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(Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida addressed the House. His remarks
will appear hereafter in the Extensions
of Remarks.)

——

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

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

——
CHANGES IN AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to visit today with Members of the
body to discuss just one of the aspects
of the changes that we have seen in the
world. We hear a lot from our friends
that the war on terror is not pro-
gressing, that there is no significant
advancement.

Mr. Speaker, two days ago we were
joined by His Excellency Hamid Karzai,
President of the Transitional Islamic
State of Afghanistan, to talk about the
changes in his country. He reports that
Afghanistan was one of the poorest
countries. They had, of course, the
Taliban and al Qaeda working there.
They have an economy that is con-
trolled by the drug lords. Private mili-
tias have been ever present in their
countries.

Yet, today he reports that under
their new transitional government that
they are rebuilding the schools and
starting the children back to school.
Boy and girls, 5 million of them, are
back in schools today in Afghanistan.
They are also developing health clinics
to provide basic health services for the
inhabitants and the citizens of Afghan-
istan.

One of the most important things he
said is they are beginning to rebuild
their economy, beginning by rebuilding
highways and roads so that commerce
can be conducted throughout the na-
tion. As they conduct commerce, they
are also beginning to rebuild the mili-
tary, the militias, their national guard,
and reestablish police forces in order to
guarantee security for the people of Af-
ghanistan and to defend the country’s
sovereignty.

The government of Afghanistan is be-
ginning to fight against the narcotics
trade, the one that has been so preva-
lent in that nation and provides drugs
throughout the world to eat the heart
and soul out of not only their children,
but our children and the children of
Europe, Germany, France and all
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around the world. And when the gov-
ernment of Afghanistan begins to do
what they can to stop the flow of ille-
gal drugs throughout the world, we
know that the world situation has
changed for the better.

He reports to us that the Afghanis
are beginning to vote with their feet,
that over 3 million refugees have come
back to Afghanistan and reestablished
permanent residence there, voting with
their feet, saying that we believe Af-
ghanistan is a better place today than
before the United States entered and
began to fight the war on terror inside
their borders.

The country has adopted an enlight-
ened constitution, one which for the
first time begins to recognize the
rights of women. And in that constitu-
tion, 25 percent of the elected seats are
reserved, 25 seats in parliament are re-
served for women. A stunning turn
around for a culture that in Afghani-
stan had simply eliminated women
from any positions of authority in that
country.

He declares that they have estab-
lished an open and inclusive society.
He reports that there are many things
that they still have to do, that they are
requesting the help of the TUnited
States on. The Islamic State of Af-
ghanistan is requesting the help of the
United States, help in disbanding the
private militias and demobilizing those
tremendous forces of evil inside the
country that both protect and encour-
age the drug trade.

He asked that we continue to fight
with them to dismantle the entire drug
industry, the illegal drug industry in
that country, to help them to reduce
the very high infant mortality rate. He
explains that Afghanistan is open for
business but they need businesses to
come and help them rebuild the coun-
try. And he has an open invitation that
asks American businesses to come
there to help establish an economy
that will sustain their people now and
in the future. But he declares to us,
President Karzai, declared to us on the
floor of this House when he spoke to
the joint meeting of the Senate and the
House, that the greatest menace still
in Afghanistan is terrorism. And he de-
clared that terrorism is the greatest
menace worldwide, as well as in Af-
ghanistan.

He talked about al Qaeda in Afghani-
stan that killed Muslims prior to the
US dismantling the Taliban and chas-
ing al Qaeda out of the country.

Mr. Speaker, we were honored to
have the President of Afghanistan visit
and bring us up to date on the changes
that have occurred in his eyes.

————

ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF THE
REPUBLICAN HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Kan-
sas (Mr. TIAHRT) is recognized for half
of the time until midnight as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.
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Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, tonight
we are going to talk a little bit about
the accomplishments of the Repub-
licans in the House of Representatives,
accomplishments that are going to
help us bring jobs back into America.

Over the last generation, our govern-
ment has consistently created policies
that have prevented us from keeping
jobs in America. The Republicans in
the House have come up with a plan to
change that environment so that we
can quit the outsourcing of jobs and
start the insourcing of jobs. We have
divided the issues that have been cre-
ated by the Federal government into 8
categories. Each one of those cat-
egories or issues is going to get a week
of our time, a week of dedication to
deal with this issue, bring important
votes to the floor, and change the envi-
ronment and bring more jobs into
America.

We started out with health care the
week of May 11, health care security.
We then went to bureaucratic red tape
termination, life long learning. This
week was energy self-sufficiency and
security. We have 4 more topics that
deal with ending lawsuit abuse.

Now, under health care security we
passed flexible spending accounts to
allow employees more choices in their
health care. We passed medical mal-
practice liability limitations to lower
the cost of health care by lowering the
liability insurance. And we also passed
the Small Business Health Fairness
Act which allowed small businesses and
other associations to bond together to
go out and purchase from health care
providers and thereby lowering the
cost of health care in the United
States.

We went on to bureaucratic red tape
termination, and we dealt with 4 bills
with Occupational Safety and Health
or OSHA. We had small business day in
court for OSHA. We had OSHA Review
Commission Efficiency Act. We had the
Independent Review of OSHA Citations
act. We had the OSHA Small Employer
Access to Justice Act. And then we
completed that week with the Paper-
work and Regulatory Improvement
Act.

We went on to lifelong learning the
next week. We talked about the Teach-
er Training Enhancement Act, the Pri-
orities for Graduates Studies Act, Back
to Work Incentives Act, and we com-
pleted that week with workforce Rein-
vestment and Adult Education Act and
having the conferees appointed as well.
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This week we passed three pieces of
additional legislation: the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2004, the Renewable Energy
Project Siting Improvement Act, and
the U.S. Refinery Revitalization Act.
Fifteen pieces of legislation have been
passed. It is part of the plan that we
have that is part of the aggressive na-
ture that the House has taken on to
bring jobs back to America.

Next week, we are going to be dealing
with research and development.
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Our opponents on the other side of
the aisle, the House Democrats, have
come up with an answer to our agenda.
They have an alternate agenda, and
that agenda is very interesting. It is on
their Web site. It consists of 28 pro-
posals compared to our 8. Thirteen of
those proposals call for more govern-
ment spending. Seven of those pro-
posals call for more government regu-
lation. Eight call for some outlandish
schemes such as textile summits, other
conferences, more lawsuits and tar-
geted tax credits.

The business environment today has
been forced to outsource jobs because
of government regulations, because of
government red tape, because of gov-
ernment policies, and the Democrats
think the solution is more government.
I think that that is wrong.

I have a quote here, Mr. Speaker. It
starts out by saying, America must get
to work producing more energy. The
Republican program for solving eco-
nomic problems is based on growth and
productivity. A large amount of oil and
natural gas lay beneath our land and
off our shores untouched because the
Democrats seem to believe the Amer-
ican people would rather see more reg-
ulation, taxes and control than more
energy. That quote was made by Ron-
ald Reagan, July 17, 1980.

The problem is pretty much the same
because we have not gotten any bipar-
tisan support on trying to create jobs
and improve energy sufficiency in
America.

I have a chart here, Mr. Speaker,
that talks about America’s energy se-
curity, a lesson of supply and demand.
We can see clearly on this first part of
the chart that supply, which is the
manufacturing of petroleum and coal
product jobs, have gone down since
1995, and we are here at 2003. The con-
sumer price index of energy prices has
continued to go up.

You can see there was a dip that
came down some in the recession, but
our demand has continued to grow, and
the reason it has is because our econ-
omy is growing. The reason our econ-
omy is growing is because of the tax re-
lief that has been passed by House Re-
publicans and signed by the President
into law. So we have been fighting this
battle for some time, and let me just
show one other chart here before we go
on to another speaker.

This is what the House Republicans
have done to provide America with a
comprehensive energy plan. It starts
out on January 1, 2001, and indicates on
January 3, George Bush takes office.
Then we can see that we have made
several efforts. President Bush released
his energy plan, delivered it to Con-
gress. We responded by passing a House
energy bill for the first time. We set up
another second passage over on April
11, 2003, almost a year and a half later.
We passed it a third time on November
18, 2003, and yesterday we passed it for
a fourth time. BEach time it has been
stopped by the Democrats. We have not
had the ability to get it to the Presi-
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dent’s desk, but the result of not hav-
ing a comprehensive energy plan is it
has driven gasoline prices at the pump
from below $1.50 up to in excess of $2.

It is time for us, Mr. Speaker, to
move on with the energy policy and get
a plan passed and to the President so
that we can lower energy costs and cre-
ate jobs.

I have with me a gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. CHOCOLA) who is going to
address some additional issues about
bringing jobs back to America as re-
lated to energy policy, and I yield to
him at this time.

Mr. CHOCOLA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me, and
I thank him for his leadership on this
very important issue that I think is
crucial to our economic security and
job creation in our country.

As we focus this week on energy and
its role in ensuring our economic secu-
rity, I remind my colleagues, as my
friend from Kansas just did, that the
House of Representatives has passed
three energy bills before this week,
since 2001, all with the aim of exploring
and increasing domestic energy produc-
tion in hopes of staving off the type of
energy crisis we face today.

Even though the employment rate
has gone down significantly, and the
economy as a whole is showing clear
signs of improvement, the greatest im-
pediment and risk to sustaining our
growing economy is the rising cost of
energy. Energy is the lifeblood of the
American economy, and we can ill-af-
ford to ignore the pressing need to pass
comprehensive energy legislation. We
cannot wait for another blackout of
the kind that we saw last August or for
another spike in gasoline prices that
we see today.

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that we
act now. The energy conference report
the House has passed is a jobs bill. We
call a lot of things here in the House of
Representatives job bills, but this bill
clearly fits the description. It is esti-
mated that 838,500 jobs will be created
if this energy policy is actually en-
acted. From natural gas and coal, to
nuclear and renewable energy explo-
ration and expansion, our domestic en-
ergy reserves will be a dramatic boost
to the American workforce.

The rising cost of gas prices is just
one of the most visible consequences of
lacking a national energy policy, and it
is a stark reminder of our need to uti-
lize and explore our domestic energy
supply. By hindering exploration and
utilization of our country’s energy po-
tential, we continue our reliance on
foreign energy sources. Since 2001, the
United States has sent over $300 billion
and countless American jobs to OPEC
and other foreign Nations to meet our
energy needs here at home. According
to the U.S. Department of Commerce,
America loses 12,389 jobs for every $1
billion we spend on imports. This
translates to 1.7 million jobs America
has sent overseas for oil every single
year.

This legislation will help ease our de-
pendence on foreign oil by requiring 5
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billion gallons of renewable fuel to be
included in all gasoline sold in the
United States by 2015. This increase in
the use of ethanol will save 1.3 billion
barrels of oil by 2016, and improve the
trade deficit by $28.5 billion over the
next 15 years, and adds $135 billion to
the American economy by 2016 through
increased agricultural demand and new
capital spending, and generate $32 bil-
lion in income for American consumers
over the next 15 years.

Along with oil, natural gas has been
an indispensable energy source in this
country. Natural gas is responsible for
20 percent of our Nation’s energy pro-
duction and is expected to play an in-
creasingly important role in addressing
our Nation’s future energy needs. Yet
the volatile price of natural gas over
the past new years is constricting our
economic growth. For example, an esti-
mated 85,000 jobs have been lost by the
U.S. chemical makers since U.S. nat-
ural gas prices began to rise in mid-
2000. Over the past few years, our reli-
ance on natural gas has left our small
business community susceptible to the
fluctuations of the natural gas market,
and it is hurting our economy and our
workforce.

Mr. Speaker, I find it ironic that last
August, on the same day that we saw a
blackout in parts of the Midwest and
the northeast, I chaired a hearing in
my District, in the 2nd District of Indi-
ana, on natural gas prices. At that
hearing, we heard from school dis-
tricts, we heard from businesses, we
heard from social service organizations
about the devastating effect that the
rising cost of natural gas has had on
their endeavors. Probably one of the
most interesting things I learned dur-
ing that hearing is that here in the
United States, in our non-park, non-
wilderness lands, we have enough nat-
ural gas to supply 100 million house-
holds for 157 years.

I would like to share just one quick
story about a company in my District
called Koontz-Wagner Electric that
testified at that hearing and talked
about the impact that the rising cost
of natural gas has. They utilize natural
gas to run the energy needs of their
plant and much of their equipment,
and this year, they saw an increase of
$60 to $90,000 above their expected lev-
els in natural gas costs. That is money
that could have been invested in their
business, could have helped create jobs,
but instead went to pay for the energy
costs that made them less competitive
in the global economy.

Just last week, I spoke with a fer-
tilizer company, one of the largest em-
ployers in one of the counties in my
District, and they have seen their main
input cost, $90 percent of their cost is
nitrogen, and over the last 2 weeks
they have seen their nitrogen costs in-
crease by 15 percent, putting their
company and their employees at risk.
They have seen that not only in the
last 2 weeks, but week after week they
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have seen double digit increases in
their most important costs, again, put-
ting their company at risk.

But there is a solution, and it is en-
acting a comprehensive energy policy
in this country. A comprehensive en-
ergy bill includes such provision as the
creation of a natural gas pipeline from
the Alaska North Slope to the lower 48
States. This pipeline will improve ac-
cess to natural gas and promote com-
petition in the exploration, develop-
ment and production of natural gas to
help secure our Nation’s energy future.
This legislation also provides for more
natural gas exploration and develop-
ment by providing royalty relief for
deep and ultra deep gas wells in the
shallow waters of the Gulf of Mexico.
Improved access to North America’s
abundant natural gas resources will
help to reduce high utility bills, create
jobs and provide more than $500 million
of increased revenues for the U.S. econ-
omy.
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Mr. Speaker, as I said, energy is the
lifeblood of our economy. We can no
longer afford to ignore this pressing
need. We must remain committed to
pursuing a comprehensive energy pol-
icy in order to reduce our dependence
on foreign oil, lessen the cost of gaso-
line and home utility bills, and help
create more jobs right here in America.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT) for bringing
this Special Order to the floor to talk
about this very important issue. I urge
my colleagues to support enactment of
this energy policy.

Mr. TTIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
TERRY).

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to speak tonight
on energy week in the House of Rep-
resentatives. Frankly, it feels a little
bit like the movie ‘“Groundhog Day.” I
think we have been through this at
least once before. Each time we go
through it we have an opportunity to
improve it, and each time we also feel
a little bit frustrated that others in
this Capitol do not share the same pas-
sion for a comprehensive energy policy.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT) opened up with a
discussion about the impact of higher
gasoline prices on a timetable starting
when President Bush was sworn in and
gas was about $1.35 a gallon. I think it
is $1.32 on the chart here. Because of
the inaction of being unable to produce
a comprehensive energy policy, what
American citizens have seen is contin-
uous rise and spikes in gasoline prices,
and this has certainly captured the
headlines and the lead-off stories on
national news as we pay record prices
across the Nation, seeing a little bit of
relief.

But as we focus on gasoline prices,
probably the more devastating aspects
to our family budget and our economy
is frankly the increase in price of nat-
ural gas. Alan Greenspan has spoken
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several times that the increase in nat-
ural gas prices has become a drag on
our economy. So let us work through
that a little bit. H.R. 6 that we have
passed in the House of Representatives
four times provides incentives for addi-
tional exploration within the conti-
nental United States. There is a lot of
discussion about drilling in Alaska, but
ANWR is not part of H.R. 6, but we pro-
vide incentives for exploration in the
continental United States, as well as a
new pipeline to run from Alaska to the
continental United States, and that is
one of the issues being stalled here.

What we need to realize is natural
gas provides America about 25 percent
of its current energy needs and is used
by almost two-thirds of American
households. That is right. That is for
cooking, appliances, that is for heating
our homes. But what many do not real-
ize, as this chart shows, not only for
electrical generation and residential
use, but industrial use, as the gen-
tleman from Indiana mentioned. Nat-
ural gas is used in the production of
food to fertilizers, from cars to clothes,
from aluminum to electronics. Natural
gas is so essential a raw material that
it is a basic element in many common
products such as paints, fertilizers,
propane, film, medicines, and almost
all power plants which have been built
in the last 15 to 20 years use natural
gas to generate electricity.

What is great about it is it is low
emission. It is a clean fuel to use. Here
in D.C. when we walk around down-
town, there are bright buses which pass
through which say ‘‘Using Clean Nat-
ural Gas.” Yes, we use it in transpor-
tation as well.

The issue with the price of natural
gas is just basic high school economics:
It is supply and demand. Over the last,
and here is a chart, it talks about just
a few years ago natural gas prices were
pretty stable around $1.50 CFM.

This chart here actually is wrong,
and I need to take a second to correct
it because it shows that it tops off at
about $5, but just 2 weeks ago it was
trading at $6.70 and it is now trading
above $6. In other words, Mr. Speaker,
the price of natural gas is off the
charts, and we are not doing a darn
thing about it.

Now the soaring natural gas prices,
let us talk about the ripple effects that
it has through our economy. It is put-
ting a pinch on our families. As I un-
derstand from our local gas utilities, it
is costing the average family in my dis-
trict several hundred dollars a year
just in additional heating and utility
costs. But let us talk about what it is
doing to our economy and jobs.

The U.S. chemical industry has cut
at least 90,000 jobs because of the high
price of natural gas. Several plants
have closed and moved their doors
overseas. Yes, overseas. Now let us talk
about why they are moving overseas.
Why do our farmers now have to im-
port fertilizer and pay twice as much
as they did 3 years ago? Let us look at
this. In the United States because of
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our demand and lack of supply, we are
paying about $6.50 CFM. We can go
down to Mexico and Central America
and pay less than one-sixth. What is a
business to do? When we criticize busi-
nesses for moving offshore or out of
America, yes, it frustrates every one of
us that those jobs are moving out, but
let us look at some of the causes and
deal with that. What is a manufacturer
going to do when the basic input, as
the gentleman from Indiana said, when
it is about 90 percent of the input costs
for fertilizer, what is that fertilizer
plant going to do? They are going to go
where it is a cheaper price and reduce
their costs dramatically and sell it
back.

I believe these natural gas prices
really provide an unfair disadvantage
to our American manufacturers, and
we need to do something about it.

The Energy Policy Act which the
House passed once again yesterday
would boost natural gas production by
removing barriers and creating sensible
incentives. It would increase the depre-
ciation period of natural gas pipelines
from 20 to 15 years. It would increase
energy conservation and efficiency by
50 percent over 5 years, and it would re-
lieve pressure on natural gas markets,
diversifying our energy portfolio by in-
creasing power generation from clean
coal, fuel cells, microturbines, emis-
sion-free nuclear power, and renewable
energy sources. By adopting this bal-
anced plan, we would increase natural
gas supplies and save U.S. customers
approximately $1 trillion in natural gas
costs over the next 20 years. Yes, Mr.
Speaker, I said $1 trillion.

Now, it is time that we stop holding
Americans hostage, our economy hos-
tage. Let us fight some of the root
causes of our loss of manufacturing
jobs and pass a comprehensive energy
bill.

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
TERRY) for that very important infor-
mation about how we are going to
bring jobs back to America by passing
comprehensive energy policies that
will lower costs for natural gas and
make it more economical to do busi-
ness in the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) to talk
about bringing jobs back to America
with a comprehensive energy policy.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
TIAHRT) for bringing this issue in front
of the body.

Mr. Speaker, there are two things
that our standard of living in America
is based upon.
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Our standard of living is very high in
this country because of two basic, es-
sential facts. First, we have affordable
food and, second, we have affordable
energy. Both of those things determine
how we live our everyday lives, how
much we have got to spend on our kids’
school clothes, how far we have got to
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spend on the schools that our kids go
to, those things are determined by the
basics that we do not have to spend
more than a small amount of our in-
come on either food or energy.

Mr. Speaker, House bill 6, the energy
bill, really begins to address the fact
that jobs are being sent overseas be-
cause of high energy costs but it also
addresses the more relevant fact of the
cost of energy in our homes. I had some
high school students in my office
today. They asked, what is your posi-
tion on drilling in ANWR? I said abso-
lutely, that I supported it in my cam-
paign, and that I have supported it
since I got here. They asked, why
would you do that? And they seemed to
be asking it in good faith. You could
tell that they had had discussions in
their school and they were asking for
my opinion because they had received
the other side. I said, it is very simple.
You hear your parents talking about
how much it costs to fill up their car
with gasoline, about $40 to $50 to $60
now depending on what size tank you
have. I said, you have heard your par-
ents talk about it. Yes, yes, it is very
much higher. The fact is that we are
talking about supply and demand and
they were a little curious about that.
They did not really understand it fully.
I said, it is simply like cell phones.
When cell phones first came out, the
supply was very limited so you might
pay $450 or $500 for a cell phone but
today they will give them to you just
to get the business. That is because as
the supply of cell phones has increased,
the price has gone down. Petroleum is
exactly the same way.

If in 1995 President Clinton would
have signed the ANWR drilling bill
that was put in front of him, both
House and Senate in 1995 passed that
bill, if he had signed that, today we
would have 1.5 million new barrels of
oil coming down the Alaska pipeline
and into our shores. What our attempt
is today to lower the price of gasoline
in our cars is we have gone to the
Saudi Arabians and we are asking them
on bended knee, we the United States
is asking Saudi Arabia on bended knee
to increase production by somewhere
between 1 and 2 million barrels per day.
We know that at that figure, the price
would come back down to what Ameri-
cans are used to paying for a gallon of
gasoline. But instead, President Clin-
ton vetoed the bill that was passed by
the House and by the Senate, he vetoed
the bill, so today instead of having the
1.5 million barrels that we are asking
the Saudi Arabians for, that 1.5 million
barrels would have been produced on
American soil and with American jobs,
instead it is being produced somewhere
else and then we have the higher en-
ergy costs and we are more dependent
on foreign oil.

My friend from Nebraska talked
about the high price of natural gas.
There are some very compelling things
in the price of natural gas. It is being
pushed up because the Federal Govern-
ment is requiring that many of our
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electrical generating plants convert
from coal into the clean-burning nat-
ural gas. The Federal Government de-
mands that we convert electric plants
over to natural gas, therefore, pushing
the demand up while at the same time
the Federal Government at the insist-
ence of some of the extreme environ-
mentalists is beginning to limit access
to the natural gas drilling that is
available. The drilling that they are
stopping, the drilling that the extreme
environmentalists are stopping is not
in pristine areas. They are exactly in
areas on Federal land that have been
drilled before. There is no reason to say
that we cannot drill there except the
extremists believe in their heart that
America has too much.

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, to wrap
up as our time expires, we call our plan
to bring jobs back to America ‘‘Careers
for the 21st Century.” This week we
have been talking about tonight is the
energy self-sufficiency and security.
Next week we are going to talk about
research and development.

———

ABUSES OF POWER: ENERGY TASK
FORCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GARRETT of New Jersey). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
7, 2003, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for the re-
maining time until midnight as the
designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, House
Republicans are making a mockery of
the House floor this week. They are
bringing up at least four pieces of legis-
lation they claim will address our Na-
tion’s energy needs and begin the proc-
ess of lowering prices at the pump but
the American people should not be
fooled. Over the past 3 years, the Bush
administration and congressional Re-
publicans have done nothing to help
consumers who are now struggling to
pay higher gas prices. Instead, the
Bush administration is in the pocket of
the o0il and gas companies and House
Republicans are doing their dirty work.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans are claim-
ing the energy legislation they passed
last year which we are again voting on
this week will provide some much-
needed relief at the pump. What Repub-
licans will not say is that a study from
the Energy Information Administra-
tion concluded the Republican bill
would actually increase the average
gasoline price by three cents per gal-
lon. Congressional Republicans and the
Bush administration are not interested
in lowering gas prices. One might ask
why, and that is because high gas
prices mean high profits for big oil and
gas companies. In fact, it was the ex-
ecutives at these very companies that
worked in secret with Vice President
CHENEY in crafting the Republican en-
ergy bill that Republicans are now
touting this week. For 3 years now, the
Vice President has done everything he
can to keep the records of his energy
task force secret. This secret task force
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developed President Bush’s energy pol-
icy, a policy that was then made into
legislation here in Congress, legisla-
tion that has now stalled in the other
body. Nevertheless, the end result was
bad energy policy. There is no doubt
that the energy industry succeeded
with its influence during these secret
closed-door meetings in crafting a pol-
icy that benefited them rather than
benefiting Americans now that Ameri-
cans are paying that price at the pump.
For 3 years, the Vice President has re-
fused to let the American people know
who made up his energy task force. For
3 years now, the Vice President has re-
fused to let the American people know
how and why the task force came to
the conclusions that it did. Finally,
after 3 years of hiding the information,
it appeared that we would finally get
some of the information CHENEY was
fighting so hard to keep secret thanks
to the Sierra Club and the conservative
group Judicial Watch who sued Vice
President CHENEY in the courts. The
two groups wanted to find out exactly
who from the energy industry partici-
pated in crafting the Bush administra-
tion’s destructive energy policy. A dis-
trict court ordered the administration
to provide the information last year
but the Bush administration still re-
fuses to turn it over. The administra-
tion’s reason, constitutional immunity
from such inquiries. The district court
rejected that contention, pointing out
that the administration was attempt-
ing, and I quote, to cloak what is tan-
tamount to an aggrandizement of exec-
utive power with the legitimacy of
precedent where none exists.

But, Mr. Speaker, as we know, the
Vice President refused to give in. He
has appealed the district court decision
to the U.S. Supreme Court and last De-
cember the Supreme Court agreed to
take the case and heard arguments this
spring. I have to point out that it does
not make any sense to me why the
Vice President would be so concerned
about keeping his energy task force
records secret. I would like to know or
ask the congressional Republicans why
they continue to allow the Bush ad-
ministration to get away with this se-
crecy. Could it be that they know if the
records are ever made public that the
American people would finally realize
that the Republican energy bill was
never intended to help the American
consumer but instead from the very
first day its main goal was to provide
oil and gas companies billions of dol-
lars in tax breaks?

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to point out a
problem with a potential conflict of in-
terest, I think clearly a conflict of in-
terest with regard to Justice Scalia
and the Supreme Court. It appears in
my opinion that Vice President CHENEY
will do anything to keep these docu-
ments of the energy task force secret.
That is why I think that what hap-
pened is that 3 weeks after the Su-
preme Court announced it would hear
Vice President CHENEY’s appeal of the
case, Justice Scalia accompanied Vice
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