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My love and all of our love and our
condolences go out to the family and
her staff, which was her extended fam-
ily, here in Congress and back in Cleve-
land, and to the hundreds of constitu-
ents that wrapped the streets to pay
their appreciation to STEPHANIE.

And may her spirit live long in the
Halls of Congress.

I yield back the balance of my time.

———
ENERGY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
you.

We’re going to spend our hour to-
night on behalf of the minority party
talking about energy, once again. This
is the most pressing concern, I think,
of our Nation right now in these tough
economic times.

But before I get started, I want to
join with my colleagues, my Demo-
cratic colleagues, and pay tribute, Mr.
Speaker, to STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES,
the gentlewoman from Ohio. I guess
you can say that everything’s been said
that needs to be said, but not every-
body has had an opportunity to say it.
I can’t improve upon the kind words
that we’ve heard here over the last
hour in regard to her life and what a
great person she was.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to mention
one thing that I thought about a lot
after hearing of her untimely and sad
passing. She is the second member, Mr.
Speaker, of the Ohio delegation to die
in office during this 110th Congress.
The first was a member on our side of
the aisle—again, very loved and re-
spected—Paul Gillmor. Just like Ms.
JONES, like Representative JONES, as
bipartisan whenever he could be, as she
was.

And I went to his funeral in Colum-
bus, Ohio, the great capital of Ohio.
And the eulogies that were offered on
behalf of Representative Gillmor, the
very first one, Mr. Speaker, was offered
by Representative STEPHANIE TUBBS
JONES. And it was very touching, very
loving. You know, it’s a sad thing, of
course, her passing. But God has His
plan, and we have our plans, but His
plan takes precedent over everything
we do.

But she was a great Member of this
body, and I join my colleagues in ex-
pressing my sincere sympathy to the
family.

Mr. Speaker, we are here finally back
in session after a long 5-week absence,
the so-called August recess. And, Mr.
Speaker, I think you and all of my col-
leagues know that many Republican
Members—we asked our Democratic
colleagues to join us on this floor dur-
ing the recess—in fact I think some 134
Republican Members—that’s not 100
percent on our side, but it’s getting
darn close to 80, 85 percent—Members
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came back, some several days, took a
break away from their families, from
their constituents in this traditional
August recess to come back here and
say, you know, we really should not be
at home. We should not be in our dis-
tricts no matter how important the
work there is. It’s very important. Cer-
tainly, there is some politicking going
on during election season.

But I think, Mr. Speaker, most of my
constituents told me, and I'm sure
every Member of this body, that you
need to get back up there and do the
people’s work. We’re suffering, we’re
struggling with these high gas prices;
our kids are going to be going back to
school in a couple of weeks and the
school bus is probably not going to be
running, and it’s a safety issue. And
some school districts across the coun-
try are talking about cutting back to a
4-day school week. It’s one thing for a
4-day work week, but a 4-day school
week for our youngsters . . .

So we were talking about that every
day. Every day we had anywhere from
5 to 15 Republican Members in this
Chamber.

Now, the lights were dim, the air-
conditioning was either too cold or it
was too hot, the C-SPAN cameras were
not running. These microphones—I'm
hoarse today Mr. Speaker, because of
straining my voice during that time.
But it was an absolute wonderful expe-
rience.

All of the people that were visiting
the Nation’s Capitol, their Capitol, the
people’s House, during that time, dur-
ing those 5 weeks, we asked them if
they wanted to come and have a unique
opportunity to sit in our seats right
here in this Chamber. Rarely do they
get the chance to do that. It’s not like
sitting in the gallery. To actually come
down and sit in the seats where the
Members sit and debate and vote.

And this Chamber was virtually full
many of those days, a lot of times
three-fourths full, half full. But untold
numbers of American citizens had an
opportunity. And they were not just
Republicans, Mr. Speaker. They were
Democrats, they were independents,
they were voters. They were people
that enjoyed listening to this discus-
sion about the crisis that we’re in and
what, at least on our side of the aisle,
we felt need to be done.

We talked at length about the Amer-
ican Energy Act, the bill that was in-
troduced by minority Ileader JOHN
BOEHNER of the great State of Ohio.
Leader BOEHNER introduced the Amer-
ican Energy Act probably 2% months
ago, in fact. And it languished wher-
ever it went to, probably the Energy
and Commerce Committee, and never
saw the light of day. And that bill, Mr.
Speaker, is the all-of-the-above Energy
Act. Yes, the cornerstone of the bill is
to drill, to drill here in the United
States or off of its Outer Continental
Shelf, to drill now so that we lower
these gas prices and get some relief to
the great people of this country who
are struggling so much right now eco-
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nomically. And yet the bill never had
an opportunity to see the light of day.

I have got a number of posters, Mr.
Speaker, that I want to refer to, and
I'm going to put that on the easel here
for a minute so my colleagues can join
with me in understanding some of the
issues.
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Well, the first poster says, ‘‘Nancy
Pelosi, we’re here and where are you?”’
Well guess what, my colleagues. She’s
back. She’s back. But it took 5 weeks
to get her back, and during the time
that we were begging her to come back
and call this Congress into a special
session, she had the power to do that.

Madam Speaker was out, among
other things, promoting her new book,
“Know Your Power.” I'm sure Madam
Speaker was referring to the power of a
woman, and I think that’s a good
thing. I have three daughters and four
grand-daughters, and I hope one day
that they will have an opportunity to
achieve what Madam Speaker’s
achieved. They obviously won’t be the
first female Speaker in the history of
this country because she has that title
now, but know her power, the power to
convene the Congress and pass legisla-
tion. She, and only she, could do that,
and yet she refused to come back even
for a few days, even maybe for a week.
She would still, as would the rest of us,
have 4 weeks to work in our districts
or go on vacation or whatever during
that August recess.

The ironic thing, Mr. Speaker, about
this is Ms. PELOSI said in the elections
of 2006—gee, it’s been almost 2 years
ago when the Democratic Party was
the minority party. She said that, you
know, this do-nothing Congress, these
do-nothing Republicans, we need to re-
place them, and among other things, of
course, she said that bills should gen-
erally come to the floor under a proce-
dure that allows open, full and fair de-
bate, consisting of a full amendment
process that grants the minority the
right to offer its alternatives, includ-
ing a substitute. Now, that is a direct
quote by Speaker PELOSI back in 2006.

Well, she has already pretty much
said that any energy bill, Mr. Speaker,
that comes to the floor is going to be
basically with a closed rule. We, in the
minority, are not going to have an op-
portunity to amend, and it’s not going
to look anything like the American
Energy Act, the All-of-the-Above Act,
which allows not just drilling here,
drilling now, but it includes so many
other things that we’ll speak about
during this hour.

But before I go on, I wanted to take
the opportunity—two of my colleagues,
Mr. Speaker, and I hope maybe some
others will join us later in the hour,
but the first colleague is the gentleman
from Florida, and he should know a lot,
a lot indeed, about the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf and what is being done
and what’s not being done. I yield at
this time to my colleague from Flor-
ida, the honorable RIC KELLER.
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Mr. KELLER of Florida. I thank the
gentleman from Georgia for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I have just returned
from a 4-day trip to Alaska. I went
there on a fact-finding trip to learn
more about what is becoming one of
the central issues of our time, and that
is, whether or not we should drill in
the portion of Alaska known as ANWR,
particularly the section called 10-02.

Before venturing off on this trip, I
listened to folks on both sides. Those
who were for the drilling said that
there’s a large amount of oil there,
that exploration can take place in an
environmentally friendly way, and that
the Alaskan people themselves want it.

Those who were against drilling
there said there’s only a trivial amount
of oil there, this will hurt the pristine
wilderness, and it will endanger wild-
life, particularly caribou and polar
bears.

Well, after spending 4 days on a fact-
finding mission, I'm prepared to relay
to you what I saw in response to these
three key issues. First, what is the
amount of oil there? Second, will it
hurt the pristine wilderness? And
third, will it hurt the wildlife?

I can tell you from my trip to ANWR
and the Northern Slope and talking
with experts in and out of the govern-
ment that there is approximately 10.4
billion barrels of oil in ANWR, accord-
ing to the U.S. Department of the Inte-
rior and U.S. Geological Survey. How
much is 10.4 billion barrels of 0il? It is
enough oil to provide all of my home
State of Florida’s needs for 29 years.
10.4 billion barrels of oil is enough to
provide 1 million barrels a day every
day for the next 30 years. It is the sin-
gle largest source of untapped oil of
any location in the entire United
States.

If I can show you a chart, Mr. Speak-
er, to give you an analogy of why we
have some comfort that that’s true,
you see this is the State of Alaska,
ANWR in the upper left. It’s about the
size of South Carolina, about 19 million
acres. Drilling would be limited to a
real tiny area up here—this is called
the 10-02 ANWR coastal plain area—to
a section of only 2,000 acres, just about
the size of the red dot here. So literally
99.99 percent of ANWR would not have
drilling, and I told you there’s roughly
10.4 billion barrels in this 2,000-acre
area.

Next door to it you will see a sign
says Prudhoe Bay Oil Field. This is the
single largest oil field in the United
States. It has 15 billion barrels of oil.
They have already extracted 12 billion,
and there are 3 billion remaining. Now,
when you go up there like I did and you
compare the two areas, they look
roughly the same.

Why is there drilling at Prudhoe Bay
and not in ANWR? It’s simple. This
area is owned by the State of Alaska.
They want the drilling and they allow
it. This area is owned by the Federal
Government. It has not yet been al-
lowed.

What’s significant also is you see a
line here, it says TAPS. That’s the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Trans-Alaska Pipeline. What’s so key
about extracting this large quantity of
oil is you have an 800-mile pipeline
that takes the oil all the way down to
the southern tip of Alaska to a city
called Valdez. There it is picked up by
tankers and taken to refineries in the
lower 48 States and from the refineries
turned into gasoline and shipped to
your local retail gasoline dealer where
you purchase the gasoline.

So we have a huge amount of oil. We
have a pipeline infrastructure ready to
move it. The only question is whether
we will.

That brings us to the next issue. Will
it hurt the wilderness? As I already
said, 99.99 percent of the wilderness
will be off limits, if you call it wilder-
ness. But I happened to go to all of
these areas, but this little town right
here, Kaktovik, is the only village in
ANWR, and I stood there at the edge of
Kaktovik looking through this 10-02
coastal plain area with the leader from
that small Eskimo tribe, a man named
Felton Rexford.

I looked out and I'll show you what I
saw. I saw a flat, frozen, barren tundra.
As the camera looks at that picture,
folks may look at it and say, well,
what am I looking at? I don’t see any
trees. I can’t see any wilderness. That’s
exactly what I saw as I stood there, and
I said to the elected leader from the Es-
kimo tribe: Where are the trees in the
area that we’re talking about drilling?
And he said, Congressman, there’s not
a tree within 100 miles. Not a tree
within 100 miles.

So much for the beautiful wilderness
that we hear about in so many of the
photos that are seen. I can tell you
those photos aren’t the area that we’re
talking about drilling.

Well, the next issue becomes: What
about the wildlife? We don’t want to
hurt the caribou and the polar bears
that live in Alaska. I saw both on my
trip to Alaska. Alaska has 800,000 car-
ibou, the most numerous large animals
anywhere in Alaska, and 5,000 polar
bears. I can tell you, in the last three
decades, every single year the popu-
lation of polar bears has increased.
Every single year the population of
caribou has increased.

In fact, I mentioned to you that the
biggest oil field is called Prudhoe Bay
next to the ANWR area, and I toured
Prudhoe Bay. And as I toured there—
here we are—I saw some caribou right
there among the oil fields. And I talked
to the wildlife experts who were with
us. I said, Is that unusual? They said,
Not at all. Back in the 1970s when oil
was discovered here in Prudhoe Bay
and they started drilling, there were
3,000 caribou in that area. Today, there
are over 30,000. The caribou population
has increased tenfold.

And so to wrap up, Mr. Speaker, what
I learned in summary is that there is a
significant amount of oil there, 10.4 bil-
lion barrels. I learned that the Alas-
kans want it: 70 percent of the Alas-
kans statewide, 90 percent of those who
live in the ANWR area. I learned that
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we can do this without having any
harm to the wilderness or to the wild-
life and that we can have it all done
with responsible, environmentally
friendly drilling that reduces our de-
pendence on foreign oil.

I have great respect for all four of the
individuals running for President on
the national tickets, Republicans and
Democrats, but having been to Alaska
and spent 4 days with the world leading
experts on this issue, I can tell you
that in my humble opinion Governor
Sarah Palin knows more about this
issue than all three men combined. I'm
excited with the energy she brings to
this debate and the knowledge she has
about drilling because she knows these
issues cold. And I hope in this Presi-
dential election, whether you’re a Re-
publican or Democrat, listen to what
this lady says because she’s been say-
ing what I learned over the past 4 days.
There’s very few of us that get to see it
in person.

So, with that, let me thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia so much for yield-
ing his time to me.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I really
appreciate the gentleman from Florida
being with us tonight, and I thank him
for that very intelligent discussion of
ANWR and some of the statistics that
he presented to us.

Mr. Speaker, the 1.5 million barrels a
day that Representative KELLER was
talking about is not an insignificant
amount of oil, and if you add that to 2.5
million barrels a day that we could be
getting from the Outer Continental
Shelf and another 2.5 million barrels a
day that we could be extracting from
the shale out in the Midwest, those five
Rocky Mountain States, you would
have a doubling of the amount of do-
mestic production of oil. We would go
from 7 million barrels a day to about 14
million barrels a day, and of course,
you know, right now we’re importing 60
percent of what we use. So his discus-
sion is very pertinent and very timely.

Mr. Speaker, at the outset, I was
talking about what our current Speak-
er, Ms. PELOSI, some of the quotes that
she made back in 2006, and I want to
share in this poster a few more with
you. She said then, This leadership
team will create the most honest, most
open and most ethical Congress in his-
tory. Now, Speaker NANCY PELOSI said
that November 16, 2006.

This is now, a recent quote. When we
asked for an opportunity to have reg-
ular order on an energy bill coming
through the Energy and Commerce
Committee, a bill that was marked up
by both Democrats and Republicans,
majority and minority, and that would
go through the amendment process and
that maybe even some amendments
submitted to the Rules Committee
would be made in order so that we
could have a fair and open discussion,
when she was questioned about that,
when reference to a quote back in 2006,
Ms. PELOSI said, and this is a quote,
I'm not giving the gavel to them. They
will have to use their imagination as to
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how they can get a vote. Speaker
PELOSI said that on August 3, 2008. 1
guess kind of like she’s using her
imagination to lower energy prices.

And I think my next colleague who is
going to speak will talk a little bit
about the imagination and what her
plan happens to be, but I'll show a cou-
ple of more slides before I yield to the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxxX) who has been such a strong ad-
vocate on this issue.

This is another quote from Ms.
PELOSI. This call for drilling in areas
that are protected—in other words, the
Outer Continental Shelf and ANWR
that the gentleman from Florida was
just talking about—this call for drill-
ing in areas that are protected is a
hoax. It is an absolute hoax on the part
of the Republicans and this administra-
tion.

Another quote from Speaker PELOSI,
If you don’t agree with that, my col-
leagues, just call (202) 224-3121 and
voice your concern about a quote like
that.
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But listen to this. Look at this quote
that Ms. PELOSI, our distinguished

Speaker, gave on one of the national
news networks a week or so ago when
she was asked: ‘“Why not drill? Why
not open up these areas?’’ After all, the
United States owns this source of fossil
fuel, both natural gas and petroleum.
Her quote then was: “I'm trying to
save the planet.” I think she actually
banged the table and repeated it. “I'm
trying to save the planet.”

Well, so is this guy Carl Pope, execu-
tive director of the Sierra Club. His

quote was: ‘“We’re better off without
cheap oil. We’re better off without
cheap gas.”

So what they want to do is save the
planet, but I fear, Mr. Speaker, that in
the process they’ll be destroying this
country.

With that, I am going to yield to my
distinguished colleague from North
Carolina, a champion who has been
back on this floor for most of the Au-
gust recess, not just for a day or two.
In fact, she led the Republicans on sev-
eral occasions, and she does such a
great job. At this time, I'm honored to
yield to the gentlewoman from North
Carolina, VIRGINIA FOXX.

Ms. FOXX. Well, thank you, Mr.
GINGREY. Thank you, Congressman
GINGREY, for your leadership on this
hour tonight as well as for your help
earlier this year in August for what we
were doing in calling to the attention
of the American people those who are
creating this problem with the high gas
prices. I want to add some comments
to my colleague from Florida’s com-
ments about drilling in ANWR.

I had the great opportunity to go to
Alaska in 2005. I'd been there once be-
fore just purely as a tourist, but I went
as a Member of Congress in 2005. I also
saw Prudhoe Bay. I also saw Valdez. 1
also flew over ANWR. I want to add my
comments and support to the things
that he has said.
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When the ANWR was set aside, the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge—I
think it was in the early 70s—it was
specific in the bill that some of that
land would be set aside for oil drilling
because people knew then that there
was o0il there and that it should be
drilled for, but since that time, the
Democrats have time and time and
time again stopped us from drilling
there. A bill passed in 1995—it passed
both Houses—to allow drilling in
ANWR, and President Clinton vetoed
it. Since then, many, many times we
have brought up votes, and the Demo-
crats have consistently voted against
drilling there.

He is absolutely right. The ANWR
area is nothing but a frozen desert.
Where we would be drilling is a frozen
desert. It looks gray like that picture
he showed. We saw it from the air. It
looks exactly like that. It is akin to
the deserts of Saudi Arabia, but it hap-
pens to be a frozen desert.

You know, the Lord gave us all of the
resources, I believe, in this world that
we need, but they just don’t always
look like they’re the resources that we
need, and sometimes they’re tied up in
unusual places, but the way I've de-
scribed it to my colleagues and to my
constituents is the way that I have
heard it described as to the area that
we would drill in ANWR, the 2000 acres:
A postage stamp is to a football field as
those 2000 acres are to the State of
Alaska. It’s a minuscule part of the
State of Alaska, and it would do no
harm.

Also, there is one thing that my col-
league Mr. KELLER didn’t mention. He
did show a wonderful map of how close
the pipeline is now to that area. We’re
told that, in 18 months, we could have
oil flowing from ANWR into the Alaska
pipeline. In fact, it’s going to be nec-
essary to keep oil flowing into that
pipeline or the pipeline is going to have
to be shut down. So the Democrats
continue to say it’s going to take 10
years. It will only take 10 years if they
and their trial lawyer friends and their
radical environmentalist friends con-
tinue to bring lawsuits. What takes so
long for us to create the energy that
we need in this country are the law-
suits that keep getting filed. We could
do this. We could be getting gas from
the Outer Continental Shelf, I under-
stand, in 3 years if we don’t have to
continually fight lawsuits to get this
energy.

During the period of time when we
were debating this in August—when
the cameras were turned off, when the
lights were turned off, when the mikes
were turned off—I said that we have a
choice to make here in the Congress.
We are either going to be pro-American
energy or anti-American energy. The
Republicans in this Congress are pro-
American energy. There is no reason
why this country cannot be completely
energy independent. Now, today, we’ve
emphasized drilling.

By the way, let me make one other
comment about the drilling in Alaska
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that nobody has made. I saw this again
when I was there. You know, when you
see the pictures of ANWR again, you
see caribou grazing in a meadow with
daisies blooming. That’s, again, not the
area that we would be drilling in.
There are no caribou. There are living
things there, I'm sure, in that frozen
wasteland but not anything that you
can see.

The other things that you see are
these oil rigs like you see in Texas,
these things that go up and down, and
they’re not very attractive armaments
or implements, but when we saw the oil
wells in Alaska, for the life of me, you
couldn’t have known that those were
oil wells. They are simple boxes, maybe
a little bit taller than I am, and they
have valves on them. They look sort of
like oxygen tanks with some valves on
them, but they’re not unattractive at
all. They’re in little boxes that sort of
look like cabanas. We saw a whole row
of about, I'd say, 100 or 150 of them.
You would have no idea. They might be
refrigerators for all one knows, but
they’re not unattractive at all.

Again, the radical environmentalists
want us to think that we’re going to be
assaulted visually and that the envi-
ronment is going to be assaulted by our
drilling in ANWR. They want us to do
nothing. I think the comment by the
gentleman from the Sierra Club is very
typical of what they feel. They don’t
want us to have cheap gas because they
don’t want us to use the good resources
that the Lord gave us.

Mr. GINGREY. Would the gentlelady
yield for just one comment on that be-
fore you continue?

Ms. FOXX. Sure.

Mr. GINGREY. Representative FOXX,
you requoted what the gentleman from
the Sierra Club said. Again, he said,
“We’re better off without cheap gas.”

Also, I want to point out, Mr. Speak-
er, that the leader of the Senate, the
Senate majority leader, Senator Harry
Reid of Nevada, said fossil fuel is poi-
son, that fossil fuel is poison and that
we need to completely rid ourselves of
that by, I think, the year 2012. So I just
wanted to point that out.

I yield back to the gentlewoman.

Ms. FOXX. Well, I thank my col-
league from Georgia for mentioning
that because I wanted to also mention
that Republicans have consistently
said we’re for all of the above. We're
not just for drilling in ANWR, just for
drilling in the Outer Continental Shelf.
We want all of the alternatives. We
want to be energy independent. We cer-
tainly believe in advancing solar, wind,
hydro, and whatever other sources
there are out there. Most of us believe
that, in a short period of time, we’ll be
completely independent of many fossil
fuels. We have coal that we could be
using, clean-burning coal. We’re the
Saudi Arabia of coal.

The interesting thing about the fact
that the Democrats don’t want us to
drill is that they say they want alter-
natives, but they don’t fund alter-
natives. Our bill that would allow for
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drilling would take the money that the
Federal Government would get from
those leases, and it would use that
money to develop alternatives. While
they’ve authorized programs for alter-
natives, they haven’t funded them. So
they’re being very disingenuous when
they say they want alternatives, be-
cause they are not allowing us to have
alternatives because they’re not fund-
ing them. It’s a program that, I think,
deserves the emperor’s new clothes’
award.

Mr. GINGREY. In reclaiming my
time just for a second before yielding
back to the gentlewoman from North
Carolina, what she is talking about,
Mr. Speaker, is an energy trust fund
that could be, as she pointed out, ob-
tained from royalties that the Federal
Government gets from the oil compa-
nies—Big 0Oil, the Democrats use that
pejorative constantly—but they would
have to pay significant royalties to the
Federal Government, which, as Ms.
FoxxX pointed out, would be put in a
trust fund to have grants for research
and development for alternative
sources such as wind and solar and
other things.

I'll continue to yield to the gentle-
woman.

Ms. FOXX. Well, again, I appreciate
that help with what I was saying be-
cause it reminds me of another point
that I want to make, and that is, by
not allowing this new exploration, we
are ensuring that Big Oil will stay in
control of the issues. When new areas
are opened up, it opens up the opportu-
nities for smaller oil companies and for
new entrepreneurs to get involved in
the business.

So the best thing that could happen
to the ‘“‘big o0il companies,” those peo-
ple who the Democrats demonize con-
stantly, is for us not to open up new
areas for drilling, because they have
such a lock on the existing areas, and
so they are helping, unwittingly per-
haps, the existing o0il companies to
stay big by decreasing the competition
for them.

Now let’s talk a little bit about what
is the Democrats’ plan. They say no,
no, no, no, no to all of the things which
we have proposed which we believe the
American people want. We know that
from the surveys. Our hope in coming
back here for this session is that the
American people will have put a lot of
pressure on our Democratic colleagues
in saying to them: ‘“You must tell the
Speaker that she needs to bring up a
bill for a vote, and that’s all we're ask-
ing for. We want a clean up or down
vote.”

Now, I had said this many of the
times that I was here during August.
One day in July, before we went on re-
cess and when the Republicans were
talking about this—we’d been talking
about this all of this year that we
needed to do something to increase the
supply and bring down the price of gas-
oline—somebody asked one of Speaker
PELOSI’S aides: ‘““Well, what is your
plan for bringing down the price of gas-
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oline?”” The answer was: ‘“‘Drive small
cars and wait for the wind.”

Well, this is how somebody has char-
acterized this. This is the Democrats’
energy plan: drive small cars and wait
for the wind. Well, most people in this
country can’t trade their big cars for
small cars. They need their big cars.
They have families, and they need to
transport them or they have so much
invested in those cars already, and
they’re not wealthy people like our
Speaker is. They are people who are
working hard for a living, and they
can’t do that.

Well, I have likened this to when the
French people told the Queen of France
that the people had no bread. She said,
“Let them eat cake.” Well, that’s, I
think, what the Democrats are saying
to the American people. Let them eat
cake. Whereas, the Republicans are
saying we have alternatives. Let’s vote
on those alternatives. Yes, I think this
deals with some of the quotes that Mr.
GINGREY was talking about, that Con-
gressman GINGREY from Georgia was
talking about a few minutes ago.

We did get promises. In fact, the
Speaker promised in 2006 that the
Democrats had a commonsense plan for
bringing down the price of gasoline.
That was when the price of gasoline
was around $2. Now it’s almost $4.
They’ve done nothing about it. This is
what one of their Members said: “We
sort of stretched the truth, and people
ate it up.” This was stated by Rep-
resentative PAUL KANJORSKI, a Demo-
crat from Pennsylvania, on the Demo-
crats’ campaign promises. They made
those promises.

Now, what have Republicans done?
Thirty-five times the Democrats have
voted down Rules Committee Repub-
lican-offered solutions to lower your
gas prices and to address America’s ur-
gent energy needs. The Speaker said
we’ll have to use our imagination for
ways that we can get a vote. Well, la-
dies and gentlemen, we have used every
opportunity presented to us in this
Congress to force a vote on providing
American-made energy.
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And every time the Democrats have
stifled that.

We’re not asking for a lot. We are
asking for an up-or-down vote. Now, we
have it broken down. We are not asking
you to take our word for it. We have it
broken down. Eleven times they voted
“no” to consider amendments that
would lower the average price of reg-
ular unleaded gasoline; four times to
lower the price of gasoline and diesel
by increasing our domestic fuel supply;
six times they voted ‘‘no”” to address
alternative fuels; and fourteen times to
address additional energy solutions
provided by the American Energy Act,
No More Excuses Energy Act, Coal-Liqg-
uid Fuel Act, Deep Ocean Resources
Energy Act, Boutique Fuel Reduction
Act, and the American Energy Inde-
pendence and Price Reduction Act.

Republicans continue to try, and we
are going to continue to bring up these
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issues every day that the Congress is in
session and when we go out of session.
But we do need the American people to
help on this. We’re going to bring it up.
But if you live in the district of a Dem-
ocrat who has not yet said he or she
will vote ‘‘yes’ for additional energy,
then you need to be calling the House
of Representatives and you need to be
calling the Speaker’s office to let them
know. But it’s better to call your Mem-
ber of Congress and ask that Member
to tell them.

Now, here’s the other energy plan
presented by their nominee for Presi-
dent. Our nominee for President, Sen-
ator MCCAIN, has said he wants to in-
crease American-made energy. Senator
OBAMA’s plan is check your tires and
get them inflated properly and that’s
the solution to the American energy
needs. That’s just not going to cut it,
Senator OBAMA. I'm sorry. We have got
to increase supply.

Americans have been doing a wonder-
ful job of conserving. And, again, I
want to make it very clear Republicans
believe in all of the above. We support
conservation, but we support alter-
natives such as solar, wind, hydro,
every other alternative that there is
out there. We are willing to do that.
But we know we cannot do this without
increasing supply. And I simply think
that we need to ask the Democrats are
you pro-American energy or are you
anti-American energy? If you’re not in-
terested in increasing the supply that
we have within our borders, then
you’re anti-American energy. That is
being anti-American people because
it’s the average working person, the re-
tired people, young people who are
being hurt by the high price of gaso-
line. And I think that that approach is
the approach of people who are totally
out of touch with the real world, and I
am very disappointed in that.

I am going to yield back to my col-
league now, Mr. GINGREY, from the
great State of Georgia.

Mr. GINGREY. I want to thank again
the gentlewoman from North Carolina,
who did a wonderful job, I think, of ex-
plaining what has not been going on in
this body.

And I think it’s important for the
American people to understand some-
thing. When the Democratic minority
back in the 2006 election cycle, Mr.
Speaker, when they were cam-
paigning—+this is campaign season now;
80 2 years ago they were in the minor-
ity and talked about the ‘‘do-nothing,”
““do-nothing’”’ Republican majority and
made statements such as, well, they
are only here 3 days a week, only here
in Washington doing the people’s busi-
ness, passing laws that need to be
passed, these Republicans, these ‘‘lazy”’
Republicans was the characterization,
Mr. Speaker, of the then Republican
majority. They are only up here 3 days
a week, not doing anything, not doing
the people’s work, and when we get the
majority, we promise to do the people’s
work. And indeed, Mr. Speaker, you
weren’t here at that particular time,
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but the statement was we will go to a
5-day work week like everybody else
across America, and, indeed, some peo-
ple work 6 and 7 days a week and they
have two jobs, not one. So this idea of
coming and doing the people’s work,
that sounded good to me. I liked that.

Now, keep in mind what has hap-
pened since the Democrats have gained
the majority. The people gave them
that confidence, gave them that trust
and said okay, that sounds good to us,
and they gained the majority. Well,
what have they done? Well, let me just
say that we are now back in session
here in September, the second week in
September. And we are going to be
here, including today, and this day is
almost gone, it’s 10:30 at night—Mr.
Speaker, we are going to be here 15
days. Now, we are going to be here 15
days. Maybe it will turn out to be 12 or
10. But the Democratic majority says
that we are going to be 15 days, 5 days
this week, 5 days next week, and 5 days
the following week. Ladies and gentle-
men, that’s 15 days out of 5 months.

Remember now, the whole month of
August and the first week in Sep-
tember, we were on recess, and the
Democratic majority, Mr. Speaker, has
already emphatically said that we
want our Members to go home and be
in their districts and campaign for re-
election or whatever and we are not
coming back until the next Congress,
until the 111th Congress in January
after the new President is inaugurated.
I mean it’s just unbelievable.

Now think about it. Mr. Speaker, if
the American public were watching our
proceedings tonight and they heard
what I’'m saying to my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle, 15 days in 5
months, that’s deplorable. If that’s
what we are going to do, if that’s what
we have resorted to in this Congress,
then this ought to be a part-time job.
This shouldn’t be a full-time job.
That’s fine with me. If you want to
make it a part-time job, I will go back
home and start delivering babies again
6 months out of the year.

But let me just use a word that I
think most of my colleagues under-
stand: This is the height of mendacity.
This is the height of hypocrisy to make
that kind of promise and then not de-
liver to the American people. Ms. FOXX
talked about it, Representative FOXX,
Representative KELLER.

And Representative KELLER is still
with us, and I would be happy to yield
to him for further thoughts or com-
ments that he may have on this issue.
We only have about 10 minutes left, but
let me yield back to my friend from
Florida.

Mr. KELLER of Florida. I thank my
friend for yielding. I would just take a
couple minutes.

Mr. Speaker, you may be surprised to
learn, as I was when I went there, that
there is not a tree within 100 miles of
where we are drilling and that the ani-
mals peacefully co-exist and, in fact,
have done well. You may wonder why
am I hearing this for the first time?
Let me explain something to you.
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This is the only village in all of
ANWR, called Kaktovik. And when I
sat there with the leader of the village,
Mr. Felton Rexford, who lived there his
whole life, and I would say he’s in his
mid- to late 60s, he was so kind to me.
And as I sit there in 30 degree weather
in the hottest month, in the middle of
August, he told me I was one of the few
people that ever bothered to visit
there, that they were surprised. Hardly
anyone has ever been there. It’s 30 de-
grees in the hottest month. It’s 30
below in the winter. They just got run-
ning water there in the year 2000. Only
300 Eskimos live there. They have a
doctor that visits their town one time
a year. There are no roads in and out of
the village. They have to travel by
snowmobile, and they live off of
whales. So when you hear about this
being a pristine wilderness area that’s
going to hurt the wildlife, you’re hear-
ing it from people that have never been
there and have a vested interest in tell-
ing you that because they are probably
trying to raise money for some fringe
group.

And I made a promise to Mr. Felton
Rexford that when I would get back to
Congress, I don’t know if I would sway
anybody but I would come to the floor
of Congress and tell the truth. And the
truth is these are the most environ-
mentally conscious people in the coun-
try that I have ever met, and they
think it can be done in an environ-
mentally friendly way and they sup-
port it. And the area there looks like
the surface of the moon and not a
rainforest, and we can have it all.

So I wanted to honor that, Mr.
GINGREY, and I appreciate your giving
me the chance to speak tonight on this
very key issue.

Mr. GINGREY. I thank my colleague
and friend from Florida.

As I was saying, of course, Mr.
Speaker, 15 days in the last 5 months,
and you look at the schedule for this
week, and there is unbelievably noth-
ing, nothing on the agenda that has
anything to do with energy.

We are going to have two bills, one I
guess on Thursday and one on Friday
or maybe Wednesday and Thursday.
One of them is the No Child Left Inside
Act of 2008 to reauthorize the National
Environmental Education Act to help
improve the quality of environmental
education for primary and secondary
school students. And then if you think
that one’s important, H.R. 3667, the
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and
Scenic River Study Act of 2008, author-
izes $300,000 for a study of a segment of
the Missisquoi River in Vermont for
potential designation as Wild and Sce-
nic. Not only does H.R. 3667 not create
more American energy, but it might
actually prevent future energy explo-
ration along the river like the siting of
a liquefied natural gas plant as an ex-
ample.

And the other 2 days we are doing
nothing but suspension bills, and those
suspension bills are the ones that you
have to have a two-thirds vote. There
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is little opposition to those bills, and
yet they are given 20 minutes of debate
on each side, 40 minutes on each of
these suspension bills to make it look
like we’re doing something up here.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say that the
Democratic majority has done some
things since they took control. In Jan-
uary, 2007, when the price of regular
gasoline was $2.22, that date we con-
gratulated the U.S. Santa Barbara soc-
cer team. And then on September 5,
when the price of regular had gone to
$2.84, that was National Passport
Month. February 6, 2008, when the price
of regular had gone to $3.03, we were
commending the Houston Dynamo soc-
cer team. Then on May 14, 2008, the
price of regular $3.77, that was Na-
tional Train Day. Then on May 20, 2008,
regular gasoline $3.84 a gallon, that
was Great Cats and Rare Canids Act.
Really important. On June 10, 2008, the
price of regular $4.09 a gallon, the
International Year of Sanitation bill.
Really important. And then last but
not least, June 17, 2008, when the price
of regular had gotten up to $4.14, that
was the Monkey Safety Act day. We
were doing some things all right. We
were really working hard up here.

Well, look, the bottom line is this:
We have a bill. The Republicans have a
bill. We have a comprehensive bill. Yes,
the cornerstone is ‘‘Drill Here, Drill
Now.” But this is the all-of-the-above
approach to energy independence, and
that’s what we have to have, not only
for our domestic needs but for the secu-
rity of this Nation. And I commend our
nominee for President, JOHN MCCAIN,
and our nominee for Vice President,
Sarah Palin, because they understand
we need to drill on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf. And we will have a Vice
President who is from an energy State
and understands the importance of
those resources that we own.

So, Mr. Speaker, we want to do
things in a bipartisan way. And in clos-
ing, I know we are getting very close to
that hour, but in closing let me just
say this: We can work together. We can
work together. I know I spent a lot of
time up here railing tonight against
Speaker PELOSI, but I respect her. She
is the Speaker of this House not just
for the Democrats but also for the Re-
publicans. We respect her. We respect
the chairman of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, the distinguished
Mr. JOHN DINGELL from Michigan.
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He knows about this country and its
needs. Why can’t we get together, Mr.
DINGELL and Mr. BARTON, and let’s
have a bill that is comprehensive, a lit-
tle give and take on both sides of the
aisle, because it’s for the American
people, and let’s worry more about
them than the next election. The next
election, Mr. Speaker, will take care of
itself. Let the people judge on that.

I am going to tell you, when you go
back home I am hearing from my con-
stituents, and I know everybody in this
House Chamber is hearing from their
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constituents. We can do it. It’s time.
It’s time to do it, and it’s time to do it
now.

I think it would be unconscionable if
we go home 3 weeks from now and we
have not done this. I am willing to
stay. I am willing to stay, and 134,
maybe even 194 Republicans, and hope-
fully some good, rock solid Democrats
will stay with us this time until we get
an energy bill done in a comprehensive,
bipartisan way.

——

CORRECTION TO THE CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD OF WEDNES-
DAY, JULY 30, 2008, AT PAGE H
7517

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OR RECESS OF THE TWO
HOUSES

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a privi-
leged concurrent resolution and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That, in consonance with
section 132(a) of the Legislative Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1946, when the House adjourns on
the legislative day of Thursday, July 31, 2008,
Friday, August 1, 2008, or Saturday, August
2, 2008, on a motion offered pursuant to this
concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader
or his designee, it stand adjourned until 2
p.m. on Monday, September 8, 2008, or until
the time of any reassembly pursuant to sec-
tion 2 of this concurrent resolution, which-
ever occurs first; and that when the Senate
recesses or adjourns on any day from Friday,
August 1, 2008, through Friday, September 5,
2008, on a motion offered pursuant to this
concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader
or his designee, it stand recessed or ad-
journed until noon on Monday, September 8,
2008, or such other time on that day as may
be specified in the motion to recess or ad-
journ, or until the time of any reassembly
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first.

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the
House and the Minority Leader of the Sen-
ate, shall notify the Members of the House
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble
at such place and time as they may des-
ignate if, in their opinion, the public interest
shall warrant it.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida (at the
request of Mr. HOYER) for August 1 on
account of death in family.

Mr. CONYERS (at the request of Mr.
HoYER) for today on account of per-
sonal business.

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

Ms. KILPATRICK (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for August 1 on account of per-
sonal business.

Mr. LEVIN (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for August 1, today and the bal-
ance of the week.
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Mr. McNULTY (at the request of Mr.
HoOYER) for today and until 4 p.m. on
September 10.

Mr. KIRK (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of busi-
ness in the district.

——————

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 Ms. KAPTUR) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. REGULA) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, today, Sep-
tember 9, 10, 11, 12, and 15.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, today, September 9, 10, 11, 12,
and 15.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, for 5 minutes,
today, September 9, 10, 11, and 12.

Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes,
September 10.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
today, September 9, 10, 11, and 12.

Mr. DAvIS of Kentucky, for 5 min-
utes, today and September 11.

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

———
SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 2507. An act to address the digital tele-
vision transition in border states; the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

S. 3241. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
1717 Orange Avenue in Fort Pierce, Florida,
as the ‘‘CeeCee Ross Lyles Post Office Build-
ing”’; the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform.

S.J. Res. 45. Joint resolution expressing
the consent and approval of Congress to an
interstate compact regarding water re-
sources in the Great Lakes—St. Lawrence
River Basin; the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

————
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 2245. An act to designate the Depart-
ment of Veterans’ Affairs outpatient clinic
in Wenatchee, Washington, as the Elwood
‘Bud’ Link Department of Veterans’ Affairs
Outpatient Clinic.

H.R. 4040. An act to establish consumer
product safety standards and other safety re-
quirements for children’s products and to re-
authorize and modernize the Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission.
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H.R. 4137. An act to amend and extend the
Higher Education Act of 1965, and for other
purposes.

H.R. 4210. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 401 Washington Avenue in Weldon, North
Carolina, as the ‘““Dock M. Brown Post Office
Building”.

H.R. 4918. An act to name the Department
of Veterans Affairs medical center in Miami,
Florida, as the ‘“Bruce W. Carter Department
of Veterans Affairs Medical Center’’.

H.R. 5477. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 120 South Del Mar Avenue in San Gabriel,
California, as the “Chi Mui Post Office
Building”.

H.R. 5483. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 10449 White Granite Drive in Oakton, Vir-
ginia, as the ‘‘Private First Class David H.
Sharrett II Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 5631. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1155 Seminole Trail in Charlottesville,
Virginia as the ‘“‘Corporal Bradley T. Arms
Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 6061. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 219 East Main Street in West Frankfort,
Illinois,, as the ‘“‘Kenneth James Gray Post
Office Building”’.

H.R. 6085. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 42222 RAncho Las Palmas Drive in Rancho
Mirage, California, as the ‘“‘Gerald R. Ford
Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 6150. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 14500 Loraine Avenue in Cleveland, Ohio,
as the ‘‘John P. Gallagher Post Office Build-
ing”.

H.R. 6340. An act to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 300 Quarropas Street in White Plain,
New York, as the ‘‘Charles L. Brieant, Jr.,
Federal Building and United States Court-
house”.

H.R. 6432. An act to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetics Act to revise and
extend the animal drug user fee program, to
establish a program of fees relating to ge-
neric new animal drugs, to make certain
technical corrections to the Food and Drug
Administration Amendments Act of 2007, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 6580. An act to ensure the fair treat-
ment of a member of the Armed Forces who
is discharged from the Armed Forces, at the
request of the member, pursuant to the De-
partment of Defense permitting the early
discharge of a member who is the only sur-
viving child in a family in which the father
or mother, or one or more siblings, served in
the Armed Forces and, because of hazards in-
cident to such service, was killed, died as a
result of wounds, accident, or disease, is in a
captured or missing in action status, or is
permanently disabled, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the dollar
limitation on contributions to funeral trust,
and for other purposes.

————————

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of
the following titles:

S. 3294. An act to provide for the continued
performance of the functions of the United
States Parole Commission.

S. 3295. An act to amend title 35, United
States Code, and the Trademark Act of 1946
to provide that the Secretary of Commerce,
in consultation with the Director of the
United States Patent and Trademark Office,
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