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things—and we talk about making it in 
America. If we’re really trying to sup-
port the domestic automakers, then 
you don’t raise the price of the car by 
$3,200. With each price increase, we 
eliminate somebody who would have 
bought a new car. As we eliminate the 
purchase of new cars, we also affect the 
long-range market for used cars. A new 
car eventually becomes a used car. 

We are eliminating personal trans-
portation in this country by upping the 
bar in a systematic way, and people 
aren’t noticing it. There should be an 
outrage among the hardworking Amer-
ican families of whom sometimes Dad 
works two jobs and Mom works a job— 
all to put food on the table, to educate 
their children, and to somehow get 
them from where they live to where 
they need to be, whether it be for their 
jobs or for education or for after-school 
activities. We are eliminating private 
transportation in this country by up-
ping the price and by making it impos-
sible for the average American to own 
his own car. 

Mr. CARTER. That’s shocking. 
I do remember that the car that my 

wife and I are driving right now cost 
more than our first three-bedroom, 
two-bath house that we purchased 
when our first two children were born. 
That’s kind of shocking as to how all 
that gamesmanship can drive that 
price up. 

I did have a person in the transpor-
tation business who was telling me— 
and I’m not going to disclose who it 
was—they do studies on selling tickets 
for the planes. It was the air industry. 
The ticket price is the price at which 
they know people will fly. They have 
done studies to determine, if they were 
to add $10, in some instances, to that 
price of the ticket that people will fly, 
you’d lose like 18 percent. Add $50, and 
you could lose half of your flying pub-
lic. That’s how much the margin is, 
and you have the same kind of deal in 
the automobile industry. 

Mr. KELLY. It’s all price point and 
it’s all affordability, and it comes down 
to: How much per month does it cost 
for the average, hardworking American 
family to keep private transportation? 

We are raising the price by $3,200 per 
car. We are eliminating 7 million peo-
ple from having the opportunity to own 
their own cars, their own transpor-
tation, which has been the hallmark of 
this country and which has driven this 
economy for many, many years. It has 
allowed the people to move out of the 
cities and into the suburbs because 
they had a way to get to work, and 
they didn’t have to rely on public 
transportation. 

In this country, what is very unique 
is that you can get up in the morning, 
and you can drive to wherever it is you 
want to go, and you can get there by 
yourself or with your friends; but 
that’s the uniqueness and that’s the 
greatness of America, and it has al-
ways been. It is the one thing that the 
rest of the world looks at. Private 
transportation is absolutely critical, 

and we are going to eliminate the abil-
ity for 7 million Americans to have 
that opportunity. 

Mr. CARTER. In reclaiming my time, 
there is an agenda that is being sold 
here. 

In testimony we had before the Ap-
propriations Subcommittee on Trans-
portation, which I happen to serve on, 
we talked to our former colleague 
about this administration’s vision of 
the world it wants us to live in. It 
wants us all to live in high-rise apart-
ments and to take public transpor-
tation. They will tell you straight out 
that’s the future of America—con-
centrate. There have been at least 
some in the administration who have 
said the days of the two-story home in 
the suburbs are over. 

I don’t know if America knows that. 
This is a perfect example of part of the 
plan to drive us out of the suburbs and 
into concentrated populations where 
the only solution is public transpor-
tation. Quite honestly, where I live, 
that’s not going to be very popular. 

Mr. KELLY. I agree with the gen-
tleman, and I will tell you that I join 
in your fight. This is not only a fight 
that we must fight; this is a battle we 
must win. 
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I will fight with you every step of the 
way. We cannot continue to take a free 
and self-governing people and tell them 
not only what foods they can eat, what 
houses they can live in, what light bulb 
they can use, or what car and truck 
they can drive. 

So I thank you for being a champion 
of the American people and the hard- 
working Americans that pay for every 
single thing that this government does. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank you, Rep-
resentative KELLY. I will be glad to 
have you in the fight. You are a man I 
stand back-to-back with. 

Mr. Speaker, we have been here talk-
ing about something that many of us 
realize is a shocking change of our 
world. It seems a small thing, but 54.5 
miles per gallon, everyone will tell you 
the kinds of cars we drive in Texas, 
which is pickup trucks, they can never 
get there. They can’t gear and torque 
to get to that number, 54.5. Therefore, 
unless you pull a scam that was being 
talked about, every electric car offsets 
the pickup trucks, we’re in trouble. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
STUTZMAN). Members are reminded to 
refrain from engaging in personalities 
toward the President. 

f 

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. WOODALL) is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I have 
got energy on my mind tonight too. 

It’s a wonder, or I should say it’s not a 
wonder, that everybody who comes to 
the floor of the House has this common 
theme, Mr. Speaker, that we have an 
economy that’s in trouble, we have a 
regulatory network that is going out of 
control. And we have energy needs in 
this country that feed, that feed the 
economic heart of this country, and 
we’re struggling to find that food. 

Mr. Speaker, I have here, you can’t 
see it, but it’s an editorial from The 
Washington Post. It’s January 19 of 
this year. Now, you know, Mr. Speaker, 
and as folks do who have a chance to 
read The Washington Post, it is one of 
the most liberal newspapers in this en-
tire Nation. Now there are a few, San 
Francisco Chronicle or others, that 
might able to compete, but one of the 
most liberal newspapers in this coun-
try. 

And they put an editorial in their 
newspaper speaking on behalf of the 
newspaper editorial board on January 
19, the day after President Obama an-
nounced his decision to block the Key-
stone pipeline, and this is what it said. 
It’s entitled, ‘‘A Kink in the Pipeline,’’ 
and the headline reads—you won’t be 
able to see this on the screen, Mr. 
Speaker—but it says, Approving the 
Keystone XL project should have been 
an easy call for the administration. Ap-
proving the Keystone XL project 
should have been an easy call for the 
administration. 

This is from one of the most liberal 
newspapers in the country, Mr. Speak-
er, saying why, Mr. President, why did 
you choose to stand in the way, and 
they’ve got some ideas. The Wash-
ington Post has some ideas about that. 
The editorial begins like this: On Tues-
day, President Obama’s jobs council re-
minded the Nation that it is hooked on 
fossil fuels and will be for a long time. 
The council said this—it’s going to re-
quire the United States to optimize all 
of its natural resources and for states 
to construct pathways, pipelines, 
transmission, and distribution to de-
liver electricity and fuel. 

But that’s what it’s going to take, 
Mr. Speaker, to get the economy back 
on track. It’s going to require that the 
United States optimize all of its nat-
ural resources. 

It added that the regulatory and per-
mitting obstacles that threaten the de-
velopment of some energy projects neg-
atively impact jobs and weaken our en-
ergy infrastructure. Mr. Speaker, you 
wonder why it is that I have to read 
this. You would say, ROB, that’s com-
mon sense. Don’t folks know that in 
the great State of Georgia? 

I would tell you, Mr. Speaker, they 
do know that in the great State of 
Georgia. Where they don’t know it is 
here in Washington, D.C., in this regu-
latory environment where if folks see a 
problem, they throw more rulemaking 
at it. The President’s jobs council sees 
a problem. It’s a problem—there’s not 
enough energy infrastructure. Is the 
United States not maximizing its en-
ergy production? 
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Here’s what the jobs council says, 

Mr. Speaker. It added, the regulatory 
permitting obstacles that could threat-
en the development of some energy 
projects, negatively impact jobs, and 
weaken our energy infrastructure need 
to be addressed immediately. And this 
is what The Washington Post says. Mr. 
Obama’s jobs council could have start-
ed out by calling, well, the Obama ad-
ministration to help in this effort. 

On Wednesday the State Department 
announced that it had recommended 
rejecting the application of the Trans-
Canada Corporation to build the pipe-
line, rejecting it. The President’s jobs 
council, Mr. Speaker, says we need to 
maximize every energy opportunity 
that we have. If we are to see our econ-
omy succeed, we must access every bit 
of energy that we can domestically. We 
must find transportation mechanisms 
for it, pipelines, transmission facili-
ties. And the White House says no, no. 

The editorial goes on. Environ-
mentalists have fought the Keystone 
pipeline furiously, and in November, 
the State Department tried to put off 
the politically dangerous issue until 
after next year’s election. 

Mr. Speaker, you came here for the 
same reason that I came here, and that 
is to take on the politically dangerous 
issues. We didn’t run for Congress so 
that we could dodge the tough ques-
tions. We came to Congress so we could 
speak out on the tough questions. We 
came to Congress because we represent 
folks back home who view these issues 
with the common sense that America 
always does. 

If you have an energy crisis, what do 
you need? You need more energy. Do 
you need energy efficiency? Of course. 
Do you need energy conservation? Of 
course. 

But we have resources, Mr. Speaker, 
in this country. We have been so 
blessed. God has blessed this Nation 
with energy resources, and we have to 
harvest them. 

The State Department wants to put 
the decision off because it’s politically 
dangerous. When do they want to put it 
off to, Mr. Speaker? Until after the 
next election. So it’s unconscionable. 
The Washington Post makes that point 
and goes on. 

Listen to the cynicism that’s here, 
Mr. Speaker. This is what it’s come to 
in Washington, D.C. The Washington 
Post says this: We almost hope this 
was a political call because on the sub-
stance there should be no question. The 
Washington Post says, we hope it was 
the President just playing politics, Mr. 
Speaker. We hope it was the President 
just playing to the radical, leftist wing 
of its party. We hope that it was be-
cause if he’s looking at the substance, 
if he’s looking at the same facts that 
we are, it should have been no ques-
tion, an easy call. 

Hear this, Mr. Speaker. Without the 
pipeline, Canada will still export its 
oil. And with the long-term transglobal 
market, it’s far too valuable to keep in 
the ground. But it would go to China, 
Mr. Speaker. 

You’re from a part of the world like 
I am, Mr. Speaker, where we care about 
the environment. We’re hunters, we’re 
fishermen, we’re farmers. No one plays 
outside more than you and I do, Mr. 
Speaker. No one works outside more 
than you and I do. 

We care about our communities, and 
you tell me which community is going 
to treat the world’s environment the 
best, Mr. Speaker. Is it going to be 
your community back home? Is it 
going to be my community back home? 
Or is it going to be the industrial ma-
chine that is mainland China? Mr. 
Speaker, we can either bring this oil 
from Canada to America and use it re-
sponsibly, or we can ship that oil from 
Canada to China, where it would surely 
go, so says the Washington Post. 

We go on: Environmentalists and Ne-
braska politicians say the route the 
TransCanada pipeline proposed might 
threaten the State’s ecologically sen-
sitive areas. And in consultation with 
Nebraskan officials, they decide to pro-
ceed, even though the government an-
nounces last year, concluded that the 
original path would have had limited 
adverse environmental impact. Hear 
that. Here it is, a private pipeline 
going to go through America, Mr. 
Speaker, going to try to feed America’s 
energy needs so we don’t have to im-
port oil from folks who hate us over-
seas. Folks said we have some concerns 
about the original pipeline path. The 
Federal Government does a study, they 
say we don’t see any problem. We see 
very limited environmental impact, 
but if it’s a concern to you, we’ll move 
it. Willing to move it. 

Environmentalists go on to argue 
that some of the fuel in U.S. refineries 
that produce China’s bitumin might be 
exported elsewhere. 

b 2110 

Don’t bring the oil to America, Mr. 
Speaker. Why? Because it might get re-
fined in American refineries by Amer-
ican companies, using American work-
ers, and we might sell that to another 
nation at a profit. For whom? For 
Americans. 

Don’t do it. Don’t do it, Mr. Speaker. 
In this tough economy, don’t you bring 
those products back to America. Don’t 
you bring them to American factories. 
Don’t you put American workers back 
to work. Why? Because we might ex-
port it to a foreign land to make a 
profit. 

Mr. Speaker, that’s what we need to 
be doing, and The Washington Post 
knows it to be true. 

Here’s how The Washington Post con-
cludes, Mr. Speaker: There are far fair-
er, far more rational ways to discour-
age oil use in America, the first of 
which is establishing higher gasoline 
taxes. Environmentalists should fight 
for policies that might actually do sub-
stantial good instead of tilting against 
Keystone XL, and President Obama 
should have the courage to say so. 

Those are not my words, Mr. Speak-
er. That comes from The Washington 

Post editorial board. President Obama 
should have the courage to say so. He 
should have the courage to stand up to 
the radical left. He should have the 
courage to stand up for American job 
creators. He should have the courage to 
stand up for American, North Amer-
ican, energy independence. 

The headline, Washington Post, Mr. 
Speaker: Approving the Keystone XL 
project should have been an easy call 
for the administration. The Wash-
ington Post, Mr. Speaker. We hope it 
was a political call because on the sub-
stance, there should have been no ques-
tion. And if you believe it happened for 
environmental reasons, Mr. Speaker, 
instead of political reasons, there are 
far fairer, far more rational ways to 
discourage oil use. President Obama 
should have had the courage to say so. 

We’re not done with this issue in the 
House, Mr. Speaker. You know, we’re 
going to continue to bring this issue 
back because we know where the Amer-
ican people stand on it. They stand for 
energy independence. They stand for 
American jobs. They stand for Amer-
ican manufacturing, and we can 
achieve those goals with that all-of- 
the-above energy policy that harnesses 
all of the God-given bounty that Amer-
ica has and puts it to work for the 
American worker. 

Mr. Speaker, let me go on to the 
President’s State of the Union address. 
He rejected the Keystone pipeline a 
week before the State of the Union. 
Here’s what he said in the State of the 
Union: It’s time to double down on a 
clean energy industry that never has 
been more promising. 

Mr. Speaker, we have an opportunity 
to do something today about rising en-
ergy costs. We have an opportunity to 
do something today with the Keystone 
pipeline. We can put 20,000 workers to 
work today. We can bring $70 million 
worth of oil into this country a day. 
We can do that with Keystone pipeline. 
The President says no, I’m canceling 
Keystone pipeline. I’m going to double 
down on clean energy because it’s 
never been more promising. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe in clean en-
ergy. I believe in clean energy. What I 
believe in even more, though, is energy 
independence, and we can’t get to en-
ergy independence with the clean en-
ergy resources that we have today. We 
have to use the resources that we have 
here in this country. And once we 
achieve energy independence, Mr. 
Speaker, the entire conversation in 
America will change. The entire con-
versation will change from how much 
to from where, and we can do the dou-
bling down on green energy. But the 
President wants to double down on 
green energy today. Why? Because it’s 
been his calculation in his 3 years in 
office, Mr. Speaker, that the environ-
ment has never been more promising. 

Let’s see. 
The President’s promising environ-

ment, Mr. Speaker: Solyndra, bank-
rupt. Loans guaranteed by the tax-
payer, $535 million; a half-billion dol-
lars, Mr. Speaker, sent out the door 
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through crony capitalism and this ad-
ministration. Down the drain, 
Solyndra, bankrupt. 

What about Ener1? Guaranteed loans 
by the taxpayer, $118 million. How’d 
that project work out? Bankrupt. 
That’s okay, Mr. Speaker. Maybe there 
are some successes. 

What about Beacon Power? No, $43 
million from taxpayers, Mr. Speaker. 
How’d that project work out? Bank-
rupt. 

President Obama says the environ-
ment has never been more promising. If 
he’s looking at the same financials you 
and I are looking at, Mr. Speaker, he 
sees bankrupt project after bankrupt 
project after bankrupt project. And 
we’re doing this why? We’re sending 
out government dollars, why? These 
taxpayer dollars, why, Mr. Speaker? A 
half-billion to Solyndra; $100 million to 
Ener1; $43 million to Beacon Power. 
We’re sending those out why? Because 
we have energy needs in this country 
that cannot be satisfied because the 
President has stopped the Keystone XL 
pipeline, which was going to be built 
with what? Half a billion dollars in 
government loans? No, with private 
sector initiatives, private sector initia-
tives, to bring fuel that we know that 
we can use today to refineries where we 
know we can process it, whether we use 
it here or whether we export it abroad. 

The President thinks there has never 
been a better time than now, Mr. 
Speaker, to double down on the green 
energy projects funded by the tax-
payer. 

We see here, Mr. Speaker, those have 
all been busts. And it’s not that we 
can’t do green energy, Mr. Speaker, it’s 
that we have to let the marketplace 
choose those things. Crony capitalism 
doesn’t work. Government picking win-
ners and losers doesn’t work. You know 
who picks winners and losers? The 
American consumer. You know who 
picks winners and losers well? The 
American marketplace, not the Amer-
ican government. We’ve got to take 
that power out of Washington, D.C., 
and return it to industry, and we will 
succeed. 

The President knows this in his 
heart. Listen to what he says, Mr. 
Speaker: ‘‘We have a supply of natural 
gas that can last America nearly 100 
years, and my administration will take 
every possible action to safely develop 
this energy. Experts believe this will 
support more than 600,000 jobs by the 
end of the decade.’’ 

Do you know when he said that, Mr. 
Speaker? That was in his State of the 
Union speech. That was right here. 
Right here from where we are tonight, 
Mr. Speaker. He spoke these words just 
a week ago. He knows we have a supply 
of natural gas that can fuel this coun-
try for 100 years, that will support 
600,000 new American jobs. 

Well, golly, I bet we’re going to go 
right after that today. We’re going to 
start right now. Why, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause it’s 84 trillion cubic feet of undis-
covered natural gas. Who has that? Is 

it Saudi Arabia? No, it’s America. Is it 
Iran or Iraq? No, it’s America. Is it 
Venezuela and Hugo Chavez? No, it’s 
America. We have 84 trillion cubic feet 
of undiscovered natural gas, 3.4 billion 
barrels of undiscovered natural gas liq-
uids. These are the fuels, Mr. Speaker, 
that will fuel the American economy 
for the next decade. 

The President knows it. The Presi-
dent says we can fuel 100 years of 
America; 600,000 jobs in America. We 
know where it is. Let’s talk about how 
we’re going to get it, Mr. Speaker. 

The good news about America, and I 
say this, Mr. Speaker, as I know you 
say to all of your constituents who are 
struggling: The good news about Amer-
ica is there is nothing wrong with 
America that we didn’t do to ourselves. 
There’s nothing. There is no worker 
who produces more than the American 
worker. There is no system of govern-
ment that’s more responsive to the 
people than ours. There is no engine of 
economic growth more powerful than 
the American entrepreneurial system. 
The President, though, knows that we 
have these resources. The question is, 
is he going to let Americans get them? 

Here’s where they are, off the coast: 
The Outer Continental Shelf: 2.28 tril-
lion cubic feet in Washington and Or-
egon; 3.5 trillion cubic feet in northern 
California; 2.49 in central California; 
7.76 in southern California. 

It continues here along the east 
coast. In my home State of Georgia, 
Mr. Speaker, 2.4 trillion off the coast. 
Here in the Mid-Atlantic, right off the 
coast of Washington, D.C., 19.36 trillion 
cubic feet. 

In the Gulf of Mexico, 16 trillion 
cubic feet. 

We know, Mr. Speaker, this is the as-
sessment of undiscovered but tech-
nically recoverable oil and gas re-
sources on the Nation’s Outer Conti-
nental Shelf. This comes from the Bu-
reau of Ocean Energy Management. We 
know where these resources are. 

And they’re not just there, Mr. 
Speaker. They are where Americans 
often turn for energy resources, in 
Alaska. In Alaska, 76 trillion cubic 
feet. Over in the Beaufort Sea, 27 tril-
lion cubic feet. All around the coast of 
Alaska, Mr. Speaker, you see oppor-
tunity after opportunity after oppor-
tunity. Again, not to send money to 
folks who hate us, not to send Amer-
ican dollars to overseas enemies be-
cause of the hook that they have in us 
because of our oil needs. 
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Mr. Speaker, we have the ability to 
meet these needs with American pro-
duction harvested by whom? American 
workers. Done through what? Amer-
ican companies. Whose dollars go 
where? To the American way of life. We 
can do those things. It’s a national se-
curity issue, and it’s an economic 
issue. The question is, Why aren’t we, 
Mr. Speaker? And that is a political 
issue. You saw it in The Washington 
Post. The Washington Post said we 

hope the decision to cancel the Key-
stone XL pipeline was just a political 
issue because of the facts, there’s no 
reason not to move forward. It must 
just be a political issue. Well, we saw 
that the President, in the State of the 
Union speech, said, I want to go after it 
all. I know that we’ve got 100 years of 
energy in natural gas. We can fuel 
600,000 American jobs. 

Well, what do the politicians say? 
Let’s look just here in Alaska. LISA 
MURKOWSKI said, Americans can ben-
efit from the tremendous resources in 
Alaska’s Outer Continental Shelf. She 
votes ‘‘yes.’’ Congressman DON YOUNG 
here in the House said that the OCS 
would provide 1.2 million new jobs. 
Why are we continuing to send our 
hard-earned money overseas? DON 
YOUNG votes ‘‘yes.’’ The other Senator 
from Alaska says, My message to the 
President is that as America’s energy 
storehouse, our State of Alaska can 
and should responsibly supply a signifi-
cant portion of our country’s energy 
needs. That’s three for three, Mr. 
Speaker. Every Federal elected official 
from the State of Alaska says we’ve 
got energy here, and we want to har-
vest energy here to help fuel America, 
to help fuel America. We’re in. We’re 
in. 

Mr. Speaker, do you know who’s not 
in? President Barack Obama. He said 
all the right things in the State of the 
Union speech, Mr. Speaker. As the 
words were coming out of his mouth, I 
thought, I’m with you, I’m with you, 
time after time thinking that’s the 
right thing to do. Now, sadly, I thought 
the same thing a year ago when so 
many of those same things were said. I 
said, I’m with you, it’s the right thing 
to do. 

We talked about abolishing corporate 
tax rates in this country so that we’ll 
be able to bring more American compa-
nies here so we can create more jobs. I 
said, I’m with you. I voted for a budget 
here in the House last year that would 
do just that. I introduced a bill here in 
the House, a Fair Tax, that would do 
just that; and I got no support at all, 
Mr. Speaker, from the White House— 
not on our budget, not on the Fair Tax, 
not on any corporate tax reform bill 
whatsoever. 

We had that Joint Select Committee 
at the end of the year, Mr. Speaker. 
They could have done anything—any-
thing—to reform our economy, to get 
our fiscal house in order and to put 
American job creation back on track. 
They could have done anything. It was 
guaranteed to come to the floor of the 
House for a vote, and they produced 
nothing at all. And the President sup-
ported that effort not at all. 

Here we are on the Outer Continental 
Shelf, 1.76 billion acres, Mr. Speaker, 
1.76 billion acres—38 million open for 
exploration, 97 percent off limits. Do I 
need to go back, Mr. Speaker, to what 
the President said? We have a supply of 
natural gas that can last America 
nearly 100 years. My administration 
will take every possible action to safe-
ly develop this energy. Experts believe, 
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he says, this will support more than 
600,000 American jobs by the end of the 
decade—97 percent off limits. 

Now, good news, Mr. Speaker. The 
Department of the Interior controls so 
many of these resources. They put out 
a 5-year plan. They talk about when it 
is we’re going to be able to open up 
these areas. I’ll just take you back to 
Alaska, Mr. Speaker, Alaska where so 
much of America’s energy production 
comes from. Right here in the Beaufort 
Sea, 27.64 trillion cubic feet of natural 
gas. The Department of the Interior 
under the Obama administration, Mr. 
Speaker, said we’re going to let you 
start leasing up there in 2015—2015. 

I looked at my watch before I came 
down here, Mr. Speaker. It’s 2012 and 
just barely into that—2012. You heard 
in the State of the Union speech: we 
have a supply of natural gas that can 
last America 100 years, and my admin-
istration will take every possible ac-
tion to safely develop this energy be-
cause it can provide 600,000 American 
jobs. We know where the energy is, Mr. 
Speaker. The President’s agency in 
charge says, just wait another 3 years, 
we’ll let you in. Right here in this 
Chamber, Mr. Speaker, the President 
said he would do everything—every-
thing—in his power. I’m asking you, 
Mr. Speaker, has he done anything? 
Has he done anything? 

There is nothing wrong with America 
that we didn’t do to ourselves. God 
blessed us with these resources. It’s 
man’s law that won’t let us get them 
out of the ground. Our friends in Can-
ada, Mr. Speaker, want to open up a 
pipeline to bring hundreds of thousands 
of gallons of oil into America every 
day, the market price of which is $70 
million a day. Mr. Speaker, we’re using 
the oil anyway in our cars, our fac-
tories, plastics—all of our products. 
We’re already using the oil. The ques-
tion is where do we get it? And today 
we send that same $70 million to Iraq, 
to Venezuela, and to Oman. 

Mr. Speaker, we could have energy 
independence in this Nation if we ap-
plied ourselves to it, and it would 
change our foreign policy forever. If 
not in this Nation, Mr. Speaker, we 
could have energy independence on this 
continent. Our friends in Mexico, our 
friends in Canada, and we could collec-
tively have energy independence. Why 
don’t we? Why don’t we, Mr. Speaker? 
And the answer is, as The Washington 
Post said, because in terms of leader-
ship in this Nation, we lack the cour-
age. 

I just want to make that clear, Mr. 
Speaker. Let’s go back to an issue 
that’s going to come up over and over 
and over again until the President gets 
it right. It’s the Keystone pipeline. 
When I say we lack the courage, Mr. 
Speaker, you and I both voted to move 
this Keystone project along. The AFL– 
CIO has endorsed moving this project 
along. It’s not a Republican-Demo-
cratic issue, Mr. Speaker. It is an 
American jobs versus radical leftist 
agenda issue. The Washington Post, 

the most liberal newspaper in the area, 
one of the most liberal in the country, 
Mr. Speaker, said on its face there is 
no question that approving the Key-
stone XL project should have been an 
easy call for the administration. The 
courage that we’re asking for from the 
President, Mr. Speaker, is to stand up 
to the most radical, most leftist, and 
most anti-jobs segment of his party. 
That’s the ask. 

When The Washington Post here says 
President Obama should have had the 
courage to say so, they weren’t saying, 
shake up the apple cart, Mr. Speaker. 
They weren’t saying, take some dan-
gerous untrodden path through the 
woods. They were saying, approve the 
project that on its face there could be 
no question about. Approve the project 
that our friends in Canada have al-
ready endorsed; approve the project 
that brings North American oil to 
America instead of shipping it to 
China; approve the project that saves 
$70 million a day keeping it in North 
America instead of shipping it to the 
Middle East; approve the project that 
will improve 20,000 jobs today and more 
going forward; approve the project, as 
the President said, through our natural 
gas resources and through our oil re-
sources that could support 600,000 new 
jobs by the end of the decade. 

Who is the beneficiary, Mr. Speaker? 
You have the same town hall meetings 
I do. Who is the beneficiary of lower 
fuel prices? 
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Is it ExxonMobil? No. Is it the big 
plastics plant? Well, I’m sure they’ll do 
better, but that’s not who it is. The big 
beneficiary, Mr. Speaker, of lower oil 
prices are American families. The big 
beneficiary, when American energy 
prices drop, are American workers. The 
big beneficiary, when we make these 
easy decisions to look to America’s en-
ergy resources first, the beneficiary is 
the American economy. Should have 
been an easy call, Mr. Speaker. Should 
have been an easy call. I know you be-
lieve that. I believe that. The Wash-
ington Post believes that. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know how we’ll 
find that true voice in the President’s 
State of the Union speech. You know, 
there’s so much double-speak in this 
town. It’s sometimes tough to know 
what folks are actually saying. Rather 
than guess at what folks are actually 
saying, I blew it up in big words and 
put it right here because I wanted to be 
able to see it; I wanted to be able to re-
member it. Here’s what the President 
says: ‘‘We have a supply of natural gas 
that can last America nearly 100 years. 
And my administration will take every 
possible action to safely develop this 
energy because experts believe this will 
support more than 600,000 jobs by the 
end of the decade.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it’s up to you and me. 
We have to hold the President account-
able for these words. You cannot say 
these words when you’re speaking to 
the American people in the State of the 

Union. You cannot say these words 
when you speak to the House and Sen-
ate here in joint session in the State of 
the Union. You cannot say these words 
while canceling the largest opportunity 
we have for energy independence in 
this country. You cannot say these 
words when you’re actually focusing 
your energy, your efforts, taxpayer 
money on these projects that we’ve 
proven time and time again don’t 
work. You cannot say these words, Mr. 
Speaker, when you know we have 1.76 
billion acres that we could explore, but 
only 38 million are open for explo-
ration, meaning 97 percent are off lim-
its. 

Mr. Speaker, this debate does not end 
tonight. This debate begins tonight. 
You, me, and the American people, we 
can make a difference; and we owe it to 
the American people to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the 
time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for February 1 and 2 on 
account of a death in the family. 

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A concurrent resolution of the Sen-
ate of the following title was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and, under 
the rule, referred as follows: 

S. Con. Res. 34. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress in honor of 
the life and legacy of Václav Havel; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

f 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reports that on January 26, 2012 she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bill. 

H.R. 3237. To amend the SOAR Act by 
clarifying the scope of coverage of the Act. 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reports that on January 30, 2012 she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills. 

H.R. 3800. To amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to extend the funding and ex-
penditure authority of the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to extend authorizations for the 
airport improvement program, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 3801. To amend the Tariff Act of 1930 
to clarify the definition of aircraft and the 
offenses penalized under the aviation smug-
gling provisions under that Act, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 32 minutes 
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