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DELEGITIMIZING THE STATE OF
ISRAEL AND OPPOSING THE BDS
MOVEMENT

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, to-
night we voted on a resolution oppos-
ing efforts to delegitimize the State of
Israel and oppose the Global Boycott,
Divestment, and Sanctions, BDS,
Movement targeting Israel.

I am a cosponsor of this resolution,
but the House should also be voting on
legislation to combat these efforts to
undermine one of our strongest allies,
like the Senate did when they passed a
bill to authorize State or local govern-
ments to divest assets from entities de-
ploying BDS against Israel.

But, unfortunately, Democrat leader-
ship refuses to let us vote on this bill
in the House for fear of fractures with-
in their own party. Just last week, one
of their Members actually introduced
legislation that supports this hate-
fueled BDS movement, even drawing
disgraceful comparisons between boy-
cotting Israel now and boycotting Nazi
Germany in the 1930s and 1940s.

Let’s not forget that the United
States and Israel have a long history of
working together to achieve stability
in the Middle East, the inventions they
work on together, and they remain one
of our strongest and most loyal allies
today.

Our actions in this Chamber need to
unequivocally support that relation-
ship and the lone beacon of freely
elected government that is Israel in
the Middle East.

As Golda Meir put it:

We will only have peace when they love
their children more than they hate us.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
WEXTON). The Chair would inform the
House that, pursuant to H. Res. 497, the
Speaker has certified to the United
States Attorney for the District of Co-
lumbia the refusal of William P. Barr
and Wilbur L. Ross, Jr., to produce doc-
uments to the Committee on Oversight
and Reform.

———————

MAKE IT IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker,
given all of the talk that is going on
and the investigations and questions
about deficits and the like, I thought it
would be useful today to start this dis-
cussion, which I will spend most of the
evening talking about American manu-
facturing, but I often want to start
these discussions with some sense of
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value: What is our goal? What are we
trying to accomplish here?

I keep going back to FDR. At the
height of the Great Depression, he said:
“The test of our progress is not wheth-
er we add more to the abundance of
those who have much; it is whether we
provide enough for those who have too
little.”

And so, last week, the House of Rep-
resentatives—the Democrats, that is,
and maybe just a few Republicans—
voted to increase the minimum wage
across this Nation so that, over the
next 5 years, the minimum wage would
rise from, I guess, just over $7 an hour
to $15 dollars an hour—not a jump im-
mediately, but over time increase it.

Why do we do that? Well, we are for
the people.

That is our goal: for the people; and
keeping in mind what FDR said: It is
not about whether we add more to
those who have much, but, rather,
what we do for those who have little.

And so we raise the minimum wage.
Why? Because those people who are
making $7 an hour across this Nation,
they have very, very little, in fact, so
little that they cannot have both food
and shelter.

And, of course, we talk about
healthcare and our goal to expand
healthcare to every American so they
have insurance, so that the worrying
about how they would be paying for
their hospital visit or their doctor is
set aside and they are able to get the
care that they need to lead a healthy
and productive life.

That is our goal. We are for the peo-
ple, and we are going to address this in
SO many, many ways.
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One of the ways that we want to ad-
dress it is to make sure that America
remains a strong manufacturing coun-
try.

Many, many years ago in California,
I was looking at how to keep the Cali-
fornia economy going, and we hit upon
the five keys for a successful economy:

First of all, a great education system
so that your workers are well educated
and can handle the questions of the day
and the tasks of tomorrow;

Secondly, that there be strong re-
search, and, from that research, you
build tomorrow’s things. Sometimes
that is an app. Sometimes it is a com-
puter. Sometimes it is a ship or per-
haps a car, an autonomous vehicle, a
drone, whatever, so that your research
then moves on into things that you
make, and, that is, the manufacturing.
That is the creation of wealth.

Some time ago, I was visiting one of
the wineries in my district in Cali-
fornia, and I was talking about this
Make It In America Agenda in manu-
facturing. And, finally, the owner got
up from behind the desk, and he said:
Come. I want to talk to you.

We walked outside and out to his
winery, and he said: You know what
this is?

I said: Yeah. It is a winery.
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He said: No. This is a manufacturing
facility. I take grapes, and I turn them
into some of the finest wine in the
world. So, when you talk about Make
It In America, guess what. I am mak-
ing it in America.

So, it includes all of these things,
putting a tomato into a can, into a bot-
tle of ketchup. But what we are going
to talk about tonight is something far
more than that.

I want to really not so much talk
about these gentlemen and ladies, but
to use them as an example of what
America used to make. These gentle-
men, three of them, are World War II
merchant mariners.

This is an effort we have now under
way to provide these mariners, who
had the highest death rate of any unit
in the armed services during World War
II, a Congressional Gold Medal. We now
have nearly 300 Members of this House
who are signed on to that so that they
will get a Congressional Gold Medal.

But this is not about their gold
medal; it is about what they were able
to do.

America, during the World War II pe-
riod, was the manufacturing center of
the world. And we made ships—Ilit-
erally, thousands and thousands of
ships—that these gentlemen and so
many like them sailed the oceans, pro-
vided the material, the personnel to
fight that war.

When we met and took this picture,
they asked me: Why is it that America
doesn’t build ships anymore?

I said: Oh, but we build naval ships;
we build aircraft carriers; we build de-
stroyers; we build many other kinds of
naval ships.

They said: No. No. That is not what
we are talking about. We are talking
about the ships that sail the high seas.
Why doesn’t America make those
ships?

And I said: We can. We can if we
write the laws in the proper way to en-
courage the shipbuilding industry and,
just as important, the cargo to go on
those ships.

Now, it happens that America is in
the midst of a great energy revolu-
tion—the green energy, no doubt about
it. We are talking about every Kkind of
green energy, from wind to solar,
biofuel and biomass, and on and on.
And we are doing that.

But, simultaneously, America, over
the last decade, has become a major de-
veloper and supplier of petroleum prod-
ucts: oil, as a result of fracking in the
Bakken area and Texas, California, on-
shore, offshore. We are a major oil pro-
ducer.

And, simultaneously, we are also a
major producer of natural gas. All of
these energy supplies, whether they are
the green energy or the petroleum en-
ergy, are a strategic national asset.

And, as these gentlemen told me: Our
ships, during World War II, were a stra-
tegic national asset. We had oil tank-
ers, we had cargo vessels, all of them
built in America and with American
mariners.
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We, the mariners, we were a strategic
asset. And a lot of us died. Our ships
were a strategic asset, and the oil that
we sent around the world was also a
strategic asset.

So, where are we today? Are we mak-
ing ships? Nope. We are not. But we
could.

So, this last week, Senator ROGER
WICKER—mY colleague in the Senate, a
Republican from the Gulf Coast—and I
introduced, for the second Congress,
the Energizing the American Ship-
building Act, taking a strategic na-
tional asset, our petroleum and natural
gas, and welding it together with the
shipbuilding industry, which gives us
the strategic ships that we need to
move our military around the world
and to provide the energy that they
need.

So, the Energizing the American
Shipbuilding Act is now introduced in
the Senate, for the second session, last
year and again this time around with
the new session of Congress.

What we will do is to address this
problem: We could buy ships that are
made in China, Japan, and Korea, or we
can make them in America. If we make
the ships in America, we will provide
thousands of jobs, not only in the ship-
yvards and the steel industry and the
aluminum industry, but also the mari-
time suppliers, the men, the factories
here in the United States that build
the pumps, build the engines—the elec-
trical engines, the big diesel engines—
that are in these ships or the LNG en-
gines that are in these ships, and all of
the electronics.

That entire array of equipment that
goes into a ship could be built in Amer-
ica if the Energizing the American
Shipbuilding Act were to become law.

So, how does it work? Pretty simple.
It simply requires that our strategic
national asset, the petroleum and the
natural gas, be exported on American-
built ships with American mariners—
not all of it, just a small percentage of
it, 15 percent of the oil and 10 percent
of the mnatural gas, which will be
liquified natural gas on American-built
ships.

What does that mean? That means
that American shipyards that are now
producing zero commercial oil tankers
and zero LNG carriers would, over the
next 13 to 15 years, build upwards of 40
ships: 256 to 30 LNG tankers and 10 to 15
oil tankers.

Thousands of jobs would be created
in American shipyards, and that stra-
tegic national asset, the shipyards
themselves, would be able to continue
to operate here in the United States.
They would continue to be able to have
the skilled workforce and, simulta-
neously, be better prepared to compete
for the U.S. naval ships, giving the
American taxpayer a strategic advan-
tage, more competition in the ship-
yards, more competition when it comes
time to build our naval vessels.

There is another aspect of this that I
want to bring to your attention. Be-
yond the shipbuilding and the Ener-
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gizing the American Shipbuilding Act,
there is the rest of manufacturing here
in the United States.

About 8 years ago, when I first came
to Congress, we were looking at this
issue based upon my time in California,
and we decided, together with STENY
HOYER, who is now our majority leader,
that we should establish the Make It In
America program. We have been work-
ing on this for 8 years now, and we are
looking at different pieces of legisla-
tion over time to encourage the manu-
facturing here in the United States.

One of the ways we can do this—and
we are not going to go into the Presi-
dent’s tariffs right now, but we are
going to go at it in a little different
way. Here is just an example of about
what happened almost a decade ago.

In California, it was time to build the
new San Francisco Bay Bridge. The bid
went out. The State of California went
out to bid on this thing for the steel in
the bridge.

At that time, a Chinese company de-
cided that they wanted to enter the
market. Very specialized steel in this
bridge in the San Francisco area, so
they wanted to enter the market, and
they produced a bid that was 10 percent
lower than an American steel com-
pany.

China got the bid. What did they get?
Not only did they get the job; they got
a new steel mill, one of the most ad-
vanced in the world, and they also had
some over 3,000 jobs in China.

At the very same time, New York
was building the Tappan Zee Bridge.
They said, no, we are only going to buy
American steel, and so they did, total
cost, $3.9 billion.

In California, total cost, $3.9 billion
over the estimated cost. Why? Because
the Chinese steel had problems, the
welds and other problems with the
steel.

Not in New York. They came in on
the bid, and there were 7,700 American
jobs in the steel industry and in the
manufacturing and engineering—just.

An example, not current today, but
certainly current nearly a decade ago.

But this is what happens when our
laws or our governments decide that
we are going to make it in America, we
are going to produce the steel, we are
going to build the bridges here in the
United States.

So, building on this idea, we have
now introduced in both the Senate and
the House another Make It In America
piece of legislation. This legislation is
authored in the Senate by Senator
TAMMY BALDWIN and here in the House
by me.

It basically says that all of this talk
about infrastructure, which is criti-
cally important, that that infrastruc-
ture, if it is an American taxpayer dol-
lar that is being used to build that in-
frastructure—whether that is a power
line or a highway or a sanitation sys-
tem or a water system or an airport—
if there is a Federal dollar involved,
that we make it in America.

It simply applies to all types of infra-
structure. When American taxpayer
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dollars are being used, that that infra-
structure—the steel, the pipe, the elec-
tronics, the other elements that are in
that infrastructure—that they be made
in America.

So it is part of our Make It In Amer-
ica agenda that we have been working
on all these years, and we are going to
apply it wherever we see an oppor-
tunity. If it is in the steel industry for
bridges and infrastructure, you bet.
You bet, we are going to make sure
that it is made in America.

Many of these laws already exist. A
couple of years ago, we were able to
raise the percentage of American con-
tent by a couple of percentage points
to about, if I recall, about 65 percent on
certain infrastructure projects. But we
want to extend that beyond.

And why not go the whole way? Let’s
make it all in America. If it is a tax-
payer dollar, 100 percent American
made. That is our goal. So our Make It
in America agenda goes forward from
here.

I am going to end with putting this
one back up again because this has an
opportunity to be a very, very impor-
tant part. The steel in the ships, the
pumps, the pipes, the electronics, the
propellers, the drive shaft, the en-
gines—all of those things—can be made
in America if we have a national policy
that simply says the export of a stra-
tegic national asset, oil and gas, that
that be on American-built ships. Not
all of it, 10 percent, 15 percent, 40 ships
over the next 15 years or so when the
Energizing the American Shipbuilding
Act becomes law.
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We are looking for support. We have
broad support right now, both Repub-
lican and Democratic, with Senator
WICKER from Mississippi and Senator
CASEY from Pennsylvania. On this side,
about 30 of my colleagues, Democratic
and Republican, have signed up in sup-
port of this legislation.

It has great potential. It has great
potential, but not so much for these
mariners. They are all in their nineties
right now. Hopefully, we will be able to
get them a Congressional Gold Medal.

For tomorrow’s mariners, for those
men and women who will be on ships
that will supply the necessary mate-
rial, oil, gas, or whatever for our mili-
tary around the world, and will partici-
pate in the annual commerce of goods
and services that are being transported
in and out of America, that next gen-
eration of mariners will have the ships,
jobs, and cargo.

For the People, once again, we are
constantly looking for different laws,
different ways in which we can advance
the well-being of the American public.
If it is healthcare, we are looking to
lower costs. If it is education, we want
to make sure that the cost of college
education is affordable. If it has to do
with jobs, we are looking for ways to
make that happen by requiring that
your tax dollars be spent on American-
made equipment, by requiring that a
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small percentage of the export of a pre-
cious national resource be on Amer-
ican-built ships with American sailors.

I want all of us to keep in mind that
there are things that public policy can
do to improve the well-being of every
American. Our For the People policy
includes all of these elements, and we
draw your attention to that.

I am looking to my colleagues for
continued support on these two pieces
of legislation that we will be working
on in this session.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———

SUPPORT INCREASED DOMESTIC
ENERGY PRODUCTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, we
are here tonight, as the House Energy
Action Team, to discuss the numerous
economic, national security, and envi-
ronmental benefits of the American en-
ergy renaissance.

The HEAT team will never be sup-
portive of policies that increase elec-
tricity prices for consumers, favor for-
eign-based production over domestic,
and deter the development and con-
struction of energy infrastructure.

Due to policies that incentivize pri-
vate investment and production, the
United States has become the global
leader in natural gas and oil producing,
as well as refining. This has given us
the ability to export energy to our
friends, allies, and countries that want
to import U.S. energy.

Energy Secretary Rick Perry re-
cently said, ‘“The United States is not
just exporting energy. We are export-
ing freedom.”’ I couldn’t agree more.

There is no national security without
energy security. We understand that in
the House Energy Action Team.

Looking at this graph, in 2018, U.S.
crude oil production exceeded 11 mil-
lion barrels per day, surpassing Russia
as the world’s largest crude oil pro-
ducer. The U.S. produced 12.16 million
barrels per day of crude in April 2019.

I was just out in North Dakota, in
the Bakken. I am amazed at the pro-
duction going on in that little corner
of the world. I say ‘little,” but the
Bakken is huge. It is a tremendous re-
source for the Nation.

In fact, we are producing more oil
and natural gas in the Bakken in North
Dakota and Montana than they are in
the country of Venezuela, which is
known for its natural resources, known
for its oil production. They are pro-
ducing more in the Bakken.

Robust domestic energy production
is essential to global leadership in the
United States. According to the U.S.
Energy Information Institute, natural
gas and oil supplied about two-thirds of
American energy used in 2016.

0Oil and gas will continue to be a
prominent source of energy. The En-
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ergy Information Institute estimates
that fossil fuels will account for nearly
70 percent of the country’s energy used
by 2050.

The goal should be to produce, de-
velop, or make fossil fuels available
cleaner through private sector innova-
tion, not regulation. That should be
the goal, private sector innovation, not
the heavy boot of government telling
the innovators what they should or
should not do. The innovators are actu-
ally making things cleaner. We are
producing a lot, and we are exporting a
lot.

One thing I applaud President Trump
for doing is challenging Chancellor
Merkel and Germany to lessen their de-
pendence on a foreign source of energy,
in this case, not the Arab states, Saudi
Arabia, or others, but lessen their de-
pendence on Russia. A lot of Europe,
Eastern Europe and Western Europe,
get their energy from Russia, Gazprom
and Rosneft, which support Vladimir
Putin.

By lessening Europe’s dependence on
Russia for their energy, Russia is no
longer an influencer. It can’t turn the
spigot on and off to influence political
policy in Europe.

Europe still has to meet its energy
needs. It can do that looking west to
the United States through our export
of LNG, liquefied natural gas put on
ships, sent to Europe, and off-loaded to
provide the natural gas and energy se-
curity for our friends and allies over-
seas to lessen their dependence on Rus-
sia.

Exports of U.S. LNG are set to rise 72
percent this year, as compared to 2018.
Russia is  just a gas station
masquerading as a country, but they
are providing that natural gas to Eu-
rope. They use their levers of influence,
turning that spigot on and off to affect
policy not only in Eastern Europe but
in Western Europe. Those policies and
those pipelines continue to be built to
provide that natural gas.

We need to provide that from this
country. We have an abundance. We
have an abundance of oil, too. We are
now an exporter of oil.

If we look at what the U.S. energy
sector has been able to do during this
American energy renaissance, it will
show that we are a leader in energy
production and energy technology. We
can help other countries around the
globe to meet their energy needs with
our technology as well.

Madam Speaker, we have a great
group of House Energy Action Team
members who want to talk about what
is going on, maybe in their States,
maybe things they know about in this
Nation. I know RICK ALLEN wants to
talk about nuclear power and what is
going on in Georgia. I know BRUCE
WESTERMAN wants to talk about what
is going on in Arkansas. We have so
many others.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WESTERMAN) to talk about what is
going on in his part of the world.
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Mr. WESTERMAN. Madam Speaker,
I thank the gentleman, my friend from
South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN), for yield-
ing.

Madam Speaker, I want us to take a
moment to reflect tonight, reflect
where our country has been and where
our country is going. I think about my
grandparents who grew up in a home
that didn’t even have electricity, didn’t
have running water. Even my parents
were young when they got electricity
in their home.

Madam Speaker, it was just 150 years
ago when the main source of energy in
this country was wood fuel. We have
come a long way in this country. We
have seen a better way of life. We have
seen nicer things because of the tech-
nology and innovation that we have
had in this country.

Our energy policy should be the same
energy policy that got us to where we
are today because we have a bright fu-
ture ahead. That energy policy is sim-
ply to provide the cleanest energy pos-
sible for the lowest cost possible.

We shouldn’t discriminate against
energy sources. Energy is energy. It is
carbon atoms. It is hydrogen. It is the
energy that we have that we convert to
things like electrical energy. Just be-
cause one energy is viewed as dirtier
than another energy doesn’t mean
that, someday, that energy can’t be
clean energy.

If we look at recent developments, it
wasn’t long ago that natural gas was
an expensive form of energy. It wasn’t
in abundant supply. Through tech-
nology, we have been able to release
vast amounts of natural gas across our
country.

As a matter of fact, we are seeing a
lot of coal plants converted to natural
gas, not because of regulatory require-
ments but because of the economic
benefits of burning natural gas, clean
natural gas. We know the control tech-
nologies to get very high combustion
rates and also the ability to capture
the NOx, or nitrous oxides, that are re-
leased from burning natural gas.

It wasn’t that long ago that we didn’t
think we had enough natural gas. Be-
cause of great technology, we can expe-
rience an environment here in the
United States where our carbon emis-
sions are actually dropping.

We shouldn’t punish one energy
source over another energy source. We
should strive to use technology to
make energy as low-cost and as clean
as possible.

We can do this, whether it is renew-
ables, solar, wind, biomass. All of those
are valid sources of energy that we can,
hopefully, learn how to capture, to dis-
tribute in a manner that people can
enjoy all across the country in a way
that gives consumers reliable supplies
at a low cost.

With this, we will see our economy
continue to grow. We will see our qual-
ity of life improve. It is really not
something that should be partisan or
that we should argue about, simply to
provide energy at a low cost.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-09T05:08:05-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




