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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, earlier
this month, I met with the executive
director of the not-for-profit organiza-
tion Helmets to Hardhats. Since 2003,
Helmets to Hardhats has partnered
with the Department of Defense, over
82,000 American businesses, and orga-
nized labor to help returning veterans
prepare for and find work.

The current unemployment rate for
returning veterans under the age of 24
is an unacceptable 38 percent. Helmets
to Hardhats gives veterans the tools
they need to start long-term careers in
the construction trades. In 2008 alone,
the organization placed nearly 1,800
military veterans into construction ca-
reers.

Mr. Speaker, the last of our combat
troops has left Iraq, and we are winding
down our military operations in Af-
ghanistan. These veterans have put
their lives on the line overseas, and
they deserve the assistance of a grate-
ful Nation when they return in order to
ensure that they can participate in the
economy and in lasting careers.

With that in mind, I congratulate
Helmets to Hardhats, and I encourage
my colleagues to do the same.

————
MEDICAID

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

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. If a free so-
ciety cannot help the many who are
poor, it cannot save the few who are
rich.

Mr. Speaker, there is an effort afoot
to move Medicaid from a needs-based
program to a block grant program.
This, of course, by some estimates,
would save approximately $180 billion.

Yet the question is not really how
much money will it save. The question
is, How many people will have their
bodies healed by virtue of a reduction
in the moneys that would go to Med-
icaid? How many lives will be saved is
the question we have to ask ourselves.

In a country that is the richest in the
world, the rich must pay their fair
share of taxes so that all can benefit
from the tax coffers and so that those
who are poor and those who need
health care can get a fair amount of
health care.

I remind you again of what Kennedy
said: If a free society cannot help the
many who are poor, it cannot save the
few who are rich.

———

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY VERSUS
CONTRACEPTION COVERAGE

(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, we
began today’s session with a debate on
contraception. It seems to pit the
availability and access to care, which I
believe is a fundamental right, against
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whether you can legislate the behavior
of religious institutions. It seems like
an intractable dilemma that we face,
but that’s not so.

Mr. Speaker, look to Hawaii. Since
the 1970s, Hawaii has led the way in
terms of medical plans and medical
provisions. We have had prepaid health
care since then, and of course, as you
can imagine, we’ve had this debate. We
had this debate in 1999. The way the
State resolved it—and I was there—was
that there was the religious exemption
given for religious organizations broad-
ly defined, but the employee was also
entitled to buy coverage from the in-
surer at no extra cost.

What does this mean?

This means that it may have been,
maybe, an additional $2 or $3 a month.
The reality of it is, Mr. Speaker, that
they didn’t pay anything. The insurers
covered it because they knew that it
was in their best interests. And guess
what? Many of the religious organiza-
tions did not opt out.

So don’t speculate. See the reality.
Look at Hawaii.

————

CAREER AND TECHNICAL
EDUCATION MONTH

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to recognize Career and Technical Edu-
cation Month. I am proud to be able to
work with my colleague, G.T. THOMP-
SON of Pennsylvania, as he and I co-
chair the Career and Technical Edu-
cation Caucus.

In particular, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to address the importance of the
initiative that President Obama an-
nounced recently that supports part-
nerships between community colleges
and expanding industry. It should be a
bipartisan priority.

We’ve heard a lot about the skills gap
that we’re facing in this country, and
businessowners repeatedly tell me that
they cannot fill openings because the
applicants lack the necessary skKkills.
We need better collaboration between
the companies doing the hiring and the
educators who are preparing our stu-
dents.

In my district, National Grid—the
primary utility—and the Community
College of Rhode Island offer a model
program to prepare workers for avail-
able high-skilled jobs. Through
coursework and hands-on training, stu-
dents receive a certificate in Emnergy
Utility Technology and can then be-
come new employees.

Unfortunately, community colleges
simply can’t afford enough of these
programs. The President’s Community
College to Career Fund is a small price
to pay for the resulting benefit. It’s a
worthwhile program, and I believe that
we need to support it.

Mr. Speaker, there are some partisan
differences that this Congress, perhaps,
cannot overcome, but the idea of mul-
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tiplying this effort at our community
colleges is a commonsense goal if our
goal is, in fact, to put Americans back
to work.

——
SMALL BUSINESS

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, small businesses, from used fur-
niture stores to restaurants to barber-
shops, drive our economy, but they’ve
had to take a haircut recently since
they’ve been more subject to the ups
and downs of the economy than, per-
haps, anyone else.

Just last week, I visited small busi-
nesses in the San Diego communities of
Lemon Grove and Spring Valley, and
the people told me they need more cus-
tomers walking in the doors with
money to spend. Well, increasing con-
sumer demand is a key part of our re-
covery, but it won’t come right away.
Yet we can use a more immediate tool
to help these businesses grow in the
meantime.

In the State of the Union address, the
President mentioned 17 tax cuts for
small businesses in order to put money
in their pockets soon. Tax credits for
hiring unemployed Americans and for
health care costs will incentivize hir-
ing and ensure that the Affordable Care
Act is affordable for businesses to im-
plement. An exemption from capital
gains taxes for small business invest-
ments will spur small business spend-
ing and hiring. Also, the American
Jobs Act has a provision which would
reduce employers’ contributions to the
payroll tax for their employees.

I support measures like these to en-
courage the growth of small businesses
in order to reignite the American
Dream.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 16, 2012.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
February 16, 2012 at 9:48 a.m.:

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 99.

Appointments:

Washington’s Farewell Address.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair



H820

declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 37
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
[0 1516
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HASTINGS of Washington)
at 3 o’clock and 16 minutes p.m.

PROTECTING INVESTMENT IN OIL
SHALE THE NEXT GENERATION
OF ENVIRONMENTAL, ENERGY,
AND RESOURCE SECURITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 547 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3408.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
3408) to set clear rules for the develop-
ment of United States oil shale re-
sources, to promote shale technology
research and development, and for
other purposes, with Mr. WOODALL
(Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, February 15, 2012, amendment No.
12 printed in part A of House Report
112-398, offered by the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DEUTCH), had been dis-
posed of.

AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. THOMPSON
OF CALIFORNIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 13 printed
in part A of House Report 112-398.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 954, after line 19, insert the following:

SEC. . LIMITATION ON LEASING OFF THE
COAST OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA.

Section 8(a) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

‘“(9) No o0il and gas lease may be issued
under this Act for any area of the outer Con-
tinental Shelf for which the State of Cali-
fornia is an affected State under section
2(f)(1) and that is located west of Marin,
Sonoma, Mendocino, Humboldt, or Del Norte
County, California.”’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 547, the gentleman
from California (Mr. THOMPSON) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
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Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

I represent a coastal community and
we take seriously threats to our Na-
tion’s coastline. The Thompson-Wool-
sey amendment would clarify that H.R.
3408 would not open drilling along the
northern California coast.

Proponents of H.R. 3408 claim that
northern California does not meet the
minimum production potential to be
eligible for offshore drilling; however, 1
do not simply want to take the House
majority’s word for it. In a Congress
that has seen an unprecedented push to
weaken safety standards for our envi-
ronment, I don’t want to leave the door
open for alternative interpretations.
The people of the north coast of Cali-
fornia want to make sure that their en-
vironmentally unique and critical
coast is protected, period.

Because this amendment is a clari-
fication of the legislation’s intent,
there is no cost associated with it. It’s
important to me and to my constitu-
ents that H.R. 3408 makes clear that
drilling will not occur in the northern
California planning area along the
coast of Mendocino, Humboldt, Del
Norte, Sonoma, and Marin Counties.
The coastal area of my district is one
of the most productive ecosystems in
the world and supports salmon, Dunge-
ness crab, rockfish, sole, and urchin
populations.
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It also boasts an important and suc-
cessful tourism industry which rep-
resents millions of dollars to the local
economies and to the working families
of our area. If an oil spill were to occur
in this area, the environmental and
economic cost would be staggering. Re-
sponse and cleanup efforts would be
hazardous and minimally effective
given the rocky shores and rough
waters. Drilling for oil or gas off Cali-
fornia’s north coast would cause seri-
ous harm to a unique and productive
ecosystem, abundant marine life, and
tourism businesses. This amendment
will simply clarify that this bill does
not require drilling off the north coast
of California.

I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on the amend-
ment, and I yield 2 minutes to Ms.
WOOLSEY.

Ms. WOOLSEY. I thank my friend
and neighbor for yielding.

I don’t know how many of my col-
leagues have visited the California
north coast that Mr. THOMPSON and I
represent. If you haven’t, I don’t know
what you’re waiting for. The waters off
our shore are quite simply the most
abundant and exquisitely beautiful on
the face of the Earth. Our commercial
fishing industry depends on this thriv-
ing marine ecosystem; these waters are
invaluable to the research of university
scientists; and more than 16,000 tour-
ism jobs in Sonoma County alone de-
pend on these open, beautiful waters. If
the majority were truly interested in
helping job creators, they would not be
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supporting a drill-everywhere
proach.

Actually, oil and gas resources avail-
able off our coasts don’t come close to
justifying opening this area in the first
place to any drilling; and even in parts
of the country where there is oil, I be-
lieve the costs to our natural environ-
ment are much too great when we start
punching holes in the ocean floor. We
have learned nothing, it would appear,
from the Deepwater Horizon disaster if
we don’t pass this amendment.

We can and we must address our en-
ergy security challenges with a strong-
er commitment to green technologies
and to clean and renewable energy
sources. And we can start by saying no
to drilling in northern California. I
strongly urge my colleagues to support
the Thompson-Woolsey amendment.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this
amendment. Last year, during our off-
shore debate, an identical amendment
was offered, and it failed in the House
by a bipartisan vote. In fact, 263 of our
colleagues voted ‘‘no”” on this amend-
ment. Right now, under existing law,
the Northern California Planning Area
is available for leasing. It’s been avail-
able since 2008 when gasoline prices hit
$4 per gallon and the President and the
Congress at that time lifted the off-
shore drilling moratoria.

I'll remind the House that in 2008
when gas prices were rising and the
Democrats controlled the House, noth-
ing was done regarding these $4-a-gal-
lon gasoline prices until after the ses-
sion ended and the President ended his
moratoria and the Congress entered
that moratoria. So going into 2009,
there essentially was no moratoria
that existed.

This legislation, then, aims to open
up our Federal resources and increase
energy production despite President
Obama’s failure to do just the opposite.
This amendment would simply block
additional areas from energy produc-
tion in the future. The Outer Conti-
nental Shelf and the resources it con-
tains are under the jurisdiction of the
Federal Government. It belongs to all
of the people of the United States.

The State of California—and I need
to remind colleagues of this—the State
of California’s top import is petroleum
from overseas. This amendment would
block the domestic production poten-
tially of petroleum off their coast—
production that could be used to help
California consumers and provide Cali-
fornia people with jobs.

This amendment would do just the
opposite of what the underlying bill in-
tends to do, so I urge my colleagues to
vote “‘no”’ on the amendment.

ap-
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