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ensure its continued growth and success. I 
commend my colleague, Representative DAN-
IEL LIPINSKI, for introducing this legislation to 
do just that. 

Mr. Speaker, as you may know, the manu-
facturing industry generates 2⁄3 of U.S. ex-
ports, employs over 11 million American work-
ers, and serves as an industrial base to as-
sure that our national defense remains strong 
and to sustain infrastructure. This bill address-
es the growing importance of the manufac-
turing sector to our nation’s health and econ-
omy. It directs the President, every four years, 
to conduct a comprehensive analysis of the 
nation’s manufacturing sector and to submit to 
Congress a National Manufacturing Strategy. 
It also requires the President, in developing 
each strategy, to convene a Manufacturing 
Strategy Task Force to make recommenda-
tions regarding specified matters for incorpora-
tion into the Strategy, including short- and 
long-term goals for the manufacturing sector. 
Furthermore, the bill directs the National Acad-
emy of Sciences to conduct quadrennial stud-
ies concerning U.S. manufacturing and to re-
port each study’s results to Congress and the 
President. Finally, the bill requires the Presi-
dent, in preparing each annual budget, to in-
clude information regarding that budget’s con-
sistency with the goals and recommendations 
included in the latest Strategy. 

The enactment of this bill would express 
that it is the view of Congress that policies 
should be promoted to support and secure the 
growing manufacturing industry. We should 
support efforts that seek to create sustainable 
economic growth, increase employment, pro-
ductivity, exports, and global competitiveness, 
and that improve our national and homeland 
security. As other countries, including the 
United Kingdom, Canada, India, and China, 
have already engaged in similar strategic de-
velopment plans for manufacturing, it is only 
fitting that the world’s largest manufacturing 
nation do the same. I have supported for a 
long time America moving back to making 
products and creating jobs. It is long overdue. 

Furthermore, as this bill does not call for 
mandatory action, its benefit is purely inherent 
in the positive effects of information and pre-
emptive planning. Therefore, the door remains 
open for governmental action that may need 
to be taken in order to promote growth and 
provide efficient outcomes in the manufac-
turing industry. I strongly believe that more in-
formation and strategic planning in the im-
mense manufacturing sector can only put the 
nation’s economy in a better position for the 
future. 

For these reasons I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 4692. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support 
of H.R. 4692, the National Manufacturing 
Strategy Act of 2010, of which I am an original 
co-sponsor. I wish to commend my friend, 
Congressman LIPINSKI of Illinois for his fine 
work in authoring this important piece of legis-
lation. 

In light of the pressing need to create and 
maintain good-paying jobs in this country, it is 
imperative we pass H.R. 4692. This bill will 
mandate that the President develop a national 
manufacturing strategy and update it every 
four years. It is crucial that the federal govern-
ment support domestic manufacturing, which 
has been a traditional driver of middle-class 
growth. I am particularly glad that H.R. 4692 
includes a requirement that the President con-

sult with organized labor in appointing mem-
bers to the advisory group that will help him 
draft the strategy. 

Further, I view this legislation as part and 
parcel to the federal government’s ongoing ef-
forts to create much-needed jobs and adapt 
the country’s economy to the future. I am quite 
gratified to see that H.R. 4692 rightly directs 
that the manufacturing strategy it mandates in-
clude an examination of the detrimental effect 
of unfair trade practices on domestic manufac-
turing. I firmly believe the federal government 
must do all it can to ensure our trading part-
ners play by the rules in order to foster sus-
tainable employment growth at home. 

In conclusion, I note this bill comes at a 
time when my home state of Michigan con-
tinues to endure record unemployment levels, 
largely due to the hemorrhaging of manufac-
turing jobs caused by a decade of unfair trade 
policies. I believe H.R. 4692 will serve to right 
past failed policies and, as such, I very pas-
sionately support its expedited consideration 
and adoption. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 4692, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 
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CLEAN ENERGY TECHNOLOGY 
MANUFACTURING AND EXPORT 
ASSISTANCE ACT OF 2010 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5156) to provide for the establish-
ment of a Clean Energy Technology 
Manufacturing and Export Assistance 
Fund to assist United States businesses 
with exporting clean energy tech-
nology products and services, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5156 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Clean En-
ergy Technology Manufacturing and Export 
Assistance Act of 2010’’. 
SEC. 2. CLEAN ENERGY TECHNOLOGY MANUFAC-

TURING AND EXPORT ASSISTANCE 
FUND. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

(1) the term ‘‘clean energy technology’’ 
means a technology related to the produc-
tion, use, transmission, storage, control, or 
conservation of energy that will contribute 
to a stabilization of atmospheric greenhouse 
gas concentrations through reduction, avoid-

ance, or sequestration of energy-related 
emissions and— 

(A) reduce the need for additional energy 
supplies by using existing energy supplies 
with greater efficiency or by transmitting, 
distributing, or transporting energy with 
greater effectiveness through the infrastruc-
ture of the United States; or 

(B) diversify the sources of energy supply 
of the United States to strengthen energy se-
curity and to increase supplies with a favor-
able balance of environmental effects if the 
entire technology system is considered; and 

(2) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of Commerce. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a Clean Energy Technology Manu-
facturing and Export Assistance Fund, to be 
administered through the International 
Trade Administration. The Secretary shall 
administer the Fund to promote policies 
that will reduce production costs and en-
courage innovation, investment, and produc-
tivity in the clean energy technology sector, 
and implement a national clean energy tech-
nology export strategy. The purpose of the 
Fund is to ensure that United States clean 
energy technology firms, including clean en-
ergy technology parts suppliers and engi-
neering and design firms, have the informa-
tion and assistance they need to be competi-
tive and create clean energy technology sec-
tor jobs in the United States. 

(c) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary, consistent 
with the National Export Initiative, shall 
provide information, tools, and other assist-
ance to United States businesses to promote 
clean energy technology manufacturing and 
facilitate the export of clean energy tech-
nology products and services. Such assist-
ance shall include— 

(1) developing critical analysis of policies 
to reduce production costs and promote in-
novation, investment, and productivity in 
the clean energy technology sector; 

(2) helping educate companies about how 
to tailor their activities to specific markets 
with respect to their product slate, financ-
ing, marketing, assembly, and logistics; 

(3) helping United States companies learn 
about the export process and export opportu-
nities in foreign markets; 

(4) helping United States companies to 
navigate foreign markets; and 

(5) helping United States companies pro-
vide input regarding clean energy tech-
nology manufacturing and trade policy de-
velopments and trade promotion. 

(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.— 
(1) Not later than 180 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
transmit to the Congress a report indicating 
how the funds provided under this section 
will be used to— 

(A) focus on small and medium-sized 
United States businesses; 

(B) encourage the creation and mainte-
nance of the greatest number of clean energy 
technology jobs in the United States; and 

(C) encourage the domestic production of 
clean energy technology products and serv-
ices, including materials, components, equip-
ment, parts, and supplies related in any way 
to the product or service. 

(2) Not later than January 1, 2015, the Sec-
retary shall transmit to the Congress a re-
port assessing the extent to which the pro-
gram established under this section— 

(A) has been successful in developing crit-
ical analysis of policies to reduce production 
costs and promote innovation, investment, 
and productivity in the clean energy tech-
nology sector; 

(B) has been successful in increasing the 
competitiveness of United States clean en-
ergy technology firms in emerging markets; 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:49 Nov 05, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00015 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H28JY0.REC H28JY0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
69

S
O

Y
B

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E

mmaher
Text Box
 CORRECTION 

November 19, 2010, Congressional Record
Correction To Page H6179
July 28, 2010 on Page H6179 the following appeared: the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Lipinski) that the House suspend the rules

The online version should be corrected to read: the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Rush) that the House suspend the rules




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6180 July 28, 2010 
(C) has been successful in assisting United 

States businesses, specifically small and me-
dium-sized firms, with exporting clean en-
ergy technology products and services; 

(D) has been successful in creating jobs di-
rectly related to the clean energy technology 
sector in the United States, including spe-
cific information as to the nature, location, 
and duration of those jobs and the method-
ology used by the Secretary to compile such 
information; 

(E) has been successful in helping United 
States companies provide input regarding 
clean energy technology manufacturing and 
trade policy developments and trade pro-
motion; and 

(F) should be continued. 
(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated to the Secretary for carrying 
out this section $15,000,000 for each of the fis-
cal years 2011 through 2015. 

(2) LIMITATION.—No assistance provided 
using funds appropriated pursuant to this 
section shall be provided in the form of a 
monetary grant. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DEUTCH. I also ask unanimous 

consent for Mr. RUSH of Illinois to con-
trol the time after my opening re-
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 

strong support of this legislation, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Clean Energy Tech-
nology Manufacturing and Export As-
sistance Act, H.R. 5156, will help Amer-
ican companies develop, manufacture, 
and export clean and renewable energy 
technologies around the world. Most 
importantly, this bill will help create 
high quality jobs for American work-
ers. 

The bill establishes a fund in the De-
partment of Commerce to promote 
policies that reduce costs and encour-
age innovation and investment in the 
clean energy industry. The fund, which 
focuses on small- and medium-sized 
businesses, will also help American 
companies target foreign markets for 
exports. This will help us meet the 
President’s goal of doubling American 
exports over the next 5 years. 

Finally, H.R. 5156 would give busi-
nesses the opportunity to provide their 
own voice and input into U.S. manufac-
turing and trade policies. As President 

Obama remarked last month, the tran-
sition to clean energy has the potential 
to grow our economy and create mil-
lions of jobs as we move out of this re-
cession. 

Despite a global decrease in clean en-
ergy investments last year, the United 
States continued to increase invest-
ments in this sector. For the second 
consecutive year, the United States 
added more power capacity from re-
newable energy, solar and wind, for ex-
ample, than from conventional energy 
sources. But the United States still 
trails Germany and China in renewable 
energy investments. This important 
legislation will help eliminate this gap 
by harnessing the creativity and inno-
vation of American entrepreneurs and 
making the United States more com-
petitive in a global market that 
reached over $160 billion last year. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill will help create 
high quality jobs for American work-
ers. I would like to thank my friend 
and colleague from California (Ms. 
MATSUI) for authoring this legislation, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this important legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would remind my colleague that 
wind and solar power is high-cost 
power. Wind and solar costs on average 
three times more per kilowatt hour. 
That’s the whole energy debate. That’s 
why you have to have low energy 
prices if you want jobs. And everybody 
thinks it’s free. It’s not free. It’s more 
expensive energy. 

But I’m here to thank my colleague 
and friend, Congresswoman MATSUI, for 
her bill, H.R. 5156. That’s what we’re 
addressing today, the Clean Energy 
Technology Manufacturing and Export 
Assistance Act. This came through the 
Commerce, Trade and Consumer Pro-
tection Subcommittee of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee on June 30 
and in a markup of the full committee 
on July 21, both times passing by voice 
vote, and it’s to her credit for her great 
work in a bipartisan manner. 

The purpose of this bill is to create a 
5-year, $15 million annual assistance 
fund within the Department of Com-
merce International Trade Administra-
tion. The purpose of the fund is to pro-
mote policies to reduce production 
costs, encourage innovation and invest-
ment, and create a clean energy export 
strategy. 

I also commend the chairman of the 
subcommittee, my good friend BOBBY 
RUSH, for working with the minority to 
address our concerns and for offering a 
manager’s amendment at the sub-
committee markup that made two im-
portant changes. The first was to 
amend the definition of clean energy 
technology so that the definition would 
include nuclear energy and carbon cap-
ture and sequestration. It is important 
to recognize that nuclear power and 
clean coal are essential elements to re-
ducing our dependence on foreign oil 

and thereby strengthening our energy 
security, and as I was mentioning, also 
keeping energy costs low. The second 
was to include a provision that explic-
itly prohibits any of the $75 million to 
be allocated in the form of grants. 

However, if this Congress and this ad-
ministration truly want to revitalize 
the manufacturing sector, the easiest 
path would be to pass the existing free 
trade agreements that are pending: 
South Korea, Colombia, and Panama. 
These are all gains for us. In any pro-
jection by any export strategy, these 
are gains in the manufacturing sector 
and in some of the agricultural sector 
I’ll talk about later. 

We always have to be concerned. Jobs 
and the economy is the number one 
issue in the country, but trailing close 
behind is the deficit and the national 
debt. So we’ve been harping on the fact 
that we really need things paid for 
now. The public is not allowing us to 
go along, continuing with multiple au-
thorizations without saying these 
things have to be paid for, and as we’ve 
said in numerous other debates, if it’s 
important enough to do, it is impor-
tant enough to pay for. 

I will just read from the CBO, ‘‘Fed-
eral Debt and the Risk of a Fiscal Cri-
sis, Economic and Budget Issue Brief’’ 
dated July 27. ‘‘Unless policymakers,’’ 
that’s us, ‘‘unless policymakers re-
strain the growth of spending,’’ which 
is what we’re not doing today, ‘‘in-
crease revenues significantly as a share 
of GDP, or adopt some combination of 
those two approaches, growing budget 
deficits will cause debt to rise to 
unsupportable levels.’’ 

I would submit that we’re already at 
unsupportable levels, and so that’s why 
we do support the bill. But we will al-
ways be looking for and making sure 
that additional spending and growth is 
offset with pay-fors. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6 

minutes to the author of the legisla-
tion, my dear friend from California 
(Ms. MATSUI). 

Ms. MATSUI. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man, for your leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of my legislation, H.R. 5156, the Clean 
Energy Technology Manufacturing and 
Export Assistance Act of 2010. 

Our Nation is running a trade deficit 
in green technologies ranging in the 
billions, and the U.S. clean tech indus-
try is lagging behind many of its com-
petitors in exports, most notably China 
and Germany. 

Currently, only six of the top 30 glob-
al clean energy companies are Amer-
ican-owned. This is simply unaccept-
able. We must not become a Nation de-
pendent on foreign clean energy prod-
ucts. We must be the Nation that leads 
the world in manufacturing and export-
ing clean energy technologies. That is 
why I, along with Chairmen RUSH and 
DINGELL and Congresswoman ESHOO, 
introduced H.R. 5156 to boost the com-
petitiveness of the U.S. clean energy 
industry. 
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Specifically, the bill would require 

the Department of Commerce, in co-
ordination with relevant agencies, to 
implement, develop and sustain a Na-
tional Clean Energy Technology Ex-
port Strategy to provide U.S. clean 
tech firms with export assistance in 
finding and navigating foreign markets 
to sell their goods and services to new 
customers. 

The President has laid out a laudable 
goal to double U.S. exports over the 
next 5 years, and this legislation will 
ensure clean energy exports are at the 
forefront of our national export strat-
egy. The bill will also help strengthen 
America’s domestic clean tech manu-
facturing industry. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that this 
legislation is a part of the Make It in 
America manufacturing agenda to 
demonstrate this Congress’ commit-
ment to the U.S. domestic manufac-
turing industry, and I applaud the ma-
jority leader’s leadership in this. 

This legislation encourages Amer-
ican clean energy manufacturers across 
the Nation to sell their American-made 
clean energy technologies here in 
America and around the world. 

b 1130 

This is also about jobs. The Depart-
ment of Energy has found that the 
emerging U.S. clean energy sector 
could create more than 750,000 jobs 
over the next decade. The clean energy 
emerging economy is one that we can-
not afford to let pass us by. 

Mr. Speaker, my home district of 
Sacramento is well positioned to be a 
national leader in manufacturing clean 
energy technologies, with more than 
120 small and medium-sized clean en-
ergy companies in the region. Many of 
these companies are beginning to man-
ufacture clean energy products or are 
seeking to expand their manufacturing 
operation and wanting to export 
through clean energy technologies to 
foreign markets. 

However, unlike big U.S. companies, 
small and medium-sized firms simply 
do not have the resources and expertise 
to find and navigate foreign markets 
and are seeking assistance. In fact, ac-
cording to the Trade Promotion Co-
ordinating Committee, more than 30 
percent of nonexporting small and me-
dium-sized companies would export if 
they had more access to market infor-
mation, export opportunities, and the 
export process. Many of these compa-
nies have validated their clean energy 
technologies and are now looking to 
expand their businesses by exporting 
their goods and services to new foreign 
markets but actually lack the re-
sources to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, let me briefly clarify 
that this bill provides a modest author-
ization to help American small busi-
nesses with the manufacturing and ex-
port assistance they are seeking. 

It is not an appropriations bill. As 
my colleagues on the other side are 
aware, authorization measures do not 
appropriate funds and they do not add 

a dime to our deficit. The measure 
would have to fit within our budget 
caps during the congressional appro-
priation process. 

The bill would not affect direct 
spending or revenues. Therefore, 
PAYGO procedures would not apply, 
and it does not violate PAYGO rules. 

Mr. Speaker, during the Energy and 
Commerce markup of this bill, we in-
cluded several changes that my Repub-
lican colleagues recommended; most 
notably, working in a bipartisan man-
ner, we expanded the definition of 
‘‘clean energy technology.’’ 

We also include a transparency provi-
sion that requires the Commerce De-
partment to report back to Congress 
within 180 days of enactment, a plan to 
assist small and medium-sized busi-
nesses, encourage job growth in the 
U.S. clean energy sector, and encour-
age greater domestic manufacturing of 
clean energy products. 

H.R. 5156 will also enhance our stand-
ing in the race to be the global leader 
in clean energy. The BP oil spill only 
underscores the need for leadership in 
the clean energy market, and this bill 
will send a strong message that Amer-
ica is serious about being the leader 
and producing and exporting these 
technologies. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation, which will support clean 
energy products being made in America 
and, in turn, will help families make it 
in America. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
GINGREY). 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, as I stood a few minutes 
before in expressing my concerns about 
the bill that Representative LIPINSKI 
brought forth, the same issue exists 
with regard to my good friend from 
California (Ms. MATSUI) regarding H.R. 
5156, Clean Energy Technology Manu-
facturing and Export Assistance Act. 

Ms. MATSUI, Mr. Speaker, just mo-
mentarily said we need to be exporting 
clean energy technology. Well, with all 
due respect, what we need to be export-
ing is beef and pork and corn and soy-
beans and, yes, Harley Davidson would 
like to export a few motorcycles to Co-
lombia, but they can’t do it because 
they face such a high tariff. 

Again, the bill is fine as far as it 
goes, other than the fact that you are 
authorizing another $75 million. And 
you can say, well, it’s an authorization; 
it’s not an appropriation. But if you 
give permission within committee to 
let those that do the appropriating, 
you essentially open up the floodgates 
for 75 additional million dollars of tax-
payer-funded programs. 

As President Reagan said, you know, 
government is not the solution to our 
problems; it is the problem. More and 
more government growth, spending, 
deficit debt, Mr. Speaker and my col-
leagues, the American people have spo-
ken. I’m going to tell you they are 
going to speak again. 

We leave here, I guess, sometime Fri-
day afternoon, and we will be in our 
district work period this year for not 1 
month but probably 6 weeks. We have 
got to face these people, not just me in 
the 11th Congressional District of 
Georgia, but every one of us. All 435 of 
us have got to go home and look these 
folks in the eye. 

We have to say, you know, I am try-
ing to explain to you why, in our last 
week before our break, we authorized 
another $75 million worth of spending, 
adding to the $1.4 trillion deficit this 
year and, indeed, finally adding to the 
national debt which is now, as we all 
know, over $13 trillion, something like 
95 percent of our gross domestic prod-
uct. That makes no sense. 

Again, with all due respect, I know 
these bills came through committee, 
voice voted in subcommittee and full 
committee, but there were concerns. 
There were concerns about the spend-
ing. 

Representative PARKER GRIFFITH, Mr. 
Speaker, our colleague from Alabama, 
had an amendment. He said, Look, we 
need deficit neutrality in this bill. 

That was one thing that we did vote 
on, that amendment, and it failed 
along party lines 30–15, even though 
the majority party keeps saying, well, 
you know, we honor PAYGO—except 
when we don’t honor it. 

Again, my colleague from California 
is a most respected Member of the 
committee and this House. As a friend 
of mine, she is trying, just as Rep-
resentative LIPINSKI was trying with 
his bill. But let’s get the job done by 
lowering corporate tax rates and tak-
ing the burden, the regulatory burden 
off of our manufacturers, and go ahead 
and pass these free trade agreements 
with Colombia, South Korea, and Pan-
ama. 

They have been negotiated to a fare- 
thee-well, and I think the Democratic 
majority ought to explain to the Amer-
ican people why we don’t do that. 
That’s what we need to do to grow jobs 
immediately and not just continue to 
kick the can down the road and study 
it and study it and study it with an un-
employment rate of 10 percent and 16 
million people, many of them in the 
manufacturing sector—in fact, 2 mil-
lion manufacturing jobs have been lost 
in the last couple of years. 

This has got to stop. 
Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, it is my 

honor and privilege to yield 3 minutes 
to the dean of the House and the chair-
man emeritus of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, my dear friend Mr. 
DINGELL. 

(Mr. DINGELL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 5156, the Clean 
Energy Technology Manufacturing and 
Export Assistance Act. 

I commend my good friend from Illi-
nois for the outstanding work he did in 
leading the subcommittee and moving 
this and the other legislation forward 
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today, and I also commend my col-
leagues, Ms. MATSUI and Ms. ESHOO, as 
well as Mr. RUSH, for their original co-
sponsorship, of which I am also proud 
to be one. 

This bill will build up domestic man-
ufacturing by promoting exports and 
clean energy technologies and will help 
the United States develop an early 
competitive advantage in this area. I 
urge my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle, especially my good Republican 
friends, to join us in moving this legis-
lation forward. 

Now, we hear some objections to the 
bill’s costs. It’s time they be reminded 
that this is not an appropriation but an 
authorization. Moreover, should the 
funds be appropriated, H.R. 5156 will 
more than pay for itself through the 
growth in tax receipts from increased 
corporate revenue. The Department of 
Commerce estimates that every dollar 
invested in export promotion generates 
$56 worth of exports. 

I urge my colleagues again to join me 
in moving this forward. 

b 1140 
Thus in a corporate tax rate of 35 

percent, additional revenues of only $40 
million a year would have to be gen-
erated to cover the bill’s annual $15 
million authorization. This is more 
than double that which is based on the 
Department of Commerce’s export pro-
motion cost benefit analysis. 

Mr. Speaker, if my Republican and 
Democratic colleagues are truly con-
cerned about promoting job growth and 
improving the economy, they should 
vote in favor of this eminently sensible 
bill. 

I’ve been a little distressed to hear 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle making a fuss about the fact that 
they don’t like things like cap-and- 
trade and other matters. That bill is 
not before us, and most of the other 
questions are not before us. I would re-
mind my colleagues here that we are 
discussing increasing job opportunities 
at home by exporting things which are 
valuable and which help the world and 
which help the United States. I would 
remind my colleagues that they are 
better served to light a little candle 
rather than to sit there quietly and to 
curse the darkness. 

When this administration came in, I 
would remind my colleagues that the 
previous administration had left us two 
wars, a depression, and a deficit of $1.3 
trillion. We are still trying to dig out 
of the mess which was left us by our 
Republican colleagues, and I would 
urge them to cooperate with us and to 
focus on the important things about 
creating jobs and getting opportunity 
and economic activity going forward. 
To continue the kind of self-defeating 
program that my Republicans seem to 
be sponsoring on the other side of the 
aisle—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 ad-
ditional minute to the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. DINGELL. I would urge my col-
leagues on the other side to join us. 
Let us move forward towards jobs; let 
us move forward towards economic de-
velopment and activity; let us move 
forward towards cooperation on impor-
tant matters, like seeing to it that the 
economy gets moving and Americans 
are going back to work. 

Let’s not sit around here whining and 
complaining about situations about 
which we have nobody at this par-
ticular minute at this particular time 
to address it. But we are addressing 
three pieces of legislation that are 
going to make economic prosperity a 
greater reality and a more real object 
of our attentions. 

I urge my Republican colleagues to 
cease this nitpicking on the floor and 
this nattering, which I’m hearing com-
ing from the other side, and work with 
us to put Americans back to work. And 
let us understand that the people have 
spoken in the last election, and they 
spoke for jobs and change. We are try-
ing to give it to them, and we invite 
our Republican colleagues to give us a 
little bit of that cooperation that will 
enable us to move more easily forward. 

I thank my colleagues. 
Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I am always honored to follow the 

dean of the House, Mr. DINGELL, who is 
well known for his oratory ability and 
his passion, and we have great respect. 
But I have a few things to remind him 
too. 

We passed a $1.2 trillion stimulus bill 
that was promised to reduce unemploy-
ment to 8 percent. Our unemployment 
is at 9.5 percent. We have 15 million un-
employed Americans. Our issue is let’s 
do things that help create jobs. And if 
we want to talk, you ought to go to the 
businesses that want to create jobs and 
they will tell you a cap-and-trade bill 
that raises carbon prices and energy 
cost does not help create jobs; in fact, 
it destroys jobs. It raises gasoline 
prices, at a minimum, 50 cents. It 
raises electricity rates. It raises con-
sumer rates for what they pay for 
home electricity or home heating. And 
those are just the facts. 

We are $13.5 trillion in debt. Now, 
part of my life—I don’t talk about it 
very much—I taught high school for 4 
years, and I taught government his-
tory. This authorization and appropria-
tion debate is important because au-
thorizing gives us the right to appro-
priate. You shouldn’t—we do it some-
times—you should not appropriate 
without an authorization. So you can’t 
hide behind the argument that it’s just 
an authorization, it means nothing. 
Well, it does mean something. It does 
mean that you could go and get the 
money. If you don’t authorize, you 
shouldn’t. So that is why we are having 
this debate. $13.5 trillion. The public is 
concerned about debt and spending. 

We can have a lot of feel-good legisla-
tion on the floor, and my colleagues 
are well-intentioned; but if we want to 
do things, if we want to fulfill the 

President’s promise of doubling exports 
in 5 years, we ought to move on these 
three free trade agreements—Panama, 
Colombia, South Korea. As was stated, 
Harley Davidson would like to export 
motorcycles to Colombia, but they face 
a high tariff. A tariff is a tax. The tax 
imposed by Colombia is the only thing 
that makes our motorcycles not com-
petitive in Colombia—and that’s not 
Columbia, South Carolina, that’s the 
country of Colombia. 

Caterpillar would like to export more 
to Panama. Of course Caterpillar is a 
great Illinois company, big Earth-mov-
ing equipment. If there is talk of a new 
Panama Canal being built, we would 
like Caterpillar equipment building 
that. What prohibits that? A high im-
port tax. That’s why we have trade ne-
gotiations. And of course my corn and 
soybean, my pork producers and my 
beef producers would like to be in those 
markets. 

So this is an important bill to talk 
about ‘‘green’’ industry and environ-
ment. I want to remind my folks that 
according to industry observers, lack 
of market expertise is not among the 
primary trade barriers. The three pri-
mary barriers to market entry are ac-
cess to raw materials, labor rate com-
parisons, and access to foreign mar-
kets. This bill does nothing to address 
the serious market barriers. It also cre-
ates a risk of stifling future innovation 
and development once government 
picks winners and losers. The market 
will direct innovation and development 
once the government picks winners and 
losers. 

Furthermore, China announced in 
the first week of July that it will cut 
rare Earth exports by 72 percent for the 
second half of this year. Rare Earth ex-
ports are the minerals needed in the 
green economy. They’re going to con-
trol it. They’re going to cut their ex-
ports. That’s what we need, these min-
erals, to build this stuff. These re-
sources are used in green tech-
nologies—in wind turbines, hybrid ve-
hicles, as well as in national security 
and defense system, in consumer prod-
ucts such as new batteries on the 
Chevy Volt, mobile phones, PDAs and 
MP–3s. This cut will drop the amount 
of exports from just over 28,000 metric 
tons to just under 8,000 metric tons for 
the same period as last year. 

So we have a challenge. We ought to 
be negotiating. We ought to get these 
rare Earth minerals released, or we 
ought to allow permitting to redevelop 
our mining operations for our rare 
Earth minerals. One is shut down; it 
will take us forever to re-permit it. 
Naturally we ought to be focusing on 
it. 

Congresswoman MATSUI is a well-re-
spected member of the committee; we 
appreciate her good work. Of course, 
BOBBY RUSH, the chairman, does a 
great job in the city of Chicago. We ap-
preciate the friendship. Unfortunately, 
we have to bring up other issues, but 
that is part of being the loyal opposi-
tion in these austere times. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, let me return our atten-

tion to the matter at hand, to the issue 
that is before us. 

I want to, first of all, thank our 
chairman of the committee, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Chairman WAXMAN, and also the 
ranking member of the subcommittee, 
Mr. WHITFIELD, for their vigorous sup-
port of H.R. 5156, the Clean Energy 
Technology Manufacturing and Export 
Assistance Act of 2010. I was proud to 
cosponsor the bill with the author, 
Congresswoman MATSUI of California, 
and also with my other cosponsors, 
Congresswoman ESHOO and our chair-
man emeritus, JOHN DINGELL. 

b 1150 

I want to thank this lady to my left, 
Congresswoman MATSUI, for her stellar 
leadership and for taking the lead on 
this critical issue. 

I am asking my colleagues today to 
vote on this bill, a bill which addresses 
the challenges that we face in today’s 
economy. My friends on the other side 
want to bring up a whole lot of other 
issues. They want to throw a lot of 
things on the floor. They want to try 
to baffle us with a lot of their sidebar 
discussion. 

Yet this bill, the bill that is before us 
today, will help to increase American 
manufacturers’ green products through 
the establishment of a Clean Energy 
Technology Manufacturing and Export 
Assistance Fund to assist U.S. busi-
nesses with exporting clean energy 
technology, products, and services. 

We all, Mr. Speaker, know that 
America is a prime market for foreign 
manufacturers. The other side doesn’t 
want to deal with the issues that we 
are discussing in this bill. Though, I 
must remind all of us that, far too 
often, the U.S. market is open to ev-
erybody else—open to global manufac-
turers—but sadly, the converse is not 
always the case. This is the case, how-
ever, for green technology products as 
our Nation is in a unique position to 
once again lead on a global scale. 

The U.S. manufacturing industry 
faces serious challenges overseas de-
spite the fact that we are a leader in 
green technology. As I have said re-
peatedly, we must seize the energy op-
portunity that we have today lest we 
slip further behind to foreign competi-
tion. We must seize the time, Mr. 
Speaker, and now is the time. Now is 
the time. There is no other time like 
this time. Now is the time. 

We need a strong domestic policy to 
allow the manufacturing industry to be 
confident enough to penetrate the 
international market. Also, it is equal-
ly important to strengthen and trans-
form our economy and, in doing so, to 
further assert our global leadership. 
The disaster that continues to take 
place in the Gulf of Mexico in the 
aftermath of the BP oil spill is a wake- 
up call. We should not only be a global 

leader in offshore technology; we 
should also be a leader in green and 
clean technology exports. When I say 
‘‘clean,’’ Mr. Speaker, I also mean re-
sponsible energy technology. 

This bill is results-oriented because I 
have added language that helps us to 
evaluate the impact of this program on 
its ability to create jobs, including the 
gathering of specific information as to 
the nature, location, and the duration 
of those jobs, as well as the method-
ology used by the Secretary to compile 
such needed and necessary informa-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, the jabbering and the 
nattering, let’s bring that to a screech-
ing halt on this bill. This is an impor-
tant bill. This bill has to go forward. It 
has to go forward for the American 
people. It has to go forward for the 
American economy. It has to go for-
ward so that we can once again assert 
our leadership across the world in the 
manufacturing sector, the green and 
clean manufacturing sector. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this bill and to expand their commit-
ment to significantly increase our ex-
ports. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in support of H.R. 5156, the 
‘‘Clean Energy Technology Manufacturing and 
Export Assistance Act of 2010’’. This legisla-
tion, which provides for the establishment of a 
Clean Energy Technology Manufacturing and 
Export Assistance Fund, will go a long way to 
ensure that American clean energy technology 
firms possess the information and assistance 
required to become and remain competitive in 
the world markets. The bill will also focus our 
priorities in the energy sector to reduce pro-
duction costs, encourage innovation, and pro-
mote investment and productivity. 

Mr. Speaker it is imperative that the U.S. re-
main a leader in global exports of innovative 
technology, particularly clean energy. It is no 
secret that our dependence on foreign oil and 
other fossil fuel energy sources is too great. 
The Clean Energy Technology Manufacturing 
and Export Assistance Act of 2010 will assist 
us in our efforts to move away from this prob-
lematic energy paradigm. It will provide our 
domestic clean energy firms the means to 
keep the U.S. ahead of the curve. 

This bill directs the Secretary to provide in-
formation, tools, and other assistance to U.S. 
businesses to promote clean energy tech-
nology manufacturing and facilitate the export 
of clean energy technology products and serv-
ices. It also promotes the implementation of a 
national clean energy technology export strat-
egy. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a practical means to 
assist our direction in clean energy tech-
nology. For these reasons I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 5156. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, with that, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
DEUTCH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5156, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ESTABLISHING EMERGENCY 
TRADE DEFICIT COMMISSION 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1875) to establish an Emergency 
Commission to End the Trade Deficit, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1875 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) The United States has run persistent 

trade deficits since 1978, and many of such 
trade deficits since 2000 have been especially 
large. 

(2) There appeared to be some improve-
ments in the United States trade balance in 
2009, but this was during a time of global 
economic crisis, and the reduction in the 
United States trade deficit appears to be at-
tributable to a shrinking United States de-
mand for imports rather than an increase in 
United States exports. 

(3) Many of the trade deficits are struc-
tural—that is, with the same countries, year 
after year. In 2009, the United States contin-
ued to have significant merchandise trade 
deficits with the People’s Republic of China 
($226.8 billion), the European Union ($60.5 bil-
lion), Japan ($44.7 billion), and Mexico ($47.5 
billion), notwithstanding the overall decline 
in the United States trade deficit. In fact, in 
2009, China accounted for 44 percent of the 
United States merchandise trade deficit. 

(4) While the United States has one of the 
most open borders and economies in the 
world, the United States faces significant 
tariff and non tariff trade barriers with its 
trading partners. 

(5) The causes and consequences of the 
United States trade deficit must be docu-
mented and recommendations must be devel-
oped to expeditiously address structural im-
balances in the trade deficit. 
SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a 
commission to be known as the Emergency 
Trade Deficit Commission (in this Act re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(b) MEMBERSHIP OF COMMISSION.— 
(1) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall be 

composed of 11 members, of whom— 
(A) three persons shall be appointed by the 

President, of whom one shall be appointed to 
represent labor interests, one shall be ap-
pointed to represent small businesses, and 
one shall be appointed to represent manufac-
turing interests; 

(B) two persons shall be appointed by the 
President pro tempore of the Senate upon 
the recommendation of the Majority Leader 
of the Senate, after consultation with the 
Chairman of the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate; 

(C) two persons shall be appointed by the 
President pro tempore of the Senate upon 
the recommendation of the Minority Leader 
of the Senate, after consultation with the 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate; 

(D) two persons shall be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
after consultation with the Chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives; and 

(E) two persons shall be appointed by the 
Minority Leader of the House of Representa-
tives, after consultation with the ranking 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:49 Nov 05, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H28JY0.REC H28JY0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
69

S
O

Y
B

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-13T22:31:08-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




