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in which enacted and each fiscal year there-
after.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE OF JESSE
ALEXANDER HELMS, JR., DISTIN-
GUISHED FORMER SENATOR
FROM NORTH CAROLINA

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on House Administra-
tion be discharged from further consid-
eration of House Resolution 1325 and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to request of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1325

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., born
in Monroe, North Carolina on October 18,
1921, spent a 52-year public career dedicating
himself to his country, his family, and his
home State, representing North Carolina in
the United States Senate for 30 years;

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr.,
served in the United States Navy from 1942
until 1945;

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was
educated in the public schools of Monroe,
North Carolina, and at Wingate Junior Col-
lege and Wake Forest College, and served as
a city editor of the Raleigh Times, an admin-
istrative assistant to United States Senators
Willis Smith and Alton Lennon, an executive
director of the North Carolina Bankers Asso-
ciation, a member of the Raleigh City Coun-
cil, and a television and radio executive;

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was
elected to the United States Senate in 1972,
and served as Chairman of the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee and the Senate
Agriculture Committee, ultimately serving
five terms, equal to the longest service of
any Senator from North Carolina;

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was a
leader against Communism and became the
first legislator of any nation to address the
United Nations Security Council;

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., was
married for 65 years to Dorothy ‘‘Dot’’ Coble
Helms, whom he termed his ‘‘best friend”,
and Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., is the father
of three children; and

Whereas Jesse Alexander Helms, Jr., made
valuable contributions to his community,
State, Nation, and the World: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors the life, achievements, and dis-
tinguished career of Jesse Alexander Helms,
Jr., public servant and former Member of the
United States Senate; and

(2) expresses its condolences to his wife,
“Dot’’, and his three children on his passing.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. BLUNT. Madam Speaker, I yield
to my friend from Maryland, the ma-
jority leader, to tell us what is planned
for next week.

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend, the
Republican Whip, for yielding.

On Monday, the House will meet at
12:30 p.m. for morning hour and 2 p.m.
for legislative business, with votes
postponed until 6:30 p.m. On Tuesday,
the House will meet at 9 a.m. for morn-
ing hour and 10 a.m. for legislative
business. On Wednesday and Thursday,
the House will meet at 10 a.m. for legis-
lative business. On Friday, no votes are
expected in the House.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow.

In addition, we will consider H.R. 415,
a bill to designate segments of the
Taunton River in the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts as a component of the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers.

In addition, we will consider H.R.
5959, the Intelligence Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2009; H.R. 3999, the
National Highway Bridge Reconstruc-
tion and Inspection Act; and, we may
also consider important energy-related
legislation.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman
for that information.

On H.R. 415, the Taunton River bill,
the Wild and Scenic Rivers bill, does
the gentleman know, does the location
change at all? Or was it the location
that was on the bill that earlier was
scheduled for this week?

Mr. HOYER. In response, if the gen-
tleman would yield.

Mr. BLUNT. I will.

Mr. HOYER. It is the same bill.

Mr. BLUNT. I think one of our con-
cerns about that on the energy topic,
which I would hope to go to for a few
minutes next, is there was a proposed
liquid natural gas facility in that area
that I think this designation will im-
pact unless it is defined somehow out
of that. And if the gentleman wants to
respond to that, I would yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

There is an extensive letter to all of
our colleagues from Congressmen
FRANK, MCGOVERN, KENNEDY,
LANGEVIN, and LYNCH.

I don’t want to read the whole letter;
but responding to the points in ques-
tion, I am looking at the letter to see
whether or not—one of the points they
make is that notwithstanding this bill
there are several barriers to this pro-
posal going forward, that is the LNG
plant. Killing the bill that would pro-
vide environmental benefits to people
of our districts would in no way save
the LNG plant from the rejection it has
already received. The point being, and
I have not read the entire letter, but
that there are other impediments ap-
parently to moving forward on that
LNG plant. As I say, it is a long letter,
I haven’t read it fully, but I do know
that each one of the points that was
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raised in the article today have been
responded to and therefore will be the
subject of debate once the bill is con-
sidered.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman
for that. And that is exactly right.
That will be a bill to be debated, and
leaders shouldn’t be expected to know
everything about every aspect of that,
and particularly on a bill that will be
debated. I would assume that this des-
ignation would create an additional ob-
stacle, and there may be other obsta-
cles already in place and I am sure that
will be part of the debate.

The gentleman’s last comment about
work for next week indicated that
there may be other energy-related bills
scheduled for the floor next week. Does
the gentleman have a sense of what
some of those options might be, and
which ones may be more likely to be on
the floor next week?

I would yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Yes. As you know, we have been talk-
ing about, on both sides of the aisle,
developing greater domestic supply
from that which we have control over
here in this country. I think both sides
agree that that is an objective that
ought to be pursued. The differences
have been I think where that should be
done at least in the short term, maybe
not in the long term.

In the short term, it is our belief that
there is very substantial areas avail-
able for further exploration and devel-
opment of energy resources from our
own country. As the gentleman may
have heard me say on the floor earlier
today, there is about 88 million acres
that we believe is currently available
for leasing that experts indicate are
prime opportunities for finding, drill-
ing, and producing energy for our coun-
try. We may well consider legislation
which will try to accelerate, particu-
larly in Alaska, where there is 23 mil-
lion acres in the National Petroleum
Reserve area designated and approved
by the Congress for drilling, where ap-
proximately 1 million acres of that has
been currently let for lease but there
are substantial millions of acres still
available. So we may well have legisla-
tion which will direct the administra-
tion to accelerate the leases for that
area and speed the development.

In addition, we may well include in
that legislation the Use It Or Lose It
bill, we had disagreements on whether
that was appropriate, which essentially
says to companies: Don’t inventory
large segments. If you are not going to
use it, let’s get it back and give it to
some who may well use it at this point
in time. Again, an opportunity to ac-
celerate the exploration and securing
of o0il within our control here in this
country.

In addition, that legislation I think
will include a requirement that any oil
petroleum products that are produced
as a result of this legislation or as a re-
sult of these leaseholds being extended,
that petroleum would need to be used
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