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The House Republican leadership
won’t even bring legislation to the
floor to extend critical renewable tax
credits for wind and solar energy. Re-
publicans consider it anathema to even
suggest that they reconsider special oil
and gas company tax breaks in the face
of record industry profits. Yet while
the extension of renewable energy tax
credits would encourage the develop-
ment of an innovative industry that
would support America’s energy inde-
pendence, they allow it to wither. In
fact, House Republicans actually at-
tacked the renewable energy sector
through a number of different amend-
ments to the Energy and Water appro-
priations bill earlier this month.

As part of the Recovery Act, Con-
gress and the President extended pro-
duction and investment tax credits for
the production of wind and solar en-
ergy. As a result of those investments,
wind energy electricity generation has
grown by 40,000 megawatts in the last 2
years. Between 2007 and 2010, wind en-
ergy represented 35 percent of all new
electricity generation in America.
Solar energy production in America
more than doubled in that time period.

Approximately 173,000 Americans
work now in the wind and solar indus-
tries, with 70 percent growth in the
number of wind energy jobs since 2007.
What other industry can we point to
that has seen that kind of significant
job growth? In fact, the growth in re-
newable energy jobs has helped offset
job losses in the coal industry, which
has been declining for many years. As
the Nation continues to recover, and as
monthly job growth moderates, it is es-
sential to support innovative American
industries, such as wind and solar, with
extensive growth potential.

Wind and solar electricity generation
creates American jobs throughout the
supply chain. For example, Micron is a
semiconductor manufacturer in my dis-
trict whose components are used in
solar installations. The value of solar
installations completed in 2011 was $8.4
billion. Thanks to Buy American provi-
sions and other domestic manufac-
turing programs in the Recovery Act,
we’re increasing the share of wind en-
ergy components manufactured in
America. Over 470 factories in the
United States now build components
for wind turbines. But as tax incentives
expire, where will that future growth
g0?

In the global hunt for scarce re-
sources, the renewable energy industry
will not just be a job creator, though it
will create jobs. It will also help sup-
port national security. If America is
not at the forefront of this burgeoning
field, then we will be left behind as
global competitors seize that initia-
tive.

Unfortunately, all of this economic
growth is at risk as the Republican
House leadership ignores renewable en-
ergy tax credit extensions. Failure to
extend the production and investment
tax credits for renewable energy will
mean losing projects across the coun-
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try. As our loss of a wind facility in
Virginia demonstrates, Mr. Speaker,
the failure to extend these tax credits
in a timely manner already is hurting
what would otherwise continue to be a
growth industry.

———

YUCCA MOUNTAIN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I en-
joyed listening to my Republican col-
leagues talk about the Constitution
and how a bill becomes a law.

I taught freshman civics. And when a
bill passes both Chambers, the bill then
goes to the President. The President
then signs a bill. It becomes a law. The
job of the Chief Executive is to enforce
the law, as signed and as passed.

Like the 1982 Nuclear Waste Policy
Act, it is the law of the land. The
amendments passed in 1987 identified
Yucca Mountain as the sole geological
repository for nuclear waste in this
country. The problem is, it’s not being
enforced by the President, who is
complicit with the majority leader in
the Senate, Senator REID, in stopping
the project.

So over the past year, I have been
coming down to the floor and identi-
fying where we’re at on the status of
what do we do with high-level nuclear
waste. And I have gone through the
whole country. I have identified all the
Senators and where they stand. We ac-
tually have a majority of Senators—>55
of them—who support high-level nu-
clear waste being stored at Yucca
Mountain. We have 23 that either have
made statements of ‘‘no”’ or 22 that we
don’t know their position. Can you
imagine being a U.S. Senator on a very
important position, never having to
state your position on what to do with
high-level nuclear waste or defense
waste, especially if it’s in your own
State, and never being forced to come
to a position.

Over the past year, we've been going
around the country identifying all
these locations. And now the time for
truth has come, to really start nar-
rowing down on individual States and
Senators who should at least state
their position.

So I return to my next-door neighbor
State, the State of Missouri. I live in
the St. Louis metropolitan area. I rep-
resent parts of 30 counties in southern
Illinois. But I am very close to the
State of Missouri. In fact, I root for the
Cardinals, the Rams, the Blues. And if
the University of Missouri’s not play-
ing the Fighting Illini, I’ll root for the
Missouri Tigers.

Missouri has a nuclear power plant
called Callaway. And what I did
months ago, I came down on the floor—
these are old posters—and compared
Callaway to Yucca Mountain. Right
now, Callaway has 615 metric tons of
uranium spent fuel on site; Yucca has
none. Waste would be stored 1,000 feet
underground; waste is being stored in
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pools above ground. Waste would be
1,000 feet from the water table; at
Callaway, it’s 65 feet above the ground-
water. At Yucca, the waste would be
100 miles from the Colorado River; at
Callaway, it’s only 5 miles from the
Missouri River.

So the State of Missouri needs an an-
swer by their elected Members of what
should they do, how should we handle
the nuclear waste at Callaway? Well,
Senator BLUNT has already stated his
position that he supports moving nu-
clear waste to Yucca Mountain. In fact,
in a floor vote just 2 weeks ago, eight
of the nine Members of Congress—a bi-
partisan majority—said nuclear waste
should be in Yucca Mountain, or at
least we should finish the scientific
study to see if it’s feasible versus keep-
ing it in Missouri. The Members of the
House who voted in support of the
Shimkus amendment were Representa-
tive AKIN, Representative CLAY, Rep-
resentative CLEAVER, Representative
EMERSON, Representative GRAVES, Rep-
resentative HARTZLER, Representative
LoNG, and Representative LUETKE-
MEYER. Of course we know Senator
BLUNT supports it.

Now we focus on Senator MCCASKILL.
This is no surprise to her—I've talked
to her personally about this—that
there would be a time when eventually
she needs to state, does she support
high-level nuclear waste being stored
in Missouri? Does she support a long-
term geological storage underneath a
mountain in a desert in Nevada?
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If she would make a statement, we
could then move her from the unde-
cided to either a nay or a yea. And if a
yea, that would bring us to 56. We're
actually trying to see if we can get 60
United States Senators to say, Yeah,
we support moving forward. We’ve only
spent $15 billion, going back to 1982, to
prepare, locate the site.

Yucca Mountain is not just a moun-
tain on its own but it’s at the nuclear
test site. It’s bigger than the State of
Rhode Island, the Federal grounds. It’s
Federal property. And so we come
down on the floor—and we’ll be doing
this in the following weeks—high-
lighting individual Senators who are
either undecided, no commitment, no
position on what should be the disposi-
tion of high-level nuclear waste in
their State, where it should go, and at
least get them on the record as far as
this issue.

Again, this law was passed in 1982.
The amendment passed identifying
Yucca Mountain as the long-term geo-
logical repository was then signed in
1987. We would just ask the administra-
tion to follow the law.

———

2,000 DEATHS IN OPERATION
ENDURING FREEDOM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.
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