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Make sure when we get back the
money, it’s not a revolving fund, that
it goes into the general Treasury to
pay off the national debt.

——
PRESIDENT OBAMA’S ENERGY TAX

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
West Virginia (Ms. FoxX) for 5 minutes.

Ms. FOXX. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Americans are very concerned about
our economy right now, and one of the
things that gives them a lot of concern
is where we are in terms of price for en-
ergy.

The Republicans have a group called
the American Energy Solutions Group
that has been working on this issue,
and I want to share some information
that they have put together. Repub-
licans, despite what our colleagues on
the other side have said, have alter-
natives to the problems that we’re fac-
ing in this country, but often these al-
ternatives are not getting the atten-
tion from the majority party they de-
serve.

Despite the President’s campaign
promise not to raise taxes on 95 per-
cent of Americans, his energy plan is
nothing more than a $646 billion na-
tional energy tax on every American
family and small business. As families
and businesses struggle in these dif-
ficult times, it’s unconscionable to
make the pain worse by forcing tax-
payers to pay ever-higher energy bills.

The President’s energy plan will
force family energy costs to rise by
more than $3,100 per year and will pull
$860 billion out of family budgets and
put it into the Federal budget. And
this is being optimistic. The non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office
estimates the real cost to be as high as
$3 trillion over the next 10 years. That
means $1,000 in energy tax hikes for
every man, woman and child.

The President’s own budget director,
Peter Orszag, has testified that a tax
on carbon emissions would ‘‘impose
costs on the economy,” and that con-
sumers will pay these costs through
higher energy prices. The President
himself has admitted that his plan will
cause energy prices to skyrocket.

The poor will be hit the hardest by
this national energy tax. Experts agree
that poor families spend a larger por-
tion of their income on energy costs.
Not even the President’s modest Make
Work Pay tax credit is enough to cover
the high energy costs that will be
forced on American families.

Instead of providing solutions to
keep energy costs low, the President
and Democrats in Washington are pro-
posing a national energy tax that will
hit every worker, family and business
across our country. Republicans sup-
port helping American families
through these difficult times through
immediate tax relief, not increased
taxes.

Since the current economic recession
began in December of 2007 with the
Democrats in charge of Congress, more
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than 5 million jobs have been lost. Yet
the President proposes an energy plan
that could result in anywhere between
1.8 and 7 million additional jobs being
lost. The only jobs that are going to be
created are for more government bu-
reaucrats.

Republicans support keeping energy
prices low at home and at the pump
through American energy by American
workers. Instead of creating American
energy made by American workers, the
President’s energy plan keeps us de-
pendent on foreign oil.

Republicans support more American-
made energy through the creation of
new and renewable energy sources, con-
servation and more domestic energy
production. Giving American workers
the resources to create American-made
energy will keep the cost of energy low
for American consumers.

The President and the Democrat-con-
trolled Congress are using this eco-
nomic crisis as an opportunity to force
dramatic change on the American peo-
ple. As the President’s own chief of
staff has said, ‘“You never let a crisis
go to waste.”

As Robert Samuelson noted in
March, the President says he is focused
on the economy, ‘‘but he’s also using
the crisis to advance an ambitious
long-term agenda.”” One thing is cer-
tain, it’s an agenda that will lead to
more taxes, fewer jobs and less energy.

The Republicans have an alternative.
It’s called all of the above. We should
develop all the resources that we have
in the United States. We should con-
serve, we should look for alternatives,
and we should use this opportunity to
create more jobs and grow the econ-
omy, not Kkill jobs and slow the econ-
omy down even more.

Mr. Speaker, we need the Republican
plan to be paid attention to. The Amer-
ican people want it, and they deserve
it.

————
TIME TO PASS CLEAN ENERGY
LEGISLATION

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

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.

Americans have not faced this level
of economic stress since the Great De-
pression. Nearly a decade of ideologi-
cally driven deregulation sent the
foundation of financial market regula-
tion asunder and enabled the housing
market bubble and subsequent finan-
cial crash. The same deregulators cre-
ated an energy market that rewarded
old polluting technologies while in-
creasing greenhouse gas emissions and
other kinds of pollution. The same
Gilded Age politics that wreaked our
financial system laid waste to our envi-
ronment.

Today the same people who let Wall
Street run amok claim that we cannot
afford to make investments in energy
independence or create new jobs with
renewable energy generation. In fact,
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we just heard such remarks. They
claim that economic and environ-
mental renewal is somehow too costly
to undertake at this critical juncture
in our Nation’s history. In reality, with
a contracting economy and expanding
global warming pollution, we cannot
afford inaction.

The Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee is considering draft legislation
that would make historic investments
in clean energy and job creation while
dramatically reducing global warming
and pollution. According to the Nobel
Prize-winning economist Paul
Krugman, this legislation would help
spur economic growth by creating pow-
erful incentives to invest in renewable
energy.

This legislation also presents Con-
gress with an opportunity to make pol-
luters pay while directing money to
consumers who have suffered as a re-
sult of the economic policies of the
prior administration.

Although the committee’s bill is in
discussion draft with some details still
unresolved, let us consider the eco-
nomic math for American families.

If Congress enacted this legislation,
the American Clean Energy and Secu-
rity Act, and made polluters pay
through a 100 percent auction of carbon
credits for all of their greenhouse gas
emissions, we could write a check in
theory to every American for $2,150 per
year.
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Due to inaction by the previous ad-
ministration, polluters do not have to
pay for the impacts of greenhouse gas
pollution and its impacts on commu-
nities all across the United States.
From rising sea levels to increased in-
cidence of severe weather, the costs of
global warming are increasing each
year.

The minority party seems to believe
that average Americans should bear
that cost, not those who create the pol-
lution in the first place.

The business community understands
we cannot bear the economic costs of
inaction. Companies including eBay,
Nike, Starbucks, Levi Strauss,
Symantec, Johnson & Johnson and oth-
ers have formed a Business for Climate
and Innovative Energy Policy Coali-
tion, known as BICEP, to advocate for
clean energy legislation that reduces
greenhouse gas pollution. It auctions
100 percent of pollution permits, estab-
lishes a renewable electricity standard
and invests in job creation. Those busi-
nesses support clean energy jobs legis-
lation both to spur economic growth
and to avoid the costs associated with
global warming, which will reach at
least $271 billion, it is estimated, by
2025 if we do not act.

Now is the time to pass legislation
that spurs jobs creation, reduces green-
house gas pollution and puts money
back in the pockets of the people who
are suffering as a result of the failed
economic policies of the Republican ad-
ministration that just left town.
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Mr. Speaker, as we consider the
American Clean Energy and Security
Act, we must ensure that we will make
polluters pay and use the revenue to
invest in job creation here at home and
give a climate rebate to all Americans.

———

INFORMED CONSUMER CHOICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, as we
work to ensure every American has ac-
cess to affordable choices of public or
private health care coverage, we must
also give them the tools to make in-
formed choices about that coverage, to
make sure that we will truly provide
adequate protection in case they ever
get sick.

We have all heard stories, sometimes
tragic stories, about Americans who
thought their health care coverage was
comprehensive, only to realize that it
had huge gaps once they actually got
sick. Take the story of Jim Stacey,
from Fayetteville, North Carolina. In
2000, Mr. Stacey and his wife bought a
plan with a lifetime maximum payout
of up to $1 million per person. Then he
learned he had prostate cancer. But the
policy paid only $1,480 of the more than
$17,000 in treatment costs.

The simple fact is that right now,
what you see is not what you get as a
customer trying to decide on a health
care plan. According to one recent
study from Georgetown University,
health insurance plans that look simi-
lar up front with similar copays,
deductibles and so-called ‘‘out-of-pock-
et limits” can actually result in dras-
tically different out-of-pocket expenses
at the end of the day. And yet because
that information is buried in legalese,
or simply left out altogether, the con-
sumer cannot tell the difference before
it is too late.

Mr. Speaker, when we buy cars, com-
puters, even cereal, we know what we
are getting and how much it will cost.
And yet when it comes to purchasing
health care coverage today, families
are too often kept in the dark about
what kind of care their plan covers or
what out-of-pocket costs they may face
in the case of a serious illness.

Health insurance is one of the most
expensive products Americans buy.
Consumers and employers pay on aver-
age over $12,000 for it every single year.
And yet we still expect them to make
critical decisions about their health
and well-being without all the informa-
tion they need. You or I would never
buy a car without first looking at its
crash test ratings or knowing what
kind of safety features it had. It is all
laid out right on the sticker. Yet when
it comes to health insurance, the most
important information is simply not
there.

And in a system where costs continue
to skyrocket, the consequences have
been devastating. Bad coverage and
hidden exclusions can bankrupt people.
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Sixty-one percent of working age
adults who had problems paying med-
ical bills or were paying off medical
debt in 2007 actually had health insur-
ance at the time the care was provided.

That is why I plan to introduce the
Informed Consumer Choices in Health
Care Act to promote transparency in
coverage and to provide crucial data to
consumers and health care providers.

The American Cancer Society Cancer
Action Network, the American Heart
Association, Families USA, and the
Campaign For America’s Future en-
dorse this legislation to promote con-
sistent information standards, provide
long-overdue data and resources for
consumers and create a new Office of
Health Insurance Oversight within the
Department of Health and Human
Services to administer accountability
and transparency initiatives in coordi-
nation with State insurance regu-
lators.

It is a simple idea that better infor-
mation makes better consumers, and in
the end, healthier families as well.
That is what the Informed Consumer
Choices in Health Care Act is all about.
I hope you will join me in empowering
consumers to make the right choices
for themselves and their families to
make sure that they can truly count on
their health care coverage.

—————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 50
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

For us to approach You in prayer,
Lord, does not mean we have exhausted
all of our own energies and so now are
forced to turn to You. You do not exist
only on the edge of our outer limits.

Rather, Lord, You are at the very
center of all existence. In prayer we
simply become more aware of Your
presence at every moment and in ev-
erything we do.

Lord, through our prayer, all reality
and all our responsibilities take on new
dimensions. In the midst of everything
we discover the joy of Your creative
presence and faithful love.

You bless the day. You bless Con-
gress and this Nation both now and for-
ever.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
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ceedings and announces to the House
her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. RICHARD-
SON) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. RICHARDSON led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

THOU SHALT NOT ASK

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. With the rash of
crime by foreign nationals in the city
of Houston, coupled with the recent
shooting of two Houston police officers
by illegals that were previously de-
ported, the Houston Police Officers
Union wants to end the archaic, absurd
policy of not questioning people about
their immigration status.

President Gary Blankenship of the
union bluntly says, ‘“My guys are tired
of dealing with criminal aliens. The se-
verity of the crime is escalating’. He
advocates weeding out dangerous
criminals from the illegal community.
He clearly says he doesn’t want to
round up the 400,000 illegals in the
Greater Houston sanctuary commu-
nity—just capture criminal illegals.

But whoa there! You can’t do that,
saith the mayor and the open border
crowd. That’s insulting. That’s prob-
ably racial profiling. The nerve of the
police to ask people their legal status.
That might scare them. And that’s the
Federal Government’s job.

So Houston will continue the policy
of “Thou Shalt Not Ask’, and, for po-
litical expediency, prefer the desires of
the illegal community over the safety
of the police, the citizens, and the legal
immigrants.

And that’s just the way it is.

NO RAISE FOR SENIORS, BUT THE
ONE FOR CONGRESS STAYS?

(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. FLEMING. For the first time in
more than 30 years, Social Security re-
cipients will not get a cost of living ad-
justment in 2010 or in 2011, yet most
will pay increasing premiums for part
B and D of Medicare. This is the first
Social Security check cut since 1975!

So let me get this straight—mo raise
for seniors on a fixed income, but an
automatic pay raise for Congress.
What’s wrong with this picture?

We’re telling our seniors to make it
on less while we are shelling out mil-
lions to protect animals such as the
Brolga crane and the Iberian lynx—spe-
cies not even found in the United
States.
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