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Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, the bal-
ance of the time I yield to the Con-
gresswoman from Jacksonville, Flor-
ida, (Corrine Brown).

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
Mr. Speaker, I first of all want to
thank Congressman TOwNS for hosting
this energy information transportation
session today.

And I was very excited last weekend
that I was in your district, and I was
able to ride the train from Union Sta-
tion to downtown New York. That dis-
tance, I was able to do it in 2% hours,
and the goal of our Transportation and
Infrastructure Committee is to be able
to do it in less time.

Mr. TOWNS. From Washington to
New York 2% hours?

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida.
That is right. And we want to do it in
2 hours.

But the key is we were able to do
that, and I was able to take that train
ride and read and contemplate what
we’ve got to do. We’ve passed the Am-
trak bill. We’ve got to move this coun-
try forward, and I want to thank you
for your leadership on this issue.

We've had our heads in the sand long
enough on the issues of global warming, and
I'm glad that the House Leadership is making
this issue a top priority. You only need to look
at the constantly rising gas prices to under-
stand why we need to focus on energy inde-
pendence.

My home State of Florida is particularly vul-
nerable to weather pattern changes brought
about by climate change. Florida on average
sits just 98 feet above sea level and each year
battles hurricanes with increased frequency
and intensity.

Fortunately, the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee is taking the bull by the
horns and looking at ways that we can de-
crease the negative effect our transportation
system has on the world’s ecosystem.

One simple way to do this is increasing the
use of passenger and freight rail. Freight rail-
roads have made major gains in fuel efficiency
through training and improved locomotive
technology. A single intermodal train can take
up to 280 trucks off our highways. Today, one
gallon of diesel fuel can move a ton of freight
an average of 414 miles, a 76 percent im-
provement since 1980. And General Electric
will soon unveil the world’s first hybrid loco-
motive.

Passenger rails’ ability to reduce congestion
is well known, with ridership numbers increas-
ing steadily each year. One full passenger
train can take 250-350 cars off the roads.
Passenger rail also consumes less energy
than automobiles and commercial airlines. But
we need to get people to wake up and start
making passenger rail a priority in this country.

Unfortunately, this also brings up the bigger
issue of capacity and what we are able to ac-
complish with the limited rail capacity that cur-
rently exists in the United States. We need to
find a dedicated source for increasing rail ca-
pacity and we need to do it now to prepare for
the future.

This may not be an easy task, but it is the
right thing to do for future generations.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise to urge Congress to enact
legislation to lower gas prices and invest in al-
ternative energy.
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In Texas, the price of a gallon of gasoline
has risen more than $1.05 in the past year.

No one drives more than Texans do. With
thousands of miles of highways and cities lo-
cated far from one another, efficient transpor-
tation is frequently on our minds.

Nationwide, gas prices have risen from
$2.20 per gallon in December 2005 to $4.10
per gallon on June 19, 2008, according to the
Energy Information Administration, the entity
that collects official energy statistics for the
United States Government.

Gas prices are hurting our local families.
Citizens must make tough economic choices
because of the crippling effect that high gas
prices is having on their lives.

Congress must show leadership and take
action to address this problem of high gas
prices.

Congress should work toward the goals of
long-term energy solutions that promote eco-
nomic and environment stability.

We should invest in research to reduce our
dependence on fossil fuels. Wind-, solar-, hy-
drogen-, nuclear-, and geothermal energy
sources are all viable options that should be
considered.

We should mandate stricter fuel economy
standards on all automobiles.

We should utilize alternative fuels that are
environmentally sustainable.

We should incentivize the use of public
transportation and improve our transportation
infrastructure.

We should conduct stronger oversight to de-
termine if gas prices are being artificially in-
flated.

My years on the Transportation and on the
Science Committees have heightened my sen-
sitivity to this subject of rising gas prices.

| have worked to help these committees
pass legislation that:

Funds research for environmentally-friendly
highway materials;

Secures dollars for our local transportation
infrastructure; and

Supports research on alternative fuels, plug-
in hybrid cars, hydrogen, ethanol, and other
energy sources.

In Texas, we spend a lot of time in our cars.
High gas prices are particularly impactful to
our economy.

There is no simple or quick solution to this
problem of gas prices, but Congress must
show leadership and take action to address it.

Mr. Speaker, | am concerned about my con-
stituents. They are asking for relief from esca-
lating gas prices, and | want to be proactive.

The time to act upon this issue is today.

Mr. TOWNS. Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker.

————
ENERGY POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. LATTA) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. LATTA. Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker. I appreciate the oppor-
tunity on this special order this
evening to talk about a very, very im-
portant issue that’s facing this coun-
try, if not the most important issue,
and that is energy.

We have several Members this
evening that will be addressing the
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House to talk about the energy poli-
cies, or lack thereof, in this country.
And the first gentleman that I would
like to recognize is the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WITTMAN).

Mr. WITTMAN of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Ohio for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, as I drove around the
district today, I got to speak to a num-
ber of folks, in fact, even over the
weekend; and the number one issue on
their mind is our energy policy in this
Nation. And they asked me, Rob, what
are we going to do about fuel prices?
What are we going to do about making
sure that we have the long-term inter-
ests of this country at heart when we
develop this energy policy?

You know, I get to experience that
every day. I'm privileged to live close
enough to the Capitol here where I
commute back and forth every day. I
live in a little town that’s about 80
miles from here, and I drive that every
day. So I get to know what the cost of
gas is, and I can really relate to folks
back in the district when they ask me,
What are we going to do about making
sure that we have a good, comprehen-
sive energy policy and making sure
that we address fuel prices.

For me, it is about an 80-mile com-
mute, and it is very similar to other
folks who live back in the district,
whether they live in the upper part of
the district in the Fredericksburg area
or down in Hampton Roads. Many of
them commute day after day. They
have to deal with the cost of com-
muting to get to their work. And they
also have to deal with that as they
commute to take their families, wheth-
er it’s to school or whether it’s to
after-school activities for their chil-
dren. It’s really putting a crimp in
their budgets, and they are very, very
concerned.

As I drive through the district, I get
to see the price of gas each day, and it
ranges anywhere from $4.10 a gallon up
in the Washington metro area down to
$3.83 a gallon down in the Tappa-
hannock area. So I know the range of
fuel prices in the district, know where
the best places are to buy fuel. But it’s
still extraordinarily expensive for peo-
ple. And that really makes it difficult
on them. It really puts a crimp in their
budgets. It creates challenges for them,
and it creates hardships for them. And
that’s something that they say, Why
isn’t Congress acting? Why aren’t you
coming up with a solution for these
real problems that we have to deal
with day in and day out?

And it’s frustrating for them. They
watch a Congress that really kind of
stumbles and doesn’t do anything. And
I can understand their frustration and
understand why they are frustrated
with us.

You know, I would like to relate a
couple of different stories.

Earlier in the district, I spoke with
some folks in the Fredericksburg area,
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the Sherman family, and they run a
small business, and they rely on diesel
trucks in their business. And they said,
ROB, we bought diesel trucks for a spe-
cific reason. We bought them because
of the hauling that we have to do, and
diesels are more economical as far as
hauling and heavy work. And diesel
fuel, when they first bought those vehi-
cles, was less than gasoline. And now
we know today diesel is significantly
more expensive than gasoline, and
they’re frustrated. They said, We made
that decision. We made that decision
based on good business sense, and now
today their business is being affected
by that.
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In fact, they’re having to park their
trucks, and it’s cutting into their busi-
ness. So not only is it costing them
more to operate, but they also have to
make up for that by parking trucks,
which reduces the amount of business
that they’re able to do and affects their
bottom line. So not only are they in a
situation of having to deal with higher
fuel prices, but their margins get
pressed, and they do less business be-
cause of these higher fuel prices. And
they said, ROB, we can’t stand that for
very long. This really is going to affect
what they’re able to do.

So we don’t have businesses that are
growing. We have businesses that are
retracting, and they’re asking me, ROB,
what are you going to do? Why isn’t
the Congress coming up with a sensible
energy policy? And why isn’t there a
sense of urgency?

You know, folks are saying, look,
this is something that affects us day in
and day out. We want to feel like Con-
gress has a sense of urgency and is
going to Washington to get things
done. And they don’t want us to sit by
idle. They are tired of words. They
want action, and I can’t blame them.

You know, we have the opportunity
to work together to develop a com-
prehensive energy policy that provides
relief to consumers for these high gas
and diesel fuel prices and also address-
es the issue of our reliance on foreign
oil.

A lady today told me she had a great
analogy, and I think it’s perfect. She
said, ROB, did you ever see the movie
“Apollo 13?7 And I said, yes, I did. She
reminded me of a scene there where, as
the command module and the service
module were going to the moon, there
was an explosion in one of the oxygen
tanks there, and it damaged the pri-
mary oxygen tank, which was there to
fuel the rocket to send it to the moon.
So, obviously, they cut that trip short.
But then all the members of the crew,
the three members had to move to the
command module, and the command
module wasn’t designed for them to
stay in there. You know, those com-
mand modules had scrubbers to take
out carbon dioxide, these lithium oxide
scrubbers, and they weren’t designed to
keep folks alive for 4 days.

So what happened? They called back
to mission control, and the folks in
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mission control went to the engineers,
and they went together and they put
together all the pieces of equipment
that they had on board in both the
service and command modules, and
they put it in a box and they took it in
the room with the engineers, and they
dumped those items on the table, and
they said, come up with a solution to
the problem. And they gave them a
very specific time limit because obvi-
ously their oxygen was going to run
out. And those engineers took that
time and they came up with an idea,
and they solved that problem which as-
sured that those astronauts got back to
Earth alive.

That’s the same sort of spirit of inge-
nuity to solve problems that we need
to bear with this energy problem. We
can do it. We’ve seen that. We’ve seen
that American ingenuity come to light.
We’ve seen it solve problems, and we
know with this particular situation we
can put together a comprehensive en-
ergy policy that includes everything.
We need to put everything in that box,
just like those Apollo engineers did,
and put it on the table and say let’s de-
velop a comprehensive energy policy
for this country.

And again, it has to include every-
thing. We have to make sure that we
look at domestic sources of energy,
again to create energy independence,
and looking at our refining capacity to
make sure that meets our future needs.

You know, we have vast resources
here of energy. We need to make sure
that we bring those things to the table,
whether it’s oil shale out west, oil
sands, oil and natural gas in the Outer
Continental Shelf. And we can do those
things, and we can do those things in
an environmentally sound manner. We
have the technology to do that to
make sure that we don’t harm the en-
vironment, at the same time creating
energy independence for this country.
And we do have that ability. Whether
it’s in ANWR, whether it’s offshore, or
oil sands, or oil shales, we need to be
doing that.

You know, we haven’t constructed a
refinery in this country in over 30
years. We need to do that. We have the
ability to do that. We have the ability
to create and build environmentally
sensitive refineries and develop our en-
ergy here in environmentally sensitive
ways.

You know, at the same time, it’s
critical that we encourage the develop-
ment of clean energy sources, again, all
different parts of the puzzle, and we
need to bring those pieces together. We
need to look at clean energy sources
like wind, solar, hydroelectric, geo-
thermal power. The technology is
there. The technology is really devel-
oping at this particular point. We need
to make sure that we enhance that,
that we encourage that.

You know, environmentally friendly
power production needs to be part of
our portfolio, too, in addition to con-
servation. You know, I think we all
agree that development of our domes-
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tic sources has to be part of the puzzle,
but we can’t take that off the table. It
has to be part of what we do in this
suite of available resources that we
have to solve our energy problems here
and to come up with a comprehensive
energy policy.

You know, it’s that energy policy
that’s going to determine the health of
our economy in years to come. We have
to conserve. We have to look at alter-
native and renewable sources of en-
ergy. We have to look at the existing
sources that we have here. We have to
look at nuclear power. We have to look
at every available means to make sure
that this country can meet its energy
needs and to create energy independ-
ence.

You know, we have to really ramp up
the effort for research and develop-
ment, not only of these resources, but
of conservation and of other sources of
energy. And we have to do that aggres-
sively, in addition to aggressively pur-
suing the sources of energy that we
have already. And we can incentivize
conservation, and we can make sure
that we encourage the use of more en-
ergy efficient equipment, in addition to
developing our domestic sources.

So, again, we have to look at an
across-the-board comprehensive energy
policy and realize that there’s no silver
bullet for increasing gas prices. You
can’t just say we're going to do one
thing and that’s going to create a solu-
tion to this problem. We have to, just
as the Apollo 13 engineers did, put ev-
erything on the table, put everything
in that box, and then put that on the
table for us to solve these issues.

But the American people are looking
for Congress to take clear-cut action to
try to solve this problem, and they ex-
pect us to work to come up with that
policy. They expect us to hear them, to
literally feel their pain, and to make
sure that we get things done here. They
want to make sure that we’re investing
in these clean sources, in addition to
investing and making sure that we de-
velop the sources that we have here in
our continental United States.

And you know, we should not cut off
resources within our borders. I mean,
we have that available. We don’t see
other countries throughout the world
saying, well, we have these resources
and we’re not going to use them. And
you know, we’re in a world economy
where we’re competing against those
other nations, and those other nations
are buying energy abroad. They’re de-
veloping their own sources. If we are
going to compete with those econo-
mies, we cannot neglect the resources
that we have here. We have to make
sure that we have those resources
available for us just to be able to com-
pete.

I know there’s some folks that say,
well, you know, that’s not going to
come on line for 2, 3, 4, 15, 20 years
down the road. Well, we need to do this
now because it does have an effect on
price. We all talk about speculation in
the market, and speculation is based
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on the expected supply, and if the ex-
pected supply goes up because the
United States develops its own sources,
that will have an effect on prices, in
addition to the effect on prices that
conservation and other alternative
sources will have. So we can multiply
that effect if we make sure that we
don’t take anything off the table in de-
veloping this energy policy.

And you know, as I said, I know that
we as Members of Congress have an ob-
ligation to act, and the American peo-
ple demand that we act, and they de-
mand that we take a comprehensive
look at what we do to address these en-
ergy needs, and we come up with a
comprehensive energy policy.

You know, we had the opportunity
years ago when we went through an en-
ergy crisis to develop a policy, and we
didn’t. Now, we have a renewed oppor-
tunity to do that and do what’s best for
the American people. They demand it.
They tell me every day the things that
I need to be doing as a Congress Mem-
ber, and they say, look, you and your
colleagues need to be doing that across
the board.

So I think we need to make sure that
we’re cognizant of what the demand is
and what the requirement is from the
American public on what we should be
doing here, and that’s a comprehensive
energy policy that includes everything.

Again, we need to take that Apollo 13
box, dump it out there, and say let’s
have at it, let’s create a comprehensive
energy policy that ensures the long-
term economic viability of this coun-
try.

I can tell you, we can no longer af-
ford to wait, and my constituents de-
mand that as well of every other Mem-
ber of Congress. Now is the time to cre-
ate a comprehensive energy policy,
taking all the tools that we have.

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman
for his statement on energy policy in
this country.

I'd 1like to mnext recognize the
gentlelady from Minnesota, Represent-
ative BACHMANN. Good evening.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I thank Rep-
resentative LATTA. I appreciate your
leadership on the issue of energy, and
although you are a brand new Member
of Congress—you haven’t been here for
a long time—you’ve shown just ex-
traordinary leadership on the issue
that’s probably facing more Americans
today than any other, and that’s the
dramatic increase in the price of en-
ergy, and I know how passionate
you’ve been on this issue. You’'ve
worked tirelessly in your district, and
the people of your district in Ohio are
fortunate to have you as their rep-
resentative. Thank you so much for
working so hard on this issue.

It’s one, Mr. Speaker, that I believe
probably every Member of this body is
hearing from their constituents over
and over and over again. I know that I
have as well. I had conducted a meet-
ing with several members of my com-
munity who own gas stations, inde-
pendent owners of gas stations. And
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one thing that they told me that broke
my heart, they told me that they are
seeing 30 percent fewer sales at the
pump, and they’re also seeing 30 per-
cent fewer sales inside their store, and
they’re hurting.

One gentleman told me that nor-
mally he would spend $10,000 to pur-
chase the gasoline that would go into
the ground in the holding tanks,
$10,000, and that’s money that’s out of
his pocket, sitting there in inventory
until it can be sold. And he said, now,
I pay $40,000 to have that inventory in
the ground, and now sales are 30 per-
cent less. And so he has more money in
the ground, not producing for him, at a
higher and higher price level, and he
said this is eating up my entire profit
margin. There are people going out of
business.

And so what he told me is we’ve got
to do something to get gasoline back
down from its $4 a gallon, and that’s
what we’re about here tonight to say
there’s very good news on the horizon.

It’s doom and gloom when you wake
up in the morning and you see and you
hear on the radio and you see when you
drive to the gas station what the price
at the pump is. But the good news is,
there is an answer, and America can go
back to $2 a gallon gasoline or less. It’s
entirely possible.

Why? Because we have the answer
right here in our country. We are
standing on our own solution. We have
energy that’s available to us, 86 billion
barrels, that’s according to our own
United States department, 86 billion
barrels of energy right now that’s
available to us in the form of oil in the
Outer Continental Shelf area.

We have over 10 billion barrels of oil
that’s fully recoverable up in the arctic
energy slope. This is an area of land
that Congress originally set aside spe-
cifically for the purpose of accessing
that energy through drilling to bring
back down to the United States. I had
the privilege back in the mid-1970s of
working two summers up on the Aleu-
tian Chain in Alaska. That’s when the
Prudhoe Bay, Alaska, trans-Alaska oil
pipeline was built. That oil pipeline is
currently up. It’s running, but it is
only half full.

With very little effort, we could actu-
ally tap into that oil pipeline, the 10
billion barrels that we know are al-
ready in Alaska, and we could fill that
pipeline. Rather than having it half
empty, we could fill it and bring down
another million barrels of oil a day.

And Mr. Speaker, 1 million barrels of
oil a day translates into 27 million gal-
lons of gasoline, and that would mean
a b0 percent increase in American re-
serves than we’'re already tapping
today. That’s just those 10 billion bar-
rels. That doesn’t include the 85 billion
barrels that are also available in the
Outer Continental Shelf in the deep sea
energy reserves that America only has.

But Mr. Speaker, I think most Amer-
icans aren’t even aware that America
is the only country in the world that
has voluntarily made it illegal to ac-
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cess its own energy. That’s right, Mr.
Speaker, we are the only country in
the world that’s made it illegal to ac-
cess our own energy.

Congress caused this problem. The
problem is not OPEC and the problem
is not speculators. The problem is the
United States Congress. I believe part
of the reason why we are seeing
Congress’s approval ratings at an as-
toundingly low 12 percent is because
Congress has chosen to make it illegal
to access the answer that we need, and
that’s our own energy resources.

Here’s another great fact. In the gulf
coast region, we have what is probably
the world’s largest reserve of natural
gas. We have 420 trillion, 420 trillion
cubic feet of natural gas that’s avail-
able to us right now off the shore in
the Gulf of Mexico. We can access this,
and we can bring natural gas into our
country, use it to fire up our electrical
grid, and also, we could even change
our cars and buses, run them on nat-
ural gas as well.

O 2100

America also is home to 25 percent of
the Earth’s supply of coal right here in
the United States, almost an unlimited
supply. We have clean coal technology
today that’s available to us that can
process coal and transmit that almost
unlimited supply of energy all across
the United States.

And as well, nuclear energy. I have a
nuclear energy facility in my home dis-
trict in the Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict of Minnesota, Mr. Speaker. And
I'm so grateful we have that because
nuclear power supplies almost 20, 25
percent of Minnesota’s energy needs.
It’s a clean, safe, reliable form of en-
ergy, and it has zero emissions. I am so
excited about this wonderful tech-
nology, but unfortunately, Mr. Speak-
er, again, Congress has made it illegal
for us to be able to tap into this won-
derful source of energy.

Whether it’s nuclear, whether it’s
coal, whether it’s natural gas, whether
it’s the o0il reserves that we have,
America has the answer. In fact, this is
the industry that we can tap into right
now. We don’t need to find a magic bul-
let or a magic alternative. This is en-
ergy that we have available to us today
that we could tap into today so we can
see the American people very soon get
back to paying $2 a gallon.

One thing that happened not too long
ago was this body, the United States
Congress, sent out stimulus checks to
Americans all across the country. Why,
Mr. Speaker? Because people in the
United States Congress were worried
about the economy, so we went to the
United States Treasury and we wrote
checks that are still being sent out to
Americans all across this country.
Why? We wanted to encourage Ameri-
cans to spend money to stimulate the
economy.

Do you know what I believe the
greatest stimulus would be to Ameri-
cans? It would be to get gasoline back
to $2 a gallon. And it’s so possible. It



H5858

was just about 18 months ago that the
Democrat majority took over in this
body. And when they took over, gaso-
line, on average, at the national level
was $2.33 a gallon. Mr. Speaker, that
average today is about $4.07 a gallon.
That’s a dramatic increase in the price
of gasoline, unheard of increase in the
price of gasoline. It took us 25 years in
the United States for gasoline to go
from $1 a gallon to $2 a gallon. And just
in the time that the Democrats have
held the gavel they have taken this
country from $2.33 to $4.08 a gallon.

I was listening to the previous dis-
cussion that occurred, and I heard
some suggestions about why the price
of gasoline has gone up so dramati-
cally. And I find it interesting, because
if you look at the votes from 1994 until
today, this Congress has already voted
on whether or not we should explore in
ANWR. We voted on it. In fact, the
Congress, back in 1995, sent a bill to
President Bill Clinton to say that we
should be drilling in ANWR. The House
passed that bill, the Senate passed that
bill. Unfortunately, it was President
Bill Clinton that vetoed that bill; oth-
erwise, we would have already been
drilling in ANWR. We wouldn’t be in
the pickle that we’re in today.

But this is the vote and these are the
facts. I'm not trying to be partisan be-
cause we need to come together, as
Democrats and Republicans, and solve
this problem now because Americans
are feeling real pain and the economy
is reeling over energy prices. But here’s
the facts, Mr. Speaker. This is a fact.
Any American can go and find out
what the voting has been on ANWR ex-
ploration, of bringing energy down
from Alaska.

Ninety-one percent of Republicans
have voted to explore in ANWR and
drill for oil in ANWR, 91 percent; 86
percent of Democrats have opposed
drilling. And that hasn’t changed today
because we already know what the
Democrat plan is for energy, they’ve
made it abundantly clear. It is very
simple. Their plan has been, let’s have
the United States Government—that
created this problem—take over the oil
industry and nationalize oil refineries.
That’s what they said last week at a
press conference, let’s nationalize oil
refineries. Well, that’s not a new idea,
but it’s not an American idea. And
that’s not an idea that the American
public wants us to embrace. They don’t
want us to embrace socialism. But
that’s what we heard Democrats say
last week.

Here’s the other part of their plan: It
is, drive less and pay more. Drive less
and pay more. That’s not what the
American people want. But Senator
OBAMA, the nominee of the Democrat
party, just recently said it isn’t the
high price of gasoline that has him
worried, it’s how quickly that price
went up. Well, I'll tell you one thing,
Congressman BOB LATTA, Congressman
PAUL BROUN and also Congressman ROB
WITTMAN, who was on the floor tonight,
it’s the high price of gasoline that’s
bothering us.
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Republicans don’t want to see gas at
$4.08 a gallon, or $5 or $6—or whatever
that price could be by the end of sum-
mer. We don’t want it that price be-
cause we know for a fact we can get
gasoline back down to $2 a gallon or
less very simply if all we do is explore
what we already know we have. We've
got the resources, we’ve got the tech-
nology. We can do this thing, we’re
Americans. We’'re Americans, and we
can do this, just like Congressman
WITTMAN said, like we did with the
Apollo 13. We can do this, and it’s excit-
ing.

We don’t have to go with the Demo-
crat agenda, which is, nationalize the
oil industry, take over the oil refin-
eries. We think the United States Gov-
ernment—who didn’t do such a great
job at Walter Reed Hospital—is going
to be brilliant and bring down the price
of gas by taking over oil refineries? I
don’t think so. I don’t think that’s who
I want to trust, not with the American
people saying that we have a 12 percent
approval rating; I don’t think they
would trust us either.

And I don’t think the American peo-
ple want us to drive less and pay more.
I think what the American people want
is what the Republicans are offering.
And that’s why I'm so grateful to Con-
gressman LATTA tonight for sponsoring
this important hour on energy. Be-
cause what Congressman LATTA is try-
ing to let the American people know is
that we can get back down to $2 a gal-
lon of gas or less if we open up the key
to our own answer, which is, open up
America’s supplies and do it in a clean,
safe, environmentally sensitive way,
which we’ve already done.

How do I know that to be true? Be-
cause the United States was one of the
only countries in the world last year
that actually reduced its emissions.
That’s right, Mr. Speaker, the United
States is one of the only countries in
the world that reduced its emissions.
All these other countries that signed
onto the Kyoto Treaty, the EU, that
signed onto this elaborate, bureau-
cratic-driven cap and trade system,
their emissions all went up, ours went
down. What’s the difference?

We, in this country, believe in free-
dom. We believe in freedom and we be-
lieve in free markets to solve our prob-
lems. And they do, free markets solve
the problems. It’s not socializing our
o0il industry like the Democrats have
suggested. It’s not sitting home, put-
ting a sweater on, turning our thermo-
stat down, that’s not going to solve the
problem. It’s not going to be paying
more at the pump; that’s not going to
solve the problem. It is unleashing
American ingenuity and finding these
new sources of supply, which we al-
ready have, with technology that we
already have, and bring the supplies in
so we can make it happen.

I am so excited about what Congress-
man LATTA is doing. And I just want to
end now with these other statistics,
and they’re very simple. House Repub-
licans voted 97 percent of the time to
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have coal-to-liquid technology, to give
us more o0il at cheaper prices. Demo-
crats opposed it 78 percent of the time.

0Oil shale exploration. The United
States is the Saudi Arabia of oil. We
have more o0il just in Colorado, Utah
and Wyoming than all of Saudi Arabia,
over 1.3 trillion barrels of oil. Repub-
licans said yes, let’s explore that oil 90
percent of the time. Democrats opposed
exploring that oil 86 percent of the
time.

Outer Continental Shelf, where we
have 86 billion barrels of oil. House Re-
publicans voted 81 percent of the time,
let’s explore, let’s access that energy.
Democrats, almost the flip, 83 percent
opposed exploration.

On refinery increase. Because, you
know, we had over 300 refineries not
too long ago in this country, we’re now
down to somewhere near 150 refineries.
The Republicans voted 97 percent to in-
crease the number of refineries, Demo-
crats opposed it 96 percent.

I don’t take any glory in reading
those numbers, but if you average
them all together, over 90 percent of
the time, Mr. Speaker, Republicans
have voted to explore American en-
ergy, explore it now so that Americans
can pay less. That’s our answer. We're
not new to this dance. This has been
the answer that Republicans have been
giving since 1994. That’s the answer we
want to have. Democrats, since 1994, al-
most 90 percent have said no, let’s not
access American resources; in fact,
let’s make it illegal to access these re-
sources. Well, that’s not what the
American people say.

Mr. Speaker, over 70 percent of the
American people have had it up to
here. They’re seeing their lives change;
they’re seeing jobs lost, jobs sent over-
seas. They want us to explore here, ex-
plore now, so they can pay less.

And, Mr. Speaker, we agree with the
American people. And Congressman
LATTA is leading the charge tonight to
let the American people know that
we’re with them, we’re in their corner.
We don’t think they are the problem.
We think the American people are way
out in front on this solution.

So I yield back, Congressman LATTA.
I yield back because I can’t wait to
hear what more you have to say on this
issue. And thank you for that oppor-
tunity.

Mr. LATTA. Well, I thank the
gentlelady for yielding back, and also
for her enthusiasm and her knowledge
of this subject because this is what we
have to do in this country because
we’ve got to get the word out to the
American people. But as you said, the
American people are actually far ahead
of Congress right now and they know
what we need to do. So I just want to
thank you very much for your elo-
quence tonight on your statement.

At this time, I would like to yield
now to my good friend, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN), to speak on
energy.

I appreciate your being here this
evening. Thank you.
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Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank my
good friend for yielding, and I appre-
ciate what you’re doing tonight.

Energy is the lifeblood of the Amer-
ican economy. Our economic prosperity
is closely tied to the availability of re-
liable and affordable supplies of en-
ergy. Unfortunately, U.S. energy pro-
duction has grown only 13 percent

while energy consumption has in-
creased 30 percent since 1973.
According to AAA, the average

American is paying over $4.07 per gal-
lon for gasoline today. Instead of trav-
eling to spend time with loved ones,
record gas prices will keep many Amer-
icans home this 4th of July weekend.

Skyrocketing gas prices and a risky
dependence upon fuel supply by vola-
tile foreign nations highlight our need
for an American energy policy that em-
phasizes production and decreases our
reliance upon foreign oil.

Many here in Congress bemoan
America’s addiction to foreign oil, yet
they refuse to allow access to Amer-
ican o0il and gas supplies necessary to
cure this addiction. America has been
blessed with abundant natural re-
sources, and we should not be hesitant
to tap into them, especially at a time
when energy cost is so high.

We’ve heard time and time again
about how drilling off the coast in the
Outer Continental Shelf will harm the
environment. This is pure hogwash.
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita destroyed
or damaged literally hundreds of drill-
ing rigs without causing the spill of a
single drop. Yet congressional Demo-
crats continue to pander to the far left
environmental whackos instead of
mending the pains of hardworking
Americans.

We cannot even drill for oil or gas 200
miles off our own shore. Meanwhile,
communist China and Fidel Castro’s
communist Cuba are moving forward
with plans for drilling for oil and gas
only 45 miles off of the shores of Key
West. Liberal Democrats have also pre-
vented any access to the billions of
barrels of oil located in ANWR.

The entire area of ANWR is larger
than the combined areas of five
States—Massachusetts, Connecticut,
Rhode Island, New Jersey and Dela-
ware—yet the proposed drilling area is
equal to one-sixth the size of Dulles
Airport here in Washington, D.C.

Development of American oil and gas
on these lands will help bring the price
down and help break the stranglehold
on energy that hostile countries in the
Middle East enjoy. And this can be
done in an environmentally sound
manner and should be immediately im-
plemented.

The environmental groups haven’t al-
lowed a new oil refinery to be built in
the United States for decades, about 30
years. It does little good to increase
our use of domestic supplies of oil when
we do not have the refinery capacity to
quickly convert it into a useable form,
gasoline. Members on both sides of the
aisle need to stand up to these fringe
groups and implement policies that en-
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courage the construction of new refin-
eries in the United States.

Liberals also suggest mandating eth-
anol and renewable fuel production and
selling it as the answer to America’s
energy needs. The 2007 ‘‘non-energy’’
energy bill, or ‘‘lack of energy’’ bill has
already proven that the Democratic so-
lution is wrong, dead wrong. Man-
dating the production of renewable
fuels has only led to an increase in
world food prices. It is, at best, dis-
ingenuous, and at worst, an outright
lie to say that renewable fuels can
meet America’s needs in the near fu-
ture.
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As a good southerner, I love my corn-
bread and grits. It makes no sense to
me to put corn in the tank of my pick-
up truck.

Energy prices are soaring, and the fi-
nancial pain that families are feeling
at the pump is forcing them to decide
what they can and cannot spend. Con-
gressional Democrats act as if they
have been living under a rock by con-
tinuing to ignore the demands of the
American people and refusing to do
anything to lower these burdensome
prices. Skyrocketing gas prices and a
risky dependence on fuel supplied by
volatile foreign nations highlight our
need for an American energy policy
that emphasizes production and de-
creases our reliance upon Middle East-
ern oil.

The United States is the only nation
on Earth that forbids development of
its own natural resources. Listen to
me. Right now America is drilling for
ice on Mars; yet we cannot drill for oil
in America. That makes no sense. It’s
idiotic. It’s stupid. We must drill on
our own lands and we must do it now.
We must streamline our oil refinery
processes, and we must end our depend-
ence upon Middle Eastern oil.

Our energy prices were not created
overnight and will not be solved over-
night. Congress must act swiftly to ad-
dress this growing energy crisis. Amer-
ica’s energy policy must make us
stronger and less reliant on countries
that are hostile to freedom. Passing
any so-called energy bill that fails to
produce even a single kilowatt of new
energy or produce a gallon of gas is not
a solution. We must pass legislation
that will allow for responsible use of
our known American supplies of en-
ergy, that reduce excessive and burden-
some environmental policies, and that
encourage the development of alter-
native forms of energy. We need to in-
crease nuclear power. It’s the only
thing that has proven to be incredibly
safe. It’s a successful source of energy,
and it’s the only thing that makes
sense economically.

I stand ready to fight for this, and I
encourage my colleagues to do the
same.

Mr. LATTA, I appreciate your working
tonight to bring this issue forward. It’s
absolutely critical for the American
public that we stop this dependence
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upon Middle Eastern oil. These coun-
tries want to destroy us. They hate our
freedom. They hate our market sys-
tem. They hate everything that we
stand for. They even hate women. They
want to use them as tools. And yet we
are funding these countries that want
to destroy us. It makes no sense. We
have got to develop an energy policy
that makes sense economically, envi-
ronmentally, and makes us not depend-
ent upon these countries that want to
destroy us.

I highly commend your effort to-
night. I am glad to have joined you to-
night, and I look forward to working
with you and the rest of the Members.

Congresswoman Michele Bachmann, I
just love you and I appreciate your pas-
sion and your fervor in fighting for
change in our policy. It’s absolutely
critical. So I applaud your efforts. I
know last week I saw you fighting
down here on the floor again for the
same issues, and I am at awe of your
fervor towards this. But we must end
our dependence on foreign oil, and I ap-
preciate both of you as well as Con-
gressman Whitman’s participation to-
night in this Special Order. Thank you
so much, and I just praise God for you
and your efforts tonight.

Mr. LATTA. Thank you very much,
my good friend from Georgia. I really
appreciate your being here tonight.
And, again, what you say is absolutely
what we have to be doing in this coun-
try, and I appreciate it. And, again, as
we said a little bit earlier, the Amer-
ican people back home get it, but we
are not getting it down here in Con-
gress. So I appreciate your words this
evening.

Mr. Speaker, we aren’t listening to
the folks back home. I got home on
Friday night from Washington at about
8 o’clock, and gas down at the local gas
station was $4.03. I had to speak at our
Buckeye Boys State, which was going
on at Bowling Green State University
on Saturday morning, and I attended
one of my county fairs that day and
also went to an event at Bowling Green
State University that evening. And the
only topic that people are talking
about right now is what are we going
to do in this country about the high
prices of fuel? And, again, they under-
stand there’s a problem, but, unfortu-
nately, here in this Congress there is a
real question if we actually are getting
it.

My district, the Fifth Congressional
District, is kind of unique in that we
are number nine in manufacturing in
the entire United States Congress,
ninth out of four hundred thirty-five.

What made this country great was
the Industrial Revolution. After the
Civil War, we watched what happened
as the country took off. We had a situ-
ation where we had the resources, we
had the people, and we were able to
produce a product that the rest of the
world wanted. And we did great. But
the big thing we have to look at today
is that energy equals manufacturing,
which equals jobs for Americans, and if
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we are not going to be doing that,
we’re in trouble.

Another great privilege and honor
that I have got out there, I am able to
go around my district and go to the
manufacturing facilities and talk with
a lot of the people that are working in
these plants. And one of the questions
that I always ask them right upfront is
how many miles do you drive to work?
or how many folks do you have that
are driving out of the area? It’s not un-
common to hear 30, 40, 50 miles one
way for people to come into work. So
you multiply that out, and some people
driving 500 miles a week. And some
people are saying to me, you know
what? There’s a real problem out there.
What happens when gas gets to the
price that I'm not going to be able to
afford to drive to work and it’s not
going to be sound for me to do that?
We have got a real problem. We have
got a real problem. Because the Fifth
Congressional District is 140 miles east
to west. It’s not as large as going to
Montana or Wyoming or some other
spots in Iowa or some of the other
States. But when you’re driving that
many miles to work, people are going
to start asking, is it worth it for me to
actually get to work?

At the same time, we have a lot of
different manufacturing facilities in
Northwest Ohio. We also have certain
very unique ones. We have a float glass
plant in my district. Five years ago
their costs were around $10 million;
today they are $30 million. There are 40
of these facilities being constructed in
China today. Their labor force is cheap-
er. So when we are competing with
cheaper labor compared to our more
highly skilled labor, but at the same
price of fuel, let’s just say, they are
going to win because their prices are
cheaper. We can’t have that happen.

The other thing we have in North-
west Ohio, I come from the largest
farming area in Ohio, and when you’re
looking at the farmers today, they
have been planting corn and soybeans,
and they are getting ready in the near
future to be out there and are going to
be harvesting that wheat. But it costs
money. It costs a lot in diesel. It costs
in chemicals. It costs in fertilizer. And
this is all from the same thing, and all
of it is coming from petroleum. So
when people say they are getting X
number of dollars for a bushel of wheat
or beans or corn, you’'ve got to look at
what that production cost is. And it’s
rising. And not only is it rising for the
farmers and the manufacturers, but
also for that man and woman going
into that grocery store every week to
try to make sure they have food on the
table for their family. The costs are
going up.

In Ohio 80 percent of all the goods
that are delivered are delivered by
truck. We don’t have a rail system. We
don’t have a metro system. We don’t
have a bus system. People in my area,
if you’re going to get someplace, you
can’t walk. You can’t ride a bicycle.
You’ve got to get in that automobile
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and get to work or get to that store. So
we have to make sure that folks have
that ability to be able to purchase
things because if we have too high
prices for gasoline, home fuel oil, nat-
ural gas, electric costs, rising food
bills, that’s going to prevent con-
sumers out there from having more dis-
posable income. And when they don’t
have disposable income out there,
what’s going to happen? Well, they are
going to quit buying, and pretty soon
this economy is going to be in sham-
bles. So we have got to do something
right now. And, again, the American
people understand it, but we have got
to understand it here in Congress.

A couple weeks ago when we were
having another Special Order, a Mem-
ber from Texas brought up an example
of a person from his district. A trucker
from Texas had a load to take to Cali-
fornia. It cost $1,500 in fuel costs to get
that to California. That trip cost $1,500,
and he got $1,700 for the entire trip. By
the time you take out all the expenses,
the taxes, the depreciation on the
truck, he lost money. So we have got a
real problem in this country, and that
problem is coming up on us right now.

The United States uses about 21 per-
cent of the world’s energy as we speak
tonight, but the rest of the world is
catching up. We were years ago able to
make some dumb mistakes in this
country because we were always able
to correct them quickly because every-
body was behind us. After World War
II, most of the world all lay in sham-
bles but the United States. But as time
went by, these other countries have
been catching up, and I think this
chart explains it really quickly.

When you look at the energy con-
sumption in this country and where
the other countries are, and I'm talk-
ing about India and China, you will see
that right now we are leading. But in
2015 China and India are going to be at
parity with the United States. In 2020
China is going to surpass the United
States in energy usage. What does en-
ergy usage mean again? Energy usage
means jobs. It means manufacturing.
And if they get ahead of us, it’s going
to be very, very tough to catch up.
Once again, we have got to do what we
have to do for the American people,
and that is to make sure that we have
the energy to make sure that we have
the jobs for the future.

As my colleagues discussed a little
bit earlier some of the issues, nuclear,
let’s just talk about nuclear for a few
minutes. France, about 75 percent of
all their energy comes from nuclear
power. Not only do they have that nu-
clear power, but they also have that
nuclear power they can export to the
rest of Europe. So they’re producing it
and they’re shipping it over.

Japan has 55 nuclear reactors with 2
under construction. Russia, 31 reactors
in operation and 37 to 42 currently or
will be under construction and oper-
ational by 2020. India is building 30 new
plants in 25 years. They’re smaller,
about 200 megawatts, but they are
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building. China, they are building 40
gigawatt nuclear power stations in the
next 25 to 30 years. That’s 40 in the
next 25 to 30 years.

What about coal? As my colleague
from Minnesota brought up about all
the coal that we have in this country,
what is China doing? Well, right now in
China, about 80 percent of their power
is electrically generated and 18 percent
is hydro, and they are getting into nu-
clear. China is investing in $24 billion
in clean coal technology.

India, the third largest coal producer
and consumer in the world. India is
right there at number three. India and
China account for 45 percent of coal
use.

Hydro, China is constructing the
Three Gorges hydro plant, which is
going to produce about 18.2 gigawatts,
and the Yellow River hydro plan will
produce 15.8 gigawatts.

0Oil, as my colleague from Georgia
has mentioned, drilling offshore, the
Chinese, as he just mentioned and as
my colleague from Minnesota men-
tioned, China is negotiating for oil
leases off Cuba 50 miles from the U.S.
Canada is negotiating. Venezuela is ne-
gotiating. Those are in waters that
would be considered areas that the
United States should be drilling in, and
we are not.

The alternatives/supplementals,
China is mandating by 2020 15 percent
of energy from wind, biomass, solar,
and small hydro plants.

Things are happening across the
world, but the real question is what is
happening in this country? What is
happening in this country? And I am
afraid to report tonight not much at
all.

As we have talked about, what’s been
going with nuclear in this country?
The last plant to be licensed in this
country was in 1977. The last plant to
go online was in 1996. When you're
looking at these things, we are getting
farther and farther behind. There is a
lot of different things we can be talk-
ing about with alternatives or maybe
you want to call them supplementals,
types of powers, but I think people
have got to know what we’re talking
about. When we’re looking at what one
1,000 megawatt reactor would need, you
would have to erect between 1,250 to
1,700 wind turbines to get there. I think
wind is great, but I think you have to
remember we have to have a base load
out there to make sure that we can run
our plants.

As the gentlewoman from Minnesota
mentioned, the United States has 24 to
25 percent of the world’s coal. Well,
what are we doing about it? In Ohio we
have higher sulfur in our coal, and the
problem with that is it costs more to
scrub it. But we have the technology.
We have an individual from Northwest
Ohio that has helped bring about and
invent a clean coal technology that we
can consume this coal without emit-
ting it. We have hundreds of years of
reserves on our coal.

As has been mentioned, the oil shale
in Utah, Colorado, Wyoming, over 6
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trillion barrels of oil equivalence out
there, and what are we doing about it?
Absolutely nothing.
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Congress is standing in the way. Oil
and natural gas. When we reimport 65
percent of our oil in this country, that
is a problem. That is a problem. We
need to start doing something. Our
friend from Virginia, Mr. WITTMAN,
said a little earlier that what they did
with Apollo 13, they had to come up
with a solution, and come up with it
now. We have got to do that in this
country.

John Kennedy, when he was in office,
had said that we were going to put a
man on the Moon by the end of the
1960s. We did it with Neil Armstrong in
1969. But we have got to have a purpose
and make sure we get that done.

We are talking about places where we
are restricting ourselves. The only
country in the world to fight with both
hands tied behind its back is this coun-
try. ANWR, we have approximately 10.3
billion barrels of oil. As has been men-
tioned, we are talking about an area of
over 19 million acres, and only talking
about drilling and exploring in 2,000 of
those acres. When you are looking at
10.3 billion recoverable barrels of oil up
there, we have got to get up there. As
mentioned a little bit earlier, Presi-
dent Clinton, in 1995, vetoed that legis-
lation, or we would be getting that oil
right.

Also, as has been mentioned, we have
420 trillion cubic feet of natural gas off-
shore. We have 86 billion barrels of oil.
Of that, the Federal Government de-
nies access to 92 percent for oil drilling
and 90 percent of that area for natural
gas. As has been mentioned, even if we
got that oil to this country, we haven’t
done anything for over 2% decades on
refinery.

A Dbill has been introduced here to
say if people have that NIMBY, that
“‘don’t put it in my backyard,” how
about using an abandoned military
base to put these facilities in, these re-
fineries.

The scary thing we have got going
out there is this, is that as we watch
more and more American dollars being
spent on all of this fuel and all these
other dollars going overseas, and of
course we have a $9 trillion debt right
now, the scary thing that we have got
going out there is who’s buying our
debt. Right now, we have about a $9
trillion national debt. About $2.6 tril-
lion of that is owned by foreign coun-
tries. Japan owns, as of the April state-
ment, about $592.2 billion, and the Chi-
nese have about a half a trillion dollars
of that debt.

We have got to act now. We can’t
wait. We can’t make mistakes. We have
to explore, drill, we have got to con-
serve. We have got to do everything
that has been mentioned here tonight.
We have got to look at those alter-
natives of supplementals because,
again, you talk to a lot of folks out
there and the question as to alter-
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natives, well, maybe don’t have enough
base load out there.

So we have to make sure that we get
those wind turbines up. Again, people
object to those. In my district, out my
back door I can see the only four wind
turbines in the State of Ohio. We have
solar, with two companies, one in pro-
duction right now in my district, an-
other going to be going online here in
the near future, producing solar panels.
I have another company in my district
working on hydrogen. There’s ethanol,
there’s biodiesel, but everything put
together, we have got to go out there
and do it all right, and do it all right,
and we’ve got to do it now.

So, Mr. Speaker, I think that the
time is now. The American people are
demanding action from this Congress,
and we can’t make the mistakes of the
past because we don’t have time to
catch up.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. LATTA. I yield to my friend
from Georgia.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I have got a
comment and a question. Last week,
we heard members of the other party
come to this floor and talk over and
over again about the o0il companies
have thousands of acres that they al-
ready have leased and that they are
not drilling in them. It’s my under-
standing that a lot of this is land that
the oil companies just leased up so that
they would have the prerogative to be
able to do so in the future.

I think this is correct, is that not so?

Mr. LATTA. To the gentlemen, I be-
lieve that is absolutely correct. When
you’re talking about leases, as you
said, you’re buying and leasing a lot of
an area. It doesn’t mean they are all
profitable, because if every time you
put a well down and struck oil, every-
body would be doing it.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. That is the
point that I was just wanting you to
bring up, is that all this land that the
oil companies have leased over the
years, they have temporary leases,
that when those leases expire, the land
turn back. In fact, I have got a friend,
the Dudleys in Athens, Georgia, who
lease some land in Alabama to an oil
company to drill for gas. They had that
lease for a number of years. The oil
company never drilled. That lease has
expired. So those friends of mine,
Randy and Mary Dudley, in Athens,
Georgia, today, don’t have the lease
money coming in as they did. The oil
company never drilled there.

That is true all over this country,
from what I understand. We just hear
from the Democrats over and over
again that the oil companies have all
this land, but it’s land where there’s no
oil. They just lease it in case that they
may be able to find oil or gas. But we
know there’s oil, we know there’s gas
on the Outer Continental Shelf. In fact,
it’s my understanding that only about
15 percent of the land in the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf is actually leased, that
we could tap into. Is that correct?
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Mr. LATTA. That is correct.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Well, in fact
we know that there is oil and gas out
there; in fact, trillions of cubic feet of
gas. Gas, when we burn it, is a very
clean fuel. Those who adhere to this
global warming hysteria, which I think
is a hysteria and not fact; in fact, I am
a medical doctor and scientifically I
have looked at this issue, and there are
many scientists on both sides, a lot
that say that global warming that we
are experiencing is due to natural
causes and not due to an increase in
carbon output by man’s use. But we
have got propane that is produced from
the refinery of oil. We could produce
that. There are a lot of cars and buses
that run on propane.

We have natural gas that, in my
home in Watkinsville, Georgia, I have
a natural gas hot water heater, natural
gas stove that I cook my wild game on
when I get home and have the oppor-
tunity to cook my game and fish that
I love to hunt and fish. But all these
are clean sources of energy, and we are
just not tapping into those.

I thank you for bringing these things
up. We have got so many sources of
clean fuels, even if global warming is
caused by human causes, which I am
one that I don’t think there’s enough
scientific data to prove that fact.
There are a lot of scientists that do say
that. But certainly tapping into our
own gas and oil resources can make us
less dependent upon foreign oil, make
us less dependent upon those who want
to destroy us as a Nation. It’s a na-
tional security interest for us to tap
into those resources that we have here.

As I said a few minutes ago, America
is the only Nation in the world that
won’t tap into and develop its own nat-
ural resources. It makes absolutely no
sense. It’s stunningly stupid, stun-
ningly stupid that we don’t do that.
Right now, we are drilling for ice on
mars, yet we cannot drill for oil in
America. I just cannot understand
that. It makes no sense.

We are being blocked over and over
again by the people on the other side
who are pandering to the radical envi-
ronmentalists. I am a conservationist.
I started my political activity coming
up here as a volunteer, working on con-
servation issues. I think it’s critical
that we develop those oil sources.

I congratulate you on bringing this
forward tonight.

Mr. LATTA. Thank you. I yield to
my good friend from Minnesota.

Mrs. BACHMANN. Thank you, Con-
gressman LATTA. I want to address a
point that was brought up by Congress-
man BROUN and really the absurdity of
the remark regarding the oil leases
that o0il companies have taken up.
These lands are owned by the American
people and they are leased out to oil
companies or natural gas companies.
These o0il and gas companies have to
pay for these leases. They aren’t just
given to them free of charge. They
have to pay for the right to search for
the oil.
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They take all the risk, and they find
the natural resource and they access
that natural resource. It doesn’t make
any sense economically for a company
to lease something and waste money on
leases that they aren’t going to use.
It’s already in law that if the compa-
nies that lease this land, if they are
not productive, it’s already a law they
have to turn the leases back. They
can’t just lease them forever, get them
for free, not pay for that right to lease
the land. They have to already turn
them back if they aren’t productive,
because the companies know if there’s
oil on the land, or if there’s gas on the
land, they already know if it’s there.

Just because they have leased land
doesn’t mean that there’s oil on it or
that there’s gas on it. It just doesn’t
make sense someone is going to waste
money if they are in a private com-
pany. That takes away from profit, and
you need to have profits to be able to
go forward.

Again, this is the 75th anniversary of
the New Deal, and it reminds me of
Solomon, who said in EHEcclesiastes,
“There is nothing new under the sun.”
And there is nothing new under the sun
with a lot of these suggestions we have
seen. As a matter of fact, the plan we
have seen so far from the Democrats
has been this, and it’s pretty simple, it
is: Drive less, pay more. That is pretty
much the plan that we have seen. Oh,
yeah, also, let’s increase taxes on the
domestic production of American en-
ergy. That doesn’t take too much for
the American people to figure out.

If Congress would decide we are going
to start taxing food, do you think food
would cost more? Of course it would.
What about if Congress decided, Let’s
add taxes to health care, as if that
wasn’t expensive enough. Would that
cost more? Of course it would.

This is not the way the American
people want us to go. They don’t want
us to jack up taxes on American pro-
duction of oil. They don’t want to drive
less, they don’t want to pay more.
They don’t want to have America so-
cializing and taking over oil refineries.
What the American people want, pure
and simple, is freedom. They want free-
dom, they want the free market, and
they want to see energy prices get back
down to $2 a gallon or less.

I know it’s possible, I know it can
happen, and that is why I am so thank-
ful for your brilliant leadership to-
night, Congressman LATTA, and also
for Congressman PAUL BROWN, and also
for Congressman WITTMAN, who was
here earlier this evening speaking, be-
cause here’s an answer. Here’s an an-
swer.

It’s here, it’s ours, it’s for the taking.
We can be environmentally sensitive.
We can explore here in America now,
and we can have Americans pay less. I
yield back.

Mr. LATTA. Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker. We appreciate the oppor-
tunity to be here tonight on this Spe-
cial Order.
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Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks on the topics of to-
night’s Special Order speeches.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURPHY of Connecticut). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman
from Georgia?

There was no objection.

———
KELO THIRD ANNIVERSARY

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. The fifth
amendment to the U.S. Constitution
states that, ‘“‘No person shall be de-
prived of life, liberty, or property with-
out due process of law; nor shall pri-
vate property be taken for public use
without just compensation.”

June 23, 2005, marks a very sad day in
our Nation’s history. Exactly 3 years
ago today, five unelected members of
the U.S. Supreme Court made one of
the most despised rulings in our Na-
tion’s history, one of the most egre-
gious, unconstitutional rulings in our
Nation’s history in its ruling of Kelo v.
City of New London.

The courts allowed a small Con-
necticut town to seize a private home
to make way for a riverfront develop-
ment. This activist decision was an at-
tack on middle-class citizens for the
benefit of the rich. There have been no
worse interpretations of the intent of
the fifth amendment than when the Su-
preme Court seized a private home for
the profit of a private company. Yes, a
private company.

Justice Sandra Day O’Connor, with
whom I have disagreed on many of her
decisions, was spot on in her dissent
when we stated, ‘‘the specter of con-
demnation hangs over all property.
Nothing is to prevent the State from
replacing any Motel 6 with a Ritz-
Carlton, or any home with a shopping
mall, or any farm with a factory.”

She added that under the Court’s de-
cision in Kelo, ‘“‘any property may now
be taken for the benefit of another pri-
vate party,” and ‘‘the fallout from this
decision will not be random. The bene-
ficiaries are likely to be those citizens
with disproportionate influence and
power in the political process, includ-
ing large corporations and development
firms. As for the victims, the govern-
ment now has a license to transfer
their property from those with fewer
resources, to those with more.
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The Founders cannot have intended
this perverse result.”

So detested was the Supreme Court’s
2005 ruling that the small home that
became the center of the New London
land grab has been moved and restored
near the center of town as a constant
reminder of the town’s injustice. That
small, pink home once represented a
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private home, but now it is a symbol of
the evils of an activist court that dis-
regards our constitutional rights.

Our Founding Fathers knew that our
liberties were only as secure as our
property rights. Property rights are a
central institution of Western civiliza-
tion, yet too often our Nation has vio-
lated the basic principles of our Found-
ing Fathers. Federal, State and local
governments continue to ignore, ne-
glect, disparage and even fail to under-
stand the importance of property
rights.

Today I am pleased to introduce a
resolution defending private property
rights. This resolution in a very clear
manner reflects the intent of our
Founding Fathers when they listed pri-
vate property rights as untouchable by
government power. By placing property
rights in the fifth amendment to the
Constitution, the Founders made the
protection of private property a pri-
mary aim of the American government.
There is no provision in Article I, Sec-
tion 8, or anywhere else in the Con-
stitution, that allows the unnecessary,
predatory seizure of private land.

On this, the third anniversary of one
of the Supreme Court’s most infamous
decisions, I am proud to join property
rights advocates all over America in
renewing our protest against judicial
activism. I applaud the many States
that have passed legislation to limit
their power to eminent domain and the
supreme courts of many States that
have barred the practice under their
State constitution. I applaud the cour-
age of Susette Kelo and other victims
of eminent domain abuse who have
stood up to their government and
fought for their constitutional rights.

As John Dickinson, signer of the
Constitution stated: ‘“‘Let these truths
be indelibly impressed on our minds: (1)
that we cannot be happy without being
free; (2) that we cannot be free without
being secure in our property; and (3)
that we cannot be secure in our prop-
erty if, without our consent, others
may as by right take it away.”

Private property rights are critical
for freedom, and we need to fight for
private property rights.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request
of Mr. HOYER) for today and June 24.

Mr. HILL (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today.

Mr. KANJORSKI (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today.

Ms. KILPATRICK (at the request of Mr.
HoOYER) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons.

Mr. KIND (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today on account of busi-
ness in the district regarding flooding.

Mr. McCNULTY (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today and until 3 p.m. on
June 24 on account of personal reasons.

Mr. REYES (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today.
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