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Franklin Raines to explain these fraud-
ulent audits that were presented.

The American people deserve better
than what these GSEs have to offer. We
cannot allow them to leave us with a
legacy of debt to be shouldered by
hardworking Americans, for as Thomas
Jefferson so aptly said a long time ago,
“[the] principle of spending money to
be paid by posterity under the name of
funding is but swindling our future on
a very large scale.”

————
ENERGY

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

Mr. INSLEE. I've come to the floor
this morning to talk about a great op-
portunity we have in the next 2 or 3
weeks here in Congress to really adopt
a comprehensive energy bill that will
move forward with the bold strokes
that America needs, but I mention bold
strokes rather than tiny, little baby
steps, and we will not have accom-
plished our goal this fall if we just take
tiny, little baby steps, and unfortu-
nately, that still remains a possibility.

Now, the tiny, little baby steps that
I refer to are the efforts to go for a lit-
tle thimble full of fuel off of our coast-
line, and this has really gotten the ma-
jority of the debate, but unfortunately,
it’s not where the tankers full of en-
ergy are. We know that if we drill off
our coastlines it simply won’t answer
the problem that we have because
there is just not enough oil there. We
consume 25 percent of the world’s oil,
but we only have 3 percent of the
world’s oil supply even if we drill off
our coastline or in Yellowstone Na-
tional Park or on the south lawn of the
White House. So, while we’re having an
honest debate about where to drill,
there is one thing we know for sure:
drilling is not enough. Even if we do
expand the places where we drill—and
my side of the aisle is supporting using
the 68 million acres that are already
leased, in fact, starting drilling on
those areas that are already leased—we
know we have to do so much more than
just drill.

The good news is that we will have
on the floor in the next couple of weeks
a proposal that will move forward
broadly with the new technologies that
really provide the vast, huge tankers
full of energy that we need to replace
our fossil fuel-based economy, but I
learned this August at some companies
that I visited and at some research labs
that we are just on the cusp of a clean
energy revolution that is now ready, if
we can ask some of my fellows across
the aisle to join us, for truly having a
comprehensive plan.

I want to just run through some of
the companies I visited this August. I
went to the National Renewable En-
ergy Lab in Golden, Colorado, and I
saw an incredible place where they had
two plug-in electric cars. Right above
them was a photovoltaic cell of about,
maybe, 10 by 20 on a pedestal right
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above them. With that one solar photo-
voltaic panel, they were charging two
plug-in electric cars that would go 30
to 40 miles, all electric. Then if you
wanted to go more than 40 miles, you
could run it on gasoline or potentially
on ethanol, a plug-in electric car. You
could see a vision where we have PV
cells in our homes or at our businesses,
powering our cars with plug-in electric
technology, and it was right there in
Golden, Colorado. It is not a pipe
dream. It is on the roads today. The
first commercially available plug-in
electric car today was written about in
the Seattle Post Intelligence in my
hometown in Seattle. This is ready to
go. Our bill will support that tech-
nology.

I met a guy named Bob Nelson on
Bainbridge Island in Washington who
has a company called Sapphire Energy.
Sapphire Energy has figured out a way
to use algae and to convert algae to
gasoline, pure American-bred gasoline
from algae. Our technology will sup-
port the commercialization of that
technology.

I met a woman named Susan Petty,
also in Seattle. She has a company
called AltaRock. AltaRock is a com-
pany that drills down 3 to 5 kilometers.
It pumps down cold water. It fractures
rock. It then pumps down water and
brings it back up at 300 degrees tem-
perature. It uses that hot water to cre-
ate steam, and it generates electricity
with zero CO, emissions and with zero
global warming gases. AltaRock En-
ergy is going to be ready to commer-
cialize this technology, we hope, in the
next several years that could produce
potentially half of our electrical needs
in the United States if we can sur-
mount a couple of technological chal-
lenges involving pumps. Here is a com-
pany that could be a total game chang-
er, and it needs policies from Congress
to move forward. Our proposal, the
Democratic leadership will propose,
will support that technology.

Next, I go down the drive to Bellevue,
Washington, and I visit a company
called MagnaDrive that is producing an
electrical system that can reduce the
electrical needs of electrical motors by
60 to 70 percent. They are manufac-
turing that product today and are ship-
ping it to China. They’re hiring people
in Bellevue, Washington to produce
these things to go to China, to start ex-
porting products to China. This is the
future of this country to build these
clean energy technologies and to ship
them to China. Our bill that we will
propose will support that technology.

Now what we need are for some of my
Republican colleagues to drop this pro-
posal of ‘‘none of the above” and to
start joining us with a comprehensive
approach. What America needs is a
clean energy revolution.

———

THE AMERICAN ENERGY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. BOEHNER. Well, Mr. Speaker,
let me say ‘‘welcome’ to my Democrat
colleagues. ‘“‘“Welcome back to the
House.” You all left here without a
vote on the American Energy Act, and
as I look at this week’s schedule, it
looks like we’re going to take another
week of vacation because there is not
much on the schedule.

While you all were out, I and my Re-
publican colleagues were here each and
every day with the lights dimmed, with
the microphones off, with no one in the
chair, and with the cameras off. We
were talking to the visitors who were
coming through the Capitol about our
plan to produce all of the above.

You know, the American people are
tired of high gas prices. Small busi-
nesses are having a difficult time with
high energy prices. We’ve got school
districts around America that are try-
ing to figure out how they’re going to
operate their buses this fall with the
prices of gasoline and of diesel where
they are. Yet Congress has failed to
act. What we’ve been proposing for the
last 3 months is the buildup of do all of
the above. We need to have more con-
servation in America, and we need to
have the incentives to produce more
conservation. We need renewables.

To my colleague from Washington
who was just here, I'm in full support
of all of these renewables, but many of
them are not going to be ready next
year or the year after or, for that mat-
ter, some of them not for 10 or 20 years.

So, in the meantime, we’ve got to
find a way to produce more energy
now, and that means using coal in a
clean way whether it’s coal to gas or
coal to liquid. We can use coal, and
we’'re the Saudi Arabia of the world
when it comes to coal, and there is no
reason for us not to use it in an envi-
ronmentally sensitive way. We also
need nuclear energy, the cleanest form
of energy. Today, it’s a 15-year process
to get a nuclear permit and to go
through all of the steps. It costs bil-
lions of dollars, and maybe at the end
of 15 years you will get a permit to ac-
tually operate.

Even if we do all of that, we’ve not
done all we can do to maximize our en-
ergy security and to maximize the
amount of energy we can produce to
take a big step toward energy inde-
pendence. That’s why producing more
American-made oil and gas in an envi-
ronmentally sensitive way has to be
part of this bill.

Now, this bill has been out there. It
does all of the above, and I think the
American people are demanding that
we do all of the above, but the Speaker,
before she became the Speaker, prom-
ised this would be the most open and
accountable Congress in history. In
that 1light, I respectfully ask the
Speaker: When will you give the Amer-
ican people a vote on the American En-
ergy Act (H.R. 6566), our plan to do all
of the above? Will it be on the floor
this week?

There are rumors floating around
that we could have an energy bill this
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week. Nobody has seen one yet. It
hasn’t been scheduled, but these ru-
mors are out there. If we’re going to
have a vote on a little bit of the above
or on some of the above that the ma-
jority might produce, why not give a
large group of Members in this House
who want to do all of the above just a
chance to have a debate and to vote on
our competing proposal?

That’s what we’re looking for. We
want a fair and open debate. We want a
chance to have a vote. Anything less
than that, frankly, is unacceptable,
and the Republicans in this House will
continue to force the Democrat major-
ity to allow a vote on doing all of the
above because it is what the American
people want. It is what they sent us
here to do, and we are not going to
leave until it gets done.

———
LOYAL OPPOSITION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. It’s an
important time in American history in
the opportunities for Americans, and in
re-stating the value of our Constitu-
tion, and our respect for democracy.
Through the long history of America,
we’ve come to know the terms ‘‘major-
ity” and ‘“‘minority” and the words
that sometimes fall to our early his-
tory and to our relationship with Great
Britain—England. We know the words
“loyal opposition.”” This morning, I
want to share with my friends in this
House how sometimes the loyal opposi-
tion can be loyal to a fault.

There are always ways of saying
what you would have and should have
done, but as I watch the slow process
and progress in Iraq, I want to remind
my friends on the other side of the
aisle, the Republicans, of the lockstep
commitment that they made to the ad-
ministration on a war that, of course,
was misdirected. We’re all united be-
hind our soldiers, but 4,000 are dead,
and of course, it was the important op-
position of the Democrats who per-
sisted and said that Afghanistan has to
be the focus. That was the genesis of
9/11. That was where the terrorists
were. That was where the Taliban was.
We insisted day after day after day
that to go into Iraq, to create the de-
stabilization, to, in essence, create the
havoc of death, to move the Baathists
out of Iraq created the years of devas-
tation and the loss of life—4,000-plus
dead Americans and tens and tens of
thousands of Iraqgis.

Of course, I applaud the changes that
have been made now. Of course, I rec-
ognize the great valor of our soldiers
and of the Iraqi soldiers who have man-
aged to overcome through great hard-
ship, but isn’t it interesting: As we
have the soldiers announced to come
home from Iraq, what happens? What
the Democrats said should happen.
More soldiers are going to Afghanistan.
Bloody fights are taking place on the
Pakistani and Afghan border. Again,
Republicans, loyal to a fault.
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Of course, now there is great discus-
sion about drilling. I practice oil and
gas law. I come from Texas. I'm not
afraid of drilling, but I recognize the
American people are smart enough to
know that we must have a seamless en-
ergy policy. We are like a fruit basket.
The fruit basket has a multiple of
fruit—some you like, some you don’t—
but we enjoy it, the seamless energy
policy, unlike the loyal opposition that
is on one song and one refrain over and
over again. There must be alter-
natives—biofuel. There must be the
look-see at what we can do with clean
coal. There must be, as T. Boone Pick-
ens has indicated, wind and solar, and
yes, you must find a way to organize a
drilling program that, in essence, al-
lows States to opt in. Floridians may
have a different perspective, New York-
ers and Californians as opposed to Mid-
westerners. We know that we must be-
come energy independent, but the loyal
opposition has one song, one dance, and
it won’t work.

Then, of course, when you talk about
how much affection we have for our
veterans, it’s the Democrats who
fought and fought and fought to get
the first GI bill of rights since World
War II to give the opportunity to our
returning Iraqi veterans more than the
yellow ribbons. We want to give them
an opportunity for education and
home-buying. We want to give them a
leg up. I have legislation to declare a
national day of honor so that people
don’t come home when the lights are
off, that we welcome our returning sol-
diers home with a day of honor and
celebration in every Hamlet City and
everywhere in America. That’s what
Democrats are thinking out of the box.
That’s why we want to make a dif-
ference, not just the loyal opposition
to a fault.

Then, of course, we hear talk of
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. It so hap-
pens that the collapse came under this
administration, and my fear is that, as
the government seizes it in the dark of
night on the weekend when Members of
Congress are not here, what special
contractors will get the deal? Who is
going to benefit from seizing it? Of
course I want to stabilize the housing
market. Of course I want the hard-
working real estate persons across
America to work, but let me say that
the Democrats are standing up and are
being counted on behalf of the Amer-
ican people on health care, education,
energy, and otherwise, our loyalty is to
them.

————
THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND

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

Mr. FLAKE. This week, the Senate is
expected to approve an $8 billion bail-
out of the highway trust fund. We al-
ready passed that in the House here in
July, and at that time, myself and 36
other Members opposed it. At the time,
we were backed by both the adminis-
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tration and by the Secretary of Trans-
portation.

For years, Congress has known that
the highway trust fund was losing its
purchasing power. The Federal law gas
tax of 18.4 cents has not been increased
since 1993, and high fuel efficiency
standards have meant fewer fill-ups.
Then, of course, earlier this summer,
fewer vacations were taken; fewer
miles were driven. That means less
money for the highway trust fund, but
this concern has gone back for years.
In fact, when we did the 2005 highway
bill, there were many who stood up and
who said we’re authorizing more
projects, more funding than we will
have in the highway trust fund, but
what did we do? We didn’t take any ac-
tion to solve the problem. Instead, we
more than tripled the number of ear-
marks in SAFETEA-LU, which was the
last highway authorization program
that we did in 2005 for the 5-year period
that we’re now in.

So here we are 3% years later, just a
year before our next reauthorization,
and we’re out of money to cover the
projects that we’ve authorized, but
contrary to the example we’ve seen
throughout this Congress, a bailout
shouldn’t be the answer to every short-
fall. No effort, for example, has been
made to rescind any of the 6,300 ear-
marks that were in the highway trust
fund, of course, the most famous of
which was the bridge to nowhere. That
money was rescinded or at least the au-
thorization to spend on that project
was taken away by the Congress, but
we’ve made no effort on any of the
other 6,300 earmarks in the bill. We
need to do so.

The Secretary of Transportation had
indicated earlier this summer that, if
we were to take funding from the ear-
marks that have not yet been funded in
the bill, it could relieve the pressure
that we now have on the highway trust
fund, but we haven’t done it. Instead,
we’re simply saying go ahead and fund
all of those transportation museums
and all of those projects that have very
little or nothing to do with moving
people. We’re saying go ahead and fund
them. We’ll just take the money from
the Treasury now instead of from the
highway trust fund. That is a very,
very dangerous precedent to set. When-
ever you load up a bill with 6,300 ear-
marks, the process of logrolling takes
effect. That’s why you only had, I be-
lieve, eight votes against the highway
bill back in 2005 and, I think, only
three votes against it in the Senate.
It’s because, if you lard it up enough
and if you have enough buy-in, very
few people will vote against it or will
oppose it.

If you start taking money from the
general fund and if you don’t have any
kind of ceiling that was provided at
least by the highway trust fund, then
Katy Bar the door when it comes to
spending. There’s no ceiling. There’s no
discipline. We can not get in this posi-
tion where we’re robbing from the gen-
eral fund to fund highway projects de-
lineated by Members of Congress but
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