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KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
delay, delay, delay is the administra-
tion’s energy plan. The Keystone XL 
pipeline project would bring 700,000 bar-
rels of oil a day from Alberta, Canada, 
to refineries in southeast Texas. This 
would provide more energy for Amer-
ica. 

The President has had over 2 years to 
approve the project, but the State De-
partment, the EPA, and out-of-towners 
have stonewalled the project on alleged 
environmental grounds. 

Pipelines are the most cost-effective 
and more environmentally sound ways 
to transport oil and natural gas. Oil 
must reach our refineries somehow. We 
can either import oil from a safe, reli-
able pipeline from our neighbors or on 
risky tankers coming from unstable 
Middle Eastern countries. Even the 
EPA should be able to figure this out 
after 2 years of delay, delay, delay. 

Our neighbors in Canada have devel-
oped a safe way to obtain crude oil 
from their oil sands. Unlike many of 
the countries in the world, the Cana-
dians are concerned about environ-
mental issues in crude oil production. 
They will sell us their crude oil. It will 
be piped to refineries in my district in 
southeast Texas and will be refined 
into energy and byproducts of crude 
oil. And it will create jobs in America. 

If the White House fails to act, the 
Canadians will take their oil someplace 
else. The Chinese are interested in buy-
ing that oil, so it’s going to be used and 
it will go to China. Why not let it come 
to America? 

Some environmental extremists are 
against the project. Of course they are. 
They are against every type of energy 
that comes from below the ground. But 
they have no answers for our energy 
needs. They say they want green en-
ergy. Well, I do too, but there isn’t suf-
ficient green energy yet to run Amer-
ica. So they’re against everything, it 
seems, except those curly CFL light 
bulbs that come from China. They’re 
all in favor of those. 

The radicals are against nuclear en-
ergy because, well, the Japanese had an 
earthquake that caused reactors to 
overheat, so no more nuclear energy. 
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They are against natural gas because 
they don’t like fracking, even though 
safe fracking has been around for dec-
ades and they don’t even understand 
what fracking does. 

They don’t want America to use coal 
even though our resources are abun-
dant and new technologies have made 
clean coal safer and more efficient. 

They don’t like wind turbines be-
cause running turbines at night in west 
Texas may bother the flight pattern of 
bats. 

They don’t want more offshore drill-
ing; certainly can’t have that. And, of 
course, they are against domestic 

crude oil anyway because they hate 
American oil companies. 

So what’s the answer? Well, the only 
White House plan that has been offered 
is to give American money to Brazil so 
Brazil can drill off its shores and then 
America will buy their crude oil. But 
no more offshore drilling for us it 
seems. 

If we’re going to buy crude oil from 
foreign countries, let’s buy it from our 
neighbor, our ally, Canada. Or do the 
progressives prefer we keep buying 
crude oil from dictators like Chavez in 
Venezuela or continue to be held hos-
tage by the monopoly of OPEC and 
Middle Eastern countries? Or do they 
just want us to do without energy alto-
gether? 

Meanwhile, gasoline is around $4 a 
gallon. So it seems to me the progres-
sives, if they get their way, will have 
no progress in energy self-reliance, and 
we’ll regress and go back to the horse 
and buggy days. But whoa, wait a 
minute, Mr. Speaker, we can’t go back 
to using horses because they, too, 
cause pollution. 

Mr. President, approve the pipeline. 
Show some leadership. Time to start 
making progress on taking care of 
America’s energy needs. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

LAST BEST HOPE OF EARTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

‘‘Fellow-citizens, we cannot escape 
history. 

‘‘We of this Congress and this admin-
istration will be remembered in spite 
of ourselves. No personal significance, 
or insignificance, can spare one or an-
other of us. The fiery trial through 
which we pass will light us down, in 
honor or dishonor, to the latest genera-
tion. We, even we here, hold the power 
and bear the responsibility. 

‘‘We shall nobly save, or meanly lose, 
the last best hope of Earth.’’ 

Lincoln, of course, was talking about 
the state of a Nation in peril on De-
cember 1 in his address to Congress in 
1862. 

But if this Nation had not the leader-
ship of that magnitude, who knows 
where we would be today. They faced 
terrible consequences and yet still had 
the extraordinary foresight and for-
titude to charge ahead. 

Today, we too face consequences. We 
face consequences of international eco-
nomic impact, environmental and eco-
logical destruction. 

We consider this week a debt limit 
crisis that has brought out the best and 
worst amongst men and women I re-
spect both here on this House floor and 
on the other side of this Capitol build-
ing and on cable news stations across 
the country. 

We are also considering here in this 
House an Interior and Environment ap-
propriations bill that simply says to 

our children: You clean it up; we don’t 
care to bear the burden. This bill does 
irreparable damage to programs that 
keep our air clean, our water drink-
able, and that protect our national and 
natural heritage. These are not dollars 
spent without thought, nor are they in-
vestments of a trivial nature as some 
would have us believe. 

Simply put, these are science-based, 
pragmatic investments in public 
health. These cuts, all told, will not 
save the country a penny. The policy 
riders included in this bill will cost 
tens of thousands of lives. The bill will 
expose our children, families, and com-
munities to unnecessary illness and de-
grade our irreplaceable natural re-
sources. 

But this week we are not stopping at 
a debt ceiling quagmire and an Interior 
and Environmental appropriations ab-
horrence. We will continue to consider 
a measure that would deem congres-
sional approval for the Keystone XL 
tar sands pipeline. The Keystone would 
flow from Alberta down to the gulf 
coast, threading right through the vast 
Ogallala Aquifer, the main drinking 
water source for the Midwest. 

You can ignore the dozen leaks the 
Keystone ‘‘one’’ system has had in the 
last year, stoking fears of a spill in the 
aquifer from the proposed expansion 
pipeline. You can ignore the 42,000 gal-
lons that seeped from an ExxonMobil 
pipeline into the Yellowstone River in 
Montana earlier this month, under 
which Keystone XL would also run. 
You can ignore the science that says 
that the high energy process of produc-
tion of tar sands increases greenhouse 
gas emissions, pollutes water sources, 
and harms the proposed region’s boreal 
forests. And you can ignore the fact 
that testimony of TransCanada offi-
cials to Canadian regulators included 
the fact that the pipeline would drive 
gasoline prices in the Midwest higher, 
not lower. 

But let’s forget all that. 
On procedure alone, this Congres-

sional consideration of a bill that is 
currently under review by the Depart-
ment of State is unnecessary and un-
precedented, potentially negatively af-
fecting our national security and safe-
ty. 

This proposed pipeline needs no con-
gressional approval. In fact, this pro-
posed expansion need not be approved 
at all. It has drawn criticism from the 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
who suggested that the State Depart-
ment should consider how construction 
would affect wetlands, migratory birds, 
and communities through which it 
passes. 

So we stand here today to consider 
approving a project expansion that has 
been deemed mediocre at best. We 
stand here today to consider an envi-
ronmental appropriations bill that has 
been deemed the worst we have ever 
seen. And we stand here today while 
everyone around us fights against a 
compromise that might keep our 
standing in the international economy 
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from dipping further than we have al-
ready seen it fall. 

Indeed, ‘‘We cannot escape history. 
We hold the power, and bear the re-
sponsibility. We shall nobly save, or 
meanly lose, the last best hope of 
Earth.’’ 

President Lincoln, truer words were 
never spoken. 

f 

DIPLOMA ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. CHU) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, for so many, 
education is the key to the American 
Dream. But for so many, a good edu-
cation seems like it is beyond reach. 
That is why I am introducing the DI-
PLOMA Act, or Developing Innovative 
Partnerships and Learning Opportuni-
ties that Motivate Achievement. 

This legislation will address obsta-
cles to learning by giving out grants to 
schools, social service programs, and 
the local community to create com-
prehensive, community-based solutions 
that will ensure that our struggling 
students will succeed. 

For awhile now, I have advocated for 
changing the tone of debate that sur-
rounds school reform. Too often critics 
point fingers instead of offering solu-
tions. That is why I am pushing for 
real change, dramatic change in our 
schools that harnesses the energy of 
parents, the community, and the 
school to turn around our failing 
schools that lift up all our students. 

Now, there is no denying that this 
approach can be challenging and hard 
work, but research shows when com-
munities, parents, and schools collabo-
rate and work together, there is noth-
ing we can’t achieve. I know this be-
cause I have seen it firsthand in my 
district. 

In East Los Angeles, Esteban E. 
Torres High School is a shining exam-
ple of a community school. It’s the 
first new school built in the neighbor-
hood in 85 years, and its facilities and 
classrooms are simply magnificent. 
But to me, the most awe-inspiring part 
is the community-based approach at 
the heart of Esteban Torres. With the 
help of the Los Angeles Education 
Partnership and the Federal Full Serv-
ice Community Schools Grant Pro-
gram, Esteban Torres tapped into the 
resources of the surrounding commu-
nity to overcome challenges facing 
their students regarding health care, 
limited English proficiency, and finan-
cial literacy. 

Esteban Torres partnered with 
Bienvenidos for a full-service health 
service on campus that will help main-
tain the health and well-being of their 
students so they are ready and able to 
learn. 

Pan American Bank partnered to 
help the high schoolers create a stu-
dent-run financial center to teach the 
importance of a budget and proper 
money management, skills which will 
stick with these students for the rest 
of their lives. 

Luis Rodriguez and Tia Chucha’s 
Centro Cultural joined the effort to es-
tablish the first-ever bookstore in East 
Los Angeles, making it easier for stu-
dents to expand their education outside 
their classroom. 

And the effect of these programs is 
apparent on the smiles of the students’ 
faces on their way to school, in the caf-
eteria and the classroom. This type of 
engagement and support is giving stu-
dents in the community new opportu-
nities and opening their world. 

Across America, our students face 
problems like homelessness, lack of 
health care, and limited English pro-
ficiency. Research tells us that two- 
thirds of the achievement gap is due to 
factors outside of school, and even the 
best teachers have a hard time over-
coming these obstacles. 

b 1020 
A recent study from Chicago found 

that when we don’t address students’ 
social and economic disadvantages out-
side schools, the hard work done inside 
the school can be futile. That’s why the 
DIPLOMA Act is so necessary. Local 
groups can coordinate, integrate, and 
facilitate services aimed at strength-
ening student achievement, such as 
dropout prevention, family engage-
ment, tutoring, extending learning 
services, health care, and social sup-
port. The bill contains strong account-
ability measures, including inde-
pendent evaluations to measure results 
and identify best practices. 

These partnerships will make a dif-
ference in the lives of students in my 
district. When students are provided 
the right kind of support and opportu-
nities to help them learn, nothing can 
stop them. The DIPLOMA Act ensures 
that America’s next Nobel Prize lau-
reate can come from any background 
or community because they had the 
support they needed to succeed. 

f 

BREAKING WASHINGTON’S ADDIC-
TION TO TAXPAYERS’ MONEY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, is President 
Obama really pushing to raise taxes 
while unemployment hovers around 9 
percent just to get an increase in the 
debt limit? 

Republicans beg to disagree. Increas-
ing taxes on American job creators and 
families will mean fewer new jobs are 
created, which will result in more 
Americans remaining unemployed. 
Washington does not need tax hikes to 
raise the debt ceiling. Washington 
needs spending cuts. The Federal Gov-
ernment is addicted to taxpayer 
money. The solution is not giving it 
more of Americans’ hard-earned 
money. No. The solution is to halt the 
runaway spending and permanently re-
form Washington’s reckless spending 
habits. 

We can fix this problem and pay our 
bills on time, Mr. Speaker. However, 

refusing to cut spending and going with 
status quo tax hikes would be a recipe 
for disaster that will rob future genera-
tions of a chance to fulfill the Amer-
ican Dream. 

f 

DEBT CRISIS AGENDA FOR THE 
AMERICAN PEOPLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. It’s clear to the Amer-
ican public that Congress, especially 
the Senate, is very good at doing one 
thing—and that is nothing. 

Now, perhaps we can capitalize on 
this strength to resolve the impasse 
over the deficit reduction. Well, how 
could that work? How could Congress 
do nothing but solve this problem? 
Well, within 17 months, by doing noth-
ing, we could lower the deficit by $3.8 
trillion. In fact, the President could re-
inforce the message. Just in case Con-
gress decided to do something, he could 
say, No, if they do that, I will pocket 
veto it. I will do nothing. So we’ve got 
a good chance here: Congress does 
nothing or the President pocket vetoes, 
he does nothing, we can save $3.8 tril-
lion. Problem solved. 

How do we do that? We allow all the 
Bush tax cuts to expire. Now, you 
heard the gentlelady, Oh, my God, the 
job creators will pay more. Yeah, the 
billionaire hedge fund guys on Wall 
Street might pay a little bit more in 
taxes; they’re creating so many jobs 
today. And the other millionaires. War-
ren Buffet says it’s kind of ironic that 
he pays a much lower tax rate than his 
secretary. 

Now, if we let the Bush tax cuts ex-
pire and adopted some modest reforms, 
those inequities would no longer be in 
place, and we could have over $4 tril-
lion of deficit reduction with a little 
bit of shared sacrifice. Yes, it would 
ask the millionaires and billionaires to 
pay as much as they did in the Clinton 
era. In an era when we had 3.8 percent 
unemployment, we actually paid down 
debt in this country. It was good for all 
Americans. And we asked those who 
were most capable to contribute the 
most. But we asked a little bit of ev-
erybody. That’s what this doing noth-
ing would do. 

Now, after we’ve restored some con-
fidence here by this big step of doing 
nothing, we could do another half of 
nothing and put people back to work. 
How could we do half of nothing and 
put people back to work? Well, Presi-
dent Obama has adopted this 
cockamamie Republican idea of a So-
cial Security tax holiday putting peo-
ple to work. I know a lot of families 
that can use an extra $20 a week. 
That’s true. But them spending $20 a 
week on junk made in China or food on 
the table doesn’t put any Americans 
back to work. And if you’re unem-
ployed today—one of the 18 million un-
employed—you don’t get the $20 a 
week. We’re borrowing $110 billion to 
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