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when I heard the comments of a person
who has been nominated for the Senate
of the United States of America. I
heard the comments of one Mr. Rand
Paul, and his comments were shocking
because his comments caused me to re-
flect on a bygone era that I would hate
to see us return to.

You see, Mr. Speaker, I have sat in
the back of the bus even when there
were seats available up near the front.
I have had to go to the backdoor to get
my food even when there was a facility
with no one inside. I have had to drink
my water from colored water fountains
even when there were other water foun-
tains available, and we had to have a
line to go to the colored water foun-
tain. I have had to suffer the indigna-
tion and humiliation that segregation
imposes upon a person.

I was shocked because I could not be-
lieve that a person nominated for the
Senate of the United States of America
could not say that he would support
continuing what we have already
fought for and won, and that is, to have
persons of color go in the front door at
a private facility.

I was shocked. I am still shocked.
And I come before this House today not
to condemn the person. I don’t con-
demn people, but I do condemn what
they do. I condemn what they say.

I come before this House today not to
condemn him but, rather, to give him
the opportunity to explain himself.
And I admonish him that if he does not
explain himself, others will explain his
position. Either he will explain his po-
sition or others will do it for him. I be-
lieve that he should explain it, and he
should do it with words that are as con-
spicuously clear as possible, because
what he has said is painful to those of
us who had to endure these indigna-
tions and these humiliations.

I was one of those persons who grew
up in the 1960s. I know what it is like
to have to do the things that we would
have to revisit should he have his way,
based upon what I have heard. But
maybe he was not given a fair oppor-
tunity, and there is time now for him
to do for himself what others will do
for him if he does not.

I do not know the person who hosts
the show ‘‘Morning Joe,” but I think
that he made a significant point. He
said that he has 24 hours to explain
himself.

I accept the 24-hour pronouncement,
and I beg that, within the next 24
hours, that he will explain himself so
that we will not misunderstand that on
one hand he says he would march with
Dr. King but, on the other hand, he
does not say that he would allow me, a
Member of the House of Representa-
tives in the greatest country in the
world, to continue to enter the front
door of a private business.

It is a painful revelation. It is a past
that we don’t like talking about, but it
is a past that I had to suffer and live
through. And I beg that my colleagues
understand that this is no attempt to
defeat him in his election. That is for
the people of Kentucky.
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But there is an attempt to give a per-
son the opportunity to speak up, to
stand up and stand for what this coun-
try has made possible by virtue of the
great and noble ideals presented in the
Declaration of Independence: All per-
sons are created equal and endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable
rights: life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness.

I beg that the gentleman will honor
my request.

———

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

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

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

OIL SPILL IN THE GULF OF
MEXICO

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

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, in the
short time that I speak here today,
thousands of gallons of oil will burst
out of a broken well in the floor of the
Gulf of Mexico. That oil will add to a
catastrophic spill that is now spreading
across a widening swath of ocean, com-
ing ashore in Louisiana and dev-
astating the economy of the gulf coast.
Every attempt to cap the gusher has
thus far failed, and it seems we can an-
ticipate several more months of dam-
age to our coastline, our fisheries, and
our environment.

As a Nation, we have been on an oil
binge since the 1850s, when we started
running out of our previous nonrenew-
able energy resource, whale oil. The
wide-scale destruction that the whale
hunts of the 19th century visited on our
seas is now mirrored by the damage
that offshore drilling is visiting upon
the gulf.

Two decades ago, Congress first rec-
ognized the danger of offshore drilling
and passed a moratorium banning it
outside of Alaska and the gulf.

In California, many will remember
the 1969 Santa Barbara oil spill that
spewed out almost 100,000 barrels of oil
over 8 days. Lax safety standards and
corner-cutting were the immediate cul-
prits in that spill, but the gulf spill
shows that, even with today’s advanced
technology, offshore drilling is fun-
damentally dangerous.
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Thousands of gallons of oil is spilled
each year during normal operations.
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Hurricanes Katrina and Rita sent over
half a million gallons into the Gulf.
And even without spills, piping and on-
shore operations destroy wetlands, dis-
turb wildlife, and limit tourism. Cali-
fornians are not willing to risk our
tourism and fishing industries or our
pristine environment with additional
offshore drilling, and I'm happy that
the Governor has stepped back from his
plan for more drilling off the coast
near Santa Barbara. Instead of more
drilling and more spills, Californians
are leading the way to a high-tech,
clean energy future.

A few blocks from my office in Pasa-
dena, you’ll find a business incubator
that has turned clean-energy ideas into
successful companies employing hun-
dreds of Americans. One of these com-
panies is now deploying modular con-
centrating solar power stations in the
Mojave Desert, using mass-produced
panels and modern manufacturing
techniques to create some of the cheap-
est solar power in the world. Others are
working on more efficient solar cells
for rooftops and many other revolu-
tionary technologies.

This kind of technological innovation
isn’t limited to Southern California.
Renewable energy is booming in Texas
and Massachusetts, South Dakota and
Georgia. And with the first mass-pro-
duced plug-in hybrid cars appearing
this fall, clean energy will soon be fuel-
ing our vehicles as well. But our Amer-
ican-made high-tech boom is threat-
ened by subsidies that keep fossil fuel
prices artificially low, stifling competi-
tion and sustaining our dangerous de-
pendence on foreign oil. Some of those
subsidies are directed, like tax breaks
for oil companies. The administration’s
budget proposes ending $45 billion
worth of subsidies that tilt the playing
field away from clean energy.

Other subsidies are indirect, like lim-
ited liability for oil spills and air pollu-
tion. In the L.A. Basin, endemic smog
caused by fossil fuels is a hidden tax on
every resident, costing millions of dol-
lars in additional health care and lost
work hours. Last year, the National
Academy of Sciences estimated that
health care and other costs created by
gasoline consumption come to about 30
cents a gallon, without considering
global warming. That cost is absorbed
by all of us in the form of hospital bills
and asthma attacks. We must rebal-
ance our energy subsidies so that clean
energy can compete on an equal foot-
ing with oil, coal, and natural gas.

We need to act quickly because China
is now a leader in clean energy tech-
nology. In a few short years, the Chi-
nese have developed a vibrant indus-
trial base that produces more photo-
voltaic cells than any other nation.
Meanwhile, China’s demand continues
to grow. It’s the world leader in hydro-
power, second in wind power, stimu-
lating a job-intensive domestic indus-
try to meet the demand. To boost its
green economy, China created a stim-
ulus package worth hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars. And Chinese univer-
sities and research centers are quickly
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gaining expertise in developing the
green technologies that will power eco-
nomic growth for upcoming decades.

We can recapture our leadership role
by supporting renewable energy compa-
nies here at home, realigning our en-
ergy incentives, and investing in re-
search and development that will cre-
ate new technologies. This week, we
considered the America COMPETES
Act, which outlines a doubling of Fed-
eral research over the next decade. Al-
though this bill is opposed by those
that favor the same energy sources
now devastating the Gulf, I'm con-
fident we will pass this critical meas-
ure, and with this investment we will
ensure that new energy ideas are cre-
ated here at home by American stu-
dents and American entrepreneurs. But
we must also ensure these ideas are
turned into American companies, pro-
viding green-tech business with the
tools it needs to grow, train, and hire
workers. We must establish renewable
energy standards like the one in Cali-
fornia that is stimulating investment
up and down our State.

Mr. Speaker. In the short time | speak here
today, thousands of gallons of oil will burst out
of a broken well in the floor of the Gulf of
Mexico. that oil will add to a catastrophic spill
that is now spreading across a widening swath
of ocean, coming ashore in Louisiana, and
devastating the economy of the Gulf Coast.
Every attempt to cap the gusher has failed,
and it seems we can anticipate several more
months of damage to our coastline, our fish-
eries and our environment.

As a nation, we have been on an oil binge
since the 1850s, when we started running out
of our previous nonrenewable energy re-
source—whale oil. The wide-scale destruction
that the whale hunts of the 19th century vis-
ited on our seas is now mirrored by the dam-
age that offshore drilling is visiting upon the
Gulf.

Two decades ago, Congress first recog-
nized the danger of offshore driling and
passed a moratorium banning it outside Alas-
ka and the Gulf. In California, many will re-
member the 1969 Santa Barbara oil spill that
spewed out almost 100,000 barrels of oil over
eight days. Lax safety standards and corner-
cutting were the immediate culprits in that
spill, but the Gulf spill shows us that even with
today’s advanced technology, offshore drilling
is fundamentally dangerous. Thousands of
gallons of oil is spilled each year during nor-
mal operations. Hurricanes Katrina and Rita
sent over half a million gallons into the Gulf.
And even without spills, piping and onshore
operations destroy wetlands, disturb wildlife
and limit tourism.

Californians are not willing to risk our tour-
ism and fishing industries, or our pristine envi-
ronment, with additional off-shore drilling, and
I'm happy that the governor has stepped back
from his plan for more drilling off the coast
near Santa Barbara. Instead of more drilling,
and more spills, Californians are leading the
way to a high-tech, clean energy future.

A few blocks from my office in Pasadena,
you'll find a business incubator that has
helped turn clean-energy ideas into successful
companies employing hundreds of Americans.
One of these companies is now deploying
modular concentrating solar power stations in
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the Mojave Desert, using mass-produced pan-
els and modern manufacturing techniques to
create some of the cheapest solar power in
the world. Others are working on more effi-
cient solar cells for rooftops, and many other
revolutionary technologies.

This kind of technological innovation isn’t
limited to Southern California—renewable en-
ergy is booming in Texas and Massachusetts,
South Dakota and Georgia. And with the first
mass produced plug-in hybrid cars appearing
this fall, clean energy will soon be fueling our
vehicles as well.

But our American-made high-tech boom is
threatened by subsidies that keep fossil fuel
prices artificially low, stifling competition and
sustaining our dangerous dependence on for-
eign oil. Some of those subsidies are direct,
like tax breaks for oil companies. The Admin-
istration’s budget has proposed ending $45
billion worth of subsidies that tilt the playing
field away from clean energy.

Other subsidies are indirect, like limited li-
ability for oil spills and air pollution. In the Los
Angeles basin, endemic smog caused by fos-
sil fuels is a hidden tax on every resident,
costing millions of dollars in additional health
care and lost work hours. Last year, the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences estimated that
health care and other costs created by gaso-
line consumption come to about 30 cents a
gallon, without considering global warming.
That cost is absorbed by all of us, in the form
of hospital bills and asthma attacks. We must
rebalance our energy subsidies so that clean
energy can compete on an equal footing with
oil, coal and natural gas.

And we need to adapt quickly, because
China is now the leader in clean-energy tech-
nology. In a few short years, the Chinese have
developed a vibrant industrial base that pro-
duces more photovoltaic cells than any other
nation. Meanwhile, China’s demand continues
to grow—it is the world leader in hydropower
and second in wind power, stimulating a job-
intensive domestic industry to meet the de-
mand. To boost its green economy, China cre-
ated a stimulus package worth hundreds of
billions of dollars. And Chinese universities
and research centers are quickly gaining ex-
pertise in developing the new green tech-
nologies that will power economic growth for
upcoming decades.

We can recapture our leadership role by
supporting renewable energy companies here
at home, realigning our energy incentives, and
investing in the research and development
that will create new technologies. This week,
we considered the America COMPETES Act,
which outlines a doubling of federal research
over the next decade. Although this bill is op-
posed by those that favor the same energy
sources now devastating the Gulf, | am con-
fident we will pass this critical measure. And
with this investment, we will ensure that new
energy ideas are created here at home, by
American students and American entre-
preneurs.

But we also must ensure that those ideas
turn into American companies. We must pro-
vide green-tech business with the tools they
need to grow, train and hire new workers. We
must establish renewable energy standards,
like the one in California that is stimulating in-
vestment up and down the state. We must
strengthen our electrical grid, so that new
sources of energy can be added without
stressing the system. And we must update our
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electrical meters, so that homeowners can pay
less if they shift some of their energy use to
off-peak hours.

Our new whale oil has lasted longer than
the original, but it is easy to see now that it
no longer makes sense, for our economy, for
our national security, or for our environment.
We face a challenge we can and will meet,
but it is not one we can face if we put our
heads in the sand and invest more money,
lives and effort in the last century’s energy
source. Instead we must move forward to the
new renewable energy future, that awaits us—
the most industrious and inventive nation on
Earth.

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, heav-
ily armed Mexican pirates have been
shaking down U.S. boaters on Falcon
Lake in Texas. It’s a reservoir and a
bass fishing haven that straddles the
Rio Grande River in Texas—between
Texas and Mexico. It’s the inter-
national boundary between Zapata
County, Texas, and Mexico.

According to recent San Antonio
news reports, several such incidents
have been reported with pirates on Fal-
con Lake since April 30, the latest
being this past Sunday. According to
the Texas Department of Public Safe-
ty, which issued warnings Tuesday, the
robberies are linked to northern Mexi-
co’s increasing lawlessness. According
to the descriptions of the incidents, the
pirates in at least one case posed as
Mexican federal law enforcement offi-
cers. They searched fishermen’s boats
for guns and drugs and then demanded
cash at gunpoint. According to the
Texas Department of Public Safety,
the robbers are believed to be members
of a drug trafficking organization or
members of an enforcer group linked to
a drug trafficking organization. They
use AK-47s or AR-15 rifles to threaten
their victims. They appear to be using
local Mexican fishermen to operate the
boats to rob the American fishermen.

It was unclear why sport fishermen
were targeted, but the warning comes
only a few weeks before bass fishing
tournaments that are among the south
Texas border region’s biggest tourist
draws. DPS spokesman Tom Vinger
said the warning was issued, in part,
because of the upcoming bass tour-
naments. Zapata County Sheriff Sigi
Gonzalez said he would be reviewing
protective measures with the DPS Bor-
der Security Operations Center and the
region’s Fusion Center, which is a Fed-
eral information clearinghouse for ter-
rorism prevention.

Reported victims included, one, five
people in two boats who were ap-
proached by four men on April 30,
claiming to be federales mnear the
church at Old Guerrero. That is now a
submerged town in the bottom of the
lake. The men boarded the boats, de-
manded cash, and wanted to know
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