 46 mil-
lion Americans without health insur-
ance, 7 million more than when George 
Bush took office. Drilling won’t help 
nearly 6 million people who have 
slipped into poverty. Drilling won’t 
bring back the huge surplus that 
George Bush inherited and squandered. 
And drilling won’t help the 3 million 
families who have lost their homes to 
foreclosure in the last 3 years. 

Despite their cries for drilling, our 
Republican colleagues voted against 
accelerated drilling in the National Pe-
troleum Reserve, already under lease, 
and against drilling on the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf. In fact, the drilling they 
do support wouldn’t produce new oil for 
at least 8 years. 

In truth, they don’t want to help 
American families. They only want to 
distract public attention from eight 
disastrous years under George Bush. 

f 

SUPPORT THE REPUBLICAN 
ENERGY BILL 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, the 
speaker just before me just admitted 
that the jobs that have been lost pri-
marily have been lost while the Demo-
crats have been in control of this Con-
gress. They continue their assault on 
the American family with their energy 
bill, which doesn’t help American fami-
lies who are hurting at the pump. 

This new bill results in an $85 tax 
hike on consumers. Our constituents 
have been looking to us for relief. That 
bill does not bring the relief they need. 

Skyrocketing gas prices have taken a 
dramatic toll on almost every area of 
our lives. Families have had to adjust 
by tightening budgets. Schools adjust 
by cutting field trips and textbook pur-
chases. Small businesses are watching 
their profits shrink, while making 
tough decisions about expanding their 
company or being able to make their 
payroll. This is has all occurred under 
the Democrats’ watch in the last 20 
months. 

The House Republican plan increases 
production of American-made energy 
in an environmentally safe way. It pro-
motes new, clean and reliable sources 
of energy, while cutting red tape and 
increasing the supply of American- 
made fuel and energy. 

The Republican plan encourages 
greater energy efficiency by offering 
conservation tax incentives to Ameri-
cans who make their home, car, and 
business more energy efficient. 

The House Republican plan helps 
American families combat the increase 
cost of energy. I invite my colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle to join us 
in bringing real solutions to the energy 
crisis. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind persons in the gal-
lery that they are guests of the House 
and that any manifestation of approval 
or disapproval of proceedings or other 
audible conversation is in violation of 
the rules of the House. 

f 

ATTENTION NEEDED FOR MAIN 
STREET, NOT JUST WALL STREET 

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. American taxpayers, 
think about this: So far this year the 
Bush administration has put you on 
the hook for $30 billion to prop up an 
investment house on Wall Street, Bear 
Stearns. Now you have been pledged to 
insure $200 billion to $2.4 trillion for 
the stock of loss-plagued Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac. And taxpayers this 
week have been put on the hook for the 
insurance company American Inter-
national Group to the tune of $85 bil-
lion. It seems like for Messrs. Paulson 
and Bernanke, any blank check for 
Wall Street can’t be bigger. Every day 
it gets bigger. 

Now, what about Main Street? In the 
State of Ohio, we are hemorrhaging 
with mortgage foreclosures. There are 
no workouts. Messrs. Paulson and 
Bernanke haven’t come to Ohio to 
make some of that cash available. Ohio 
needs $20 billion to do workouts now. 
We will have over 100,000 more fore-
closures this year. All that legislation 
we passed here in Congress, it has no 
bite, because it isn’t helping people 
now. 

We need some attention to Main 
Street, not just Wall Street. 

SUPPORTING EXPANSION OF ELI-
GIBILITY OF BENEFITS FOR FIL-
IPINO VETERANS 

(Mr. ABERCROMBIE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to urge the immediate support 
for the expansion of the eligibility of 
benefits for Filipino vets. 

On July 26, 1941, Franklin Roosevelt 
brought the Philippine Commonwealth 
Forces under the control of the United 
States during World War II. Yet when 
their service ended, they did not re-
ceive the same benefits or treatment as 
other American soldiers. 

Congress passed the Rescission Act in 
1946, against General MacArthur’s open 
objections. This even includes such 
things as burial benefits. No other 
group of veterans has been systemati-
cally denied these benefits. There will 
be only 20,000 left by 2010. 

There is some contention here that 
the Filipino veterans that fought with 
us as allies are not U.S. citizens. We 
are paying Sunni tribesmen who killed 
American soldiers bribe money today 
in Iraq, but the Filipino vets who saved 
American soldiers are left out of the 
benefits as allies of the United States. 

This is shameful and needs to be 
stopped immediately. Bring those ben-
efits to these Filipino vets, who are the 
allies and comrades in arms of United 
States soldiers. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested, bill of the 
House of the following title: 

H.R. 6889. An act to extend the authority of 
the Secretary of Education to purchase guar-
anteed student loans for an additional year, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3036, NO CHILD LEFT IN-
SIDE ACT OF 2008 

Ms. CASTOR. Madam Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 1441 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1441 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3036) to amend 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 regarding environmental edu-
cation, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Education 
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and Labor. After general debate the bill shall 
be considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Education 
and Labor now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived ex-
cept those arising under clause 10 of rule 
XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule 
XVIII, no amendment to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be in order except those printed in the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a 
Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such amendments are waived except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill 
for amendment the Committee shall rise and 
report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted. Any 
Member may demand a separate vote in the 
House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
committee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 3036 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

b 1030 

Ms. CASTOR. Madam Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to my good 
friend, the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART). All time 
yielded during consideration of the rule 
is for debate only. I yield myself such 
time as I might consume. I also ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
be given 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
House Resolution 1441. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. CASTOR. Madam Speaker, House 

Resolution 1441 provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 3036, the No Child Left In-
side Act of 2008, under a structured 
rule. 

The rule provides 1 hour of general 
debate controlled by the Committee on 
Education and Labor. The rule makes 
in order five amendments printed in 
the Rules Committee report. The rule 
also provides for one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

Madam Speaker, it is important that 
elementary and secondary schools 
across America continue to offer cur-
riculum that is aligned with the needs 
of our children and the interests of our 
great country. That is why the Con-
gress will move today to extend the 
National Environmental Education Act 
under an initiative offered by the gen-
tleman from Maryland, Mr. JOHN SAR-
BANES, entitled the No Child Left In-
side Act. 

This national environmental edu-
cation bill was reported by the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor by a 
strong bipartisan vote. Under the lead-
ership of the Education and Labor 
Committee chairman, GEORGE MILLER, 
our Nation’s students have been well 
served by this Congress with numerous 
landmark reforms and investments. 

I thought we would take the time 
just to name a few. This Congress has 
passed the College Cost Reduction Act 
that was signed into law last year. It 
provides the single largest increase in 
college aid since the GI Bill, roughly 
$20 billion over the next 5 years. But it 
does so at no new cost to taxpayers. 

Under the law, 6.8 million students 
who take out need-based Federal stu-
dent loans each year will see the inter-
est rates on their loans halved over the 
next 5 years, saving the typical bor-
rower over $4,000 during the life of the 
loan once that is implemented. 

That College Cost Reduction Act also 
boosts the maximum Pell Grant schol-
arship to $5,400 over the next 5 years. 
That’s up from about $4,000 in 2006. 

In a part of that bill that has not re-
ceived a lot of attention, that new law 
provides loan forgiveness for public 
service members like nurses, police of-
ficers, firefighters and first responders 
and makes those loan repayments more 
manageable and gives up-front tuition 
to students who commit to teaching in 
the high-need public schools. 

This Congress has also passed, and it 
has been signed into law, the Ensuring 
Continued Access to Student Loans for 
American Families. There is nothing 
more important during this credit 
crunch than that affordable student 
loans and access to college remains 
available for our young students that 
would like to attend college. 

That Ensuring Continued Access to 
Student Loans for American Families 
Act provides new protections, in addi-
tion to those already in current law, to 
ensure that families continue to have 
timely, uninterrupted access to Fed-
eral college loans in the event that dis-
tress in the credit markets leads to a 
significant number of lenders in the 
federally guaranteed student loan pro-
grams to substantially reduce their 
lending activity. 

The Congress has also passed, and it 
was signed into law just last month, 
the expanding college access for stu-
dents and families law. It passed the 
House here by a vote of 380–49. The leg-
islation addresses the rising price of 
college by encouraging colleges to rein 
in price increases, clean up corrupt 

practices in student loan programs and 
streamline the Federal financial aid 
application process. The bill also ad-
dresses textbook costs and increases 
college aid and support programs for 
veterans and military families. 

Madam Speaker, this is another bill 
before us today that continues the new 
direction, Congress’ commitment to 
higher education, and to improving ele-
mentary and secondary education for 
students across America. 

Today we will focus on improvement 
to environmental education for Amer-
ica’s schools, the best kind, where 
Washington doesn’t dictate the param-
eters or curriculum to local schools, 
but gives schools the tools they need to 
decide themselves how to modernize 
curriculum. Today, it is our challenge, 
and the challenge of our children, to 
build a more sustainable energy effi-
cient world, and sometimes you have 
to get outside the classroom and learn 
by doing and exploring your environ-
ment. 

Many children, including my 9-year- 
old daughter, learn more effectively 
this way. I know many of you love to 
visit classrooms and talk with stu-
dents, like I do. 

Students today are particularly in-
terested in energy conservation, cli-
mate change, clean air and clean 
water. Students, teachers and schools 
are clamoring for more knowledge and 
understanding of our natural environ-
ment. 

Unfortunately, many schools and 
school districts simply do not have the 
resources to teach beyond the basics 
these days. Since the enactment of the 
No Child Left Behind Act, we have seen 
a narrowing of school curriculum with 
schools being forced to spend more and 
more learning time preparing for high- 
stakes testing. 

Well, like other science courses, this 
grant program, under the national en-
vironmental education program, the 
environmental education instructs stu-
dents in critical thinking, problem 
solving, teamwork, obtaining and ana-
lyzing data, communication and learn-
ing by doing. These skills are critical 
for success in the 21st century, and en-
vironmental education helps students 
by learning how to conserve, how to 
conserve energy, how to ensure safe 
products are on the shelves, which 
eventually strengthens our Nation’s 
economy and makes it a much safer 
world. 

Our environmental actions here at 
home have an impact on the global 
economy and on our energy security, 
and energy security is national secu-
rity. Having a solid understanding of 
natural environment and our global 
interdependency is critical to keeping 
this Nation safe. 

The modest but important resources 
we will send to local schools under this 
National Environmental Education Act 
is particularly helpful now. Helping our 
kids to learn about the natural envi-
ronment in an active learning setting 
will motivate students and propel them 
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towards success. It will pull kids away 
from the TV sets and the video games 
and the video screens and bring them 
outdoors. 

The bill supports local efforts to ex-
pand and enhance environmental edu-
cation and also provides teachers with 
important professional development 
opportunities. Under this legislation, 
our Nation’s teachers will become bet-
ter equipped to teach students about 
the environment and encourage stu-
dents to be knowledgeable about envi-
ronmental issues and how they affect 
all of us. 

When environmental education is in-
tegrated into the classrooms, students 
and teachers are better able to use cur-
rent, local environmental issues to in-
crease their understanding of math, 
science, history and other academic 
subjects. 

Environmental education is a power-
ful tool to help motivate students to 
help take care of the environment and 
help improve their academic achieve-
ment. 

This bill also strengthens environ-
mental literacy plans. According to the 
Campaign for Environmental Literacy, 
Americans still widely lack the envi-
ronmental knowledge that will enable 
them to safeguard the public health, 
protect natural resources, support en-
ergy conservation efforts and engage in 
the movement towards a more sustain-
able future. 

So this is a win-win proposition for 
our local schools, for teachers and for 
the future of our great country. This 
legislation will modernize environ-
mental education for the 21st century 
by emphasizing environmental lit-
eracy. 

I urge passage of the rule and this 
underlying bill. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance my time. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. I would like to thank my good 
friend, the gentlewoman from Florida 
(Ms. CASTOR) for the time, and I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Every day our Nation faces new and 
critical challenges on how to approach 
globalization, really the great issue of 
our time. It is an extremely difficult 
and controversial issue that affects our 
economy, and it affects so much more. 

It is important, now more than ever, 
to equip our students, not just with the 
basics, math, reading, social studies, 
and et cetera, but also with opportuni-
ties in areas such as science and the 
environment to compete in tomorrow’s 
global economy. 

This legislation, the legislation we 
are bringing to the floor with this rule, 
reauthorizes the National Environ-
mental Education Act administered by 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 
Among other things, the bill will cre-
ate opportunities for enhanced and on-
going professional development in en-
vironmental fields. 

It authorizes the Secretary of Edu-
cation to award grants to help environ-
mental education become more effec-

tive, more widely practiced. It estab-
lishes seven uses of funds aimed at en-
couraging increased environmental 
education. 

Environmental education is an im-
portant issue that Congress should sup-
port. But, really, with just a few days 
left in the legislative calendar for this 
Congress, what we ask is whether this 
is what really is considered by the ma-
jority among the highest priorities, 
whether it is legislation that we need 
to be considering, with just hours be-
fore leaving before the end of this Con-
gress, and with great challenges facing 
the Nation, including very significant 
economic challenges and an energy sit-
uation, extraordinarily rising prices, 
whether this is the type of priority 
that we need to be setting aside time 
for at this time. 

This bill, which is a good bill, could 
easily have been placed on what is 
known as the suspension calendar, in 
other words, taking it automatically to 
the floor. Obviously it received over-
whelming bipartisan support. But, in-
stead, we are here today spending time 
on debating a noncontroversial—an im-
portant but noncontroversial environ-
mental education program. 

So we think that it’s most unfortu-
nate, but symptomatic, of how this 
new majority has run this Congress. 
Just last week we spent 2 hours of de-
bate time discussing a study of a river 
in Vermont. On another occasion we 
spent precious time debating the Wash-
ington-Rochambeau Revolutionary 
Route National Historic Trail, the 
Taunton River in Massachusetts, the 
land claims of the Bay Mills Indian 
community, and the Chesapeake Bay 
Gateways and Water Trails Network. 
Those are the priorities of this major-
ity. 

Now those are important issues. 
They are not the energy crisis and the 
serious attention that we need to be 
devoting to stabilizing our markets. 
We need to make sure that America re-
mains the Nation where the entire 
world seeks to invest because of con-
fidence in the future of the United 
States. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. CASTOR. Madam Speaker, we do 
not have any additional speakers, so I 
will reserve the balance of my time 
until the gentleman from Florida has 
made his closing statement. 

b 1045 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, I thank my 
distinguished friend, Ms. CASTOR. 

Americans are tired of spending more 
and more of their paycheck, of their re-
sources, for their energy needs. And for 
months they have been calling on us to 
take up legislation that will help lower 
the price of gasoline. 

Now just like the overwhelming ma-
jority of the American people, we in 
the minority in this Congress have 
been calling for legislation that will 
help the American consumer with the 

skyrocketing price of energy. Yet 
every time we have tried to debate real 
energy legislation, the majority has 
blocked and has stymied our efforts. 

In August, the majority decided to go 
on the recess instead of seeking to 
solve an extraordinarily high priority 
for the American people, the rising gas 
prices. I guess the majority must have 
heard quite a bit from their constitu-
ents in August because when they re-
turned in September, they decided they 
would finally say they would debate 
energy legislation. 

On Tuesday of this week, the major-
ity brought to the floor legislation, the 
so-called Comprehensive American En-
ergy Security and Consumer Protec-
tion Act, which does nothing to 
produce energy or provide Americans 
with energy security since it will only 
increase our dependence on unstable 
foreign sources of energy. The bill 
brought to the floor this week by the 
majority was a farce. It will never be 
enacted into law and was only put to-
gether to provide the majority with an 
attempt at political cover so they can 
say that they passed energy legislation 
when in reality they did nothing. 

Now the majority is set to end this 
Congress and any chance to actually 
pass genuine comprehensive energy 
legislation. That’s where we are today. 

Well, we do not have to leave here 
and head home without having consid-
ered comprehensive energy legislation. 

Madam Speaker, I will be urging my 
colleagues to vote with me to defeat 
the previous question so the House can 
finally consider genuine solutions to 
rising energy costs. If the previous 
question is defeated, I will move to 
amend the rule to prohibit the consid-
eration of a concurrent resolution pro-
viding for adjournment until com-
prehensive energy legislation has been 
enacted into law. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert the text of the 
amendment and extraneous material 
immediately prior to the vote on the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 

Florida. By voting ‘‘no’’ on the pre-
vious question, Members can assure 
their constituents that they are com-
mitted to enacting legislation to help 
their constituents with rising energy 
prices. I also remind Members that the 
previous question in no way will pre-
vent consideration of H.R. 3036, this 
legislation on environmental grants to 
schools. I encourage a ‘‘no’’ vote on the 
previous question. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. CASTOR. Madam Speaker, over 
the past year and a half, this new di-
rection Congress has been solely fo-
cused on growing and strengthening 
America’s middle class. Despite the 
protestations from my friend from the 
other side of the aisle, it was just this 
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week that we passed the most com-
prehensive, balanced energy legislation 
that has been considered in the past 
decade. That Comprehensive American 
Energy Security and Consumer Protec-
tion Act proved that there are real dif-
ferences between the two sides of the 
aisle here because our energy bill was 
focused on lowering prices for con-
sumers and protecting taxpayers. 

Yes, it expanded domestic drilling 
offshore and on land, but it also added 
a huge expansion of renewable sources 
of energy. It increases our security by 
freeing America from the grip of for-
eign oil. And it finally requires Big Oil 
to pay what it owes the American tax-
payers. 

Is it fair that Big Oil continues to re-
ceive taxpayer subsidies at a time 
when they are making huge record 
profits? No, it doesn’t, so we end the 
subsidies to the big oil companies. And 
a lot of this new emphasis on clean, 
green, renewable energy will have the 
extra added benefit of creating good- 
paying jobs here in America. 

Besides energy, we have also been fo-
cused on landmark education reform. 
Indeed, as I highlighted at the begin-
ning of consideration of this bill, we’ve 
passed truly landmark historic invest-
ments in education for America’s stu-
dents. First was the single largest in-
crease in college aid since the GI bill, 
the College Cost Reduction and Access 
Act of 2007. Under that law, 6.8 million 
students who take out need-based Fed-
eral loans each year will see the inter-
est rates on their loans cut in half. 

We increased Pell Grants by over 
$1,000. We have also passed and it was 
signed into law by President Bush the 
Ensuring Continued Access to Student 
Loans For American Families Act. 
That is so vital during this turmoil in 
the financial markets. It is absolutely 
vital that American families can still 
get those low-cost student loans. That 
new law provides new protections to 
ensure that families have timely, unin-
terrupted access to Federal college 
loans in the event that distress in the 
credit markets leads to a significant 
number of lenders not being liquid and 
being able to lend to families. 

We also expanded college access for 
students and families, we cleaned up 
the corrupt practices going on on some 
campuses in student loan programs, ad-
dressed student textbook costs and in-
creased college aid and support pro-
grams for veterans and military fami-
lies. 

And one that I didn’t mention but I 
think we can all celebrate, the hugely 
bipartisan and popular new GI bill for 
the 21st century that will provide 4- 
year scholarships to the brave men and 
women who have served in the wars of 
Iraq and Afghanistan. We truly have 
been on the side of American families 
and the middle class. 

This modest bill today also renews 
our commitment to the No Child Left 
Inside Act. Doesn’t that really bring 
all of this together as we focus on en-
ergy policy and improving our public 

education and higher education in this 
country, a modest but important com-
mitment to students at home who are 
interested in environmental sustain-
ability and energy conservation. We 
will provide additional resources to our 
schools and our students so they can 
get outside the classroom, get away 
from the TV set and the video games 
and learn by doing, learn in an active 
setting, learn out in the natural envi-
ronment how to conserve energy and to 
address global climate change. 

Studies shows that environmental 
education boosts student achievement, 
it builds students’ critical thinking 
and social skills, it improves student 
behavior, and it can enhance teaching. 
So we are going to help schools and 
States expand and enhance environ-
mental education. We are going to 
focus on qualified expert teachers in 
the Nation’s classrooms, and strength-
en and develop environmental literacy 
plans. 

For a long time there was another 
group in charge here in Washington, 
and it oftentimes seems like over the 
past decades it has been the Democrats 
who have had to come in and clean up 
the mess of past administrations. Well, 
I think we are proving again that we 
are on track to do that again. We are 
all in this together and we need to pass 
this bill. I urge a unanimous ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on the previous question and on 
the rule. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida 
is as follows: 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1441 OFFERED BY MR. 

LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF FLORIDA 
At the end of the resolution add the fol-

lowing new section: 
SEC. 3. It shall not be in order in the House 

to consider a concurrent resolution pro-
viding for an adjournment of either House of 
Congress until comprehensive energy legisla-
tion has been enacted into law that includes 
provisions designed to— 

(A) allow states to expand the exploration 
and extraction of natural resources along the 
Outer Continental Shelf; 

(B) open the Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge and oil shale reserves to environ-
mentally prudent exploration and extrac-
tion; 

(C) extend expiring renewable energy in-
centives; 

(D) encourage the streamlined approval of 
new refining capacity and nuclear power fa-
cilities; 

(E) encourage advanced research and devel-
opment of clean coal, coal-to-liquid, and car-
bon sequestration technologies; and 

(F) minimize drawn out legal challenges 
that unreasonably delay or prevent actual 
domestic energy production. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 

IT REALLY MEANS 
This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 

is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives, (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information form 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question 
on a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question, 
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate 
thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Ms. CASTOR. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 
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