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Hanq Neal ‘‘had an awesome tenor voice 

anointed by God,’’ according to Kathy Taylor, 
the nationally known gospel artist who suc-
ceeded him as Windsor Village’s music min-
ister. 

Mr. Speaker, Hanq Neal was the preferred 
vocalist for Houston public occasions. He per-
formed at mayoral inaugurations and for 
Queen Elizabeth II when she visited the city in 
1991. 

It was at the memorial service for the late 
Congressman Mickey Leland in 1989 that 
Hanq Neal gained national recognition and 
critical acclaim for his rendition of ‘‘There Is 
Hope,’’ which became one of his signature 
songs. 

When Hanq finished that song there were 
no dry eyes in the room every heart was lifted. 

Hanq Neal’s operatic rendition of ‘‘The 
Lord’s Prayer’’ made him a popular soloist at 
funerals and other solemn occasions. 

Hanq Neal was a unique talent and an 
American original. He was genuine. He broke 
and crossed barriers. His music brought the 
church to the community and the community 
to the church. 

Mr. Speaker, Hanq Neal was a great man 
who touched the lives of all who heard him. 
He will be missed but never forgotten. 

I ask a moment of silence in memory of 
Henry Willis ‘Hanq’ Neal. 

f 

THE RUSSIAN INVASION OF 
UKRAINE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. POE) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
Russians are invading Ukraine. I think 
a history lesson is in order. 

I take you back to 1938. Adolph Hit-
ler annexes a neighbor, Austria. Just 
took them. Took them over. The West, 
the world, the freedom-loving people 
watched. He got away with that. He 
took them over because he wanted to, 
in his statement, unify the German- 
speaking peoples. 

That was in March of 1938. Then in 
October of 1938, Adolph Hitler just de-
cided that he wanted part of Czecho-
slovakia, the Sudetenland, saying the 
same thing, that German-speaking peo-
ple were being persecuted and that he 
wanted to help them, and he annexed 
the Sudetenland. 

The West really agreed to that. We 
have heard about the appeasement of 
Chamberlain. Agreed to it, waived his 
paper, peace in our time. Not long after 
that, Hitler decided he wanted more 
Czechoslovakia. Then he invaded Po-
land, and then World War II started, 
and he invaded other countries. That 
was in the beginning of 1938. 

Now take you to today. Vladimir 
Putin, Russia. He invades the Republic 
of Georgia, and he did so in August of 
2008, and he took one-third of the coun-
try. 

I happened to be in the Republic of 
Georgia shortly after the Russians in-
vaded. I saw the Russian tanks on the 
horizon. Remember, Mr. Speaker, 
Putin invaded Georgia, took one-third 
of the land, and the Russians are still 
there. The world just moved on. 

The Georgians are trying to figure 
out some way to deal with Putin’s im-
perialistic attitude, but the Russians 
were there, are there—no consequences 
for that action. 

Now that brings us to March of 2014. 
Of course, Georgia as we all know was 
a former Soviet Republic. Now Putin 
has his eyes on another former Soviet 
Republic, Ukraine. The Russian mili-
tary, even though they went in with 
unmarked uniforms, just decided to 
move in and take over part of 
Ukraine—Crimea. That is the latest ac-
tivity. 

This is similar to what Adolf Hitler 
did back in the thirties and the forties. 
So, yes, Putin is similar to Adolph Hit-
ler in that he has this appetite for 
other people’s land, and he tries to jus-
tify it some way and he just waits to 
see if anybody is going to do anything 
about it. 

This is a photograph taken by the As-
sociated Press, Mr. Speaker, and it is 
some Ukrainian women that are hold-
ing up signs. Here is a photograph of 
Adolph Hitler over here on the far 
right. They are holding a sign. This is 
a Russian flag with a swastika in the 
middle. Here is another poster being 
held up showing the Russian flag, com-
paring Putin to Hitler and the Nazis’ 
quest and their appetite to take other 
people’s sovereign land. 

I think the analogy is in order. I 
think the world should understand that 
Putin has it somewhere in his brain 
that he can just, on his own, justify the 
taking of other people’s sovereign land. 
I think it is important that we recog-
nize the obvious. And what we will do 
about it, we shall see. 

When the Russians moved into Geor-
gia, I personally don’t think much hap-
pened to the world, other than the 
Georgians didn’t complain too much. 
So the Russians understood that they 
could do it and get away with it, Putin 
did. Six years later, deja vu, it is all 
over again. He believes that he can get 
away with the invading of sovereign 
nations because of this reason: these 
nations, to some extent, depend on 
Russia for their energy, including, spe-
cifically, natural gas. 

The Kremlin is working to reestab-
lish its empire by bullying countries 
like Ukraine, its neighbor who broke 
away from the Soviet Union years ago 
but never was quite able to get away 
from the influence and intimidation of 
Putin. 

Russia has used its competitive ad-
vantage to maintain a stronghold over 
Eastern Europe and the European 
states that were formerly aligned to 
the Soviet Union. This is my opinion: 
that Russia—Putin—has its goal to try 
to rebring in those former Soviet Re-
publics under the sphere of influence of 
Russia under some new name. That is 
my opinion. It looks like they have al-
ready started this. 

Seventy percent of the gas that goes 
to Ukraine comes from Russia. Six na-
tions in the European Union rely on 
Russia for 100 percent of their natural 
gas. 

b 1830 
Much of Europe relies on the Kremlin 

for natural gas, although they don’t 
get 100 percent of their gas from them. 

So you have got Europe, the former 
Soviet Republics, and Ukraine depend-
ing on energy, natural gas, from Rus-
sia. The Russians know that. Reliance 
on the Russian gas shapes the foreign 
policy of Eastern European countries, 
Western European countries, and espe-
cially the former Soviet Republics, and 
jeopardizes, I think, political and eco-
nomic reforms. 

Russia understands the stranglehold 
and the monopoly. They can get away 
with the bullying because they are the 
source of natural gas. Two times in the 
last 10 years, for political reasons, they 
have been punished economically—that 
is, the Ukrainians—by the Russians 
turning off the gas. 

I happened to be in the Ukraine when 
the Russians turned off the gas one 
winter. Mr. Speaker, it gets cold in the 
Ukraine without heat. The Russians 
did that to make sure that the Ukrain-
ians, I believe, come around and sup-
port Russian politics. 

This past weekend, the Russians 
warned that the Ukrainians were not 
going to be able to continue to get 
some kind of discounted rate unless 
they reinstated the former Ukrainian 
President. They are blackmailing the 
Ukrainians. They want a president dif-
ferent than the one the Russians sup-
port. 

So we can change that. People back 
home in Texas, like most Americans, 
don’t think it is legal or right for the 
Russians to invade another country 
and just start moving in and taking 
over, but they ask this question: What 
are we going to do about it? 

Remember, back when Hitler was in 
charge, it took a while for the West to 
react—and finally had to react mili-
tarily. Maybe we should try to react 
sooner and not have to react mili-
tarily, and we should do it economi-
cally. 

The way to do that, I believe, is to 
give the Ukrainians, the former Soviet 
Republics, and Eastern and Western 
Europe an alternative to being held 
hostage by Putin because of their en-
ergy issues and the lack of natural gas 
and the lack of having an alternative. 

Where should they look? They should 
look to the United States, and the 
United States should look to helping 
out these countries. Also, it would help 
us economically. We should be ready 
and eager to export our abundant nat-
ural gas to our European friends. 

I think very few people in the energy 
industry would have believed 5 years 
ago that the United States would have 
so much natural gas that we would be 
able to export it; that we can produce 
it in such an efficient and clean way 
that we can export it to foreign coun-
tries. This is an opportunity to do so, 
and we should do so. 

There is an ice cream company down 
in Texas that makes the best ice cream 
in the world. It is Blue Bell Ice Cream 
from Brenham, Texas. Their slogan is: 
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We eat all we can and we sell the rest. 

That should be our slogan with nat-
ural gas. We use all we can in the 
United States and we sell the rest. 

Who should we sell it to? We could 
start with these Eastern European Na-
tions that are being intimidated by the 
Russians. We should help them eco-
nomically, but also help the United 
States, and we should start with the 
Ukrainians. 

An abundant and steady supply of 
natural gas exported from the United 
States would be beneficial to our allies, 
Eastern Europe, and let the world 
know that they are not going to be 
held hostage by the kleptocratic Krem-
lin any longer. 

We can export natural gas in several 
ways. That debate has already taken 
place here in the House of Representa-
tives and in the Department of Energy 
about whether or not we should or 
could export natural gas, setting aside 
the Ukrainian issue. 

I think that we should. We have that 
opportunity. It is something that we 
can do to relieve the pressure of the in-
timidation by Putin and his attitude 
about moving in and taking over other 
people’s property. The demand is there 
in Europe and the supply is over-
whelming in the United States. The 
only thing that stands in the way is 
our own government. 

So what do we do about that? 
For the first time in our history, we 

can export natural gas to foreign coun-
tries. The United States has so much, 
we could not use all of it in our life-
time. It is beneficial to the United 
States to sell natural gas abroad. It 
will create jobs in the United States. It 
will create an income. It will make 
us—and we have heard this phrase 
since we were children—‘‘energy inde-
pendent’’ by using natural gas, but also 
by selling it to our allies and our 
friends. The only thing that is stopping 
it, as I mentioned, is bureaucratic red 
tape. 

It is ironic we talked about the year 
1938. In 1938, Congress passed a law that 
required that any company that want-
ed to export natural gas had to get ap-
proval from the Department of Energy. 
That is in addition to the other permit-
ting requirements that are required by 
FERC. 

Over the last 70 years, this bureau-
cratic requirement that began in 1938, 
ironically, was hardly noticed any-
where in the United States because we 
were importing natural gas into the 
United States. By exporting, the 
United States can now become the 
Saudi Arabia of natural gas. 

So technology has changed and we 
have an abundant amount of natural 
gas here in our own country. We can 
update the 1938 law and dismantle the 
bureaucratic roadblocks and take the 
Department of Energy out of the ex-
port license-granting process alto-
gether. I think this country should be 
supporting and not stonewalling the 
development of this valuable resource. 
We can do that by legislation. 

I have introduced legislation today, 
in fact, that would have the Depart-
ment of Energy expedite the approval 
process for exporting natural gas to the 
Ukraine, former Soviet Republics, and 
to Europe. Let’s get on with it. 

Sure, it will take some time to get 
all of the logistics set up so we can ac-
tually send it to these countries, but 
we should help them. We should give 
them an alternative. We can do it on 
an economically good basis for these 
countries and for the United States. We 
can encourage folks to look to the 
West, as many of the Ukrainians al-
ready do, and give them an alternative. 

The second thing that we can do to 
let the Russians know that we don’t 
really approve of Putin moving into 
other people’s countries—just like Hit-
ler moved into other people’s coun-
tries—is to look at it diplomatically, 
in the sense that until the Russians 
move out of somebody else’s land—the 
Ukrainians—they shouldn’t be getting 
any diplomatic visas into the United 
States. You stay out of the United 
States. You respect the international 
rule of law. Don’t be an aggressor na-
tion. Come into the world community 
of non-aggressing nations, like Russia 
says they are. 

So there should be some con-
sequences for this activity of invading 
other countries. What are the con-
sequences? No visas for Russian dip-
lomats to come to the United States. 
That is a good place to start. Mean-
while, let’s approve exporting natural 
gas to the former Soviet Republics. 

So I have introduced two bills that 
would do both of these things. They are 
something we can do immediately. Let 
the Ukrainians know that they have a 
friend in the United States, and we 
really do believe in supporting freedom 
and letting a nation itself figure out 
what they want to do, who they want 
to rule over them. Let them figure out 
that process. 

It is difficult, and they disagree, as I 
am speaking tonight, on what course 
they should take, but let them decide, 
not let the Russians force them into 
becoming another puppet of Putin. 

I hope we can move this legislation 
as fast as we possibly can. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Ms. ESTY (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of official 
business in her district. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 23. An act to designate as wilderness 
certain land and inland water within the 
Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lakeshore in 
the State of Michigan, and for other pur-
poses. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 6 o’clock and 41 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, March 6, 2014, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

4889. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility, Rock-
land County, NY, et al. [Docket ID: FEMA- 
2013-0002] [Internal Agency Docket No.: 
FEMA-8319] received February 14, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

4890. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
World Trade Center Health Program; Amend-
ments to List of WTC-Related Health Condi-
tions; Cancer; Revision [Docket No.: CDC- 
2014-0004; NIOSH-268] (RIN: 0920-AA50) re-
ceived February 18, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

4891. A letter from the Acting Director, Di-
rectorate of Whistleblower Protection Pro-
grams, Department of Labor, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Procedures for 
Handling Retaliation Complaints Under Sec-
tion 402 of the FDA Food Safety Moderniza-
tion Act [Docket Number: OSHA-2011-0859] 
(RIN: 1218-AC58) received February 20, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

4892. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Revisions 
to the New Source Review (NSR) State Im-
plementation Plan (SIP); Standard Permit 
for Oil and Gas Facilities and Standard Per-
mit Applicability [EPA-R06-OAR-2011-0528; 
FRL-9906-60-Region 6] received February 11, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

4893. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Bacillus thuringiensis 
Cry1F Protein in Soybean; Exemption from 
the Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2013-0704; FRL-9905-59] received Feb-
ruary 11, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

4894. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Fenpropidin; Pesticide Tol-
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0454; FRL-9904-31] 
received February 11, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

4895. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Linuron; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0791; FRL-9905-22] 
received February 11, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

4896. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to Test Methods 
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