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Mrs. BACHMANN. Thank you to the 

representative from Michigan, TIM 
WALBERG. I appreciate that. 

We are a great country. I believe that 
we are the greatest country that the 
world has ever seen. And in this coun-
try, in the fields of Pennsylvania, over 
100 years ago was discovered a resource 
called oil; and that resource literally 
changed the world, changed this Na-
tion, and allowed us to grow and to 
prosper in a way that our forefathers 
never dreamed would even be a possi-
bility. 

We have that future yet in front of us 
again, Mr. Speaker. That future lies be-
fore us. It isn’t time to throw in the 
towel for the American people. I know 
I’m not willing to have my generation 
be the last generation that sees 
growth. I don’t want my children to 
live in the shadow of history in a de-
clining Nation. 

I don’t think most American people 
want that. We want a future. We want 
a hope, and that’s something that we 
can have, and we have to have energy 
in order to make that happen. 

Now, remember, there’s two choices 
that we talked about tonight. We can 
have one that is pay more, drive less, 
put on your sweater, lower your ther-
mostat and sit at home. That’s one phi-
losophy. 

And as Representative WALBERG said, 
there were people on the opposite side 
of the aisle, Democrats yesterday who 
said, and I quote, we, the government, 
should own the refineries. Then we can 
control how much gets out into the 
market. 

I stipulate, Mr. Speaker, that’s ex-
actly the wrong message for us. We, in-
stead of having the Federal Govern-
ment nationalizing industries, want to 
explore here, explore now, pay less. 
And I yield back. 

f 
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REPUBLICANS’ ENERGY ‘‘SOLU-
TIONS’’ WON’T SOLVE OUR EN-
ERGY CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized 
for half the remaining time until mid-
night. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you very 
much, Mr. Speaker, and I have enjoyed 
listening to the last hour from my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
give their version of what we should do 
to deal with the energy problems that 
we face. 

You know, I found it amusing what 
we didn’t hear in the course of their 
discussion. They were able to talk for 
one solid hour, and there was no men-
tion of conservation. The fact that the 
United States has less than 3 percent of 
the world’s proven reserves of oil, that 
we consume almost 25 percent of it, 
that we waste more than any country 
in the world, that it has taken George 
Bush longer to get to 35-miles-per-gal-

lon fuel efficiency than it took Jack 
Kennedy to get to the moon, not one 
word about something that was going 
to make a difference. 

We didn’t hear one word about how 
long it would take if they got every-
thing they wanted, if they surrendered 
America’s energy future in toto by giv-
ing all of the remaining oil and gas 
leases going to some of our most pre-
cious and sensitive areas that was 
highly speculative, and is in fact op-
posed by some Republican governors 
like Governor Schwarzenegger of Cali-
fornia. If you just turned all of that 
over, they didn’t talk about how long 
it would take to produce. And our 
friends at home can do a little bit of re-
search from independent analysts, and 
they’ll find that that’s 7 to 10 years 
into the future. They didn’t talk about 
how long that would take. 

You didn’t hear one word about pop-
ping the speculative bubble. If they had 
been attending the hearings that we 
have had here in Congress in the course 
of the last couple months, we would 
find that experts, including people 
from the oil industry, have testified 
that up to $50 of this increase in the 
price of a barrel of oil is due to specu-
lation. And we haven’t heard one word 
about what they would do to pop the 
speculative bubble, which much faster 
than anything you can talk about 
draining all our resources and turning 
available land over to the oil compa-
nies, this would make a difference im-
mediately. 

We haven’t heard from them about 
all of the flip-flopping that’s going on. 
You know, we heard this land is off- 
limits. George Bush I issued an execu-
tive order that declared areas off limits 
to drilling. George Bush II and the Re-
publican Congress for the previous 6 
years didn’t do anything about this. 
But George Bush, by a stroke of the 
pen, could reverse what his father put 
in place. Yet our friends didn’t have 
anything to say about that. 

It’s interesting watching the flip- 
flopping that’s going on in the Repub-
lican party. JOHN MCCAIN was against 
drilling in these sensitive areas when 
he was a candidate for President in 
2000. In fact, he’s maintained a position 
against drilling in the sensitive off-
shore areas until a few days ago when 
he’s decided to change. Of course, he 
does not agree with my friends on the 
other side of the aisle that we should 
go into the Arctic Wildlife Refuge. 
Maybe he understands that that’s the 
last place we should drill instead of the 
next. 

We’re finding that it is fascinating 
watching the jujitsu here where people 
are flipping around changing positions 
and there is no consistency, there is no 
honesty in terms of how long it would 
take, there is no effort to deal with 
some of the things that are actually 
running up the prices. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democrats in Con-
gress have been passing initiatives 
since we regained control to improve 
fuel efficiency that was approved over 

the objection of the Republicans and 
over the objection of George Bush and 
was delayed. We have had initiatives to 
improve efficiency to give people more 
tools, to shift from lavish subsidies to 
the most profitable corporations in the 
history of the planet, the oil companies 
that really don’t need extra subsidies, 
and give it to alternative sources of en-
ergy like wind and solar that do need it 
now. 

We are very concerned that we use 
the resources that are available now. It 
is absolutely facetious to suggest that 
we have locked up all of America’s en-
ergy resources. What you didn’t hear 
from my friends that have been talking 
for an hour is the fact that there are 68 
million acres already under control of 
the oil and gas industry that they have 
chosen not to explore. They’re not in 
production. 68 million acres. Indeed, 
the majority of the land that is avail-
able right now they have chosen not to 
use. 

We have legislation from a number of 
my colleagues that I am proud to co-
sponsor that would simply require that 
the oil companies use it or they lose it. 
If they are going to have these leases, 
they’re going to have to explore it. And 
if they don’t, then they will lose the 
opportunity to tie up even more land. 
That simple expedient of using it or 
losing it would spark far more explo-
ration than anything my colleagues 
talked about for an hour and would do 
it much sooner. 

Second, we need to pop the specula-
tive bubble. They haven’t said any-
thing about that. Not one word, other 
than one of my colleagues, to acknowl-
edge that the speculators are at work. 
But no focus about what we’re going to 
do about it. 

As I mentioned, we have heard, in-
cluding a top executive from 
ExxonMobil that testified before our 
Committee on Energy Independence 
and Global Warming, that speculation, 
along with weakening of the dollar and 
geopolitical risk, is responsible for 
driving oil prices up to $50 a barrel. 

Now, I don’t know whether the specu-
lative bubble is $5 a barrel or $50 a bar-
rel, but that is something that this 
Congress should do something about. 
It’s something the administration has 
turned a blind eye to, and it’s some-
thing my Republican colleagues have 
nothing to say about. 

We have legislation to deal with that. 
Congressman LARSON from Con-

necticut has legislation that is pretty 
straightforward that if you are going 
to speculate in oil futures, you have to 
be willing to take delivery. Now, this is 
supported by people who are in the 
oil—it wouldn’t affect anybody who is 
in the oil and gas business who’s pro-
ducing or delivering, but the people 
who are simply there to profit from 
speculation would have their wings 
clipped a little bit. 

The Enron loophole which excluded 
this speculative activity in energy 
which was approved under the watch of 
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this administration and the Repub-
licans of Congress, excluded it from su-
pervision from the Commodities Fu-
tures Trading Commission. We think 
it’s time to close the Enron loophole. 
We think it’s time to have more over-
sight rather than less. 

Let’s deal, for instance, with the 
amount of margin, the leverage that 
people who are doing something that’s 
perfectly appropriate trying to make a 
buck, but we want to make sure that 
we don’t have yet another speculative 
bubble that is hammering the Amer-
ican economy like we’ve seen with the 
housing bubble, what we saw in the 
stock market bubble. People turn a 
blind eye to it. We suggest we 
shouldn’t do that. 

It is important to ramp up efforts at 
conservation. As I mentioned, it’s 
taken George Bush, who sat in before 
us speaking from the podium imme-
diately in front of me and declared that 
we were addicted to oil, the same 
George Bush who said at $50 a barrel 
the oil companies didn’t need subsidies 
to be encouraged to develop oil re-
sources but yet has consistently fought 
our efforts to shift unnecessary sub-
sidies when oil prices were twice that. 

It’s taken this administration longer 
to get to 35 miles per gallon than it 
took Jack Kennedy to get to the moon. 

We need to help provide consumers 
with more choices. We need to accel-
erate our efforts dealing with alter-
native fuels. 

I see my colleague, JAY INSLEE, has 
joined us here in the Chamber. Con-
gressman INSLEE serves with me on the 
Speaker’s Select Committee on Energy 
Independence and Global Warming 
who’s done a great deal of work and re-
search and has listened to the testi-
mony that I have heard that there are 
a vast array of entrepreneurs ready to 
go right now with plug-in hybrids, with 
electric cars, that we should be accel-
erating this effort. 

And before I turn to my colleague to 
elaborate on that, somebody who 
speaks with great passion, authority, 
and conviction, I would mention that 
the Federal Government itself, under 
the Republican administration, con-
tinues to have a vast fleet of gas-hun-
gry SUVs. We’re spending $31⁄2 billion 
through GSA for hundreds of thousands 
of vehicles and millions of gallons of 
gasoline. Wouldn’t it be nice for this 
administration to get serious about not 
competing with the rest of American 
consumers by moving to more fuel-effi-
cient cars ourselves, more biodiesel, al-
ternative energy sources, plug-in hy-
brids, to be a leader rather than mak-
ing the problem worse? 

Congressman INSLEE, I appreciate 
your taking time late at night to join 
me. I appreciate your leadership and 
advocacy, and I wonder if you might 
want to talk a little bit about some of 
the choices, based on your research and 
work, that should be made available to 
the American consumer. 

Mr. INSLEE. You bet. And any time 
an optimist is talking at 11 o’clock at 

night about America’s great energy fu-
ture—and I think we do have a very 
great energy future before us, and I ap-
preciate you sharing that sense of opti-
mism. 

And I’m optimistic because it is my 
belief that America has the same right 
stuff we had in the 1960s when Kennedy 
sent us to the moon and that same 
right stuff, that same intellectual 
fever, that same sense of a can-do spir-
it, that same innovative spirit is really 
available to us if we, in this building, 
will simply unshackle that creative 
power of America to solve our energy 
woes. 

And the reason I came over here to-
night is that I am very concerned that 
some folks are promoting an alleged 
plan that won’t solve our problems but 
will short-sell the Americans’ spirit of 
being really able to solve this problem 
through technological gains. 

I heard some of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle today proposing 
what they call an energy plan which is 
to simply drill more holes in the 
ground. And I would suggest very 
strongly that that is a plan doomed for 
total and abject failure, which is some-
thing at $4 a gallon of gas and a war in 
the Middle East and global warming 
nipping on our heels we can’t run the 
risk of failure. 

And I’m just going to suggest what 
has been proposed is too little, too late, 
and too timid. 

And the first two are obvious why 
they’re too little and too late. We 
know that it’s too little simply to drill 
a few more holes in the ground in the 
United States because we don’t have 
the oil. Even if we drill in Mount Rush-
more, Yellowstone National Park, and 
the Capitol Mall, we could drill in the 
south lawn of the White House, but we 
don’t have the oil that can make any 
significant difference in the price of 
oil. 

Oil is a fungible product that is sold 
on a worldwide market, and every sin-
gle expert that has testified—and we’re 
not talking Democrats or Republicans; 
we’re talking to people who know the 
oil industry—and every single expert 
that we have talked to has told us even 
in the long term, because our dinosaurs 
somehow died under the Saudi Arabia 
soil, we don’t have the oil to make a 
difference in the price. Simple eco-
nomic fact. 

b 2315 
The simple fact is we use 25 percent 

of the world’s oil. The experts have 
told us, even if you drill in the south 
lawn of the White House, we’ve only 
got 3 to 3.2 percent of the world’s oil 
supply. Because oil trades on a world-
wide market, we can maximize and we 
won’t be able to change the worldwide 
price of oil more than a couple of cents. 

And I want to make sure people un-
derstand this. There’s a bunch of hooey 
coming from across the other side of 
the aisle that you’re going to get $2 a 
gallon of gasoline if we drill on the 
south lawn of the White House. It’s a 
bunch of hooey. 

Every single expert who has testified 
in the United States Congress for the 
last 2 years has told us that if you 
maximize drilling, if you ignore all of 
any environmental concerns we have, 
you will not change the price of oil 
more than a couple of pennies because 
it simply isn’t enough to make a dif-
ference. The oil under Saudi Arabia is 
many, many, many fold the oil that we 
have no matter where we drill. 

So telling Americans that we are 
going to be able to affect the price of 
oil by expanding drilling in the United 
States is simple flimflam, and it re-
minds me of that great movie with 
George W. Scott called ‘‘The Flim- 
Flam Man.’’ He said he identified him-
self as a master of back stabbing, cork 
screwing and dirty dealing. And I 
think, frankly, it is a flimflam to tell 
people that it’s going to solve it. It’s 
too little. 

But it’s too late because we shouldn’t 
wait till 2030. The first oil that would 
flow from these new holes in the 
ground wouldn’t flow until 2030. It is 
too late. It is too late for the Ameri-
cans. 

And it’s too timid. Now, I believe Mr. 
BLUMENAUER talked about this a little 
bit, but we have really one significant 
thing we can do in the short-term, and 
that is to end this rampant speculation 
that the experts are telling us is driv-
ing up the price that is not a function 
of supply and demand. It’s hard to ex-
plain these increases any other way 
but rampant speculation. 

And tomorrow, I’ll be joining Rep-
resentative BART STUPAK, who’s doing 
great work leading the House to a bill 
that will finally close the loopholes 
that have allowed these speculators to 
act in a nontransparent, sort of dark 
hole, of energy—of oil trading. And you 
know, they operate—and the one thing 
that was entirely appropriately 
named—It’s called the Enron loophole. 
Man, that was the right name for that 
loophole, where these traders can do 
swaps, and we don’t know about it. 

So we need to close these loopholes. 
That can have a short-term impact this 
year where we don’t have to wait 20 
years for a resolution. So it’s too little, 
too late. 

But I just want to really focus on the 
part about being too timid. We need a 
bold, courageous, over-the-horizon, vi-
sionary energy plan that’s fitting of 
the talents of the American people. 
Drilling holes in the ground is 140-year 
technology. It is old, mature tech-
nology. We do it quite well, and we’ve 
done it for a long time. 

Now is the time to turn the page and 
add to our portfolio of energy sources a 
whole new suite of technological 
sources that can power our cars and 
our homes, and I want to mention two 
of them. Okay? 

In the last 2 weeks, I’ve met with two 
people. One is a guy named Felix 
Cramer, who’s a guy who essentially 
helped invent the plug-in hybrid car. 
You plug it in, you run it for 40-plus 
miles on electricity, and if you want to 
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drive more, you use gasoline or eth-
anol. These are technologies that we 
need to strive on. 

And next week, I meet some folks at 
the A123 battery company in Boston. 
These are the folks who are making the 
lithium ion batteries that will be able 
to drive your car ultimately 100 miles 
and 40 miles now without a charge. 

We don’t have to shackle ourselves to 
oil for the next 100 years. We’ve got to 
break our addiction to oil. We have the 
capacity to do this, but if we’re timid, 
if we’re pessimistic, if we’re short-
sighted, we will simply do what we’ve 
done for 140 years, which is drill holes 
in the ground. 

And we have a policy, and I’ve intro-
duced a bill called the New Apollo En-
ergy Act which basically says that this 
country’s going to go on a course of 
technological innovation, and this 
truly has the capability of breaking 
the chains of oil, and I know we’re ca-
pable of doing that. 

So I appreciate Mr. BLUMENAUER 
starting this discussion. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate, Mr. 
INSLEE, your continued advocacy, being 
on message, moving legislative initia-
tives, and helping educate the Amer-
ican public about the potential of the 
New Apollo Project, the potential for 
our economy, the potential for a new 
era. 

I want to conclude because I guess we 
only have half an hour, so I’ve got a 
few minutes left. So I’m going to con-
clude by just running through what we 
didn’t hear this evening. I want to be 
very, very focused on this because what 
we didn’t hear was an honest expla-
nation of what the problem is and 
where we’re going to go. If for some 
reason we have a few more moments, 
I’ll be happy to flip back to my friend, 
but let me just finish my thoughts 
here. 

The notion that we are going to 
somehow surrender our energy future 
to the Big Oil companies, allow them 
to lease everything else, and have it 
their will to take some of our most pre-
cious, sensitive places and run rough-
shod over the will of the people in Cali-
fornia or Florida or elsewhere, New 
Jersey, I mean, a whole host of places 
that would be affected by this and 
somehow get $2 a gallon gasoline is 
poppycock. And I think my good friend 
from Washington said hooey. 

But you look at any independent, 
honest, objective expert, and they will 
say, you may be able to affect things 7 
to 10 years from now a penny or two 
below what the price otherwise would 
be because we’re caught up in a global 
initiative. 

It is as phony as Senator MCCAIN’s 
proposal for a gas tax holiday which 
would only give the holiday to the Big 
Oil companies, and we’d rely on their 
magnificent generosity to trickle a lit-
tle of that down. No indication that 
that would happen. 

We didn’t hear one word about global 
warming, which even Senator MCCAIN 
and Senator OBAMA agree on and we 

are going to be dealing with a carbon- 
constrained economy. 

Not one word about conservation. We 
can’t afford to continue to waste more 
oil than any country in the world. 

We heard an attack on cap-and-trade, 
which is where the United States and 
every other developed economy is 
going. We’re going to have a carbon- 
constrained economy. We’re not going 
to enable people to continue to pollute 
the environment with massive amounts 
of carbon, slowly cook the planet, raise 
sea levels and temperatures with ex-
treme weather. That’s not going to 
happen. The American public under-
stands that. The evangelical commu-
nity, the environmental community, 
organized labor and business are mov-
ing in this direction. 

It was George Bush the first’s deci-
sion to issue many of these protections 
via executive order, and George Bush 
the second—if he had been serious 
about this, would have done it years 
ago. He would have changed his fa-
ther’s decision if he was serious about 
it before he was running in Florida and 
California. He hasn’t. 

It will take 7 to 10 years for this to 
get to market. We will, as Mr. INSLEE 
has mentioned, we will deal with clos-
ing the Enron loophole and squeezing 
the speculators. 

We need to use what we have now, 
the use-it-or-lose-it. Sixty-eight mil-
lion acres are now open to the large oil 
companies right now, an area the size 
of Georgia and Illinois combined. We’re 
going to advance legislation that says 
they we’re going to use that before we 
mortgage the rest of our energy future 
for them, or we’ll give it to somebody 
who will. 

I’m amazed that my friends continue 
to come to the floor and attack bicy-
cles. I find that somewhat amusing be-
cause I’ve been working for a dozen 
years on bike partisanship. I know 
there are many Members on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle that don’t believe 
the rhetoric of their extreme Members 
and their leadership who belittle the 
role that new technologies can play or 
the application of old technologies. 

You know, today, if you go down to 
the G2 entrance in the Rayburn build-
ing, you can’t find a place to park a 
bike. Members and staff are coming 
here in droves. At $4 or $5 a gallon, you 
bet it makes sense. Making an oppor-
tunity for our children to walk or bike 
to school safely, you bet it makes 
sense. Would we be talking about mor-
bidly obese, 300-pound sixth graders if 
more kids could do that? Yet somehow 
the Republican leadership has chosen 
to try and belittle the most effective 
form of urban transportation ever de-
signed and, in fact, is supported by 
many of the Republicans themselves. 

At the Republican convention and 
the Democratic convention, Mr. Speak-
er, we’re going to have 1,000 bicycles, 
and you watch these people who try 
and belittle cycling. You watch dele-
gates line up to use it, to travel around 
Minneapolis and Denver, to actually 

see the community at 10 miles an hour, 
to get through security and parking 
hassles, to be able to get a little exer-
cise and save some energy. 

But that is symptomatic of their ap-
proach to try and score political 
points, to make fun of things that 
make a difference, and ultimately, it’s 
why their approach is doomed to fail. 

Democrats, since we assumed con-
trol, have been working on initiatives 
to give the American consumer more 
choices, to protect the environment, to 
encourage conservation, to give them 
more fuel-efficient cars, to give them 
mass transit, to give people in rural 
and small town America and our urban 
centers more opportunities about how 
they move, where they live, to get 
more out of the energy that we’ve got 
and develop new technologies that are 
more sustainable, that will lead to the 
revitalization not just of the environ-
ment but to our economy. 

Mr. INSLEE. Will the gentleman 
yield for a minute? 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would be 
happy to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. INSLEE. I always appreciate Mr. 
BLUMENAUER’s question of isn’t it kind 
of funny to watch people stuck in traf-
fic, driving to the gym to ride the sta-
tionary bicycle, and I always kind of 
appreciate that irony. 

I want to point out in talking about 
this theme of why we need a bold en-
ergy plan rather than a timid one, I 
want to point out three e-mails I’ve got 
in the last 24 hours that I think depict 
the future that we optimists see rather 
than pessimists who just want to re-
main addicted to oil. 

One was an e-mail I got about 4 hours 
ago from the United States Climate 
Change Science Program. This is a pro-
gram in the George Bush administra-
tion. They just released their report 
about what the United States is going 
to face due to global warming. We’re 
not talking about Kenya or India. 
We’re talking about the United States. 

And today at 1:30, they released their 
report. This is the official scientific as-
sessment of the administration of 
George Bush. And they concluded, 
Among the major findings reported in 
this assessment are that droughts, 
heavy downpours, excessive heat, and 
intense hurricanes are likely to be be-
come more commonplace as humans 
continue to increase the atmospheric 
concentrations of heat-trapping green-
house gases. The report is based on sci-
entific evidence that a warming world 
will be accompanied by changes in the 
intensity, duration, frequency, and ge-
ographic extent of weather and climate 
extremes. 

That is the Bush administration’s 
own people recognizing that the 
science says that we are in some dire 
consequences. 

In talking to my friends here to-
night, who have been stacking sand-
bags in Iowa, in the second 500-year 
flood in about 14 years, I think we can 
see something’s happening. I’m not 
saying this flood is specifically caused 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:44 Jun 20, 2008 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00143 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K19JN7.141 H19JNPT1w
w

oo
ds

2 
on

 P
R

O
D

P
C

60
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5726 June 19, 2008 
by global warming, but what we do 
know is these kind of incidents are 
going to become more frequent over 
time. 

Now, what is the response from this 
side of the aisle from that scientific in-
formation? 

b 2330 
You know, this side of the aisle, they 

trust science. They believe in science 
because they use cell phones, which are 
based on quantum mechanics. And they 
fly on Boeing airplanes, which are 
based on advanced physics. But when it 
comes to the science of global warm-
ing, what is their response? Their re-
sponse is, let’s just drill more oil and 
use more oil and pollute more global 
warming gases. That is a nonstarter of 
a strategy that can save the planet 
from the problems that the George 
Bush administration scientific assess-
ment this afternoon says we’re in for. 
That is too timid. 

Now, the second e-mail I got, I got it 
about 35 minutes ago, it was from the 
Nano Solar Company in Palo Alto, 
California. The Nano Solar Company is 
a thin cell photovoltaic company. And 
thin cells are a new type of photo-
voltaic. It’s a solar cell that creates 
electricity just from sunlight. And it’s 
thin cell, where you just spray this ma-
terial on a plastic coating and boom, 
you’ve got yourself a solar cell. It’s 
much cheaper to make than a silicon- 
based photovoltaic cell. Today they an-
nounced that they were the first com-
pany in the world to have one gigawatt 
of manufacturing capacity for 
photovoltaics, which can dramatically 
decrease the cost of production of 
photovoltaics. 

Now, we have a vision on this side of 
the aisle to help those companies ex-
pand. And if they do, we’re going to 
eventually be able to break this addic-
tion to oil. And that company is part of 
a vision where we use solar power, wind 
power, enhanced geothermal power, po-
tentially clean coal, potentially some 
other sources to produce electricity 
and run cars on electricity. That’s a vi-
sion that’s up to the innovative capa-
bility. But the answer from this side of 
the aisle is, no, no, don’t help these 
new companies that are advancing 
these new technologies, just help the 
old companies that learned how to drill 
for oil 140 years ago in Pennsylvania. 
That is an old technology. It’s a horse- 
and-buggy technology. It’s worked 
really well. Gasoline is a great fuel, ex-
cept for its global warming capacity. 

The third e-mail I want to mention; 
yesterday afternoon I received an e- 
mail from the Ausra Energy Company 
that announced that they are opening 
their first solar thermal plant—in Cali-
fornia, I believe—in about 2 or 3 weeks. 
Now, solar thermal energy is where 
you use mirrors to concentrate the 
sun’s light; you generate heat; you 
heat water or oil; and you generate 
steam power based electricity. It has a 
potential to be energy just as cheap as 
coal-fired electricity in the next dec-
ade. 

These people are for real. They have 
multiple million dollars of capital 
funding; they have now signed con-
tracts in Florida and California to pro-
vide electricity for almost 400,000 
homes. These are the breakthrough 
projects that we need to foster rather 
than going back to just the old tech-
nology. 

And my concern about what my 
friends across the aisle are proposing is 
that we are proposing to really chain 
ourselves to the past here while the 
rest of the world is moving ahead. You 
know, we’re in a race right now. We 
were in a space race in the sixties, and 
we won because we had leadership from 
John F. Kennedy who said, let’s beat 
the Russians, let’s go to the moon in 10 
years. Now we need some leadership 
from this building to say, let’s beat the 
Germans in solar cell technology, let’s 
beat the Danes in wind turbine tech-
nology. Let’s be the company that gets 
the Nano Solars and the Ausras of the 
world to start selling products to 
China. 

And I’ll tell you another place we can 
get gasoline from, from the Sapphire 
Energy Company. It’s a company in 
Washington and California that just 
raised about $50 million. And they have 
an algae-based material that can 
make, not ethanol, not biodiesel, but 
gasoline, gasoline just like you put in 
your tank today. Now, there’s a com-
pany that could use a step forward so 
that, instead of having to drill in these 
environmentally sensitive areas, we 
can produce our own fuel without com-
peting with food crops. And that prod-
uct can be mass produced probably 
sooner than we can get major league 
drilling going in offshore areas. 

Now, that is not a guarantee, it is 
not a guarantee. None of these new 
technologies are lead pipe cinches. But 
they have very good prospects of suc-
cess, they have attracted very signifi-
cant private capital, and we know that 
they have a chance to do what we need, 
domestically produce clean energy that 
doesn’t destroy the planet through cli-
mate change. 

And so we have adopted a position of 
assisting these breakthrough tech-
nologies, allowing drilling to continue 
in the United States where it has been 
leased. And there are 68 million acres 
today of public land owned by the 
United States Federal Government 
that has been leased to the oil and gas 
companies where they are fully capable 
of drilling wells, and they have not 
done so. In fact, there has been a lot of 
talk about the Arctic. Five out of the 
six oil companies that are drilling oil 
in any major league way internation-
ally have no interest in the Arctic be-
cause it’s too expensive to get to. We 
haven’t even talked about cost associ-
ated with these things. 

So we believe this country is ready 
for a bold new vision, and we’re ready 
to tackle that. And that’s why my new 
Apollo energy project, the Bart Stupak 
bill, that will bring these speculators 
into the bright light of regulation so 

they don’t do to us what Enron did to 
Washington and Oregon and California, 
that’s a vision for this country, and 
we’re ready to rock and roll on it. 
We’re looking forward to a new Presi-
dent so we can get on with that job. 

I yield to Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you. And 

I appreciate your pulling these pieces 
together, Congressman INSLEE. I think 
you hit the nail on the head. 

I am hopeful that throughout all of 
this, that we can conduct this debate 
from this point forward by being hon-
est with the American public. There is 
no one single cause for what we’ve seen 
happen with oil prices—speculation, 
world market, increased demand, hic-
cup here, there are a whole host of 
things that we see. Likewise, there is 
no one single solution. We need a com-
prehensive array. 

We do want to restrain speculation, 
whether it’s $1 a barrel or $50 a barrel. 
It’s unfair to the American consumer. 
It’s unfair to the industries and small 
business people, and homeowners that 
rely on fairly priced petroleum prod-
ucts. 

We need to encourage using the en-
ergy leases that are out there right 
now before we consider surrendering 
our energy future by turning over even 
more leases. Use the 68 million acres 
that are available now. 

We have to stop wasting more oil 
than anybody else on the planet. Three 
times I’ve had an amendment that has 
passed in our legislation to close the 
Hummer loophole, but with our tax 
code, we’re still subsidizing, with your 
tax dollars, the purchase of the largest, 
most fuel-inefficient, expensive vehi-
cles, costing the Treasury hundreds of 
millions of dollars and working against 
ourselves. We need to change that; 
something that we have been unable to 
do with the current configuration, but 
it has passed the House. 

We need to develop new energy 
sources, not just drain petroleum dry. 
But we need to be serious about solar, 
wind, tidal. We need to be serious 
about new technologies, as you point 
forward. We need to work on how the 
land use system is in place. In too 
much of America it’s illegal for some-
body who works in a drugstore to live 
in an apartment above that drugstore. 
We artificially separate uses. 

We have too many long commutes. 
Too many people have to burn a gallon 
of gas to buy a gallon of milk. We need 
to have a more rational and thoughtful 
approach to a land use system that will 
make transportation work better. 

And last, but not least, we need more 
transportation choices for Americans, 
whether it’s Amtrak revitalized, 
streetcars, buses, light rail, heavy 
rail—God forbid bicycles and pedes-
trian. They’re all part of a mix. And 
every American ought to have a wider 
range of choice, and the Federal Gov-
ernment ought to be working to do 
this. 

Mr. INSLEE, I appreciate your joining 
me this evening. I appreciate your 
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analysis and your leadership. And if 
you have any concluding thoughts, I 
would turn to you at this point before 
yielding back. 

Mr. INSLEE. My only point is that I 
think it was May 25, 1961, John F. Ken-
nedy stood right there and said we’re 
going to go to the moon. And what we 
heard today from some of my col-
leagues across the aisle is, let’s just go 
to Cleveland, that will be enough. 

Just being addicted to oil is beneath 
the bold vision that Americans are ask-
ing for right now. And we really have 
only one hope of significantly reducing 
gas prices over the long term, and that 
is to develop sources that are an alter-
native to oil and gas. We need to no 
longer be slaves to the oil companies 
and addicted to the needle of the gas 
pump. We need to be the masters, 
where we decide whether we’re going to 
use electricity in our cars or algae- 
based biofuels that a little algae par-
ticle produced, or a combination or 
those things, or public transportation, 
as you so radically suggested, or a bi-
cycle, and maybe even walk on occa-
sion, if our minds were into that. 

When we have these choices, Ameri-
cans will be freed from this oil addic-
tion. And until we have those choices, 
we will not. We stand for giving Amer-
ica those choices. The other side stands 
for continued addiction for the next 
several centuries. We’ll let the people 
decide. 

Thanks for having this discussion. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER. Well said. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY (at the request of Mr. 
HOYER) for today after 6:30 p.m. and 
June 20, 2008 on account of funeral of a 
close friend. 

Mr. TIAHRT (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of offi-
cial business. 

Mr. WOLF (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today, from 1 p.m. 
through 4 p.m., on account of giving 
the commencement address at Poto-
mac Falls High School in his district. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. HARE) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. HASTINGS of Washington) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, June 26. 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, June 26. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 

June 23, 24, 25, and 26. 

Mr. CALVERT, for 5 minutes, June 24, 
25, and 26. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Mr. FORBES, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. FALLIN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 40 minutes 
p.m.) the House adjourned until tomor-
row, Friday, June 20, 2008, at 9 a.m. 

f 

OATH OF OFFICE MEMBERS, RESI-
DENT COMMISSIONER, AND DEL-
EGATES 

The oath of office required by the 
sixth article of the Constitution of the 
United States, and as provided by sec-
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23 
Stat. 22), to be administered to Mem-
bers, Resident Commissioner, and Dele-
gates of the House of Representatives, 
the text of which is carried in 5 U.S.C. 
3331: 

‘‘I, AB, do solemnly swear (or af-
firm) that I will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; 
that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or 
purpose of evasion; and that I will 
well and faithfully discharge the 
duties of the office on which I am 
about to enter. So help me God.’’ 

has been subscribed to in person and 
filed in duplicate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives by the fol-
lowing Member of the 110th Congress, 
pursuant to the provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
25: 

DONNA F. EDWARDS, Maryland, 
Fourth. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

7213. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
of a violation of the Antideficiency Act by 
the Department of the Army, Case Number 
06-08, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351 and 1517(b); 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

7214. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting a 
report of a violation of the Antideficiency 
Act by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

7215. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting Copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

7216. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting pursuant to the reporting require-

ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 08- 
42 concerning the Department of the Air 
Force’s proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac-
ceptance to Israel for defense articles and 
services; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

7217. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control 
Act, as amended, Transmittal No. 08-68 con-
cerning the Department of the Navy’s pro-
posed Letter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to 
Canada for defense articles and services; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

7218. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, certification of a 
proposed agreement for the export of tech-
nical datata, defense services and defense ar-
ticles to the Goverment of Mexico (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 049-08); to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

7219. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, certification of a 
proposed agreement for the export of tech-
nical data, defense services and defense arti-
cles to the Government of Kuwait (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 002-08); to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

7220. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to sections 36(c) and 
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act, certifi-
cation regarding the proposed license for the 
manufacture of military equipment and the 
export of defense articles and services to the 
Government of Norway (Transmittal No. 
DDTC 070-08); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

7221. A letter from the Ambassador at 
Large, Department of State, transmitting a 
letter detailing necessary corrections in the 
Department’s annual report, ‘‘Country Re-
ports on Terrorism 2007’’; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

7222. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the eighth annual Trafficking 
in Persons Report, pursuant to Public Law 
106-386, section 110; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

7223. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report by the U.S. Global 
AIDS Coordinator on the Involvement of 
Faith-Based Organizations in Global Fund to 
Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Malaria Pro-
grams, pursuant to Section 625(b) of the De-
partment of State, Foreign Operations, and 
Related Programs Appropriations Act for 
Fiscal Year 2008, Pub. L. 110-161; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

7224. A letter from the Assistant Director 
for Policy, OFAC, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Alphabetical Listing of Blocked Per-
sons, Specially Designated Nationals, Spe-
cially Designated Terrorists, Specially Des-
ignated Global Terrorists, Foreign Terrorist 
Organizations, and Specially Designated 
Narcotics Traffickers — received June 17, 
2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

7225. A letter from the Secretary, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit-
ting Judicial Conference determination that 
United States Judge G. Thomas Porteous, 
Jr., of the Eastern District of Louisiana, has 
engaged in conduct for which consideration 
of impeachment may be warranted, pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. 355(b)(1); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

7226. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Army for Civil Works, Department of 
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