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that many people do not realize. For
every BTU of energy that goes into the
process of making ethanol, you get
roughly 1.4 BTUs of energy back.

On the other hand, with gasoline, for
every BTU that you put into the input
cost into the manufacturing, you get
eight-tenths of a BTU back. An MTBE
which, of course, is a fuel additive, for
every one unit of energy you get sixty-
seven hundredths back.

Now the reason for that is that eth-
anol harnesses the energy of the sun,
as corn grows. And so it is a net sav-
ings. And so a lot of good things about
ethanol, a lot of things that are posi-
tive.

However, there are some things that
have occurred here recently that are
rather disturbing at the present time,
and I think that this following chart
pretty well illustrates this. We had as-
sumed that since ethanol is made from
corn, corn prices are low. In Nebraska
recently, the price of a bushel of corn
was $1.54. And a good price would be
maybe $3 a bushel. So corn is very,
very low right now. That is the pri-
mary ingredient to make ethanol.

We have heard about the refinery ca-
pacity being reduced. And that has
been a problem that has caused gaso-
line prices to spike. But ethanol is not
dependent, largely, upon the refinery
industry.

Fifteen percent of E85 is gasoline.
The other 85 percent is ethanol, which
is made at an ethanol plant, which is
really distributed mostly across the
Midwest. So the hurricane had abso-
lutely no effect on most of the cost of
ethanol, and yet we find these things
to be true.

On August 1 of 2005, in North Platte,
Nebraska, the cost of E85, 85 percent
ethanol, was just slightly under $2;
$1.99 a gallon. In Lincoln, Nebraska it
was $2.04. So, pretty close; just a 5 cent
spread.

However, by September 19, yesterday,
that price had risen dramatically.
North Platte was $2.69 a gallon, which
was a 70 cent increase. Lincoln, Ne-
braska was $3.09, which was $1.05.

Again, we understand that there is a
shortage of fuel. We realize there are
refinery problems. But ethanol should
be pretty much insulated from those
problems. So it is very difficult for
those of us who are fairly close to that
industry to understand how in the
world we could see those kinds of in-
creases in such a short period of time.

By the same token, the cost of un-
leaded fuel, with no ethanol in it, actu-
ally was cheaper in North Platte and
Lincoln by 10 cents and 40 cents a gal-
lon, and this is unheard of, because
normally E85 should run 30, 40, 50, even
60 cents a gallon cheaper, because there
is a bl-cent tax credit for ethanol be-
cause of the fact that it does rely pri-
marily on corn, which is a domestically
produced commodity.

So anyway, we are quite concerned
about this. We have asked people to
look into this. I believe that the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee is will-
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ing to take a look at it, the volatility
of fuel prices and the fact that this is
really very damaging to our economy.

It is very damaging to our farm econ-
omy, particularly, and they are the
ones that produce the ethanol. So this
is really something that is very puz-
zling and something that we are hoping
that Congress, particularly the Energy
and Commerce Committee, can get to
the bottom of.

———————

ANNIVERSARY OF ASSAULT
WEAPONS BAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, just
over a year ago, Congress allowed the
Federal ban on assault weapons to ex-
pire without a floor vote. The ban was
allowed to die despite the support of
two-thirds of the American people and
the support of nearly every police orga-
nization in the country. And although
he did nothing to help, President Bush
even said he supported the ban. But
Congress refused to listen to common
sense and allowed weapons such as AK—
47s and Tec-9s to be available through-
out the United States.

Since then, the NRA and its allies in
Congress have pursued a radical agenda
to weaken our gun laws. In July, the
other body passed legislation giving
the gun industry unprecedented protec-
tions from negligent lawsuits. This leg-
islation will see that negligence goes
unpunished.

It will also give the industry no in-
centive to pursue safety innovations
for their products. Had these protec-
tions been in place for the auto indus-
try 40 years ago, cars would not have
seat belts, air bags, antilock brakes.

The NRA says this law will prevent
frivolous lawsuits against the gun in-
dustry. But it is a problem that does
not exist. Over the past 10 years, over
10 million lawsuits have been filed in
the United States. Only 57 have in-
volved the gun industry. And only 12 of
those have been ruled frivolous by
judges.

The current system works. Frivolous
lawsuit against the gun industry are
not coming to trial. Also, the NRA has
begun a lobbying campaign to convince
State legislatures to overturn work-
place gun laws. Whether it is at a day
care center or school, church or haz-
ardous material plant, the NRA wants
employees to come to work armed.

Again, it defies common sense. Guns
are already the third greatest hazard in
the work field. Seventeen Americans
die in the job because of guns each and
every week. Instead of dismissing irre-
sponsible business practices and allow-
ing guns in day care centers, Congress
should focus on legislation that keeps
illegal guns out of the hands of crimi-
nals and terrorists.

We need to give gun law enforcement
the tools to enforce current gun laws.
According to the Department of Jus-
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tice, only 2 percent of Federal gun
crimes are enforced. I have introduced
legislation to improve the National In-
stant Background Check System, or
NICS, to make sure people who are not
allowed to own guns cannot access
them.

NICS is a database used to make sure
potential gun buyers are legally per-
mitted to own firearms. But the sys-
tem is only as good as the information
States provide. Twenty-five States
have entered less than 60 percent of
their felony convictions into the NICS
database.

In 13 States, domestic violence re-
straining orders are not entered into
the NICS system. My bill will require
States and Federal agencies to provide
the FBI with all relevant records nec-
essary to conduct effective background
checks.

The bill estimates a nationwide grant
program to allow State law enforce-
ment agencies to update and transmit
records for inclusion into NICS.

Another step towards reducing the
threat of gun violence is to include in-
dividuals on the Federal terrorist
watch list in the NICS system. That in-
dividuals with known terrorist ties are
allowed to buy guns, with no questions
asked, represents a serious threat to
our homeland security.

BEarlier this year, the United States
Government Accountability Office
issued a report revealing 44 instances
of persons listed on Federal terrorist
watch lists attempting to purchase
firearms from gun shows during a 4-
month period in 2004. Thirty-five of
these transactions resulted in a suc-
cessful purchase of a firearm.

Our current law allows our enemies
in the war on terror to arm themselves
within our own borders. I have intro-
duced legislation to place persons on
the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration’s no-fly list into the NICS sys-
tem. If we do not trust an individual to
board a plane, common sense dictates
that we should not allow them to buy
guns.

Both sides of the gun issue have a
vested interest in reducing gun vio-
lence. In 2002 alone, guns Kkilled over
30,000 Americans. Each year, gun vio-
lence Kkills more of our children than
cancer, pneumonia, asthma, AIDS, and
the flu combined.

Studies show gun violence costs our
health care system more than $100 bil-
lion a year. Mr. Speaker, we must work
together to achieve commonsense solu-
tions to violence, without infringing on
the second amendment rights of law-
abiding citizens.

——

UNEQUAL TAXATION HURTS
EDUCATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, in
a prior existence, I spent eight terms in
the Utah legislature and 28 years as a
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public classroom teacher. And in both
of these situations I recognized, first of
all, as a legislator, the capacity of the
State to fund public education. And as
a teacher, I understood firsthand the
need for adequate funding of education.
And it seemed as if in all cases there
was some gigantic blockage that made
it impossible for those two needs to
kind of coalesce together.

Well, today I am a Member of this
august body, I am a member of the
Federal Government, and I have identi-
fied what I think is that blockage that
made it so difficult to bring these two
needs together. That blockage is we. It
is the Federal Government. It is the
amount of land that the Federal Gov-
ernment owns.

Like a dam in a creek that artifi-
cially stops the flow of water in that
creek, there is a dam on the stream of
funds for kids, and that dam is the big-
gest landowner this side of the Soviet
Union: we, the Federal Government.

Let me try and illustrate what I am
talking about. If you look at this first
map, notice the States that are in red.
These are the States that have the
most difficult time of increasing their
funds and their commitment to public
education. And you will notice that
these red States are predominately in
the West. Twelve of the 15 States with
the slowest growth in public education
funding are actually found in the West.
And it is a significant difference.

These Western States have an in-
crease of around 33 percent in their
funding growth of education, whereas
the Eastern States have a 68 percent
increase in their growth of funding.

Let us try the next one. If you look
at the kind of concept of class size,
once again if you look at the States
that are in red, those are the States
with the largest class size. And it is a
significant difference, as much as an
average of 3 per class in each of those
particular States.

Let me try the third one as well. If
you look at the need for public edu-
cation funding, the States once again
in red are the States where the need is
greatest.

O 1930

The States in red, those in the West
have a 3 percent growth rate in their
population going into public education.
The East this year for the first time
got up to zero percent. They had been
the negative number system before
that time. So why is this situation
where the States in red, those in the
West, are always having a difficult
time in funding of education? It is not
because they do not tax as much.

If you look at the western States,
their total State and local taxes are
equal to or higher than those in the
East. And it is not because they do not
have a commitment to education. If
you look at the percentage of their
budget that goes to education, it is
once again a higher ratio almost by .6
percent higher in the West than it is in
the East.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

If the West is taxing as much, if they
are as committed in their budget, if
they have the need, yet their class
sizes are high and they cannot fund the
education that happens to be there,
then what seems to be the problem?
What is this obstacle?

I happen to think that I found at
least a prima facie case for a correla-
tion, and it is land. If you draw an
imaginary line between Montana to
New Mexico, everything west of that
line, 52 percent of that is owned by the
Federal Government. Go east of that
line and only 4 percent is owned by the
Federal Government. Let us try this
next map and you will see what I mean.

Everything indicated in blue is the
amount of each State owned and con-
trolled by the Federal Government. If
you make a correlation with those
States having a difficult time funding
their educational system and the
amount of land owned by the Federal
Government, you see an amazing cor-
relation. The problem lies at the feet of
the Federal Government. The enor-
mous amount of land owned and con-
trolled by the Federal Government is
the reason why those States in the
West are basically in the back of the fi-
nancial bus for education.

Land has historically been the mech-
anism of funding education by States.
The State of George in 1777 was the
first State that actually offered oppor-
tunities to try to assist those local
communities. The State of Connecticut
actually sold 3 million acres of land to
fund their education system. Of course
it was land that was in Ohio which
they claimed at the time; but even
though it was not their State, at least
they were selling something. Close
enough for government work.

The State of Texas, you will notice,
has very little land owned by the Fed-
eral Government because when they
were admitted they kept their land;
but immediately they set aside 17,000
acres by the State to put in a trust
fund to pay for their public education
programs and systems.

It goes back to when Henry VIII
closed down the monasteries and redis-
tributed the land. One of the conditions
for redistributing that land was they
would take the traditional role of that
monastery land and help to fund the
purposes of education.

There are four ways in which land
connects with public education fund-
ing: through school trust lands,
through royalties from land, through
the enacting clause promised western
States, and, fourth, through property
tax.

Let me talk about a few of those for
just a moment. Property tax. It is obvi-
ous those in the West do not have the
property to tax. If you were to change
the situation around and simply say
four percent of the West should be
owned by the Federal Government and
put the price at about $525 an acre,
that is an average, and up it at the low-
est tax rate, this is what the result
would be. This is the amount of money
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that each western State would have ad-
ditionally that they could raise by
themselves to fund public education.
My State of Utah would have $116 mil-
lion. California, $110 million. Alaska
would have $782 million, and that is
only the portion that would deal with
the funding of education.

There is another concept that should
be involved here. When every one of
these western States was made a State,
there was a clause in their enabling
language that said the land should be
given to the Federal Government until
such time as the Federal Government
shall dispose of the land.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will come
back at another time and review some
of these issues with you. But there is a
need to recognize the situation in the
West. And there is a need to under-
stand that the West is being treated
unfairly, and it goes back to this prob-
lem of public ownership with the West.
At some time, there needs to be a solu-
tion to this problem.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORTENBERRY). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is recognized for 5
minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to claim the
time of the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

———

BETRAYAL OF AMERICAN VALUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, for
too long we have borne witness to re-
lentless attacks on America’s poor and
working families. Abandoned by cor-
porate America, betrayed by the polit-
ical right, largely ignored by the main-
stream media, our Nation’s poor have
become little more than an after-
thought, most recently evidenced by
what we saw in the aftermath of Hurri-
cane Katrina.

While productivity is up in this coun-
try, while profits are up in this coun-
try, wages are falling, and poverty is
increasing. Since 1973, not coinciden-
tally the year that America went from
a trade surplus into a trade deficit,
since 1973 the average worker has seen
her wages or his wages go up about 10
percent in real dollars while that work-
er’s productivity has increased about
ninety percent. Productivity up ninety
percent, wages up only 10 percent.
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