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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. BLACK).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
November 19, 2014.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DIANE
BLACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2014, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

——————

WORLD TOILET DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
today is World Toilet Day. The concept
of a World Toilet Day can make chil-
dren giggle, some adults blush, and
others want to change the subject, but
the title is designed to address this se-
rious subject directly.

No one can afford to be squeamish, to
make jokes, or change the subject
about the fundamental issue of ade-
quate sanitation because 2 and a half

billion people live without it, causing
about 700,000 premature deaths each
year, and it is getting worse.

We have made some progress, but the
number living without access has in-
creased by 700 million people. There
are now more people on Earth with a
cell phone than a toilet.

The consequences of insufficient ac-
cess to sanitation facilities and poor
hygiene are severe. Countries where
open defecation is more prevalent have
found its way to the United States
media recently, reporting on the hor-
rific murder and rape of two young
girls that could have been prevented in
India if they didn’t need to sneak out
into the night to relieve themselves in
an open field, leaving them vulnerable
to attack.

A heartbreaking study linked the
root cause of India’s malnutrition cri-
sis to a lack of adequate sanitation. It
found that many of the 162 million
children under the age of 5 who are
malnourished in India are suffering less
from a lack of food and more from poor
sanitation. Those children who do sur-
vive are left with mental and physical
burdens for their entire lives.

The lack of adequate sanitation is a
human economic drain. The total glob-
al economic loss associated with inad-
equate water supply and sanitation is
estimated to be over a quarter trillion
dollars every year.

This crisis that leaves women vulner-
able, needlessly ends lives early, and
undermines economic growth does have
solutions. Today, at noon, I will join
my colleagues on implementation of
the Water for the Poor Act we passed
earlier to ensure that WASH program-
ming helps leverage the impact of de-
velopment assistance. It also ensures
that our water, sanitation, and hygiene
programs are targeted to help the
world’s poorest, that they are more ef-
fective with long-term sustainable im-
pacts.

This bipartisan legislation, with my
friend TED POE, has well over 100 co-

sponsors and is scheduled for a markup
in the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee tomorrow.

This significant progress would not
have even been possible without the
leadership of Chairman ROYCE, and I
thank him for it, along with the many
advocates who have demonstrated why
the United States must play a greater
role to increase sustainable access to
clean water and sanitation.

If passed out of committee, which I
certainly hope it will, I would urge the
House leadership to bring this bill to
the floor for a vote immediately when
we come back in session in December.
That is because we cannot wait, and it
is one of those rare bills we can all
unite to get water, often dirty water,
for their families. That is enough work
hours to build 28 Empire State Build-
ings every day. This is time not spent
working on income-generating jobs,
caring for family members, or securing
an education.

TED POE, a Republican, and I, a Dem-
ocrat who represents Portlandia, don’t
often agree on a lot, but we are an ex-
ample of how we can all come together
because politics should stop at water.

————

GAS PRICES AND ENERGY
PRODUCTION

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, according to the En-
ergy Information Administration, to-
day’s national average price for retail
gasoline is $2.97. This is the lowest
price in over a 4-year period beginning
in October of 2010.

Gasoline prices have decreased by
roughly 21 percent in the last 6 months
alone. One of the most prevalent fac-
tors determining the price of gasoline
at the pump is the international aver-
age of the cost of a barrel of crude oil.
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Now, over the past week, the price of
crude oil per barrel has hovered be-
tween $77.15 and $77.85. These are the
lowest per-barrel prices since June of
2012, just over 2 years, a stark contrast
to $145 per barrel in May of 2008.

The Energy Information Administra-
tion has projected that gasoline prices
at the pump will continue to decline in
December to somewhere around $2.80 a
gallon and possibly even lower in 2015.

Additionally, U.S. natural gas prices
are roughly $4.24, as production con-
tinues to flourish. This is all welcome
news for consumers, businesses, and
the economy, from more affordable
transportation to heating our homes,
from the food we consume to American
manufacturing having lower costs,
therefore being more competitive glob-
ally. Lower energy costs are good for
our economy overall.

Now, there are many factors as to
why gasoline prices fluctuate. They in-
clude international market trends and
geopolitical events, as well as weather
and impacts upon refining capacity due
to natural disasters.

While a downed economy has de-
creased annual demand for gasoline as
the summer travel season comes to an
end, the price decreases for gasoline
can largely be attributed to an increase
in domestic supply.

At any other time in our history,
given today’s world events, our gas
prices would be pushing $4 a gallon. Hs-
pecially with the ongoing recession,
American energy production has
thankfully increased in recent years,
and gas prices have decreased.

While some in Washington would like
to credit the Federal Government with
the increased supply, the truth is that
the vast majority of this domestic pro-
duction has occurred in spite of Fed-
eral actions, not because of them.

The great majority of the production
has occurred on private and State-
owned lands and has been the result of
technological enhancements that have
made shale gas and oil reserves more
attainable.

Specifically, this increase in produc-
tion stems from the combination of
horizontal drilling and hydraulic frac-
turing. Pennsylvania, for example, is
currently third in State production of
natural gas. The Commonwealth has
produced 3.2 trillion cubic feet in 2013
alone.

Increased production has bolstered
domestic energy supplies and directly
led to historically low natural gas
prices across the U.S. This comes on
the heels of alltime high prices in 2008
of about $12. Production in Pennsyl-
vania has provided royalty payments
to landowners, while contributing sig-
nificant funds to counties.

Madam Speaker, private and State-
owned lands have changed the face of
energy production and affordability in
our country. The Federal Government
would stand to gain by following suit.
This starts with opening up new areas
of Federal lands, both onshore and off-
shore, for the production of our natural
resources.
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These resources belong to the people.
There is no reason the administration
should continue to play games with en-
ergy security. Over the last 4 years, the
House has made a priority of moving
legislation that would increase our do-
mestic energy production supply.

Just this past September, the House
passed H.R. 2, which was a combination
of 13 energy-related bills, among them
is the Keystone XL pipeline, increasing
the amount of permitted onshore and
offshore lands for development, along
with streamlining cumbersome energy
permitting regulations. The bill sets
timelines for agencies’ permitting deci-
sions and would provide for more pipe-
lines and liquefied natural gas exports.

Many of these actions can be taken
by the executive branch, but the ad-
ministration has not acted. As we have
witnessed in recent years, through the
development of private lands, increas-
ing our domestic energy supplies and
encouraging American production will
have a positive impact on energy prices
here at home.

Increased domestic energy produc-
tion of oil and natural gas has eased
the financial pain at the pump. This is
also welcome as temperatures drop and
the home heating season has begun.

The bottom line is the government
can do much more to influence energy
prices for American consumers. The
time for the administration to act is
long overdue.

————

THE EXTRAORDINARY COST OF
ALZHEIMER’S

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. GARAMENDI) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker, I
want today to talk about an illness
that affects every American family. It
is an illness that is devastating. It is
Alzheimer’s and related dementia. It is
the most expensive illness in America
today, and it will become even more
expensive in the future.

Today, $1 out of $5 spent by Medicare
is spent treating Alzheimer’s, most ex-
pensive of all our illnesses. As we look
to the future, we are going to find that
this disease, Alzheimer’s, is going to
grow over $1.5 trillion of costs by 2050,
partly due to the baby boomers and
their growth in the demography of this
Nation, but also because of the extraor-
dinary expense that this illness brings
to us.

This is the power curve that we are
looking at. If you are concerned about
the deficit, you need to be concerned
about Alzheimer’s. If you are con-
cerned about the American family, you
need to be concerned about Alz-
heimer’s.

Here is what we are looking at for
what is the second biggest cost in the
Federal budget, that is, Medicare and
Medicaid. Here is the growth that we
are looking over the period of the next
35 years, from some $122 billion to over
$880 billion.
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As you look at the Federal budget in
the years ahead, as you look at Medi-
care, as you begin to think about the
deficit that confronts this Nation, this
is where you need to look because this
is where the big expenditure is going to
be made. It is going to be in Alz-
heimer’s and related illnesses to it.
This is it.

What can we do about this? We could
sit and fuss and fume, we can take care
of our seniors, or we can recognize the
reality of what it means when we spend
money on research, when we spend
money on getting ahead of the ill-
nesses. These are the major illnesses
that confront America today.

You can take a look here. Breast can-
cer, there has been a decrease in mor-
tality; prostate cancer, a decrease;
heart disease, a 16 percent decrease;
stroke, a 23 percent decrease; and of
course, HIV/AIDS, an extraordinary 42
percent decrease in the deaths from
these major illnesses.

Over here on the purple one on the
right, Alzheimer’s. Decrease? No. In-
crease? Sixty-eight percent increase
from 2000 to 2010.

This is the reality of the most preva-
lent and most expensive and the most
devastating disease that confronts
Americans and really the rest of the
world.
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What can we do about it?

Let’s take a look at this chart. Alz-
heimer’s spending treatment versus re-
search. Let’s see. We are spending $150
billion on the treatment. This is Medi-
care and Medicaid, and research, oh,
way down here, $566 million on re-
search.

So if you want to drive the deficit to
even greater depths, treat but don’t do
research. However, if you want to solve
this problem, we know how to do it. In
fact, we have done it many, many
times.

If you take a look at cancer, we are
spending $5.418 billion on cancer re-
search. Cancer deaths are down. HIV,
we are spending $2.978 billion on HIV/
AIDS. HIV/AIDS deaths are down by 42
percent. Cardiovascular, $2 billion. Car-
diovascular deaths, strokes and heart
disease down. Alzheimer’s, $666 million.

We know the answer. The question is
whether we are willing to put our
money where we can solve the most
devastating, the most prevalent, and
the most expensive of all illnesses.

Change this little purple, bring it
back up perhaps to $2 billion a year, as
we do with HIV/AIDS, cardiovascular,
and cancer. Spend the research money.
We are close in many, many ways
across this Nation with programs that
are under way.

Here is the specific ask that I make
to this Congress: not $2 billion, but $200
million additional money in the appro-
priations that we are doing today—3$200
million.
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