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The House met at 10 a.m.

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

The love of the Lord is perfect; it
gives life to the soul. The word of the
Lord can be trusted; it gives wisdom to
all. The command of the Lord is clear;
it gives light to the eye.

Those who love their neighbors fulfill
the law, for the whole law is summed
up in the command to love. So the
command of the Lord is clear. Let us
embrace it with our whole heart both
now and forever. Amen.

————————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. BOSWELL) come forward
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al-
legiance.

Mr. BOSWELL led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Speaker’s policy
with regard to special order speeches
announced on February 11, 1994, as
clarified and reiterated by subsequent
Speakers, will continue to apply in the
110th Congress and, without objection,
will be printed in the RECORD.

There was no objection.

On Tuesdays, following legislative busi-
ness, the Chair may recognize Members for
special-order speeches that may not extend
beyond midnight. On other days of the week,

the Chair may recognize Members for spe-
cial-order speeches for up to 4 hours after the
conclusion of 5-minute special-order speech-
es. Such speeches may not extend beyond the
4-hour limit without the permission of the
Chair, which may be granted only with ad-
vance consultation between the leaderships
and notification to the House. However, the
Chair will not recognize for any special-order
speeches beyond midnight.

The Chair will first recognize Members for
5-minute special-order speeches, alternating
initially and subsequently between the par-
ties regardless of the date the order was
granted by the House. The Chair will then
recognize Members for longer special-order
speeches. A Member recognized for a 5-
minute special-order speech may not be rec-
ognized for a longer special-order speech.
The 4-hour limitation will be divided be-
tween the majority and minority parties.
Each party is entitled to reserve its first
hour for respective leaderships or their des-
ignees. Recognition for periods longer than 5
minutes also will alternate initially and sub-
sequently between the parties each day.

The allocation of time within each party’s
2-hour period (or shorter period if prorated
to end by midnight) will be determined by a
list submitted to the Chair by the respective
leaderships. Members may not sign up with
their leadership for any special-order speech-
es earlier than 1 week prior to the special
order. Additional guidelines may be estab-
lished for such sign-ups by the respective
leaderships.

Pursuant to clause 2(a) of rule V, the tele-
vision cameras will not pan the Chamber,
but a ‘‘crawl” indicating the conduct of
morning-hour debate or that the House has
completed its legislative business and is pro-
ceeding with special-order speeches will ap-
pear on the screen. The Chair may announce
other adaptations during this period.

The continuation of this format for rec-
ognition by the Speaker is without prejudice
to the Speaker’s ultimate power of recogni-
tion under clause 2 of rule XVII should cir-
cumstances warrant.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to five 1-minute speeches on
each side.

OPPOSITION TO INCREASING U.S.
TROOP LEVELS IN IRAQ

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

Mr. BOSWELL. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in strong opposition to in-
creasing U.S. troop strength in Iraq. As
one Member of Congress who voted in
support of the Iraq resolution in 2002, I
recognize the pretext for going to war
was based on faulty, misleading intel-
ligence. I can not reverse that vote, but
I can no longer acquiesce to a failed
and tragic military exercise in Iraq.

Two months ago, Generals Casey and
Abizaid stated they did not support in-
creasing U.S. troop levels in Iraq. Last
month, President Bush maintained
that military policy with regard to
Iraq would be determined by our mili-
tary leaders. However, last week Presi-
dent Bush ignored his top military ad-
visors and called for a 20,000-plus in-
crease in U.S. troops to Iraq.

I, along with others, have been press-
ing the administration to level with
the American people on the status of
the American security forces being
trained and ready to defend their na-
tion. If Iraqis are trained and ready as
we are told, we should begin a planned
phased withdrawal of U.S. forces; if
not, the administration should tell us
when they will be trained and ready.

Sending more troops to Iraq does
nothing to enhance the Iraqis’ train-
ing; it only places more U.S. forces
into harm’s way to become additional
targets for the insurgency. This failed
policy must be stopped.

We can support our troops in the
field and oppose the escalation of U.S.
forces. I urge all my colleagues to work
in opposition to the President’s in-
crease in U.S. forces.
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OPPOSITION TO DEMOCRATS’
PROPOSED ENERGY BILL

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to call attention to the Demo-
crats’ proposed energy bill that would
only hurt hardworking Americans
through raising taxes, forcing the cost
of gas and home heating oil to in-
crease, and inflicting massive job
losses as a result.

In the 109th Congress, I distinctly re-
member the Democrats continually
saying that the Republicans were
outsourcing jobs. With increased taxes,
many hardworking Americans in the
o0il industry will lose their jobs to over-
seas corporations, not only hurting the
American worker, but also increasing
our Nation’s dependence on foreign oil.

We have not built a refinery in Amer-
ica since 1976, which further has added
to our dependence on foreign oil by giv-
ing the Organization of Petroleum Ex-
porting Countries, OPEC, massive con-
trol over us.

Madam Speaker, if we want true en-
ergy reform, we must begin to build re-
fineries, allow for responsible explo-
ration of energy within our own bor-
ders, and invest in energy alternatives.

Raising taxes, causing job losses and
increasing fuel costs are not the an-
swer. If we fail to act in a responsible
manner, we are continuing to allow
ourselves to be at the mercy of OPEC
and the nations that control it.

———————

ELECTION OF MINORITY MEMBERS
TO CERTAIN STANDING COMMIT-
TEES OF THE HOUSE

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Republican Conference, I
offer a privileged resolution (H. Res. 74)
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 74

Resolved, That the following named mem-
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Mr.
Bonner, Mr. Garrett of New Jersey, Mr. Bar-
rett of South Carolina, Mr. McCotter, Mr.
Mario Diaz-Balart of Florida, Mr.
Hensarling, Mr. Daniel E. Lungren of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Simpson, Mr. McHenry, Mr.
Mack, Mr. Conaway, Mr. Campbell of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Tiberi, Mr. Porter, Mr. Alex-
ander, and Mr. Smith of Nebraska.

(2) COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS.—Mr.
Manzullo, to rank after Mr. Rohrabacher.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

THE HILL OF OPPOSITION

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. KUCINICH. My colleagues, a few
years ago I was doing some climbing of
hills and mountains in Colorado, and
when I had started my journey I looked
up into the hills and it looked like it
would take a few hours to climb to a
hill. I started my climb and I finally
got there, it took about a half a day.
And when I got to the top of this hill,
when I was first starting I thought I
would just get there and I am right at
the top, I am at my destination; but as
I got to that top of that hill, I saw
there was another hill, and I had to
climb another half day.

This Congress is about to climb a
hill, and that hill is opposition to the
escalation. But when we climb that
hill, we are only going to be halfway
there because the top of the hill we’ve
got to reach, that second hill, is called
‘“‘ending the occupation.” Stopping the
escalation is only half the journey
here, we have to end the occupation.

Similarly, people say, well, now they
oppose the war. Well, opposing the war,
well, that is halfway up that hill. Take
that journey. But going all the way up
the hill you are going to have to say,
stop the funding for the war. The
Kucinich plan enables us not only to
stop the funding for the war, but to se-
cure Iraq and create a whole new
America and world.

———

“FOREIGN CRIMINALS ARE FREE”
IN THE CITY BY THE BAY?

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. When foreigners commit
crimes, serve their time, they should
be sent back to their native land; but
some jurisdictions ignore this com-
monsense idea and foreigners are not
deported. In fact, an audit ordered by
this Congress showed that foreign citi-
zens get arrested, go to jail, and on an
average—get this—six more times they
are arrested after they are released
from American jails and not deported.
That’s right, foreigners commit a
crime, go to jail, then cities let them
hang around to commit more crime in
the “Land of the Free.”

The Federal Government has even
dumped taxpayer dollars into jurisdic-
tions to help the cost of jailing these
foreign criminals. Some jurisdictions
take the money but don’t help with
sending these outlaws back home. San
Francisco took $1 million, but, folks, it
is a “City of Refuge’’; in other words,
give us your tired, your poor foreign
criminals who steal and rob that are
yvearning to be free, and we will let
them stay in the City by the Bay.

Foreigners who commit crime should
go to jail and then be sent back across
the seas where they belong.

And that’s just the way it is.

——
SECURITY BREACH

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)
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Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to draw the at-
tention of my colleagues to a large-
scale data breach that was announced
just yesterday. A hacker was able to
gain access to the database maintained
by T.J. Maxx and others, and was able
to obtain payment card information
stored in the database. Millions of
cardholders’ records are now poten-
tially compromised, all affecting all
major payment card brands.

Mr. Speaker, the situation is under
investigation and we do not know all
the facts yet, but we do know that this
is not the only example, it is only the
latest in a long series of breaches. The
largest so far was CSSI, and this af-
fected over 40 million cardholders in
America. This breach that happened
yesterday, or was announced yester-
day, may even be larger.

How many more breaches like this
will the public tolerate before Congress
acts to adopt national data security
rules?

CONTRACT WITH AMERICA VS. 100
HOURS AGENDA

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, another
day, another closed rule governing con-
sideration of legislation in the people’s
House. The other side likes to high-
light the bipartisan support for their
so-called 100 hours agenda. But almost
215 weeks into it, Republicans have yet
to be allowed a single amendment on
this floor. No committee hearings, no
amendments, no alternatives.

Mr. Speaker, it doesn’t have to be
this way. In 1995, the process under the
new Republican majority was far more
open. Just look at the numbers. The
Contract with America was comprised
of 24 bills. Only three of those bills
were considered under a closed rule.
Democrats were allowed to offer 154
amendments to the Contract with
America legislation and 48 of those
amendments passed.

Mr. Speaker, the people’s House
should be a place where all the people
have a voice, opportunity to offer
amendments, alternatives, and let the
best idea win. Under Democratic rule,
that is not the case.

————

BRINGING SENSE TO THE ENERGY
DEBATE, BRINGING JOBS HOME

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

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker
and ladies and gentlemen, I would like
to talk about the commonsense energy
debate that we are going to have today
in regard to the bill that we are pro-
posing. Being from the Midwest and
from Ohio, I truly believe that our en-
ergy costs in Ohio are one of our most
significant problems with why we
haven’t been able to do as much busi-
ness development as we would like to.
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We have the opportunity right now in-
stead of paying royalties to the compa-
nies that are providing us with our en-
ergy, we can now invest in alternatives
ways of finding resources to be able to
provide the energy for our people and
to stimulate the business growth, espe-
cially in Ohio and hopefully in America
as well.

It is important to realize that we
have the opportunities to burn ethanol.
I am excited about the fact that cer-
tainly in my area we have an abun-
dance of coal, and with clean coal tech-
nology we can create more energy. We
have the opportunity now, Mr. Speak-
er, to look at coal-to-liquid fuel as an
alternative to lessen our dependency
on foreign oil. I truly believe that this
is a move in the right direction, Mr.
Speaker, and something that will help.
I am looking forward to resolving the
energy problems of our country.
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PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing my right to object, could the
Speaker tell me why we are limiting 1-
minutes to five per side, yet we are get-
ting out today in the middle of the day
at 2 o’clock?

Mr. Speaker, I will accept that for an
answer. I just wanted to ask the ques-
tion and make sure that we understood
that we are.

————

NO REASON TO CELEBRATE

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

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
today the majority party will increase
taxes on American oil companies and,
hence, on all Americans. And they will
increase our dependence on foreign oil.
This will complete the sixth item of
the majority party’s initial agenda.
This is the sixth time, but certainly
not the last time, that Democrats will
put forth a policy that fills a sound
bite, but not sound policy. And accord-
ing to a Democrat clock that stops and
starts when it is politically convenient,
they will be completed within 100
hours.

While those from across the aisle will
pat themselves on the back, this is no
cause for celebration. Adopting legisla-
tion without allowing consideration by
any committee, or even a single
amendment, is not a reason to cele-
brate. Applying the rules of the House
only when they serve your purpose are
no rules at all. And a blatant disregard
to follow through on promises made in
November shatters the trust of the
American people and is no reason to
celebrate.

This is the people’s House. It thrives
when ideas are wrestled with and chal-
lenged. The best ideas and solutions
then rise to the top.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
are watching. Doing anything less is no
reason to celebrate.
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A NEW DIRECTION

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker,
today we are going to discuss energy
and a new direction.

The Speaker has set a vision to get
us off our oil addiction. And in order to
do that, we have got to find some
money to begin to develop alternative
energy sources.

Now, the newspapers today are filled
with stories about why we are still in
Iraq. We are trying to get a law passed
over there that puts in production
sharing agreements with the big oil
companies of this country. We are try-
ing to get a hold of the Iraqis’ oil. We
want to take 70 percent of the profits
at the beginning.

Now, no Iraqi who has any nation-
alist feelings is going to sign that, and
that is why we are still there 4 years
later. We are till trying to get a hold of
their oil and control it.

This country has to take the begin-
ning step today, with H.R. 6, to get us
off this oil addiction. Alternative en-
ergy, whether you are talking solar or
wind or biomass or bio diesel, all these
are ways that Americans can use for
energy and we don’t have to live off the
rest of the world. We get 3 percent of
our oil from the United States. All the
rest comes from outside. We are totally
dependent on it.

COUNTY PAYMENT

(Mr. WALDEN of Oregon asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, this Congress and the last have
failed to keep the Federal Govern-
ment’s commitment to the people who
live near our national forests. This
breach of faith means 100 hardworking
county employees in Jackson County,
Oregon, will lose their jobs in June.
That is 10 percent of the county’s
workforce.

Within 3 months, Jackson County
will close all 15 county libraries and
slash their road budget.

Remember the heart wrenching
search for the Kim family lost in the
national forest in southern Oregon?
Jackson County used their equipment
to help in that search, equipment and
personnel paid for by the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act. As Jackson County
Commissioner C.W. Smith said: ‘“‘Loss
of this program is a national domestic
funding crisis.”

I call on the Democratic leadership
to put H.R. 17 on your 100-hour legisla-
tive agenda. Keep faith with rural
schools and counties. Keep the word of
the Federal Government to timbered
communities.
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ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
resolution (H. Res. 73) and I ask unani-
mous consent for its immediate consid-
eration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 73

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Ms.
DeLauro, Mr. Edwards, Mrs. Capps, Mr. Coo-
per, Mr. Allen, Ms. Schwartz of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. Kaptur, Mr. Becerra, Mr. Doggett,
Mr. Blumenauer, Mr. Berry, Mr. Boyd of
Florida, Mr. McGovern, Ms. Sutton, Mr. An-
drews, Mr. Scott of Virginia, Mr. Etheridge,
Ms. Hooley, Mr. Baird, Mr. Moore of Kansas,
Mr. Bishop of New York.

Mr. PALLONE (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAPUANO). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New Jer-
sey?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the initial request of the
gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
CLEAN ENERGY ACT OF 2007

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 66 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 66

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 6) to reduce our Na-
tion’s dependency on foreign oil by investing
in clean, renewable, and alternative energy
resources, promoting new emerging energy
technologies, developing greater efficiency,
and creating a Strategic Energy Efficiency
and Renewables Reserve to invest in alter-
native energy, and for other purposes. All
points of order against the bill and against
its consideration are waived except those
arising under clauses 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The
bill shall be considered as read. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) three hours of debate,
with 60 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Ways and
Means, 60 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, 30 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Agri-
culture, and 30 minutes equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Science
and Technology; and (2) one motion to re-
commit.

SEC. 2. During consideration of H.R. 6 pur-
suant to this resolution, notwithstanding the
operation of the previous question, the Chair
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may postpone further consideration of the
bill to a time designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, for
the purposes of debate only, I yield my
friend from Florida (Mr. DIAZ-BALART)
30 minutes, pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 66 is a closed
rule that allows the House to consider
the final piece of the first-100-hours
agenda. This rule, as has been men-
tioned, provides 3 hours of debate in
the House, with 60 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman
and the ranking minority member of
the Committee on Ways and Means, 60
minutes equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Natural
Resources, 30 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the Committee on
Agriculture, and 30 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman
and ranking minority member on the
Committee on Science and Technology.

Mr. Speaker, I expect that we will
hear a great deal from my friends on
the other side of the aisle about proc-
ess, and they will be upset that this is
a closed rule.

Mr. Speaker, Democrats campaigned
on changing the culture in Washington.
We campaigned on ending the culture
of corruption and on draining the
swamp, and we have done that. We
campaigned most importantly, Mr.
Speaker, on doing what is right for
hardworking American families whose
priorities and whose concerns have
been ignored for the last 12 years.

Over the last 100 hours, Mr. Speaker,
the House has voted to clean up the
ethical mess in Congress, to strengthen
homeland security, to combat the Fed-
eral deficit by instituting pay-as-you-
go rules, to invest in lifesaving stem
cell research, to make college more af-
fordable by lowering the interest rates
on student loans, to reduce prescrip-
tion drug prices for seniors by allowing
the government to negotiate lower pre-
scription drug prices, and to increase
the minimum wage for millions of
hardworking and underpaid workers in
America.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to
note that each of these initiatives not
only has passed the House of Rep-
resentatives, but has enjoyed strong bi-
partisan support.

And in a difference in approach to
legislation compared to the Republican
majority in the past, who used to sub-
scribe to the rule that they would only
bring measures to the floor if a major-
ity of the majority on their side sup-
ported it, I am happy to report that
yesterday’s vote on making college tui-
tion more affordable for our young peo-
ple not only enjoyed a majority of the
majority in terms of support, but a ma-
jority of the minority actually voted in
support, and that is refreshing.
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Mr. Speaker, we made a promise to
the American people that we would
achieve these goals quickly, and that is
what we have done. And in order to
keep that promise to the voters, we
have utilized an expedited process.

With the passage of this rule, the
House will consider H.R. 6, the CLEAN
Energy Act of 2007. As an original co-
sponsor of this legislation, I am proud
to stand here in support of this initia-
tive.

The voters sent us a message in No-
vember. They called us to account for
bill after bill of kickbacks to special
interests like Big Oil. We were not sent
here to allow huge corporations to con-
tinue to reap the benefits of tax breaks
while gouging their customers at the
gas pump. I commend Speaker PELOSI
and Majority Leader HOYER for holding
true to their commitments and listen-
ing to the American people by bringing
this legislation to the floor for a vote.

The distinguished chairmen of the
Committees on Ways and Means, Mr.
RANGEL, and Natural Resources, Mr.
RAHALL, crafted this legislation to bal-
ance fiscal responsibility with our Na-
tion’s growing energy needs.

At long last, Mr. Speaker, Congress
is putting its money where its mouth is
and increasing our investment in re-
newable energy. We are not just talk-
ing the talk; we are walking the walk.
We promised no quick fixes. It took
years of failed legislative policy to dig
us into this hole. But the bill before us
today will set us on the path toward
energy independence.

For years, experts have warned of an
impending energy crisis. They pointed
to the Nation’s increasing oil and gas
consumption and called attention to
our limited supply of these natural re-
sources. Unfortunately, Congress and
the Bush administration failed to heed
these warnings. In fact, under the Re-
publican-controlled Congress, Federal
investment in alternative energy
sources actually decreased over the
past decade. And at the same time, the
administration prescribed more of the
same, giveaways to the oil and gas in-
dustries.

During the 109th Congress, President
Bush heralded the Republican Energy
Policy Act of 2005 as a necessary ap-
proach to the Nation’s energy crisis. In
all, it provided $8.1 billion, let me re-
peat that, $8.1 billion in tax incentives
for the entire energy industry. And de-
spite their record profits, oil and gas
companies took 93 percent of these tax
breaks, $7.5 billion.

Now, I suppose that that shouldn’t be
a surprise to many people here, given
the fact that in the 2006 elections the
oil companies gave $17.5 million to can-
didates running for Congress. $14.5 mil-
lion of that money went to Repub-
licans.

Mr. Speaker, all that money going to
the oil industry did not leave very
much money for alternative and renew-
able energy supplies. So, Mr. Speaker,
when that energy bill was debated,
many of us on this side of the aisle
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voiced concerns that the bill would do
nothing to ease the price of gas at the
pump or decrease our dependence on
foreign o0il or provide significant in-
vestment in renewable sources of en-
ergy.

I should say, Mr. Speaker, there is
study after study after study, news ar-
ticle after news article after news arti-
cle which support our concerns, unfor-
tunately.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6 is a critical step
in the right direction. It closes the tax
loophole for oil companies which pro-
vided Conoco Phillips $106 million in
2005, even as that company enjoyed
profits totaling $13.5 billion. It rolls
back tax breaks for geological studies
for oil exploration and repeals five roy-
alty relief provisions from the 2005 en-
ergy bill.
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Finally, Mr. Speaker, and I think
most importantly, for a lot of us who
believe that we need to do more to
achieve energy independence, it rein-
vests those funds into clean, renewable
energy and energy efficiency. Cer-
tainly, there are no easy solutions to
remedy our energy crisis.

But we know one thing for certain, if
we fail to pass this bill and make the
necessary changes and investments
now, our dependency on foreign oil will
continue to worsen. The time to is
now. For those who want the same old,
same old, who are married to the sta-
tus quo, vote the rule down. But for
those who are tired of being dictated to
by big oil companies, for those who be-
lieve that we should reinvest in renew-
able energy, for those who believe that
citizens matter more than campaign
contributions, vote ‘‘yes’ on this rule.

Chairman RAHALL said in his testi-
mony before the Rules Committee 2
days ago that what we are considering
today is just the first step. We have
much more that we need to do. I look
forward to working with him and other
Members of this Congress and moving
this country forward.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the leader-
ship, Mr. RANGEL and Mr. RAHALL, for
their work. I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting the rule and sup-
porting the supporting bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, at this time I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts for the time.

Fairness, openness, sunshine, trans-
parency, bipartisanship, those are just
some of the words that the new major-
ity used to describe the way they were
going to run the 110th Congress. But
today, as we begin debate on the sixth
bill of the Democrats’ ‘100 Hours for 6’
or 100 hours agenda, we have seen all

too clearly, Mr. Speaker, the truth
about those promises.
They have been, at best, hollow

promises.
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On Tuesday of this week, the Com-
mittee on Rules met to take testimony
and report a rule on the legislation
that has been brought to the floor
today. Before any testimony was even
taken, the distinguished chairwoman
of the committee announced that the
committee’s majority would report out
a closed rule.

After the chairwoman’s declaration,
there really was not any need for testi-
mony or debate on any amendments.
The Rules Committee had been closed
for business. The majority had already
made up its mind to block amendments
despite any merits of all possible
amendments that could be brought be-
fore the committee.

Mr. Speaker, it is difficult to see how
you can claim an open and transparent
process when you block all amend-
ments before they are even brought be-
fore the committee.

During consideration of the bills that
comprised the Contract with America
in 1995, we Republicans allowed consid-
eration of 154 Democrat amendments;
48 Democrat amendments eventually
passed the House and were included in
the Contract with America bills that
passed the House of Representatives.

But that is not what we see hap-
pening today, Mr. Speaker. Today as
we consider the last of the new major-
ity’s 100 hour agenda, we have not had
the chance to debate one amendment,
not even one.

From either party, they have been
consistent, they close out their Mem-
bers as well. They promised openness,
they promised transparency. Some
openness, some transparency.

According to the majority leader’s
office, Mr. Speaker, we have over 65
hours left in the so-called 100 hours for
2006. The reality is that we have more
than enough time, more than enough
time to debate some thoughtful amend-
ments. What does the majority plan to
do with the rest of their 100 hours? Are
we to expect more closed rules?

The 100 hours for 2006 campaign
means that six people make all the de-
cisions, apparently. I would imagine it
is the Speaker, the majority leader, the
whip, the caucus chairman and two
others, six for 06 and six for ’07 and six
for ’08, but then the American people
get to speak again.

Now, Democrats claim that Congress
already debated the bills last year, the
bills that are being brought forth to
the floor. While it is true that some
provisions have come before the Con-
gress in other legislation in previous
Congresses, provisions that may be in
legislation brought before us under
these closed rules that shut out all the
amendments, there are many aspects of
the bills, including the bill today, that
have never seen the light of day. Even
more important is that our 54 new col-
leagues, they were not here for any of
our previous debates. Four committees
of jurisdiction have jurisdiction over
the bill that the majority brings to the
floor at this time, Ways and Means, Re-
sources, Budget and Rules. Yet the ma-
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jority did not allow any of those com-
mittees of jurisdiction to hold any
hearings or debate the bill.

I am honored to serve as the ranking
member on the Rules Subcommittee on
Legislative and Budget Process, which
has jurisdiction over parts of this un-
derlying consideration. The sub-
committee has never held a hearing on
the bill. The majority decided it was
better if the bill never saw the light of
day in any committee process.

I think it is important to recall why
we have committees, why we have a
committee process. The committee
process allows Members to understand
the merits and implications of bills and
to vet, refine and amend legislation.
Completely shutting out committees of
jurisdiction is certainly not healthy for
the democratic process.

This year we have already seen what
happens when you bypass the com-
mittee process and blindly bring legis-
lation to the floor. We get outcomes,
such as the one in the minimum wage
bill that ends up exempting companies
from paying the minimum wage in
American Samoa. If it had gone
through the committee process, at
least we would have known about that
aspect of the bill. If we had held hear-
ings on the underlying bill before us
today, we would learn some of the con-
sequences of this bill.

For example, some bill would cut
back on incentives for domestic pro-
duction of oil and gas. Those incentives
are aimed, and the existing incentives,
are aimed at reducing U.S. dependence
on foreign oil by encouraging domestic
exploration and production of oil and
natural gas. Removal of those incen-
tives will drive up the cost, obviously,
for those who search for oil and gas and
thus increase our dependence on for-
eign suppliers, such as Venezuela and
Nigeria. Those countries, I would main-
tain, are not reliable sources. In the
case of Venezuela, its government is
clearly anti-American. Do we really
want to rely on those countries? Ap-
parently the majority today is saying
yes.

Republicans are committed to in-
creasing clean energy supplies and in-
creasing our domestic energy sources.
Since 2001, we have seen the invest-
ment of nearly $12 billion to develop
cleaner, cheaper and more reliable do-
mestic energy sources. This includes
the development of biofuels such as
cellulosic ethanol, advanced hybrid and
plug-in, hybrid electric vehicle tech-
nologies, hydrogen fuel cell tech-
nologies, wind and solar energy, clean
coal and advanced nuclear tech-
nologies.

You know, we hear my friend from
Massachusetts talking about the fact
that some tax breaks or unfair tax
breaks were given to the oil and gas
companies. It is interesting, because I
was seeing a report from the Congres-
sional Research Service that talks
about despite the fact that there has
been a lot of talk and there continues
to be a lot of talk over the tax breaks
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given to big oil in the energy bill that
we passed in 2005, in reality, that en-
ergy bill substantially raised taxes on
the oil and gas industry $300 million.
There was a $300 million tax increase,
according to the Congressional Re-
search Service, while at the same time,
giving more than almost $9 billion in
tax incentives for alternative clean and
renewable energy resources.

The bottom line, Mr. Speaker, is that
we should not be considering closed
rule after closed rule after closed rule
and systematically bypassing the com-
mittee process. This constant bypass
operation that our friends on the other
side of the aisle have become enamored
to, the constant bypass operation, it
really constitutes an affront, I would
say, to the democratic spirit as well as,
obviously, to the promises that were
repeated and repeated by our friends on
the other side of the aisle before they
arrived and constituted and instituted
the continuous, constant bypass oper-
ation, bypass the committees, bypass
the Members, bypass the possibility of
amendments, and go straight to the
floor with legislation that no one has
seen. That is not healthy. That is not
healthy, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. First of all, let me
thank the gentleman from Florida for
voting with the Democratic majority
in support of increasing the minimum
wage and for voting with us to make it
more affordable for students to go to
college. We appreciate your support.
Judging from his statement on this
bill, I get the sense that he is opposed
to the underlying bill.

Let me just say if you are opposed to
the underlying bill, vote ‘‘no’” for ev-
erything. If you are for the same old,
same old, if you want more, if you sup-
port tax breaks and subsidies for big
oil, if you are against investing more
in renewable energy, vote ‘‘no’ on the
rule, vote ‘““no”’ on the underlying bill.
I mean, that is the way this place
works. That is your right.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
distinguished member of the Rules
Committee, the gentlelady from Ohio
(Ms. SUTTON).

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished gentleman for yield-
ing me the time.

Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks ago we passed
legislation to end the culture of cor-
ruption in Congress. Today we consider
legislation to reverse some of the
harmful consequences of that corrup-
tion. H.R. 6, the CLEAN Energy Act,
will repeal $14 billion in tax reduction
subsidies and other outrageous benefits
given to the big oil companies.

Many of these measures were in-
cluded in legislation that was written
in backroom and late-night meetings.
With the passage of our ethics reform
in this bill, we are fulfilling our respon-
sibility to the American people to
clean up Congress and reverse the past
lapses that led us to where we are
today.
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Mr. Speaker, this legislation not only
repeals the excesses given to oil com-
panies, our bill uses the money to cre-
ate a Strategic Renewable Energy Re-
serve. This will invest in clean renew-
able energy resources and alternative
fuels, promote new energy tech-
nologies, develop greater efficiency and
improve energy conservation. Investing
in alternative and renewable energies
and efficiency is not only about pro-
tecting the environment and homeland
security, it is about promoting new in-
dustry and creating jobs.

This type of new investment will help
create jobs and support industries in
northeast Ohio, where we are already
working on new energy technology
through organizations like the Ohio
Fuel Cell Coalition, which is working
to strengthen Ohio’s fuel cell industry.

I am proud to say that this coalition
includes the University of Akron and
the Lorain County Community College
in my congressional district. This in-
vestment in new energy technology,
combined with new incentives and ini-
tiatives to make higher education
more accessible recently passed by this
Congress, will help ensure that our stu-
dents have the education and the skills
necessary for the jobs of the future.

That is what we are doing here today,
eliminating the abuses of the past and
investing in our Nation’s future. Let’s
pass the CLEAN Energy Act.

MAKING IN ORDER AT ANY TIME CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 475, HOUSE PAGE BOARD REVISION ACT
OF 2007
Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that it shall be in

order at any time without intervention
of any point of order to consider in the

House H.R. 475; the bill shall be consid-

ered as read; and the previous question

shall be considered as ordered on the
bill to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: 30 minutes of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on House

Administration, and one motion to re-

commit, with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAPUANO). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts?

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Reserving my right to object,
Mr. Speaker, and I may not object, but
I don’t have a copy of what the gen-
tleman, my friend, was talking about.
If the gentleman would explain the mo-
tion, because I was not shown a copy
before.

Mr. MCGOVERN. This is on the Page
Board issue, and the explanation is
here. My understanding is that your
side has had a copy of this.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I have received it now. I cer-
tainly see no reason to object, and I
withdraw my reservation.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute
to the distinguished Republican leader,
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BOEHNER).

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, let me
thank my colleague for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, let me say to my col-
leagues that this is the seventh bill
that has come to this floor that has not
gone through committee, that has not
had ample opportunity for amendment
in subcommittee or full committee, no
opportunity for an amendment on the
floor on any of these bills, nor the op-
portunity for our side of the aisle to
offer a substitute.

I am encouraged that the Rules Com-
mittee this week has organized and
met, but I would note that as the Rules
Committee opened, the first debate on
the first rule where there was going to
be a rule on the bill yesterday, the
chairwoman of the Rules Committee
made it clear before there were any
witnesses before the Rules Committee,
before there was any testimony, before
there was any discussion, that this
would be a closed rule, there would be
no amendments, and there would be no
substitute offered to the Members on
our side of the aisle.

I come here today to talk to my col-
leagues. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts who is managing this rule for
the majority knows exactly what I am
talking about. We have had this discus-
sion here for a long time.

I understand the need for the major-
ity party to want to make its move, to
make its first impression; and I under-
stand the first couple of bills had to
come flying right to the floor. But we
are short-circuiting democracy here,
and I think my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle understand that.

On the opening day, when I handed
the new Speaker the gavel, the first
woman in the history of our country to
be Speaker, I said that the House need-
ed to work in a more bipartisan way.
Over the course of the last several
years, I heard my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle talk about the
need to work in a more bipartisan way.

I said also on the opening day that
we do have different ideas about how to
solve America’s problems and that we
should cherish the differences that we
have, we should debate them, that we
can disagree here without being dis-
agreeable. I also said that we should be
nice.

What I didn’t say is that we shouldn’t
be silent, and I won’t be silent on be-
half of our Members on this side of the
aisle.

I think that there is a lot to be
gained in bringing legislation to the
floor that has been through the sub-
committee process, that has been
through the committee process, that
has an opportunity for a real Rules
Committee debate and an opportunity
for Members on both sides of the aisle
to offer amendments, to allow the mi-
nority the opportunity to offer a sub-
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stitute. That is what the American
people want. Our Members represent
some 48 percent of the American peo-
ple, and we are being silenced in this
process.

I understand it is in the process. The
new majority has only had the major-
ity for 2 weeks. But I am here today to
ask my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle to live up to the promises
that were made, to live up to the desire
to be treated fairly.

When we took control of this House
in 1995, we had a lot of Members in the
new majority then who said we ought
to treat the Democrats the way they
treated us, and I argued vociferously
that that was not the right thing to do,
that we should treat the new minority
as we had asked to be treated. We
worked and I worked to be sure that we
were living up to our commitment to
treat the then-Democrat minority as
we wanted to be treated back in the
early nineties when we were making an
awful lot of noise.

Over the last year, there has been an
awful lot of conversation coming from
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle when they were in the minority
to make things more fair.

Let me quote one of the pledges:
“Bills should generally come to the
floor under a procedure that allows
open, full and fair debate, consisting of
a full amendment process that grants
the minority the right to offer its al-
ternatives, including a substitute.”

What we are asking for here is fair-
ness, fairness in this process, so that
all Members can participate in a delib-
erative process on behalf of our con-
stituents. Our constituents are just as
important as your constituents, and
they have a right to be heard and their
Members have a right to participate in
this process.

So I ask my colleagues, when? When
is the time going to come to live up to
what you asked for, to live up to your
promises, and to live up to your com-
mitment?

———

MOTION TO ADJOURN

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to adjourn
offered by the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BOEHNER).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 184, nays
233, not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 34]

YEAS—184
Aderholt Bachus Bilbray
Akin Baker Bilirakis
Alexander Barrett (SC) Bishop (UT)
Bachmann Biggert Blackburn
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Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Fallin
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bartlett (MD)
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson
Castor
Chandler
Clarke

Clay
Cleaver

Granger
Graves
Hall (TX)
Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa
Jindal
Johnson (IL)
Jordan
Keller
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lungren, Daniel
BE.
Mack
Manzullo
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Petri

NAYS—233

Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
Davis, Tom
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
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Pickering
Pitts

Platts

Poe

Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Sali

Saxton
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shays
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Terry
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Kingston
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Lampson

Langevin Murtha Sherman
Lantos Nadler Shuler
Larsen (WA) Napolitano Sires
Larson (CT) Neal (MA) Skelton
Lee Oberstar Slaughter
Lewis (GA) Obey Smith (WA)
Lipinski Olver Snyder
Loebsack Ortiz Solis
Lofgren, Zoe Pallone Space
Lowey Pascrell Spratt
Lynch Pastor Stark
Mahoney (FL) Payne Stupak
Maloney (NY) Pelosi Sutton
Markey Perlmutter Tanner
Marshall Peterson (MN) Tauscher
Matheson Pomeroy Taylor
Matsui Price (NC) Thompson (CA)
McCarthy (NY) Rahall Thompson (MS)
McCollum (MN) Rangel Tierney
McDermott Reyes Towns
McGovern Rodriguez Udall (CO)
McIntyre Ross Udall (NM)
McNerney Rothman Van Hollen
McNulty Roybal-Allard Velazquez
Meehan Ruppersberger Visclosky
Meek (FL) Rush Walz (MN)
Meeks (NY) Ryan (OH) Wasserman
Melancon Salazar Schultz
Michaud Sanchez, Linda Watson
Millender- T. Watt
McDonald Sanchez, Loretta Waxman
Miller (NC) Sarbanes Weiner
Miller, George Schakowsky Welch (VT)
Mitchell Schiff Wexler
Mollohan Schwartz Whitfield
Moore (KS) Scott (GA) Wilson (OH)
Moore (WI) Scott (VA) Woolsey
Moran (VA) Serrano Wu
Murphy (CT) Sestak Wynn
Murphy, Patrick Shea-Porter Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—18

Barton (TX) Donnelly McMorris
Burton (IN) Engel Rodgers
Buyer Johnson, Sam Norwood
Calvert Levin Peterson (PA)
Costa Lucas Ramstad
Cubin Marchant Waters
Dayvis, Jo Ann

0 1122

Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mrs. CAPPS,
and Mr. BERRY changed their vote

from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs.

“yea:.”

So the motion to adjourn was re-

jected.

The result of the vote was announced

GOODLATTE,
KNOLLENBERG, ISSA, and PLATTS
changed their vote from

as above recorded.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Parliamen-

SOUDER,

unayn t0

tary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his point of par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
on this vote that just occurred, when
the clock expired, the yeas were ahead
of the nays and the majority of the
Members were voted.

According to H. Res. 6, a recorded
vote by electronic device shall not be
held open for the sole purpose of re-
versing the outcome of such vote.

Would the Speaker agree with me
that this vote then was in violation of
the rules?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the
gentleman is aware, the 15-minute pe-
riod is a minimum and, in the case of
the first vote of the day, and an unex-
pected vote at that, a longer time may
be necessary to complete the vote.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman shall state his point of par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Can the
Speaker tell me how often the major-
ity party will hold open votes on issues
regardless of the result?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not stated a point of par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this
time, I would like to yield 1 minute to
the distinguished chairwoman of the
Rules Committee, Ms. SLAUGHTER.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Thank you very
much. I appreciate your yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, let me confess off the
top, it is true, I committed an act of
honesty in the Rules Committee, some-
thing we hadn’t seen in over 12 years.

I also explained at the time that
rules H.R. 5 and H.R. 6 were coming up
under the point of privilege with which
we started this session.

We are working on an agenda that
the minority would not or could not do
and we are fulfilling our promise to the
American people, and all the whining
you can do and all that you can
produce will not deter us from it. The
majority is pleased and gratified by the
minority votes on all of these issues.

I thought I heard a faint chorus yes-
terday after the bill on student loans
was passed, I thought I heard someone
singing, Free at last. Free at last.

Obviously, helping the majority to do
these bills for the American people has
not been any too painful for you. But
these have not been addressed for 12
years. We said that we were going to. It
was under the beginning rule of the
personal privilege. There was nothing
amiss there; we were simply being hon-
est.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes
to the distinguished Republican whip.

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I am here in opposition
to this rule. I don’t feel as strongly
about the bill because I don’t really
think the bill is a serious piece of legis-
lation. I don’t think it addresses the
issues that need to be addressed.

I think the fact that this bill has
come to the floor without going to
committee, without any opportunity
for debate, without the freshmen Mem-
bers having any opportunity to ever be
part of anything except one vote today
is truly outrageous.

This should be the premier issue for
this Congress. Energy independence
and all of that affects everything we
are, everything we do as a people. It af-
fects foreign policy, it affects our
international situation in so many
ways, it affects the economy, it affects
the environment. And here we are with
a bill today that hopefully is just
checking off the list and we really get
back to serious discussions of energy
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, energy independence is
critically important, and it is not
going to be achieved in this bill in this
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way. This bill does take a problem, a
problem that was created in 1998 and
1999, a problem that was created when
the Secretary of the Interior failed to
put in a contract, what the laws that
we passed clearly allowed the Sec-
retary of the Interior to do. It didn’t
happen later, it didn’t happen in 2000,
it never happened in the current ad-
ministration. It was a problem. It is a
problem in a contract. Whether that is
worth 3 hours of debate on the House
floor or not, I don’t know. I do know
that contracts are normally dealt with
in a court of law, not on the floor of
the House of Representatives.

This is a problem that was created by
a past administration that needs to be
clarified, but is so far off base from
what we ought to be talking about
today. We ought to be talking about
energy independence for the country.

This rule doesn’t allow us to have
that kind of debate because the process
didn’t allow that kind of debate. I
guess we are going to be told later
today that we are at the end of the 100
hours, which is an interesting calcula-
tion in and of itself. And maybe when
we will get to the end of the 100 hours,
we can get this checklist. I wondered
for some time why we didn’t have an
agenda that would last 100 days.
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Since Franklin Roosevelt that has
sort of been a mark of the work of the
Congress. I have really decided there is
not enough work here to do for 100
days, but these 100 hours are checking
a list off that will not produce legisla-
tion that results in anything hap-
pening. At the end of the day today we
hopefully can move on to the real busi-
ness of this Congress, none of it more
important than energy independence.
This doesn’t solve that problem,
doesn’t even take a significant step in
solving that problem.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
emphasize once again that Chairman
RAHALL, in his testimony before the
Rules Committee 2 days ago, said that
this was the first step, that there are a
lot more issues that we need to address
as a Congress to achieve our goal of en-
ergy independence, and we are going to
do that. What we are doing today real-
ly is responding to the outcry of the
American people who are outraged by
the fact that in the midst of being
gouged by Big Oil, the previous Con-
gress decided to pass a bill to provide
billions of dollars in subsidies and tax
breaks to those very companies.

So with that, Mr. Speaker, let me
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentleman from New York (Mr. HALL).

Mr. HALL of New York. I thank the
gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to point
out that I find it amusing to be lec-
tured about energy independence and
working hard to get things done from
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle who for the last 6 years could
have solved these problems, but instead
watched us sink further into depend-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

ence on foreign and polluting sources
of energy.

In April 2005, President Bush was
quoted as saying, ‘“With oil at more
than $50 a barrel, energy companies do
not need taxpayer incentives to explore
for oil and gas.”” Then, even as prices
went higher, he and the Republican
Congress went ahead and gave them a
goodie bag of taxpayer subsidies. Gas
prices topped $3 per gallon, Big Oil
made record profits of $97 billion, and
record dependence on foreign oil still
leaves us vulnerable to the whims of
unfriendly regimes.

Today, we are going to take back the
tax giveaways to Big Oil so we can give
the American people a break at the
pump, a breath of fresh air, and a more
secure nation.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes
to the distinguished ranking member
of the Rules Committee.

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I obvi-
ously join my colleagues, rising in
strong opposition to this closed rule,
which did not allow for any kind of de-
liberation whatsoever.

I have to begin by saying that I am
somewhat troubled at the fact that we
continue to see this pattern of name
calling from the other side of the aisle.

We recognize that we have begun a
new Congress. I am very proud, as a
Californian, that we have the first Cali-
fornian and the first woman Speaker of
the House of Representatives. I am
very proud of that fact and I think it is
a great thing. I am proud that our
State has been able to do that. And she
is the first Italian American Speaker of
the House of Representative, and she
always likes to state that, and I con-
gratulate her for that.

I believe we need to, as members of
the minority, give the benefit of the
doubt to this new majority. It has been
12 years since they have been in the
majority, and I think we should pro-
vide an opportunity for people to un-
derstand their new roles in this institu-
tion. But I have to say that while we
have continued to have name calling—
and the distinguished chair of the
Rules Committee has just said that for
the last 12 years the Rules Committee
was dishonest. I don’t know exactly
what that means. I am very proud of
the record that we have had the last 12
yvears in the majority in the Rules
Committee, and I am proud of the fact
that we have been able to put together
strong policies to encourage economic
growth in this country, we have been
able to ensure that we have not had an
attack on our soil since September 11.
These kinds of policies have come from
committees in the Congress, through
the Rules Committee to the floor, and
I am proud of that fact. So I don’t
know exactly what it means to simply
say the Rules Committee has been dis-
honest for the last 12 years. We all
know that there has been a lot of name
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calling that has come from the other
side of the aisle.

I have to say, Mr. Speaker, that we
are at a point right now where it is im-
portant for us to recognize that it is
not about what we did, it is about what
the new majority promised they were
going to do.

Now, the distinguished Republican
leader stood here and talked about the
fact that we have, over the past several
days, gone through this process right
now; it has been under a closed rule.
Yes, Speaker PELOSI announced there
would be no opportunity for debate and
discussion through the regular order
process. So that was an announcement
that was made. As the Republican lead-
er said, the Chair of the Rules Com-
mittee announced before the process
even began that we were going to have
closed rules on both the education bill
and on this energy bill. I have to say
that it is a troubling indication be-
cause it is 180 degrees from what was
promised by the new majority when
they were in the midst of their cam-
paign.

I have to also say, Mr. Speaker, I
heard the gentleman from Massachu-
setts get up and congratulate our
friend from Miami for having sup-
ported a couple of the items. I am
proud that I have supported a number
of these items. I think something im-
portant to note is that at least half of
the items in the Six for ‘06 were voted
on and passed by the Republican Con-
gress. Stem cell research, in a bipar-
tisan way, passed. It would not have
come to the floor had the Republican
leadership not seen fit to bring it to
the floor.

On the issue of the minimum wage,
we brought to the House floor, Mr.
Speaker, the issue of increasing the
minimum wage. We simply said that
we should recognize that those who
create jobs might want to have the
wherewithal to pay those people the
minimum wage. And so we had a vote
on that.

Earmark reform. We are very proud
of the fact that last fall we passed very
broad-sweeping earmark reform that
enjoyed bipartisan support here.

So what we are doing in many ways
on this Six for ‘06, Mr. Speaker, is sim-
ply voting again on initiatives that
passed in a Republican Congress.

I also have to say that we passed lots
of energy legislation in the past, and
we have been able to see a reduction in
oil costs. Oil prices are dropping right
now. We continue to see that, and that
is because of the fact that we want to
encourage alternative sources and at-
taining domestic energy self-suffi-
ciency.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is just impor-
tant for us to take a moment to look
at this issue of fairness and balance
and recognize that we do want to work
in a bipartisan way, but the issue of
this name calling I think should come
to an end, and let’s try to look to the
future rather than the past.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in opposition to
this rule, and the underlying legislation, H.R.
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6, the CLEAN Energy Act of 2007. | am a firm
believer that Congress should do everything
possible to address the Nation’s energy needs
and reduce our dependence on foreign oil
while still protecting the environment and
maintaining reasonable energy prices. | be-
lieve, however, that this bill falls short of ful-
filling this responsibility. Not only that, the
Democrats have shut out any hope of fixing
the bill’'s problems by reporting a closed rule
for H.R. 6.

The basis of this bill is very simple—it raises
taxes on domestic oil producers and then
turns around and spends that money to sub-
sidize ethanol, solar energy, and windmills. In
the process, Democrats also want to tell the
market how to work. Common sense would
tell us that if you increase the cost of domestic
oil production by $10 billion, you are ensuring
that U.S. imports of foreign oil will rise and do-
mestic production will fall. These are basic
market principles.

Consumers want affordable gas prices, Mr.
Speaker, and unfortunately this bill does noth-
ing to lower them. Raising taxes on firms in
the oil and gas industries does nothing to
lower the price of a barrel of oil. We all know
that numerous factors affect gas prices—Hurri-
canes Katrina and Rita, and OPEC members
in the Middle East, for example. These are
complex domestic and international market
factors that are hard if not impossible to con-
trol. The Democrats are apparently oblivious
to this reality.

We also understand that this bill would raise
$5 to $6 billion in revenue by removing the tax
breaks provided to the oil companies in the
2005 energy bill. But in fact, the Congres-
sional Research Service has reported that the
net impact of the 2005 energy bill was an in-
crease in taxes to the oil and gas industry by
some $300 million. So how will removing this
provision help raise revenues? Furthermore,
as Members of Congress, we want to enable
companies to take every step forward in the
exploration of domestic sources of oil and nat-
ural gas. It is counterintuitive to take away in-
centives for companies to participate in this
exploration.

The Democrats talk about keeping America
competitive, yet this legislation would impact a
domestic company’s eligibility to remain com-
petitive with foreign manufacturers by repeal-
ing a 2004 tax provision that reduced the ef-
fective corporate income tax rate to 32 percent
from 35 percent. Why would we deliberately
put American producers at a disadvantage
with their foreign competitors?

Included in this piece of legislation, which, |
will remind my colleagues, did not receive any
committee consideration in the 110th Con-
gress, are provisions for a trust fund for alter-
native fuels. The Democrats say this trust fund
money, created by funneling the revenue from
abolishing crucial tax incentives and the tight-
ening of royalty regulations, will accelerate the
use of clean energy resources and alternative
fuels and promote the research and develop-
ment of renewable energy technologies. This
trust fund is an idea that's been heralded by
Members on both sides of the aisle. And the
objectives that | just mentioned are surely
noble ones. However, this bill creates a trust
fund and then ends there. There is no mention
in the bill as to how this new revenue is to be
spent, just suggestions. In this respect, this is
a bill with good intentions but no teeth.

Mr. Speaker, we are not arguing that more
time and money deserves to be spent on the
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development of alternative energy. It should.
In fact, studies have shown that between 2004
and 2006, investment in alternative energy
doubled to $63 billion. And the market is re-
sponding. Venture capital funding of green-en-
ergy technologies has quadrupled since 1998.
Members of Congress have submitted numer-
ous amendments to H.R. 6 mirroring these ef-
forts. The Rules Committee received almost
20 amendments with thoughtful suggestions
as to how to direct trust fund money, and
other productive approaches to solving our en-
ergy needs. Not one amendment, Mr. Speak-
er, was made in order. In fact, even before the
Rules Committee had heard testimony from
any of the amendment sponsors, Chairwoman
SLAUGHTER announced that she would be
granting a closed rule. The Democrats had al-
ready made up their minds and closed their
ears before they even heard the first amend-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6 was referred to four
committees. In another instance in denying the
due process and minority rights that Demo-
crats promised the American people, those
committees never once met on the bill at
hand. Members on both sides of the aisle
never had the chance to draft, review or
amend the bill. The Democrats campaigned
on honesty and openness, and heralded a
new era in minority rights, but again have
failed to live up to their promises. Again, they
completely ignored regular order and pushed
this bill to the front of the line, and the defi-
ciencies in the bill are evident because of it.

Mr. Speaker, once again, my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle have missed yet an-
other opportunity today to craft comprehensive
legislation that would address issues that are
important to the energy debate. During the
109th Congress, we worked with Members on
both sides of the aisle on legislation that in-
creased refinery capacity. This legislation re-
ceived strong bipartisan support, and yet is
noticeably absent from this legislation we have
before us today.

This bill is just like Proposition 87—the 2006
ballot initiative that would have taxed Califor-
nia’s home-produced oil in order to subsidize
“green technology” alternatives. Thankfully
those in my home state were smart enough to
defeat Proposition 87, knowing full well it
would have damaged California’s home oil
and gas industry, increased foreign oil con-
sumption, and raised the energy bills of the
state’s residents.

Mr. Speaker, this bill raises taxes and raises
prices at the pump. And all the American peo-
ple are getting in return is a promise that we’ll
actually do something down the road. The
new majority is well on its way to fulfilling an-
other empty promise and at the expense of
the American consumer. Let's vote down this
rule, and force the majority to take this bill
through committee where we can have a real
energy bill with real solutions.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, the
distinguished former chairman of the
Rules Committee and the distinguished
minority whip have made it clear that
they are not impressed with the first
100 hours of this Congress, but the
American people are and, quite frank-
ly, that is what counts.

Mr. Speaker, at this point I would
like to yield 1%2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH),
who is a member of the Rules Com-
mittee.
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Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Mr. Speak-
er, the issue for us in this Congress is
procedure, but it is really about sub-
stance. In the last Congress, what hap-
pened was something that you can’t
make up. Oil companies have enjoyed
$125 billion in profits over 3 years, were
the beneficiaries of legislation that
lowered taxes for them by about $14
billion. You can’t make it up.

What this legislation is about is ad-
dressing that and for the first time
taking a step in the direction of pro-
viding incentives for what every Amer-
ican knows is long overdue, and that is
to provide incentives for alternative
energy opportunities. We need that to
strengthen our economy and create
good jobs; we need that to strengthen
our position in foreign policy so that
we are independent; and we also need it
to begin addressing global warming.

This legislation is the beginning, it is
only a beginning. There is going to be
an enormous amount of time for the
committees to take up the large issues
and for us together to take the broader
steps that are required to become truly
independent on energy.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes
to the distinguished gentleman from
California (Mr. NUNES).

Mr. NUNES. Mr. Speaker, I had the
opportunity to go to the Rules Com-
mittee the other evening. Of course it
was after the distinguished Rules Com-
mittee chairwoman said that they
weren’t going to accept any of our
amendments or a substitute. I made a
comment at that point that I was es-
sentially wasting my time in the com-
mittee, which is unfortunate.

Today we have an opportunity to de-
bate in front of the American people
what should be an important policy
about energy independence, but this
bill doesn’t do anything like that, Mr.
Speaker. All this bill does is get back
at the oil companies. We had many
members of the Rules Committee say
essentially that it was vengeance. They
didn’t use the word ‘‘vengeance,” but
essentially I believe that that was the
point that they were making because
they are putting up a facade that this
bill actually does something to lower
energy prices to the American people.
In fact, all this does is roll back some
tax cuts, specifically takes out oil and
gas for domestic producers, does noth-
ing to the Middle East producers, and
now we are basically going to be left
with a bill that isn’t going to go any-
where. The majority knows it is not
going to go anywhere, and that doesn’t
even include the process that we have
gone through to get this legislation.

Earlier one of the speakers—I forget
who said it—for the majority side said
that the Republicans crafted their en-
ergy bills in the backrooms. Well, I
would ask the majority if the back-
rooms included the subcommittees and
the full committees, like the normal
process that this Congress is supposed
to go through where we have full com-
mittee debate, we have a bill intro-
duced, we have debate on the bills.
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Maybe that was the backrooms that
you guys were referring to on the other
side.

In this case, you essentially had a
few staff people in the Speaker’s office
write up a bill. Then they put out a fa-
cade that this is going to lower the gas
prices to Americans and lower energy
costs and be the bridge to the next re-
newable energy trust fund that they
are going to create.

It is interesting in the last Congress
we had a bipartisan bill that did put
money into a trust fund, but you know
what we did? We went out and I said,
let’s take our resources that we have,
like in Alaska, let’s go and drill in
ANWR. Let’s put those royalties into a
trust fund, and then we can bridge our-
selves into the next generation of en-
ergy. That is good energy policy. Tax-
ing small domestic o0il producers in
America is only hurting American-
made energy.

I am frustrated not only by the pol-
icy that has been put out here as an
end-all-be-all perfect solution to Amer-
ica’s energy solutions, which it is not,
but I am even more frustrated—and I
normally don’t come down here to
speak on rules, but I had to come down
here and speak on this rule because I
was in the Rules Committee the other
night and I wasted my time, and every-
one in that committee wasted their
time because the Rules Committee
chairwoman said, before we even met,
that she was not going to accept any
amendments or even a substitute.

This is frustrating. I hope that the
majority will live up to their promise
to the American people and will have
full open and honest debate.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
just respond to the gentleman from
California by saying to him that I ap-
preciated him being in the Rules Com-
mittee. I thought his testimony was
very thoughtful, and I look forward to
his engagement in a lot of these issues
as, again, the chairman of the Re-
sources Committee said, this is the be-
ginning, not the end.

I just want to point out one thing to
him so he understands one thing, and
that is, in the last year, when the Re-
publicans were in control of the Con-
gress, there were 34 rules provided to
bills that were not reported out of com-
mittee. I point that out not to make a
partisan point, but simply to kind of il-
luminate him on the fact that there
were a lot of bills that no one ever saw
before they came before the Rules
Committee.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
lady from Florida, a member of the
Rules Committee, Ms. CASTOR.

Ms. CASTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, instead of giving away
billions of dollars to big oil companies
which made multibillion-dollar profits
last year, the new Congress intends to
chart a course in a new direction by in-
vesting in alternatives for the Amer-
ican people. This will help America be-
come energy independent and ulti-
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mately lower the utility cost for aver-
age Americans.

Big Oil has held too much sway in
the halls of Congress in past years.
They even targeted drilling off of Flor-
ida’s beautiful coastline, putting our
tourism industry at risk. The Bush ad-
ministration refused to get serious
about a sensible and sustainable energy
policy, even after President Bush pro-
claimed last year that our country is
addicted to foreign oil.

The American people understand
that what we really need is a far-sight-
ed plan for energy independence, and
they did vote for change. The new
Democratic Congress will plan for a
more sustainable future, independent
of foreign oil entanglements that inter-
fere with our foreign policy. The new
Democratic Congress will encourage
conservation and development of alter-
native fuels which in turn will lessen
our dependence on polluting fossil
fuels.

In my own district, the University of
South Florida has developed initiatives
at its Clean Energy Research Center to
develop and promote new sources of al-
ternative energy, and we can do more.
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So let’s take the first step together
today and then commit to launching a
broad new energy strategy for future
generations.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes
to the distinguished gentlewoman from
Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT).

Mrs. BIGGERT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and, Mr. Speaker, I
rise in opposition to this rule.

In 2005, Congress passed and the
President signed into law the Energy
Policy Act, or EPACT, the first com-
prehensive energy package enacted
with bipartisan support in well over a
decade. I supported it for one reason,
because it made a much needed and
sustained investment in the basic
science and applied energy research
that will end our reliance on foreign
oil.

Congress and the Federal Govern-
ment must make a steadfast commit-
ment to support the development of ad-
vanced energy technologies and alter-
native fuels that will help end our ad-
diction to oil and gasoline. That is why
in the 109th Congress I introduced H.R.
6203, the Alternative Energy Research
and Development Act. This bill re-
flected the latest research, the emer-
gence of innovative technologies, and
new ways of thinking about our power
problems. Among other things, it sup-
ported the development of biofuels,
solar and wind power, and battery
technologies. It also promoted energy
conservation in a number of important
ways.

This bill received bipartisan support
from the Science Committee. It was
approved unanimously by this body in
September of last year, but the other
body, on the other side of the rotunda,
failed to act on it before Congress ad-
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journed. So why aren’t these widely
supported provisions included in the
bill we are considering today? Good
question.

I tried to offer an amendment to in-
clude provisions from H.R. 6203 in this
bill. I went to the Rules Committee to
explain my amendment and how it
might contribute to our energy inde-
pendence. But before I could speak, a
decision had already been made by the
Democratic leadership not to allow any
amendments to this bill, not even
those whose provisions had been passed
unanimously just 4 months ago.

So how does this bill contribute to
our energy independence, Mr. Speaker?
I supported fixing the Clinton adminis-
tration oil and gas leasing errors, but I
believe we are missing the opportunity
to take the next step. We should know
where the money will go. Instead of
creating a slush fund, as this bill does,
for some unknown use in the indefinite
future, we should take the steps today
to invest in the kind of research, devel-
opment, and demonstration projects
outlined in H.R. 6203 that will ulti-
mately lead to advanced energy tech-
nologies. We need to start today.

If we are serious about energy inde-
pendence, we should put that money to
work today as an incentive for con-
sumers to become more energy effi-
cient and use alternative fuels. This
could be accomplished by extending
and expanding the tax credits created
in EPACT for the purchase of vehicles
that run on alternative fuels. Let us
lift the cap on the number of vehicles
that can qualify for these credits. Let
us expand incentives for the installa-
tion of alternative refueling infrastruc-
ture.

I introduced another bill in the last
Congress that would do just that by
using the revenue generated from re-
pealing certain tax credits for oil and
gas production. These are the kind of
concrete initiatives that will bring us
measurably closer to achieving true en-
ergy independence. These are the kind
of worthy initiatives we should con-
sider.

I will have to support this bill, I
guess, but I think it could be better, so
much better, and that is why I urge my
colleagues to oppose the rule.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I would like to yield 1%2 minutes
to the gentleman from New Hampshire
(Mr. HODES).

Mr. HODES. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts, for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
rule and in strong support of the under-
lying bill, H.R. 6, the CLEAN Energy
Act of 2007.

Mr. Speaker, my State, New Hamp-
shire, is a State known for its prag-
matism. The energy crisis that this
country faces is no mystery to my con-
stituents. They see our independence
on foreign energy sources, they see our
climate changing, and they see the tax
breaks for Big Oil while their own re-
sources are stretched thin. They have
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seen roller-coaster high prices at the
pumps, giveaways to Big Oil, and those
same Big O0il companies reporting
record profits.

This should not be a Democratic or
Republican issue because it is a com-
mon sense issue. And the bill we will
consider today is a commonsense and
much needed start to solving the prob-
lem. H.R. 6 would repeal the billions of
dollars in subsidies given to Big Oil in
the ill-conceived 2005 energy bill and
reinvest those funds in clean renewable
energy and energy efficiency.

The bill would require oil companies
to pay their fair share in royalties, and
would close glaring loopholes in the
Tax Code. More importantly, Mr.
Speaker, this bill would create a Stra-
tegic Renewable Energy Reserve to un-
leash the entrepreneurial spirit in this
country, to jump-start our investment
in renewable and alternative energy re-
sources, and to promote conservation
and the development of critical new
technology.

Energy independence is an issue of
national security, it is an issue of jobs,
and it is an environmental imperative.
No issue is more important to our fu-
ture or our children’s future. Mr.
Speaker, I am exceedingly proud of
this new majority’s 100-hour agenda,
but I am perhaps most proud and most
ardently supportive of H.R. 6.

It is time to invest in a new energy
policy, and I encourage my colleagues
to support this rule and support H.R. 6.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes
to my distinguished friend from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE).

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman
for yielding, and salute my colleagues
for working at a concept really that we
all agree on: Energy independence. I
refer only to the second title in these
comments, where I oppose the rule
which says there will be no amend-
ments.

Title II is the one where the Wash-
ington Post says ‘“This House bill
would break its deadlock by imposing
heavy penalties on firms that do not
renegotiate on terms imposed by the
government.”” They go on to say, ‘‘This
heavy handed attack on the stability of
contracts would be welcomed in Russia
and Bolivia.”

Let’s look at just a couple of things
that have occurred recently. In 2005,
Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez
mandated private oil firms to cooper-
ate with new contractual changes,
much as we are doing in section 2. The
investment from foreign firms, which
is vital for Chavez’s economic plan to
succeed, are already being curtailed
due to the uncertain investment envi-
ronment.

In 2006, Bolivia threatened to expel
oil companies that refused to agree to
new terms on existing contracts. These
actions were done for short-term in-
creases in revenue, yet they are leading
to massive economic problems in the
country through the oil and gas indus-
try.
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Also, in Russia, 2006, companies such
as Shell, Exxon, and BP have held valid
oil and gas leases for years, yet Putin
has declared that the agencies are
going to pull these leases for a number
of suspect reasons. In section 2, title II,
we have those same sorts of heavy
handed approaches that the Wash-
ington Post editorial complains about.

Our colleagues have said that Presi-
dent Bush refused to get serious. If get-
ting serious is undermining the full
faith and credit of this government,
then I will agree that President Bush
failed to get serious.

I had also heard a comment from one
of my distinguished colleagues on the
other side that this agenda includes
things that the minority would not do,
and I will agree the minority would not
do those things which undermine the
contractual basis of this government.

I think this bill should be back in
committee to have the hearing and the
amendments that would occur, because
you know that these things are not
valid and will not promote more pro-
duction from U.S. companies but less.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I would like to yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
WYNN).

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from the Rules Committee
for yielding.

I rise in support of this rule. I am a
member of the Energy and Commerce
Committee, and I watched 2 years ago
as my Republican colleagues larded up
the Energy Policy Act. While we were
trying to talk about energy efficiency
and we were trying to talk about en-
ergy conservation, they were giving
over $8 billion in tax breaks to the oil
and gas companies, the companies that
are making huge profits right now.

What this bill does is roll back that
tax break as well as require the oil and
gas companies to pay appropriate roy-
alties to the government, appropriate
royalties to the taxpayer.

This bill is looking forward. I am
afraid my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle are looking backwards.
They are still talking about oil and
gas. We on the Democrat side, however,
get it. We understand that, yes, we are
using oil and gas today, but we are also
running out of oil and gas in the world
and in this country and that we must
have alternative energy sources.

So what do we do? We say, let’s take
this unnecessary tax break of $8 billion
and let’s collect our royalties and let’s
put that money in a trust fund to de-
velop alternative energy, renewable en-
ergy that can last us well into the lat-
ter part of this century.

Now, personally, I am very enthusi-
astic about hydrogen fuel cell develop-
ment because hydrogen fuel cell devel-
opment definitely leads us down the
road to energy independence. Hydrogen
fuel cells don’t have any emissions;
they don’t leave any emissions. Hydro-
gen fuel cells aren’t dependent on for-
eign countries. It is a technology we
can develop here in this country that
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will really make us energy independent
and will also address the problem of
global warming. But we must invest in
it.

So let’s not look backwards and give
oil and gas companies more tax breaks.
Let’s look forward and invest in renew-
able energy, in hydrogen, in wind and
solar, and the things we have in this
country that can make us truly inde-
pendent. I urge adoption of this bill.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes
to my good friend from Texas (Mr.
CONAWAY).

Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I appreciate
the chairwoman’s honesty earlier
about the fact this was going to be a
closed rule. We listened for 2 years
about the whining on closed rules and
the fact that it reflected a closed mind.
So on our side, for the next 2 years, we
will try to keep our whining to a min-
imum.

Words are inflammatory. Title I to
this act says ‘“Ending Subsidies for Big
0il Act of 2007.” I have a title I would
like to put on title II of section 1, and
that would be the ‘‘Congressional Abro-
gation of Contracts Using Blackmail
Act of 2007.” We can throw these wild
words around at each other all we want
to.

I speak against the rule and the proc-
ess. This is staff-developed underlying
legislation. Not one Member of Con-
gress had any input into it at a point in
time where you could actually do
something about it. There are flaws
throughout it.

I offered an amendment yesterday,
which turned out to be for no good rea-
son, that would simply say if you are in
fact going to hamper domestic produc-
tion of crude oil, and clearly in the
near term increased domestic produc-
tion is a way to get us to the point
where we are no longer as dependent on
foreign oil, if this act works to hamper
that, then it wouldn’t take effect. In
other words, get the Secretary of En-
ergy and the Secretary of the Interior
to tell us this won’t have a negative ef-
fect on oil production.

The other amendment I offered would
simply say if you are taking those prof-
its, whether you consider them obscene
or not, if you are taking those profits
and putting them back in the ground
to find additional sources of domestic
crude oil and natural gas, then this act
wouldn’t apply. Evidence shows the
small oil companies, to which the tax
provisions affect, not just Big Oil but it
affects the small companies, those
small E&P companies reinvest 617 per-
cent of their profits back in the ground
finding additional supplies.

The bill is flawed in its mechanics,
and I will speak later this afternoon
against the underlying concepts, but
one of the flaws is, if I am an owner of
one of those covered leases and I sell it
to somebody else and am no longer in
the loop, I am still covered and tainted
with that until everybody else in that
loop subjugates themselves to this
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American government and renegotiates
those contracts.

The price threshold mechanism is
flawed. At 34.73 a barrel there is no
threshold, yet at 34.75, I have a $9 pop,
which means I am only really making
$25 a barrel. These are the kind of
things that, had it gone through com-
mittee, or I guess it did. Oh, it did not
g0 through committee, that is right.
This came straight to the floor without
any input from anywhere else. Whether
you agree with our positions or not,
your closed mind on this issue is clear-
ly evident in this.

My only caution is, and we have
heard we are coming to the end of this
railroad train, that the other side has
now become so intoxicated with the
power and authority that they have
being in the majority, that they do not
continue to misuse that power and au-
thority and continue to ignore open de-
bate and honest ideas and an exchange
of honest ideas that the committee
process typically allows and that
brings better legislation to this floor
and helps us address these things.

The consequence of the taint may be
intended. I don’t think it is, but we
ought to know that. And there is no
real way to know that without debate
within the committee structure where
there is adequate time to go at this.

So I urge my colleagues to vote
against this closed-minded rule, a little
bit of whining just to keep up appear-
ances, to vote against this rule, and I
will speak against the underlying bill
later this afternoon.

0 1200

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I would like to yield 2 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MARKEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill
today is a historic bill. What it is going
to do is to reclaim billions of dollars,
the GAO says upwards of $10 billion,
which will then be moved over from un-
necessary tax breaks and royalty relief
for oil and gas companies, and moved
over to a Strategic Renewable and En-
ergy Efficiency Reserve so that we can
change the direction of energy in our
country by just taking back that which
is undeserved in tax breaks and royalty
relief.

So, what’s the issue? Well, the issue
is that back in 1998 and 1999 the oil in-
dustry received royalty breaks that
didn’t require them to pay any royal-
ties back to the American people, the
American taxpayer, as they drilled on
the public lands of our country.

What this bill does is it gives a
choice to the oil and gas industry: ei-
ther renegotiate those leases or pay a
fee going forward for the drilling on
those lands. And that money will then
go into a trust fund for renewables, for
energy conservation, for ethanol, so
that we can move in a new energy di-
rection for the 21st century. It is a
quite simple formula.

Now, the royalty relief, the change in
how royalties are collected, it has al-
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ready passed here on the House floor.
But it was then blocked by the Bush
administration. The $9 fee was the
Pombo amendment. That has already
passed on the House floor. So we are
not talking about things that haven’t
already been debated. We are not talk-
ing about things that have already
passed. What we are talking about are
things that the Bush administration
then blocked from becoming law. And
what the Democrats are adding is just
that it be put into a renewable and a
conservation and ethanol trust fund so
that we can move this country into a
new energy direction.

I hope that this rule passes, and then
I hope that we have an overwhelming
vote, as we have had twice before in
the past, by the way, on this royalty
issue by all Members of the House, so
that we can finally move in a new di-
rection for the 21st century in energy
policy.

Mr. Speaker, the bill that we will consider
later today represents the important first step
in charting a new direction for the Nation’s en-
ergy policy. H.R. 6, the CLEAN Energy Act of
2007, which repeals the unnecessary and
wasteful tax breaks and royalty-free drilling
rights for big oil and gas companies, and in-
stead creates a Strategic Energy Efficiency
and Renewables Reserve that would invest in
clean, renewable energy sources and clean al-
ternative fuels like ethanol, as well as energy
efficiency and conservation.

H.R. 6 will put an end to oil companies drill-
ing for free on public land no matter how high
oil prices climb. The Government Account-
ability Office has estimated that the American
taxpayers stand to lose at least $10 billion
from leases issued in the late '90s that do not
suspend so-called royalty relief. H.R. 6 would
correct this problem by barring companies
from purchasing new leases unless they had
either renegotiated their existing faulty leases
or agreed to pay a fee on the production of oil
and gas from those leases.

The House has already adopted the royalty
relief fixes included in H.R. 6 by over-
whelming, bipartisan votes. By a vote of 252—
165, the House adopted the Markey-Hinchey
amendment to the Interior appropriations bill to
provide a strong incentive for these companies
to renegotiate. The House also voted last year
to impose a $9 per barrel fee on oil produced
from these leases in a bill authored by former
Resources Chairman Pombo. Both those pro-
visions are in H.R. 6. So two times this House
has said that we want to put real pressure to
renegotiate on all the oil and gas companies
holding those 1998-1999 leases.

However, the Bush administration has con-
sistently opposed our efforts to bring every oil
company holding one of these leases back to
the negotiating table and it continues to op-
pose the provisions in H.R. 6 that would do
so. Instead, the Bush administration has ar-
gued that we should allow oil companies to
“voluntarily” renegotiate with the Minerals
Management Service. However, of the 56
companies holding these leases, only 5 have
voluntarily agreed to renegotiate. When bil-
lions of taxpayer dollars are at stake, that is
simply not an acceptable rate of return. This
bill says that it's time for the oil companies to
stop playing Uncle Sam for Uncle Sucker.

Passage of H.R. 6 will allow us to begin to
move in a new, clean direction on energy and
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put an end to the free ride that big oil has had
under the Bush administration. H.R. 6 rep-
resents the beginning of a change in direction,
away from subsidizing industries that don’t
need extra financial incentives, and towards
the technologies that do need a helping hand
and | urge its adoption.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. For 12
years, Mr. Speaker, I have engaged in
an energy brain trust that would hope-
fully engage the industry but help to
reform the industry. And so I say to
my colleagues, today we are making
that first step, not ignoring the indus-
try, but opening our doors to engage-
ment and discussion so that we can
truly have a reformed energy industry
that focuses on energy independence
and security for the American people.

Now, we realize in 1998 and 1999 the
price per barrel for oil was very low.
And the administration, at that time,
reasonably addressed the question of
royalty relief. Today we have a dif-
ferent economic structure, and the
price per barrel is $60-plus and up.

And so what is this Congress and this
leadership doing? It is doing the right
thing. It is making a determination
that we can now place some $14 billion
in trust to support clean alternative
energy and, of course, renewables, re-
newables and alternative energy that
have been proposed by Members on
both sides of the aisle.

I look forward to an engagement of
the energy industry so that it can di-
versify its own portfolio. It is nec-
essary for our independence from for-
eign oil, and it is necessary for our
homeland security.

But what we do not do in this bill is
important. For example, we do not re-
peal refinery expansion expensing. We
don’t repeal the intangible drilling cost
deduction, nor do we impose a windfall
profits tax.

We are balanced. We are respectful of
this process of engagement, and we
don’t repeal the natural gas line depre-
ciation or the foreign tax credit.

And so we understand that the indus-
try, one, has to work to ensure that it
is productive and that it moves away
from total dependence on foreign oil to
give relief to the American people as
they proceed to develop greater energy
independence and conservation.

This is a good bill that focuses, in a
balanced way, to begin the march to-
ward energy reformation and opens the
door towards new ideas for the energy
industry that will allow energy inde-
pendence and security for America.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.R.
6, which will create long-term energy alter-
natives for the Nation. The Creating Long-
Term Energy Alternatives for the Nation,
CLEAN, Act of 2007, includes two compo-
nents that will roll back the unnecessary tax
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benefits and costly federal oil and gas leasing
provisions included in the Energy Policy Act of
2005. The legislation would also help to cor-
rect the mistakes of the leases issued by the
Interior Department between 1998 and 1999—
which, if left unchanged, could cost the Fed-
eral Treasury an estimated $60 billion over the
next 25 years.

The CLEAN Act calls for investing in clean,
renewable energy by repealing $14 billion in
subsidies given to Big Oil companies by re-
quiring these companies which were awarded
1998 and 1999 leases for drilling without price
thresholds to pay royalties or pay a fee. H.R.
6 also eliminates unnecessary tax deductions
which exist in the tax code and in the Energy
Policy Act of 2005. In the first ten years, the
Congressional Budget Office estimates that
these fees will generate $6 billion in revenue
and the Joint Commission on Taxation esti-
mates that the elimination of these deductions
will result in $7.6 billion in revenue.

The CLEAN Act also creates a Strategic
Renewable Energy Reserve which would pro-
mote energy efficiency by investing in clean,
renewable energy and alternative fuels, pro-
mote new energy technologies, develop great-
er efficiency, and improve energy conserva-
tion. We cannot justifiably continue to allow
big oil companies to reap astronomical finan-
cial benefits while the citizens of this country
continue to struggle to pay their living ex-
penses due to the outrageous cost of oil and

as.

g These high costs derive primarily from our
overwhelming dependence on foreign oil. The
Energy Information Administration estimates
that the United States imports nearly 60 per-
cent of the oil it consumes. Moreover, the
world’s greatest petroleum reserves reside in
regions of high geopolitical risk, including 57
percent of which are in the Persian Gulf.

Mr. Speaker, we cannot even remotely
begin to reduce the high price of oil and gas
which has caused many of our citizens to
change their standards of living, unless and
until we find ways to create a more self-suffi-
cient energy environment within the United
States. Investing in clean, renewable energy is
an important first step to achieving this goal.
For example, an innovative solution to our na-
tional energy crisis is in the 21st Century En-
ergy Independence Act, which | introduced in
the 110th Congress. This legislation alleviates
our dependence on foreign oil and fossil fuels
by utilizing loan guarantees to promote the de-
velopment of traditional and cellulosic ethanol
technology. Investing in domestic alternatives
such as traditional and cellulosic ethanol can
not only help reduce the $180 billion that oil
contributes to our annual trade deficit, but it
can also end our addiction to foreign oil.

According to the Department of Agriculture,
biomass can displace 30 percent of our Na-
tion’s petroleum consumption. In addition to
ensuring access to more abundant sources of
energy, replacing petroleum use with ethanol
will help reduce U.S. carbon emissions, which
are otherwise expected to increase by 80 per-
cent by 2025. Cellulosic ethanol can also re-
duce greenhouse gas emissions by 87 per-
cent. Thus, transitioning from foreign oil to eth-
anol will protect our environment from dan-
gerous carbon and greenhouse gas emis-
sions. Cellulosic ethanol technology requires
initial governmental investment and policy sup-
port to achieve the necessary scale to become
self-sufficient and gain market-penetrating ca-
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pacity. That is why | introduced the 21st Cen-
tury Energy Independence Act since it ensures
that America achieves energy independence
and improves our environment.

In addition to being from the energy capital
of the world, for the past twelve years | have
been the Co-Chair of the Energy Taskforce of
the Congressional Black Caucus. During this
time, | have hosted a variety of energy
braintrusts, panels,  conferences, and
symposia designed to bring in all of the rel-
evant players ranging from environmentalists
to producers of energy from a variety of sec-
tors including coal, electric, natural gas, nu-
clear, oil, and alternative energy sources as
well as energy producers from West Africa.
Bringing together thoughtful yet disparate
voices to engage each other on the issue of
energy independence has resulted in the be-
ginning of a transformative dialectic which can
ultimately result in reforming our energy indus-
try to the extent that we as a Nation achieve
energy security and energy independence.

The CLEAN Act strikes energy bill provi-
sions suspending royalty fees from oil and gas
companies operating in certain deep waters of
Gulf of Mexico. The bill also repeals royalty re-
lief for deep gas wells leased in shallow wa-
ters of the western and central areas of the
Gulf. It includes a provision from the Presi-
dent’s FY 2007 budget restoring drilling permit
application cost recovery fees; fees which the
2005 Energy bill prohibited. The measure also
strikes royalty relief for specific offshore drilling
in Alaska, and special treatment for leases in
the National Petroleum Reserve—Alaska
(NPR-A).

H.R. 6 requires companies, which unfortu-
nately have been able to escape paying royal-
ties as a result of the 1998 and 1999 leases,
to pay their fair share in order to be eligible for
new federal leases for drilling. Specifically, the
measure requires current offshore fuel pro-
ducers who are not paying federal royalties to
either: (1) Agree to pay royalties when fuel
prices reach certain thresholds, $34.73 per
barrel for oil and $4.34 per million Btu for nat-
ural gas, or (2) to pay new fees established in
the bill—in order to be eligible for new federal
leases for drilling. Under the bill, a new con-
servation of resource fee would be based on
the amount of oil produced and will apply to
new and existing leases and shall be set at $9
per barrel for oil and $1.25 per million Btu for
gas.

The changes regarding royalties offered
under H.R. 6 are not entirely new. Similar roy-
alty relief provisions have been debated and
passed by the House as part of the OCS drill-
ing bill, H.R. 4761, and in the Interior Appro-
priation bill with bipartisan support of 67 Re-
publicans.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6 would also close gap-
ing loopholes and end gigantic giveaways for
Big Oil in the tax code and in the 2005 Energy
bill. The bill would eliminate a loophole written
into the international tax bill, H.R. 4520, which
allowed oil companies to qualify for a tax pro-
vision intended to encourage domestic manu-
facturing. According to the New York Times,
this loophole provided ConocoPhillips $106
million in 2005, even though its profits totaled
$13.5 billion.

The benefits which ConocoPhillips reaped
from the tax loophole, represents just a snap-
shot of the lopsided picture that overwhelm-
ingly favors the financial well-being of big oil
companies over average American families.
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While big oil companies continue to rake in
millions and millions of dollars, American fami-
lies see their budgets shrinking because of
high costs of oil and gas. It is our responsi-
bility to refocus our legislative lenses on solv-
ing this Nation’s energy dependence problem
so that we may rescue American families from
the recent oil and gas price hikes.

Because | represent the city of Houston, the
energy capital of the world, | realize that many
oil and gas companies provide many jobs for
many of my constituents and serve a valuable
need. That is why it is crucial that while seek-
ing solutions to secure more energy independ-
ence within this country, we must strike a bal-
ance that will still support an environment for
continued growth in the oil and gas industry,
which | might add, creates millions of jobs
across the entire country. We have many
more miles to go before we achieve energy
independence. Consequently, | am willing,
able, and eager to continue working with
Houston’s and our Nation’s energy industry to
ensure that we are moving expeditiously on
the path to crafting an environmentally sound
and economically viable energy policy. Fur-
thermore, | think it is imperative that we in-
volve small, minority and women owned, and
independent energy companies in this process
because they represent some of the hard
working Americans and Houstonians who are
on the forefront of energy efficient strategies
to achieving energy independence.

H.R. 6 is a vehicle by which we can drive
this country in the direction of energy inde-
pendence. Under this bill, we can invest in
clean, renewable energy resources through
the creation of the Strategic Renewable En-
ergy Reserve which would: Accelerate the use
of clean domestic renewable energy resources
and alternative fuels; promote the utilization of
energy-efficient products, practices and con-
servation; and increase research, develop-
ment, and deployment of clean renewable en-
ergy and energy efficiency technologies.

It is critical that some of the additional fund-
ing created by this bill is invested in small, mi-
nority and women owned business and minor-
ity serving institutions. By investing in minority
owned business and minority serving institu-
tions, we are ensuring that sectors of our Na-
tion and economy which are often overlooked
are given an opportunity to compete against
much larger businesses and institutions of
higher learning.

Madam Speaker, the changes we propose
to the CLEAN Act will allow us to move this
country in the right direction—the direction of
becoming less dependent on foreign oil and in
turn, more reliant on renewable energy. Be-
cause of these changes, we anticipate a win-
win situation. These changes should stimulate
the expansion of research into renewable en-
ergy because such changes positively impact
oil companies that choose to reinvest in new
and emerging technology. Thus, H.R. 6 offers
great incentives for oil companies to contribute
greatly to our efforts to create an energy-inde-
pendent America.

Moreover, the provisions that oil companies
care about the most are preserved under the
CLEAN Act. In part due to the concerted effort
of the Houston/Harris County delegation, this
bill WILL NOT include the following provisions:
(1) Repeal of last-in-first-out (LIFO) account-
ing; (2) Refinery expansion expensing repeal;
(3) Imposition of a windfall profits tax; (4) Re-
peal of intangible drilling costs deduction; (5)



H686

Repeal of natural gas distribution lines depre-
ciation; and (6) Foreign tax credit repeal.

For all of the foregoing reasons, | urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 6 to create long-
term energy alternatives and to create a more
energy-independent and secure America.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, we continue to
reserve the balance of our time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
215 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. ISRAEL).

Mr. ISRAEL. Mr. Speaker, as we de-
bate this rule and debate how we are
going to debate this rule, an F-16 is
burning 25 gallons of fuel every minute.
A Stryker combat vehicle on which our
troops travel is traveling at the rate of
about 7 miles per gallon. I was on a C-
17 recently. It is burning 3,000 gallons
an hour.

Energy is a national security issue.
It is a vital national security issue.
And we can’t afford to continue to de-
bate the debate to adjourn this House.
The decision before to ask this House
to adjourn, I think, is emblematic of
failed energy policies. There is no more
debating or delaying. It is time to act.

Last year the Department of Defense
spent $10.6 billion on basic energy
costs. Of that, the Air Force spent $4.7
billion on one thing, buying fuel for its
planes.

Now, I believe in a robust defense. We
have got some significant challenges in
the world. China is a significant chal-
lenge. Iran is a significant challenge.
But the policies on energy that we
have had for the past 6 years have put
us in the position where we are bor-
rowing money from China to fund our
defense budgets, to fuel our military,
which requires buying oil from the Per-
sian Gulf to protect us from China and
the Persian Gulf. How does that make
sense? It makes no sense.

I was in China just several weeks
ago. They are going to reduce their en-
ergy consumption by 20 percent and
keep growing, and increase their use of
renewables, while we continue to rely
on our adversaries to power our mili-
tary to protect us from our adver-
saries.

This dependence on foreign oil, Mr.
Speaker, is as glaring a threat to our
national security as Sputnik was, as
the Cold War was, as the space race
was. And our answer to those threats
was, we will research and develop and
manufacture and engineer and land
men on the Moon by the end of the dec-
ade. We confronted those threats and
beat those threats.

It is time to quit debating and quit
delaying and quit stalling. It is time to
put the protection of our troops ahead
of the profits of the big oil companies.
It is time to understand that this is a
critical national security issue that
has been tried and debated and delayed
for 30 years. It is time to act now.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, one of the rea-
sons why we are so concerned about
and opposed to this process of having
closed out all of the Members from
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bringing forth their ideas to improve
this legislation is because we seriously
believe that this legislation, as drafted,
if it were to become law, would in-
crease our dependence on foreign oil.
That is why we are so adamant in our
opposition to the unfairness of the
process, because of the product that
this process has brought forward.

Mr. Speaker, I will be asking for a
“no”” vote on the previous question so
that we can amend this closed rule and
allow the House to consider H.R. 6
under a fair and open process. If the
previous question is defeated, I will
offer an amendment to consider H.R. 6
under an open rule. This is the least we
can do for the Members of this Con-
gress who have had absolutely no input
into this far-reaching piece of legisla-
tion, or any other piece of legislation
that has been brought to the House
floor so far. By considering this bill
under an open rule, Members will be fi-
nally afforded an opportunity, for the
first time in the 110th Congress, to
offer meaningful amendments to this
bill. For the new majority it is a novel
concept, I know. In fact, it is the very
concept, though, on which they cam-
paigned. This vote on the previous
question represents their last oppor-
tunity to live up to their promise to
join together in these first 100 hours to
make this Congress, in their words, the
most honest and open Congress in his-
tory; and yet they have closed the
process completely down and allowed
no amendments by no Member from ei-
ther side of the aisle.

According to the official 100-hour
clock, and I see the clock there, Mr.
Speaker, we are only about 35 hours
into the first 100 hours. That means we
have approximately 65 hours left. If
this is, as we are informed, the last
item of the Six in ’06, 100 hours in ’06,
agenda, it seems to me that we have
plenty of time to consider this bill
under an open and fair rule, rather
than closing out all the Members and
rushing it to the floor as they have.

By defeating the previous question,
we will give the Democrats the oppor-
tunity to live up to their campaign
promises of a more open and trans-
parent legislative process. Let’s allow
all Members, Mr. Speaker, the oppor-
tunity to create a real energy bill with
real answers to diminish, not increase,
our dependence on foreign oil.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speak-
er, to insert the text of the amendment
and extraneous materials immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. MCcGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let
me, first, begin by reiterating some-
thing that has been said many times
here.

One of the great features of H.R. 6 is
that it would create a Strategic Energy
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Efficiency and Renewables Reserve. It
could be used to reduce our dependence
on foreign oil. Everybody talks about
wanting to become energy independent,
but they don’t want to do anything
about it; and this would actually cre-
ate a reserve to do that, to accelerate
the use of clean domestic renewable en-
ergy resources and alternative fuels, to
promote the utilization of energy-effi-
cient products and practices and con-
servation, and to increase research de-
velopment and deployment of clean re-
newable energy and energy-efficient
technologies.

Again, this is the beginning of our
dealing with this issue. There is a lot
more to do. And I look forward to more
debates and hearings and more ideas
from Members from both sides of the
aisle to figure out how we can achieve
our goal of energy independence.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle for
participating in the debate today. Over
the past 100 hours, this House has made
tremendous progress in addressing the
needs of the American people. We have
strengthened the ethical rules of this
House. We have made the homeland
safer by adopting the recommendations
of the 9/11 Commission. We have given
low-wage workers a much needed raise.
We have embraced the promise of stem
cell research. We have made student
loans and prescription drugs more af-
fordable.

And with the passage of this rule and
the CLEAN Energy Act of 2007, we will
take our energy policy in a new direc-
tion, toward cleaner, renewable energy
and away from tax giveaways to huge
oil and gas companies.

If you want the same old same old,
vote against this rule and vote against
the underlying bill. If you want a new
direction, then support the rule and
support the underlying bill.

Mr. Speaker, let me close with a
word about process. I understand the
concerns expressed by my friends on
the other side of the aisle. I served in
the minority party during the last Con-
gress, and I suspect my friends are wor-
ried that they will be treated as poorly
and disrespectfully as we were.

I was here when the Republican ma-
jority passed exactly one open rule on
a non appropriations bill. I was here
when votes were held open for 3 hours
to change people’s votes. I was here
when special interests provisions were
tucked into conference reports after
they were signed.

This House is broken, Mr. Speaker,
and the Democratic majority was
elected to fix it, and that is what we
are going to do.

All I can tell my friends on the other
side of the aisle is what I believe. I be-
lieve that every Member of this House
deserves to be respected. I believe that
one party does not hold a monopoly on
good ideas; and I believe that openness
should be the rule, and not the excep-
tion. And all I can offer my friends is
my word that I will work as hard as I
possibly can to make sure that this
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House runs in a more open, democratic
fashion than was the norm over the
past 12 years. We will not be perfect,
because human endeavors never are.
But we will be better.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida
is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 66 OFFERED BY MR.

LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART OF FLORIDA

Strike all after the resolved clause and in-
sert the following:

“That at any time after the adoption of
this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 6) to reduce our Na-
tion’s dependency on foreign oil by investing
in clean, renewable, and alternative energy
resources, promoting new emerging energy
technologies, developing greater efficiency,
and creating a Strategic Energy Efficiency
and Renewables Reserve to invest in alter-
native energy, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against the bill and
against its consideration are waived except
those arising under clauses 9 or 10 of rule
XXI. General debate shall be confined to the
bill and shall not exceed three hours, with 60
minutes equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Ways and Means, 60
minutes equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Natural Resources, 30
minutes equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Agriculture, and 30
minutes equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. During consideration of the bill
for amendment, the Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole may accord priority in
recognition on the basis of whether the
Member offering an amendment has caused
it to be printed in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that pur-
pose in clause 8 of rule XVIII.

Amendments so printed shall be considered
as read. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.”.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I object to the
vote on the ground that a quorum is
not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the
Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the min-

Evi-

imum time for electronic voting, if or-
dered, on the question of adoption of
the resolution.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays
194, not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 35]

YEAS—231

Abercrombie Gutierrez Neal (MA)
Ackerman Hall (NY) Oberstar
Allen Hare Obey
Altmire Harman Olver
Andrews Hastings (FL) Ortiz
Arcuri Herseth Pallone
Baca Higgins Pascrell
Baird Hill Pastor
Baldwin Hinchey Payne
Barrow Hinojosa Pelosi
Bean Hirono Perlmutter
Becerra Hodes Peterson (MN)
Berkley Holden Pomeroy
Berman Holt Price (NC)
Berry Honda Rahall
Bishop (GA) Hooley Rangel
Bishop (NY) Hoyer Reyes
Blumenauer Inslee N

Rodriguez
Boren Israel Ross
Boswell Jackson (IL) Rothman
Boucher Jackson-Lee
Boyd (FL) (TX) Roybal-Allard
Boyda (KS) Jefferson Ruppersberger
Brady (PA) Johnson (GA) Rush
Braley (IA) Johnson, E. B. ~ Bvan (OH)
Brown, Corrine Jones (OH) Salazar .
Butterfield Kagen Sanchez, Linda
Capps Kanjorski T.
Capuano Kaptur Sanchez, Loretta
Cardoza Kennedy Sarbanes
Carnahan Kildee Schakowsky
Carney Kilpatrick Schiff
Carson Kind Schwartz
Castor Klein (FL) Scott (GA)
Chandler Kucinich Scott (VA)
Clarke Lampson Serrano
Clay Langevin Sestak
Cleaver Lantos Shea-Porter
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Sherman
Cohen Larson (CT) Shuler
Conyers Lee Sires
Cooper Lewis (GA) Skelton
Costa Lipinski Slaughter
Costello Loebsack Smith (WA)
Courtney Lofgren, Zoe Snyder
Cramer Lowey Solis
Crowley Lynch Space
Cuellar Mahoney (FL) Spratt
Cummings Maloney (NY) Stark
DaV}s (AL) Markey Stupak
DaV}s (CA) Marshall Sutton
Davis (IL) Matheson Tanner
Davis, Lincoln Matsui Tauscher
DeFazio McCarthy (NY) Taylor
DeGette McCollum (MN) Th

ompson (CA)
Delahunt McDermott Thompson (MS)
DeLauro McGovern .
Dicks McIntyre Tierney
Dingell McNerney Towns
Doggett McNulty Udall (CO)
Donnelly Meehan Udall (NM)
Doyle Meek (FL) Van Hollen
Ellison Meeks (NY) Velazquez
Ellsworth Melancon Visclosky
Emanuel Michaud Walz (MN)
Engel Millender- Wasserman
Eshoo McDonald Schultz
Etheridge Miller (NC) Waters
Farr Miller, George Watson
Fattah Mitchell Watt
Filner Mollohan Waxman
Frank (MA) Moore (KS) Weiner
Giffords Moore (WI) Welch (VT)
Gillibrand Moran (VA) Wexler
Gonzalez Murphy (CT) Wilson (OH)
Gordon Murphy, Patrick Woolsey
Green, Al Murtha Wu
Green, Gene Nadler Wynn
Grijalva Napolitano Yarmuth
NAYS—194

Aderholt Bartlett (MD) Blunt
AKkin Barton (TX) Boehner
Alexander Biggert Bonner
Bachmann Bilbray Bono
Bachus Bilirakis Boozman
Baker Bishop (UT) Boustany
Barrett (SC) Blackburn Brady (TX)
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Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Chabot,
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Fallin
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves

Hall (TX)
Hastert
Hastings (WA)

Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Edwards

Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa
Jindal
Johnson (IL)
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Keller
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
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Platts

Poe

Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Sali

Saxton
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shays
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Terry
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—10

Johnson, Sam
Levin
Lucas

0 1237

McMorris
Rodgers

Norwood

Ramstad

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky changed his

vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OBEY). The question is on the resolu-

tion.

The question was taken;

and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr.

RECORDED VOTE
LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART

of

Florida. Mr. Speaker, I demand a re-

corded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 230, noes 194,
not voting 11, as follows:

This
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Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson
Castor
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene

Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner

[Roll No. 36]
AYES—230

Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha

NOES—194

Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
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Nadler
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth

Castle

Chabot

Coble

Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dayvis, David
Dayvis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle Kirk Reichert
Drake Kline (MN) Renzi
Dreier Knollenberg Reynolds
Duncan Kuhl (NY) Rogers (AL)
Ehlers LaHood Rogers (KY)
Emerson Lamborn Rogers (MI)
English (PA) Latham Rohrabacher
Everett LaTourette Ros-Lehtinen
Fallin Lew%s (CA) Roskam
geeney Egv&gs (KY) Royce
erguson inder
Flake LoBiondo l;gﬁn (WD
Forbes Lungren, Daniel Saxton
Fortenberry E. :
Fossella Mack Schmidt
Foxx Manzullo Sensenbrenner
Franks (AZ) Marchant Sessions
Frelinghuysen McCarthy (CA) Shadegg
Gallegly McCaul (TX) Shays
Garrett (NJ) McCotter Shimlkus
Gerlach McCrery Shuster
Gilchrest McHenry Simpson
Gillmor McHugh Smith (NE)
Gingrey McKeon Smith (NJ)
Gohmert Mica Smith (TX)
Goode Miller (FL) Souder
Goodlatte Miller (MI) Stearns
Granger Miller, Gary Sullivan
Graves Moran (KS) Tancredo
Hall (TX) Murphy, Tim Terry
Hastert Musgrave Thornberry
Hastings (WA) Myrick Tiahrt
gaﬂes Eeugebauer Tiberi
eller unes
Hensarling Paul ;I‘Ig?olzr
Herger Pearce Walberg
Hobson Pence Walden (OR)
Hoekstra Peterson (PA) Walsh (NY)
Hulshof Petri
Hunter Pickering Wamp
Inglis (SC) Pitts Weldon (FL)
Issa Platts Weller
Jindal Poe Westmoreland
Johnson (IL) Porter Whitfield
Jones (NC) Price (GA) Wicker
Jordan Pryce (OH) Wilson (NM)
Keller Putnam Wilson (SC)
King (IA) Radanovich Wolf
King (NY) Regula Young (AK)
Kingston Rehberg Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—11
Burton (IN) Levin Norwood
Buyer Lucas Ramstad
Calvert McMorris
Edwards Rodgers
Johnson, Sam Napolitano
0 1247

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 36, had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 66, I call up the
bill (H.R. 6) to reduce our Nation’s de-
pendency on foreign oil by investing in
clean, renewable, and alternative en-
ergy resources, promoting new emerg-
ing energy technologies, developing
greater efficiency, and creating a Stra-
tegic Energy Efficiency and Renew-
ables Reserve to invest in alternative
energy, and for other purposes, and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R.6

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Creating
Long-Term Energy Alternatives for the Na-
tion Act of 2007 or the ‘“‘CLEAN Energy Act
of 2007’ .

January 18, 2007

TITLE I—DENIAL OF OIL AND GAS TAX
BENEFITS
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“Ending
Subsidies for Big Oil Act of 2007"°.

SEC. 102. DENIAL OF DEDUCTION FOR INCOME
ATTRIBUTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRO-
DUCTION OF OIL, NATURAL GAS, OR
PRIMARY PRODUCTS THEREOF.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 199(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 (relating to exceptions) is amended by
striking ‘“‘or’” at the end of clause (ii), by
striking the period at the end of clause (iii)
and inserting *‘, or’’, and by inserting after
clause (iii) the following new clause:

‘“(iv) the sale, exchange, or other disposi-
tion of oil, natural gas, or any primary prod-
uct thereof.”.

(b) PRIMARY PRODUCT.—Section 199(c)(4)(B)
of such Code is amended by adding at the end
the following flush sentence:

“For purposes of clause (iv), the term ‘pri-
mary product’ has the same meaning as
when used in section 927(a)(2)(C), as in effect
before its repeal.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
199(c)(4) of such Code is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i)(III) by striking
‘“‘electricity, natural gas,”” and inserting
“‘electricity’”’, and

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii) by striking
‘“‘electricity, natural gas,”” and inserting
“‘electricity’’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 2007.

SEC. 103. 7-YEAR AMORTIZATION OF GEOLOGICAL
AND GEOPHYSICAL EXPENDITURES
FOR CERTAIN MAJOR INTEGRATED
OIL COMPANIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 167(h)(5) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 (relating to special rule for major inte-
grated oil companies) is amended by striking
“b-year’’ and inserting ‘‘7-year’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to amounts
paid or incurred after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

TITLE II—ROYALTIES UNDER OFFSHORE
OIL AND GAS LEASES
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Royalty
Relief for American Consumers Act of 2007".
SEC. 202. PRICE THRESHOLDS FOR ROYALTY SUS-

PENSION PROVISIONS.

The Secretary of the Interior shall agree to
a request by any lessee to amend any lease
issued for any Central and Western Gulf of
Mexico tract during the period of January 1,
1998, through December 31, 1999, to incor-
porate price thresholds applicable to royalty
suspension provisions, that are equal to or
less than the price thresholds described in
clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)). Any amended lease shall
impose the new or revised price thresholds
effective October 1, 2006. Existing lease pro-
visions shall prevail through September 30,
2006.

SEC. 203. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO IM-
POSE PRICE THRESHOLDS FOR CER-
TAIN LEASE SALES.

Congress reaffirms the authority of the
Secretary of the Interior under section
8(a)(1)(H) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(1)(H)) to vary,
based on the price of production from a
lease, the suspension of royalties under any
lease subject to section 304 of the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf Deep Water Royalty Relief
Act (Public Law 104-58; 43 U.S.C. 1337 note).
SEC. 204. ELIGIBILITY FOR NEW LEASES AND THE

TRANSFER OF LEASES; CONSERVA-
TION OF RESOURCES FEES.
(a) ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not
issue any new lease that authorizes the pro-
duction of oil or natural gas in the Gulf of
Mexico under the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) to a person
described in paragraph (2) unless—

(A) the person has renegotiated each cov-
ered lease with respect to which the person
is a lessee, to modify the payment respon-
sibilities of the person to include price
thresholds that are equal to or less than the
price thresholds described in clauses (V)
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(a)(3)(C)); or

(B) the person has—

(i) paid all fees established by the Sec-
retary under subsection (b) that are due with
respect to each covered lease for which the
person is a lessee; or

(ii) entered into an agreement with the
Secretary under which the person is obli-
gated to pay such fees.

(2) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A person referred
to in paragraph (1) is a person that—

(A) is a lessee that—

(i) holds a covered lease on the date on
which the Secretary considers the issuance
of the new lease; or

(ii) was issued a covered lease before the
date of enactment of this Act, but trans-
ferred the covered lease to another person or
entity (including a subsidiary or affiliate of
the lessee) after the date of enactment of
this Act; or

(B) any other person or entity who has any
direct or indirect interest in, or who derives
any benefit from, a covered lease;

(3) MULTIPLE LESSEES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of para-
graph (1), if there are multiple lessees that
own a share of a covered lease, the Secretary
may implement separate agreements with
any lessee with a share of the covered lease
that modifies the payment responsibilities
with respect to the share of the lessee to in-
clude price thresholds that are equal to or
less than the price thresholds described in
clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).

(B) TREATMENT OF SHARE AS COVERED
LEASE.—Beginning on the effective date of an
agreement under subparagraph (A), any
share subject to the agreement shall not con-
stitute a covered lease with respect to any
lessees that entered into the agreement.

(b) CONSERVATION OF RESOURCES FEES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Interior by regulation shall
establish—

(A) a conservation of resources fee for pro-
ducing Federal oil and gas leases in the Gulf
of Mexico; and

(B) a conservation of resources fee for non-
producing Federal oil and gas leases in the
Gulf of Mexico.

(2) PRODUCING LEASE FEE TERMS.—The fee
under paragraph (1)(A)—

(A) subject to subparagraph (C), shall apply
to covered leases that are producing leases;

(B) shall be set at $9 per barrel for oil and
$1.25 per million Btu for gas, respectively, in
2005 dollars; and

(C) shall apply only to production of oil or
gas occurring—

(i) in any calendar year in which the arith-
metic average of the daily closing prices for
light sweet crude oil on the New York Mer-
cantile Exchange (NYMEX) exceeds $34.73 per
barrel for oil and $4.3¢ per million Btu for
gas in 2005 dollars; and

(ii) on or after October 1, 2006.

(3) NONPRODUCING LEASE FEE TERMS.—The
fee under paragraph (1)(B)—

(A) subject to subparagraph (C), shall apply
to leases that are nonproducing leases;
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(B) shall be set at $3.75 per acre per year in
2005 dollars; and

(C) shall apply on and after October 1, 2006.

(4) TREATMENT OF RECEIPTS.—Amounts re-
ceived by the United States as fees under
this subsection shall be treated as offsetting
receipts.

(c) TRANSFERS.—A lessee or any other per-
son who has any direct or indirect interest
in, or who derives a benefit from, a lease
shall not be eligible to obtain by sale or
other transfer (including through a swap,
spinoff, servicing, or other agreement) any
covered lease, the economic benefit of any
covered lease, or any other lease for the pro-
duction of oil or natural gas in the Gulf of
Mexico under the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), unless—

(1) the lessee or other person has—

(A) renegotiated all covered leases of the
lessee or other person; and

(B) entered into an agreement with the
Secretary to modify the terms of all covered
leases of the lessee or other person to include
limitations on royalty relief based on mar-
ket prices that are equal to or less than the
price thresholds described in clauses (V)
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(a)(3)(C)); or

(2) the lessee or other person has—

(A) paid all fees established by the Sec-
retary under subsection (b) that are due with
respect to each covered lease for which the
person is a lessee; or

(B) entered into an agreement with the
Secretary under which the person is obli-
gated to pay such fees.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) COVERED LEASE.—The term ‘‘covered
lease” means a lease for oil or gas produc-
tion in the Gulf of Mexico that is—

(A) in existence on the date of enactment
of this Act;

(B) issued by the Department of the Inte-
rior under section 304 of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Deep Water Royalty Relief Act
(43 U.S.C. 1337 note; Public Law 104-58); and

(C) not subject to limitations on royalty
relief based on market price that are equal
to or less than the price thresholds described
in clauses (v) through (vii) of section
8(a)(3)(C) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).

(2) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’ includes
any person or other entity that controls, is
controlled by, or is in or under common con-
trol with, a lessee.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 205. REPEAL OF CERTAIN TAXPAYER SUB-
SIDIZED ROYALTY RELIEF FOR THE
OIL AND GAS INDUSTRY.

(a) REPEAL OF PROVISIONS OF ENERGY POL-
ICY ACT OF 2005.—The following provisions of
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law
109-58) are repealed:

(1) Section 344 (42 U.S.C. 156904; relating to
incentives for natural gas production from
deep wells in shallow waters of the Gulf of
Mexico).

(2) Section 345 (42 U.S.C. 15905; relating to
royalty relief for deep water production in
the Gulf of Mexico).

(3) Subsection (i) of section 365 (42 U.S.C.
15924; relating to the prohibition on drilling-
related permit application cost recovery
fees).

(b) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLANNING
AREAS OFFSHORE ALASKA.—Section 8(a)(3)(B)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(B)) is amended by striking
‘“‘and in the Planning Areas offshore Alaska’
after “West longitude’’.

(c) PROVISIONS RELATING TO NAVAL PETRO-
LEUM RESERVE IN ALASKA.—Section 107 of the
Naval Petroleum Reserves Production Act of
1976 (as transferred, redesignated, moved,
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and amended by section 347 of the Energy
Policy Act of 2005 (119 Stat. 704)) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (i) by striking paragraphs
(2) through (6); and

(2) by striking subsection (k).

TITLE III—STRATEGIC ENERGY
EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLES RESERVE
SEC. 301. STRATEGIC ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND

RENEWABLES RESERVE FOR IN-
VESTMENTS IN RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—For budgetary purposes,
the additional Federal receipts by reason of
the enactment of this Act shall be held in a
separate account to be known as the ‘‘Stra-
tegic Energy Efficiency and Renewables Re-
serve’. The Strategic Energy Efficiency and
Renewables Reserve shall be available to off-
set the cost of subsequent legislation—

(1) to accelerate the use of clean domestic
renewable energy resources and alternative
fuels;

(2) to promote the utilization of energy-ef-
ficient products and practices and conserva-
tion; and

(3) to increase research, development, and
deployment of clean renewable energy and
efficiency technologies.

(b) PROCEDURE FOR ADJUSTMENTS.—

(1) BUDGET COMMITTEE CHAIRMAN.—After
the reporting of a bill or joint resolution, or
the offering of an amendment thereto or the
submission of a conference report thereon,
providing funding for the purposes set forth
in subsection (a) in excess of the amounts
provided for those purposes for fiscal year
2007, the chairman of the Committee on the
Budget of the applicable House of Congress
shall make the adjustments set forth in
paragraph (2) for the amount of new budget
authority and outlays in that measure and
the outlays flowing from that budget author-
ity.

(2) MATTERS TO BE ADJUSTED.—The adjust-
ments referred to in paragraph (1) are to be
made to—

(A) the discretionary spending limits, if
any, set forth in the appropriate concurrent
resolution on the budget;

(B) the allocations made pursuant to the
appropriate concurrent resolution on the
budget pursuant to section 302(a) of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974; and

(C) the budget aggregates contained in the
appropriate concurrent resolution on the
budget as required by section 301(a) of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974.

(3) AMOUNTS OF ADJUSTMENTS.—The adjust-
ments referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2)
shall not exceed the receipts estimated by
the Congressional Budget Office that are at-
tributable to this Act for the fiscal year in
which the adjustments are made.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OBEY). The gentleman will state his
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
under what rule are we considering
H.R. 6?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule
that the House just adopted.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further in-
quiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his inquiry.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Does the rule
under which we are considering H.R. 6
allow any amendments to H.R. 6?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
through the motion to recommit.

Only
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
because of the rule being adopted on
the floor, I demand the question of con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman demands the question of consid-
eration. Under clause 3 of rule XVI, the
question is: Will the House now con-
sider H.R. 6?

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 193,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 37]
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Udall (NM) Waters Wilson (OH)
Van Hollen Watson Woolsey
Velazquez Watt Wu
Visclosky Waxman Wynn
Walz (MN) Weiner Yarmuth
Wasserman Welch (VT)

Schultz Wexler

NOES—193

Aderholt Gallegly Nunes
AKin Garrett (NJ) Paul
Alexander Gerlach Pearce
Bachmann Gilchrest Pence
Baker Gillmor Peterson (PA)
Barrett (SC) Gingrey Petri
Bartlett (MD) Gohmert Pickering
Barton (TX) Goode Pitts
Biggert Goodlatte Platts
Bilbray Granger Poe
Bilirakis Graves Porter
Bishop (UT) Hall (TX) Price (GA)
Blackburn Hastert Pryce (OH)
Blunt Hastings (WA) Putnam
Boehner Hayes Radanovich
Bonner Heller Regula
Bono Hensarling Rehberg
Boozman Herger Reichert
Boustany Hobson Renzi
Brady (TX) Hoekstra Reynolds
Brown (SC) Hulshof Rogers (AL)
Brown-Waite, Hunter Rogers (KY)

Ginny Inglis (SC) Rogers (MI)
Buchanan Issa Rohrabacher
Burgess Jindal Ros-Lehtinen
Camp (MI) Johnson (IL) Roskam
Campbell (CA) Jones (NC) Royce
Cannon Jordan Ryan (WI)
Cantor Keller Sali
Capito King (IA) Saxton
Carter King (NY) Schmidt
Castle Kingston Sensenbrenner
Chabot Kirk Sessions
Coble Kline (MN) Shadegg
Cole (OK) Knollenberg Shays
Conaway Kuhl (NY) Shimkus
Crenshaw LaHood Shuster
Cubin Lamborn Simpson
Culberson Latham Smith (NE)
Davis (KY) LaTourette Smith (NJ)
Davis, David Lewis (CA) Smith (TX)
Davis, Jo Ann Lewis (KY) Souder
Davis, Tom Linder Stearns
Deal (GA) LoBiondo Sullivan
Dent Lungren, Daniel  Tancredo
Diaz-Balart, L. E. Terry
Diaz-Balart, M. Mack Thornberry
Doolittle Manzullo Tiahrt
Drake Marchant Tiberi
Dreier McCarthy (CA) Turner
Duncan McCaul (TX) Upton
Ehlers McCotter Walberg
Emerson McCrery Walden (OR)
English (PA) McHenry Walsh (NY)
Everett McHugh Wamp
Fallin McKeon Weldon (FL)
Feeney Mica Weller
Ferguson Miller (FL) Westmoreland
Flake Miller (MI) Whitfield
Forbes Miller, Gary Wicker
Fortenberry Moran (KS) Wilson (NM)
Fossella Murphy, Tim Wilson (SC)
Foxx Musgrave Wolf
Franks (AZ) Myrick Young (AK)
Frelinghuysen Neugebauer Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—13
Bachus Holt McMorris
Burton (IN) Johnson, Sam Rodgers
Buyer Levin Murphy, Patrick
Calvert Lucas Norwood
Chandler Ramstad
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So the question of consideration was

decided in the affirmative.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

AYES—228
Abercrombie Frank (MA) Michaud
Ackerman Giffords Millender-
Allen Gillibrand McDonald
Altmire Gongzalez Miller (NC)
Andrews Gordon Miller, George
Arcuri Green, Al Mitchell
Baca Green, Gene Mollohan
Baird Grijalva Moore (KS)
Baldwin Gutierrez Moore (WI)
Barrow Hall (NY) Moran (VA)
Bean Hare Murphy (CT)
Becerra Harman Murtha
Berkley Hastings (FL) Nadler
Berman Herseth Napolitano
Berry Higgins Neal (MA)
Bishop (GA) Hill Oberstar
Bishop (NY) Hinchey Obey
Blumenauer Hinojosa Olver
Boren Hirono Ortiz
Boswell Hodes Pallone
Boucher Holden Pascrell
Boyd (FL) Honda Pastor
Boyda (KS) Hooley Payne
Brady (PA) Hoyer Perlmutter
Braley (IA) Inslee Peterson (MN)
Brown, Corrine Israel Pomeroy
Butterfield Jackson (IL) Price (NC)
Capps Jackson-Lee Rahall
Capuano (TX) Rangel
Cardoza Jefferson Reyes
Carnahan Johnson (GA) Rodriguez
Carney Johnson, E. B. Ross
Carson Jones (OH) Rothman
Castor Kagen Roybal-Allard
Clarke Kanjorski Ruppersberger
Clay Kaptur Rush
Cleaver Kennedy Ryan (OH)
Clyburn Kildee Salazar
Cohen Kilpatrick Sanchez, Linda
Conyers Kind T.
Cooper Klein (FL) Sanchez, Loretta
Costa Kucinich Sarbanes
Costello Lampson Schakowsky
Courtney Langevin Schiff
Cramer Lantos Schwartz
Crowley Larsen (WA) Scott (GA)
Cuellar Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Cummings Lee Serrano
Davis (AL) Lewis (GA) Sestak
Davis (CA) Lipinski Shea-Porter
Dayvis (IL) Loebsack Sherman
Davis, Lincoln Lofgren, Zoe Shuler
DeFazio Lowey Sires
DeGette Lynch Skelton
Delahunt Mahoney (FL) Slaughter
DeLauro Maloney (NY) Smith (WA)
Dicks Markey Snyder
Dingell Marshall Solis
Doggett Matheson Space
Donnelly Matsui Spratt
Doyle McCarthy (NY) Stark
Edwards McCollum (MN) Stupak
Ellison McDermott Sutton
Ellsworth McGovern Tanner
Emanuel MecIntyre Tauscher
Engel McNerney Taylor
Eshoo McNulty Thompson (CA)
Etheridge Meehan Thompson (MS)
Farr Meek (FL) Tierney
Fattah Meeks (NY) Towns
Filner Melancon Udall (CO)

ant to House Resolution 66, debate
shall not exceed 3 hours, with 60 min-
utes equally divided and controlled by
the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Ways and
Means, 60 minutes equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee
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on Natural Resources, 30 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Agriculture,
and 30 minutes equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee
on Science and Technology.

The gentleman from Washington (Mr.
McDERMOTT), the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. ENGLISH), the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) and the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) each will control
30 minutes, and the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON), the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE),
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
GORDON) and the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL) each will control 15 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr.
yield myself 2 minutes.

We are here to take one small and bi-
partisan step toward making clean re-
newable energy a reality in America.
And imagine my surprise, Big O0il
doesn’t think it is a good idea. But
let’s set the stage for this debate.

Two years ago, Big Oil muscled their
way into a corporate tax break they
had never earned and didn’t need. They
are siphoning off $1 billion a year right
out of the pockets of U.S. taxpayers,
and they want it to last forever, right
along with $10 billion in quarterly prof-
its that they have been reporting.

Their answer to everything is more
drilling and more money. The Presi-
dent completely agrees. He thinks it is
unfair of us to expect Big Oil to actu-
ally earn money. He would actually
just give it to them. That is what they
think; that is what the American peo-
ple face.

According to a report by the Depart-
ment of Energy, it is expected that 86
percent of our energy supply will come
from oil, coal, and natural gas in the
year 2030. That is the same proportion
of our energy consumption that carbon
provides today.

That same report states that we
should expect oil, gas, and coal prices
to continually climb. In other words, if
this country does not pursue a radi-
cally different approach to energy, we
can expect dirty air, more pain at the
pump, and more reliance on foreign oil.

The bill before us takes the vital first
step in the pursuit of a new energy pol-
icy that looks to American innovation
to provide renewable energy. This bill
is a down payment, and only that, on a
commitment to an energy policy that
is fitting for the 21st century. The bill
before us is fundamentally fair.

In 2004, the Congress sought to help
American manufacturers better com-
pete in the global economy, but in
doing so they provided a 10 percent re-
duction in the Federal taxes owed by
Big Oil. That translates into a tax sub-
sidy for over $1 billion a year, a real
boondoggle.

What is more, the Congress gave this
subsidy to oil at a time when the in-
dustry was enjoying recordbreaking

Speaker, I
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profits that were resulting from $60 a
barrel oil. That is wrong. Today we
take the first step back in the right di-
rection.

Today we’re taking the taxpayer money and
putting it to better use. Today the House of
Representatives will decide that it's wiser to
invest in renewable energy, innovation, and a
future for our economy and our planet.

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, our friends on the other
side of the aisle have proposed a so-
called energy bill that they claim will
promote America’s energy independ-
ence. In reality, Mr. Speaker, the
Democrats have presented the House
Chamber with a placebo that will ulti-
mately reduce domestic energy produc-
tion, give American energy companies
less of a reason to invest in exploration
here at home, encourage greater de-
pendence on foreign oil, and damage
America’s manufacturing base.

H.R. 6 has become another political
football for the Democratic Party.
And, frankly, Mr. Speaker, as The
Washington Post rightfully editorial-
ized yesterday, energy policy deserves
more serious treatment.

The Democrats’ solution to Amer-
ica’s energy crisis is to single out oil
and gas producers for a tax increase.
The fact is, Mr. Speaker, this legisla-
tion is not likely to impact oil pro-
ducers’ profits in any way, shape, or
form. This is energy policy by focus
group, not a serious prescription for
achieving America’s energy future.

The one thing that we can be assured
that this bill will do is raise prices at
the pump for America’s consumers.
Furthermore, it creates disincentives
that will decrease the supply of domes-
tic natural gas and oil and increase our
country’s energy imports.

While H.R. 6 not only forces our
country to become more dependent on
foreign oil, it will also force America’s
working families to bear the brunt of
increased energy costs.

The $6.6 billion tax increase embed-
ded in this bill will inevitably be borne
entirely by consumers in the form of
higher gasoline and home energy
prices. The effects of high gas prices
will ripple throughout the economy, in-
creasing prices on everything from
electronics to school supplies. Like the
Keystone Kops, the House leadership
aims at one target but ends up hitting
the American public.
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In addition, the Democrats have yet
to detail what exactly they will do
with an additional $14 billion in rev-
enue. In my view, such excess revenue
will provide the Democratic leadership
with a liberal slush fund to curry favor
with one industry over another.

If Democrats want to invest in new
energy technologies, they should de-
bate and define their priorities openly.
This, Mr. Speaker, is political pork
barrel at its worst.

Finally, H.R. 6 is an assault against
America’s manufacturing base. Using
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nearly one-third of the Nation’s en-
ergy, both as fuel and feed stock, en-
ergy production is the very heart of
American manufacturing. With such an
energy-intensive industry, raising en-
ergy prices will make domestic manu-
facturers less competitive in the world
market. This is one reason why the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers
has firmly opposed this bill.

By making the oil and gas industries
ineligible for the section 199 deduction
for domestic manufacturing activities
and changing current amortization
rates for the geological and geo-
physical costs incurred in energy ex-
ploration, H.R. 6 will further erode the
U.S. comparative advantage, forcing
more and more of our good-paying
manufacturing jobs overseas.

Mr. Speaker, I have long advocated
for a comprehensive energy policy to
reduce our dependence on foreign oil
and increase America’s access to clean,
affordable and dependable energy for
their cars, homes and businesses. H.R. 6
is simply not the answer.

This legislation is bad energy policy
and bad tax policy which explains why
the Democratic leadership shoehorned
it through the process without a com-
mittee markup or even a single public
hearing.

We must stand up for American man-
ufacturers, stand up for American con-
sumers, and preserve our domestic en-
ergy supply. So I urge my colleagues to
join me today in opposing H.R. 6 and
supporting the Republican alternative.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL).

(Mr. NEAL Massachusetts asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank Mr.
MCDERMOTT for yielding me this time.

After I got done hearing my friend
from Pennsylvania speak, I was re-
minded once again of a recurring
theme in this town from Republicans:
have they ever met a special interest
they didn’t love.

The struggles of Big Oil: profits last
year of 117 percent. Remember as we
heard these arguments just a couple of
minutes ago from those champions of
the average guy, as they would have
you believe today, these are the people
who in a craven moment in the closing
days of the 109th Congress tied an in-
crease in the minimum wage to repeal
of the estate tax, conveniently forget-
ting about that individual who had to
work one day a week at minimum wage
just to fill their gasoline tanks.

This is good policy. It is sensible, and
it speaks to the idea of returning $14
billion to the Treasury that will be re-
directed to renewable and energy-effi-
cient programs resulting in a cleaner
and more efficient America where both
consumer and business reap the bene-
fits.

Advancing progressive energy will
wean us off of foreign oil, which all
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Americans agree is needed. It has been
said that American needs another Man-
hattan Project, not to create weapons
of mass destruction, but to create
masses of jobs by harnessing America’s
technological innovation.

We all know how many jobs have
been lost due to foreign competition,
and we are going to continue to lose
them if we fail to make the necessary
investments in energy technology and
the people who are behind the research
and its development.

Put the American people and their
interests first here. The idea that we
would drill on public land and not seek
some sort of compensation for the Fed-
eral Government, relief for the tax-
payer, is ridiculous.

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, it is my privilege to yield 2
minutes to a distinguished member of
the Ways and Means Committee and a
strong advocate of energy policy, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER).

(Mr. WELLER of Illinois asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, today politics trumps policy. If reg-
ular order had been follo