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The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
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So the Journal was approved.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

OFFICIAL PHOTOGRAPH OF 112TH
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to House
Resolution 299, this time has been des-
ignated for the taking of the official
photo of the House of Representatives
in session.

The House will be in a brief recess
while the Chamber is being prepared
for the photo. As soon as the photog-
rapher indicates that these prepara-
tions are complete, the Chair will call
the House to order to resume its actual
session for the taking of the photo-
graph. At that point the Members will
take their cues from the photographer.
Shortly after the photographer is fin-
ished, the House will proceed with its
business.

RECESS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause
12(a) of rule I, the Chair declares the
House in recess while the Chamber is
being prepared.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 50 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 1
o’clock and 55 minutes p.m.

(Thereupon, the Members sat for the
official photograph of the House of
Representatives for the 112th Con-
gress.)

————

NORTH AMERICAN-MADE ENERGY
SECURITY ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks on the legis-
lation and to insert extraneous mate-
rial on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YODER). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 370 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1938.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1938) to
direct the President to expedite the
consideration and approval of the con-
struction and operation of the Key-
stone XL o0il pipeline, and for other
purposes, with Mrs. EMERSON in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour,
with 30 minutes equally divided and
controlled by the chair and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, and 10 minutes equally
divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
WHITFIELD) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. WAXMAN) each will con-
trol 15 minutes. The gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MICA) and the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) each
will control 10 minutes. The gentleman
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY) each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Chairman, I rise today to
support H.R. 1938, the North American-
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Made Energy Security Act, and give a
long overdue green light to the Key-
stone XL pipeline project. The Key-
stone XL expansion project would
allow up to 1.29 million barrels per day
to flow into refineries in the Midwest
and gulf coast, a 700,000-barrel-per-day
increase over existing capacity from
Canada. More oil means lower prices,
and more imports from a stable ally
like Canada means less from unstable
nations and potential adversaries.

According to a study conducted for
the Department of Energy, the Key-
stone project has the potential to sig-
nificantly reduce oil imports from the
Middle East. The good news only gets
better when one looks at the job im-
pacts of the Keystone project. Con-
struction of the expanded pipeline sys-
tem alone would create an estimated
20,000 jobs.

Unfortunately, the Obama adminis-
tration continues to delay this project,
and there seems to be no end in sight.
Let’s just look at the timeline to date:

In September 2008, TransCanada, the
developer of this project, first sub-
mitted its application for a Presi-
dential permit. The State Department
didn’t release its draft environmental
impact statement until April 2010.
After this first step, EPA rejected the
draft statement and told the State De-
partment they had to perform more
work. After another year, the State
Department issued a supplemental
draft statement that addressed EPA’s
concerns. Even then, EPA seems to
think the thousands and thousands of
pages of objective and honest analysis
performed by various Federal agencies
is not enough.

Because of the endless delays, H.R.
1938 is a simple bill that calls on the
Obama administration to make a deci-
sion on this project by November 1,
2011. The administration has stated
that they could have a decision by De-
cember 16, 2011, so we’re only asking
them to speed that up a few months,
and we’re not saying what the decision
should be.

At a time when the national average
of a gallon of gas is $3.70 per gallon and
unemployment is still above 9 percent,
the Obama administration should be
doing everything it can to approve
projects expeditiously if they are cre-
ating jobs and reducing gasoline prices.

H.R. 1938 is a bipartisan bill that cuts
through the endless delays and creates
a hard deadline for the administration
to render a decision on Keystone. It’s
time to get moving on reducing energy
prices, reduce unemployment, and pass
this bill.

I urge all Members to support this
important bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

I rise in opposition to H.R. 1938. This
legislation is unnecessary and it’s
harmful. It cuts short the State De-
partment’s ongoing review of the Key-
stone XL tar sands crude pipeline, it
would deny the public an adequate op-
portunity to comment on whether the
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pipeline should be built, and it benefits
a specific foreign company, Trans-
Canada Corporation, at the expense of
the American people.

There are really two distinct ques-
tions here: Do you think the Keystone
XL pipeline is a good idea? And does
this legislation make any sense? I hap-
pen to think that the Keystone XL
pipeline is a bad idea; but even if you
support the pipeline, you should oppose
this bill.

The Keystone XL pipeline would
carry a sludge made from Canadian tar
sands through the middle of America.
In doing so, it would raise gas prices,
endanger water supplies, and increase
carbon emissions; and that’s why it
should not be approved.
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Keystone XL is a highly controver-
sial project. The State Department re-
ceived over 200,000 comments on the
supplemental draft environmental im-
pact statement. Once it is built, we
will live with the pipeline and its im-
pacts for 50 years or more. This is a de-
cision we need to get right. Unfortu-
nately, this bill’s approach does not get
it right. Instead, it says whatever the
risks and costs, just get it done.

H.R. 1938 takes the extraordinary
step of interfering in an ongoing deci-
sionmaking process by the Secretary of
State. The Secretary is in the midst of
determining whether granting the per-
mit requested by TransCanada would
be in the national interest. The process
for making these permit decisions was
established by Executive orders issued
by President Johnson and President
George W. Bush. The State Department
says that it plans to issue the final en-
vironmental impact statement in mid-
August and the final decision by the
end of the year. That’s when the appli-
cants say they need a decision.

This bill overrides the Executive or-
ders and other Federal law, it short-
circuits the decisionmaking process,
and it requires the President to make a
decision within 30 days of the final en-
vironmental impact statement. This
effectively eliminates the opportunity
for public comment on the national in-
terest determination, and it cuts the
time for consulting with other agencies
by two-thirds. That doesn’t make
sense, especially when you consider the
potential risk.

My greatest concern is that Keystone
XL will make us more reliant on the
dirtiest source of fuel currently avail-
able. On a life-cycle basis, tar sands
emit far more carbon pollution than
conventional oil—almost 40 percent
more by some estimates. That’s be-
cause it takes huge amounts of energy
to take something the consistency of
tar, which they mine, and turn it into
synthetic o0il. We should be reducing
our oil dependence and using cleaner
fuels, but Keystone is a big step in the
wrong direction.

There are many other concerns, in-
cluding safety. Today is the 1-year an-
niversary of the Kalamazoo River oil
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pipeline spill, and 30 miles of the river
are still closed. A few weeks ago, there
was a massive oil pipeline spill into the
Yellowstone River. And TransCanada,
Keystone XL’s owner and operator, has
had 12 spills on the first Keystone pipe-
line in its first year of operation. Key-
stone One was even shut down by the
Department of Transportation as ‘‘haz-
ardous to life, property, and the envi-
ronment.”” The risks from spills are ex-
acerbated with Keystone XL because it
is rooted through the Ogallala aquifer,
which spans eight States and provides
drinking water for 2 million people.

With all of these risks, the benefits
are unclear. A study commissioned by
DOE found that we will have excess
pipeline capacity from Canada for the
next decade or more, even without
Keystone XIL.. And Keystone XL will
likely raise, not lower, gas prices. In
its permit application, TransCanada
told the Canadian Government that by
raising prices for crude oil in the Mid-
west, Keystone XL will increase rev-
enue for Canadian producers by $2 bil-
lion to $4 billion a year.

But even if you believe we should
build Keystone XL, you should oppose
this legislation.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield myself an ad-
ditional 30 seconds.

If you think the project has merit,
let it be approved on the merits, not
rushed to judgment without public
comment. Cutting the public out of the
process and ramming this through will
only increase opposition to this
project.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’’ on
H.R. 1938.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, I
yield 2% minutes to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON), the chair-
man of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee.

Mr. UPTON. Today, national unem-
ployment rests at 9.2 percent, but it’s
even higher in my State of Michigan at
10.5 percent. Gasoline costs $3.80 a gal-
lon or more in many areas, up a dollar
from last year. Political unrest half-
way around the world disrupts the flow
of o0il to markets, causing prices to
rise. Most leaders in this situation
would be searching for a project that
would create jobs, help bring down gas
prices and, yes, provide a stable and se-
cure source of oil to replace imports
from dangerous parts of the world. Our
President is being handed such a
project on a silver platter, and he’s
dangerously close to letting it slip
through his fingers.

Our northern ally, Canada, has dis-
covered an oil resource comparable to
the size of Saudi Arabia, and they want
to send the oil here to the United
States. Five major labor unions have
thrown their support behind the pipe-
line because it’s going to create more
than 100,000 jobs. Yet this administra-
tion has allowed the permit application
to languish for nearly 3 years, even

July 26, 2011

saying that they were inclined to sup-
port it almost a year ago in October.

This pipeline, the Keystone X1,, if ap-
proved, would dramatically improve
our energy security. According to DOE,
the pipeline would essentially elimi-
nate our Middle East oil imports. It
would provide for a massive influx of
stable oil into the market, something
desperately needed as threatened sup-
plies in North Africa send prices into
orbit.

This country needs the President to
make a decision on Keystone XL.’s per-
mit. The uncertainty has gone on too
long, and if we don’t act, these energy
supplies will go someplace else. That’s
why we have this legislation, H.R. 1938.
This bipartisan bill doesn’t tell the
President how to decide, it just re-
quires him to make a decision. I com-
mend my colleagues, Representatives
Terry and Ross, for finding a common-
sense and, yes, bipartisan solution.

If we don’t build this pipeline, Can-
ada will find another buyer. The Chi-
nese have expressed significant inter-
est in Alberta’s oil sands. Are we going
to stand by and watch China receive
imports from our ally while we’re
forced to rely on imports from unstable
countries? I sure hope not.

While I believe construction of this
pipeline is necessary and important, I
know it has to be done safely. Last
year, 20,000 barrels of oil did spill
through a creek that runs through my
district. I have made pipeline safety a
priority in our committee, and just
this week we’re going to be moving for-
ward on effective pipeline safety legis-
lation to protect the environment and,
yes, our communities.

This legislation will ensure that cru-
cial energy supplies, like the oil re-
ceived from Canada, is transported
safely throughout the country. We
need a ‘‘yes’” vote on this bipartisan
bill.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS), a member of
the Energy and Commerce Committee.

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague
for yielding.

Madam Chair, I rise to speak against
this hazardous piece of legislation.

H.R. 1938 directs the President to
allow Canadian oil companies to build
a dangerous pipeline through American
lands and waters. And H.R. 1938 would
expedite the pipeline’s permitting proc-
ess despite a long list of unaddressed
concerns from numerous communities.
The environmental impacts of this
pipeline—which would extend over 1,600
miles through six States—have not
been thoroughly considered. And we
know that this project has the poten-
tial to significantly impact the envi-
ronment.

We have already seen what damage
can be done. There have been 12 spills
along TransCanada’s Keystone pipeline
in its first 12 months of operation. And
the Keystone XL pipeline will deliver
some of the most destructive oil on the
planet. Tar sands oil contain higher
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concentrations of toxic chemicals, like
sulfur, nickel, nitrogen, and lead, than
conventional oil. And a barrel of tar
sands oil emits up to three times more
climate-disrupting gases than conven-
tional oil.

Building this pipeline would be the
greenhouse equivalent of adding rough-
ly 6.5 million passenger vehicles to a
highway or constructing 12 new coal-
fired power plants. Major concerns
arise about the negative impacts of the
pipeline on public health and the envi-
ronment.

At a time when we must find ways to
end our dependence on fossil fuels, it is
simply not in the national interest to
deepen our reliance on one of the most
dirtiest forms of oil on the planet. I be-
lieve that conducting the appropriate
analysis under NEPA, which cannot be
done properly if it’s rushed, will make
this abundantly clear.

We need to be moving forward by
supporting clean, renewable energy in
this country. And while the President
is calling for a reduction in oil imports,
this bill calls for an increase.

For all these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘no”” on H.R. 1938.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
TERRY), the author of the bill.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, this bill
is simple, but the ramifications may be
significant. Let me set the record
straight: I want to get off OPEC oil.
Receiving as much as 700,000 barrels of
oil from our northern neighbor, Can-
ada, makes us more energy secure,
more energy independent.

The application for this pipeline, an
efficient way to move oil from one part
to another part, the most efficient and
safest, was filed almost 3 years ago. We
are just a month shy of its 3-year anni-
versary; whereas, it is usually around
18 months to 24 months to have some-
thing like this approved.

Now, this bill sets a hard date of No-
vember 1, 2011, for the President to
make a determination of national in-
terest on this pipeline. Let me repeat:
All we’re asking is that the President
make his decision by November 1.
Enough time has passed.

Now, what we would see if this
project moves forward: It will be a $13
billion construction project, privately
funded; it will create at least 20,000 di-
rect high-paying 1labor construction
jobs; it will generate $6.5 billion in new
personal income for U.S. workers and
their families; it will spur more than
$20 billion in new spending for the U.S.
economy; it will stimulate more than
$585 million in new State and local
taxes; it will deliver $5.2 billion in
property taxes during the estimated
operating life span of this pipeline.

Now, we have heard from two speak-
ers already about the environmental
impacts. I come from Nebraska. I want
to make sure that this pipeline is safe
as it passes through an environ-
mentally sensitive area called the Sand

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Hills and over the Ogallala Aquifer.
There have been draft environmental
impact statements. There have been
supplements, and it has been shown
that it can be done safely. This is the
single-most studied pipeline in the his-
tory of the United States.

I believe it’s in our national security
interest. It’s about the jobs, economy,
and energy security.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GENE GREEN).

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Chair, I thank the gentleman, the
ranking member of Energy and Com-
merce, for yielding me this time.

I rise in strong support of H.R. 1938.
I represent a district at the end of this
proposed pipeline in southeast Texas. I
have five refineries in my district, and
this will give them an alternative for
crude oil to keep those refineries run-
ning.

North American oil sands are a vital
source of energy for the U.S., and with
skyrocketing fuel prices, I believe it’s
imperative for the U.S. to diversify our
energy sources by exploring alter-
natives such as the oil sands in Canada.

As the largest single exporter of oil
to the U.S. and a stable energy partner,
Canada has helped to reduce our de-
pendence on energy supplies from un-
friendly nations, and this partnership
should continue and be encouraged.

The pipeline owner, TransCanada,
has agreed to comply with 57 addi-
tional special conditions developed by
the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration for the Key-
stone XL project.

The supplemental environmental im-
pact statement on the project has gone
so far as to state that the incorpora-
tion of these conditions will result in a
project that has a larger degree of safe-
ty over any other typically constructed
domestic oil pipeline under the current
code or law, and a larger degree of safe-
ty along the entire length of the pipe-
line similar to what we have in high
consequence areas.

Additionally, an independent study
showed that the $7 billion Keystone XL
pipeline is expected to directly create
20,000 high-wage manufacturing and
construction jobs in the U.S. So not
only will this project help our energy
security, but it will help our recovering
economy by creating thousands of jobs.

I am constantly hearing from build-
ing trades in the Houston area about
their support for this pipeline and the
bill. And yet none of this even matters
because the bill very fairly doesn’t say
what the administration’s determina-
tion should be. Instead, it says expedite
the decision. It has been too long once
the environmental review is complete.

I appreciate the Department of
State’s recent announcement that they
are on track to make a final decision
by December 31. Maybe that wouldn’t
have been announced last week if we
hadn’t had this bill moving in the
House. But I do appreciate the effort. I
support the bill and appreciate my col-
leagues’ support.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. OLSON).

Mr. OLSON. I thank the gentleman
for yielding me this time and for his
leadership on this important issue.

Madam Chair, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 1938, the North Amer-
ican-Made Energy Security Act. This
bill is a bona fide jobs bill and will
have a positive economic impact on
our entire country.

The Keystone XL pipeline will
stretch from our neighbor and ally
Canada through Montana, the intersec-
tion of North Dakota and South Da-
kota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, all
of the way down to my home State of
Texas, ultimately transporting nearly
1.3 million barrels of oil per day—1.3
million barrels per day—and creating
hundreds of thousands of jobs on its
journey to the gulf.

The Keystone XL pipeline has the po-
tential to create up to 624,000 jobs over
the next 15 years, including 50,000 in
the Lone Star State, with its economic
impact valued in the billions. Madam
Chair, 170,000 companies alone in Texas
would serve as suppliers. These are real
jobs for real Americans.

This is real energy security for
America. The Department of Energy
has determined that this pipeline could
“‘essentially eliminate’’ our dependence
on Middle Eastern oil sources.

The Obama administration has
dragged its feet for over 2 years, insist-
ing on delaying the project with more
environmental studies and regulatory
hurdles. If we don’t break through this
regulatory wall, China is more than
happy to take our place.

The studies have been done, Madam
Chair. It is time to approve the permit.
H.R. 1938 will ensure that the adminis-
tration does just that.

The Keystone XL pipeline will
strengthen America’s economy and re-
duce our dependence on Middle Eastern
oil.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. OLSON. In conclusion, the Key-
stone XL pipeline will strengthen
America’s economy, reduce our depend-
ence on Middle Eastern oil, and
produce hundreds of thousands of jobs
right here in America. It’s a win/win/
win.

I urge my colleagues to support this
very important energy security bill
that creates, jobs, jobs, jobs right here
in America.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I am
pleased at this time to yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
CONNOLLY).

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam
Chair, this bill is a charade. It purports
to increase oil production in America,
yet it would direct construction of a
pipeline designed to export oil. There is
already one Keystone pipeline from the
tar sands of Alberta into America.
That pipeline terminates in Oklahoma
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and supplies America with oil derived
from tar sands.

If the Republicans wanted to bring a
bill to the floor that would increase do-
mestic access to this oil, then it would
support it. In fact, Mr. MARKEY and I
introduced an amendment to ensure
that o0il from the Keystone pipeline
would benefit American consumers,
and it wasn’t allowed on the floor. The
Republican leadership wouldn’t even
let this amendment come for debate.
They claim this pipeline will deliver oil
to America but have used a backdoor
procedural trick to block debate on it.

The amendment Mr. MARKEY and I
introduced was the only germane
amendment which was blocked by the
Rules Committee. Why? Because it
gives lie to the real intent of this bill:
oil for export, not for domestic con-
sumption. Our amendment met all of
the parliamentary tests necessary to
come to the floor and didn’t increase
spending. All it would have done was
ensure that Keystone pipeline oil
would flow to America rather than
China, Cuba, or some other country.
The fact that the Republicans blocked
this simple amendment shows that the
bill before us today isn’t about energy
security or gas prices but about oil
company profits and exports.

It isn’t surprising that leadership
would put Big Oil profits ahead of con-
sumers. This is the same caucus that is
driving our Nation toward default
while they refuse to close tax loopholes
for oil companies.
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This is the same Republican caucus
that gutted the Clean Air and Clean
Water Act earlier this week with three
dozen policy riders in the Interior and
Environment appropriations act; the
same Republicans that slashed funding
for the Commodities Futures Trading
Commission, our cops on the beat to
stop oil speculation; the same Repub-
licans who opposed using the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve to burst the specu-
lative bubble in prices, that marches in
lockstep with big o0il companies since
they took over the House majority; and
today they’'re attempting to pass legis-
lation that would take gas from Amer-
ica and send it overseas. We’re being
given a false proposition in this legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to op-
pose it.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield
the gentleman 1 additional minute and
ask if he will yield to me.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. WAXMAN. I must say that we’ve
heard comments on the floor and in
committee on this bill that it’s going
to allow us to become less dependent,
maybe not even dependent at all, on
Saudi Arabia; that we’ll be able to be
self-sufficient and have lower prices be-
cause of this pipeline. But the truth of
the matter is that some economists be-
lieve that this oil pipeline will bring
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oil to Texas, and that oil will either be
refined or shipped as crude oil to
China. It doesn’t help us to have any
excess oil if it’s going to be picked up
and shipped to China.

I think that we need to always have
in mind that the United States of
America uses 25 percent of the world’s
oil resources and we have 2 percent of
the source of those resources—the re-
serves—here in the United States. We
are always going to be dependent on
imported oil unless we start moving
away from oil itself.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, how
much time do I have remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kentucky has 4 minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from California has
2% minutes remaining.

Mr. WHITFIELD. At this time I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE), a member of the
Energy and Commerce Committee.

Mr. SCALISE. I thank the gentleman
from Kentucky for yielding.

I rise in support of this jobs bill, the
Keystone bill, that actually opens up
another 700,000 barrels a day coming
into the United States from Canada.
First of all, this oil will be going to
United States refineries in Texas to re-
fine oil for Americans. On top of that,
it will create another 20,000 American
jobs.

If you look at what that means, first
of all, China wants to get that oil from
Canada. So if we don’t agree to this, if
the President, for whatever reason—be-
cause radicals don’t want that oil com-
ing in. They don’t like oil at all. So I
guess they’re going to ride around on
bicycles, and that’s going to get them
where they need to be.

We’ve got to live in reality. We've
got a demand in this country for oil.
It’s either going to come from Middle
Eastern countries, many of whom don’t
like us, or we can bring more of it in
not only from America, where the
United States has more reserves that
they won’t allow us to utilize, but here
Canada is saying 700,000 barrels a day
can come into America, where we can
create those good jobs. What does that
really mean? That means we don’t have
to buy 700,000 barrels a day from Mid-
dle Eastern countries.

Let’s talk about the trade gap. The
biggest part of our trade gap is all the
money that we send to these Middle
BEastern countries and other countries
because we don’t produce enough of our
own in America because of these rad-
ical policies. So you bring that 700,000
barrels a day from Canada, that’s $25
billion a year that we’re not sending to
Middle Eastern countries who don’t
like us.

If you want to talk about a trade gap,
when we trade with Canada, think
about this: When we trade with Can-
ada, 90 cents on the dollar comes back
to the United States of America. Can-
ada is a great ally and a good friend of
ours. It’s a good trading relationship.
We get 90 percent of that money back.
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When we trade with Middle Eastern
countries, buying their oil, which we
do right now, less than half of that
money comes back to the United
States.

So if you want to talk about this
from dollars and cents, from jobs, from
national security, all of that adds up to
passing this bill to build this relation-
ship, build this pipeline with Canada,
who says they want to partner with us.
Now, if we turn them down, they’ll go
to China. But they want this relation-
ship. They want to increase our energy
security and create those jobs.

I urge passage of this bill.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I am
pleased at this time to yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
JOHNSON).

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Let’s con-
nect the dots here. The Koch brothers,
who financed the election of 2010, won.
And they won big time. They own a fa-
cility up in Canada that will be the
place where the tar sands oil will be
converted into a form that can then be
shipped to the gulf coast by this pipe-
line. All that money that they put in,
millions and millions of dollars into
the last election, is coming back as a
return on the investment. And it’s a
big return, ladies and gentlemen.

This pipeline is going to cost $13 bil-
lion. Who’s paying for it? The Koch
brothers? No, not the Koch brothers.
The American people are on the hook
for the $13 billion to build this pipeline
for the Koch brothers and for their co-
horts ExxonMobil, Shell, BP, and all of
the rest of the big boys whose tax cred-
its and tax breaks they are protecting
without hesitation.

So they’re getting it both ways, la-
dies and gentlemen. They’re getting it
on the front end, and they’re getting it
on the back end in terms of not having
to pay any taxes.

I think we need to look at during this
debt ceiling debate what our priorities
are as a Nation and what our values
are. Are we simply there to do the bid-
ding of Big Business and the oil compa-
nies, or are we here to do the business
for the American people?

Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, at
this time I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. GARDNER).

Mr. GARDNER. I thank the chairman
for yielding.

Today, I rise to speak on the impor-
tance of the Keystone XL pipeline,
H.R. 1938. One of my goals here in Con-
gress has been to help advance projects
like this—projects that will help ad-
vance domestic sources of energy. I'm
continuously awed at how much poten-
tial we have here at home—and our
neighbors—and how relatively simple
it would be to advance policies that
would make us more energy inde-
pendent. However, I'm continuously
baffled at how difficult this adminis-
tration has made it to wean ourselves
off Middle East oil and to create more
jobs here at home. In fact, this bill
alone, in committee I learned that it
will create 6,000 new jobs in Colorado
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over the next 4 years—good-paying
construction jobs, for example.

I'm appalled at the regulatory bur-
dens or, almost worse sometimes, the
inaction on the part of our administra-
tion that has led us down the path of
insecurity and dependence on many
countries that have animosity towards
us. Not only do we have the resources
in our own backyard, but we have the
ability to utilize friendly and willing
neighbors like Canada to import oil
into the United States.

H.R. 1938, the Northern American-
Made Energy Act, would direct the
President to simply make a decision on
the Keystone XL permit and hopefully
move us in the direction of energy se-
curity. American jobs, American made.

I urge passage of this bill.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California has 30 seconds remaining.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair and
Members of this House, climate change
is real. We’re experiencing its effects.
According to The Washington Post, al-
most 2,000 high temperature records
have been broken in towns and cities
across America since the start of the
month. Another 4,300 records have been
set for high overnight temperatures. I
don’t think that we should short-cir-
cuit consideration of a pipeline that in-
creases our consumption of tar sands
crude with up to 40 percent higher car-
bon pollution. That is not in our na-
tional interest.

Even the National Farmers Union is
urging opposition to this legislation.
They say: “NFU continues to have seri-
ous concern regarding the Keystone XL
pipeline as currently proposed. We be-
lieve all necessary time should be
taken for public review and analysis of
options for the proposed project. Con-
gress should not fix a hard deadline for
this process to be completed.”

I urge a ‘‘no’”’ vote on this legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, I
would remind everyone that in Amer-
ica today, we’re using about 22 million
barrels of oil a day and that we’re pro-
ducing about 7 million barrels of oil a
day in this country. We need more effi-
ciency—there is no question about
that—to make better gas mileage.

We also have to recognize that we
have the responsibility to bring more
product into the United States. To do
so from Canada would be good for the
American people. It would create, it
has been said, 20,000 construction jobs
at a time when unemployment is at 9.2
percent. We also understand that, if
that pipeline does not come to Amer-
ica, it’s going to go to west Canada,
and then that oil will be going to
China. We have to remain competitive
in the global marketplace if we’re
going to create jobs in America, and
that’s what this pipeline is about.

I would remind everyone that we’re
not short-circuiting any studies. Com-
prehensive studies have been made, and
environmental impact statements have
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been examined, so I would urge every-
one to support this important legisla-
tion.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. I claim time in sup-
port of the bill on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania is recognized for 10 min-
utes.

Mr. SHUSTER. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, I rise in support of
H.R. 1938, the North American-Made
Energy Security Act.

As a member of the Transportation
and Infrastructure Committee and as
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Railroads, Pipelines and Hazardous Ma-
terials, I appreciate the hard work of
my colleague from Nebraska (Mr.
TERRY) and of my colleagues on the
Energy and Commerce Committee to
bring this bill forward, with whom our
committees share jurisdiction.

This important legislation directs
the President to expedite the consider-
ation and approval of the construction
and operation of the Keystone XL oil
pipeline. This important project has
been delayed for far too long, and as
my colleague from Nebraska pointed
out, it is one month away from its 3-
year anniversary from its introduction.
The time has come for the President to
finally move forward and make a deci-
sion. This legislation doesn’t force the
President to make a ‘‘yes” or ‘“‘no’ de-
cision, but it does require the Presi-
dent to issue a final order granting or
denying the Presidential permit for the
Keystone XL pipeline no later than No-
vember 1, 2011.

This $7 billion, 1,700-mile Keystone
XL pipeline would link Canada’s tar
sands region with refineries in the Mid-
west and Texas. The economic impacts
of the Keystone XL pipeline are im-
mense, with estimates of 465,000 U.S.
jobs stemming from the oil sands de-
velopment by the year 2035.

All of my colleagues talk on the
House floor about taking action to
limit our dependence on oil from unsta-
ble areas of the world and from foreign
governments hostile to the TUnited
States’ interests. This is a project that
will move us in that direction. Accom-
plishing that goal will also grow our
economy in our partnering with our
close friend and ally, Canada.

The United States has the largest
network of energy pipelines of any na-
tion in the world, and the pipelines re-
main the energy lifelines that power
nearly all of our daily activities. The
hallmark of America’s pipeline net-
work continues to be that it delivers
extraordinary volumes of product reli-
ably, safely, efficiently, and economi-
cally. Since 1986, the volume of energy
products transported through pipelines
has increased by one-third; yet the
number of reportable incidents has de-
creased by 28 percent. Both govern-
ment and industry have taken numer-
ous steps to improve pipeline safety
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over the last 10 years. Safety advo-
cates, environmentalists and the pipe-
line industry all agree that the Federal
pipeline safety program is working.

Later this summer, the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee
will bring a bill to the floor to reau-
thorize the Federal pipeline safety pro-
gram. We will work with our colleagues
from the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, as we bring our bill to the
floor, to ensure that safety remains our
top priority. That piece of legislation
will ensure that pipelines, like the
Keystone XL pipeline, will continue to
be the safest and most efficient way to
move petroleum products and natural
gas.

I am concerned by what appears to be
a bias by some in this body to non-
traditional sources of energy. To end
our reliance on oil from overseas, we
must develop the resources we have
available in North America. That in-
cludes the o0il sands in Canada and the
Marcellus shale natural gas in my
home State of Pennsylvania. We must
ensure that the development of these
resources is done responsibly and in an
environmentally safe manner, but we
cannot hold them back and show preju-
dice just because they are unconven-
tional. We simply can’t have it both
ways. We can’t grow our economy and
reduce our dependence on foreign oil
without developing the resources that
are available right here in our own
backyard.

So in closing, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 1938, and I look forward to
continuing to work on this important
issue.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, as someone who has
the privilege of representing an ‘“Amer-
ican-made energy’’ producing State, I
understand the economic benefits of
producing energy here at home, and I
believe my record on this subject in
this body is well-documented.

I want to begin, of course, by compli-
menting the gentleman from Nebraska
(Mr. TERRY) for his leadership on this
legislation, as well as Chairman MICA
of my Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, Subcommittee Chair-
man SHUSTER, and Ranking Member
CORRINE BROWN.

I do rise today to express serious con-
cerns regarding the process, or rather
lack thereof, that was taken to bring
this legislation to the House floor for
consideration today.

The Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure has primary juris-
diction over pipeline construction and
safety legislation. Following this long-
standing precedent, on May 23, the
Speaker designated the Committee on
T&I as the committee of primary juris-
diction of the pending legislation. Yet
instead of considering the legislation
under regular order, as the committee
has always done in the past, Chairman
MicA chose to discharge the committee
from consideration of the bill.
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Now, I have served on the Committee
on T&I for 34 years—my entire tenure
in this body. I cannot think of one in-
stance when this committee, acting as
the committee of primary jurisdiction,
has discharged its consideration of
major legislation in this manner—not
one single instance.

The fact is, in the aftermath of sev-
eral devastating pipeline incidents,
there are some legitimate concerns
about the potential safety, environ-
mental and health impacts of trans-
porting heavy crude oil by pipeline. I
would have liked to have explored
those concerns in an open and trans-
parent manner had the committee con-
sidered this legislation. With that said,
I am optimistic that this is an issue
that we can delve into further as we
work with Chairman MICA to craft a
bill that reauthorizes the Nation’s
pipeline safety program. In the in-
terim, I believe we need to move for-
ward with a decision on a Presidential
permit for construction of the Key-
stone XL pipeline. Current plans are
for construction activities to begin in
the first quarter of 2012 and commer-
cial operation to commence in 2013.

The fact is that this pipeline will cre-
ate thousands of new jobs at a time
when unemployment in the construc-
tion sector is double the national aver-
age. Construction was hard-hit by the
recession, with the construction indus-
try having lost nearly 2 million jobs
since December 2007. We need to put
these people back to work.

Unfortunately, last week, the House
Republican leadership piled on the al-
ready devastated construction industry
by shutting down major parts of the
Federal Aviation Administration,
which will jeopardize $2.5 billion in
construction projects, 87,000 American
construction jobs, furlough 3,600 FAA
aviation engineers, safety analysts,
and other career professionals in 35
States, and will cost $200 million per
week in lost revenue.

If the chairman can discharge consid-
eration of this bill and fast track it to
the House floor for a vote, I hope he
will do the same with the legislation
that Representative COSTELLO and I in-
troduced earlier today to end the Re-
publican-led FAA shutdown in order to
get aviation experts and construction
crews back on the clock. While pink
slips already went out to construction
companies from coast to coast yester-
day, Republicans seem to have reversed
gears and now seem to want to support
construction jobs—union jobs, in fact. I
congratulate them on the latter.

In September 2010, TransCanada an-
nounced that it had entered into a
project and labor agreement for a sig-
nificant portion of U.S. construction of
the proposed Keystone XL pipeline.
The agreement, made with five labor
organizations—the Laborers’ Inter-
national Union of North America, the
International Brotherhood of Team-
sters, the United Association of Jour-
neymen and Apprentices of the Plumb-
ing and Pipefitting Industry of the
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United States and Canada, the Inter-
national Union of Operating Engineers,
and the U.S. Pipeline Contractors As-
sociation—will provide TransCanada
with a capable, well-trained and ready
workforce in the U.S. to construct the
pipeline.
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During construction, the project is
expected to create over 13,000 highways
union jobs for American workers. De-
spite the procedural concerns that I've
raised, I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. May I inquire as to
how much time is remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania has 6% minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from West Virginia
has 6 minutes remaining.

Mr. SHUSTER. At this time I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. BROUN).

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I rise in strong support of H.R.
1938. I thank my friend, LEE TERRY
from Nebraska, for taking the lead on
this important issue.

The Keystone XL pipeline is vital to
ensure that the United States is able to
meet its demand for oil. Canada is al-
ready the single largest source of oil
imports for the United States.

This pipeline is expected to bring be-
tween 830,000 to over 1 million more
barrels of Canadian crude to American
refineries each and every day, helping
to reduce our dependency on oil from
unfriendly nations.

At a time when unemployment con-
tinues to hover near 10 percent, this
project is expected to add close to
13,000 new American jobs. Until we are
able to maximize our domestic sources
of oil, we will have to rely upon im-
ports. Canada is one of our strongest
allies and is a stable democracy with a
strong free market economy.

Canada serves as an example of how
we should be exploring and developing
our own domestic resources. Again, I
thank my friend from Nebraska for
working so diligently on this issue. I
urge my colleagues to support H.R.
1938.

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Chair, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Florida, the ranking
member, CORRINE BROWN.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Madam
Chair, let me just thank publicly the
ranking member, Mr. RAHALL, for his
leadership.

I am very upset that for the first
time after 21 extensions, the FAA was
shut down Friday night, jeopardizing
$2.5 billion in construction projects,
87,000 American construction jobs, and
furloughing at least 3,600 FAA aviation
engineers. This is really a sad time for
the Committee on Transportation. We
have always worked together in a bi-
partisan way to make sure that we
move America and keep people work-
ing.

This is America, and I want to say I
fully believe it’s possible to build the
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Keystone pipeline in a way that im-
proves our access to crude oil and put
thousands of people to work while pro-
tecting citizens from hazardous spills.
But we have to hold the industry’s feet
to the fire and make sure that they
take every possible precaution to build
this pipeline.

The Pipeline and Hazardous Material
Safety Administration must ensure full
oversight in every step of the way in
developing this pipeline and must en-
sure that it is completed safely.

I want to ask Chairman MICA and the
ranking member to ensure that the
committee fulfills its oversight role by
regularly reviewing the construction of
the pipeline to ensure that it is capable
of transporting these most damaging
products.

I want to take this time to express
my disappointment that the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee
waived its jurisdiction over the Key-
stone pipeline legislation that was de-
veloped by the Energy and Commerce
Committee. The Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure is the
committee of primary jurisdiction over
pipeline construction and safety legis-
lation and is the primary committee to
refer for the Keystone legislation.

Just last week our subcommittee
held a hearing on the spill in Montana
and is continuing to monitor the
progress on cleaning up this spill and
compensation of those who were
harmed. The legislation we are debat-
ing today should have been strongly
vetted by our committee, and I join
Ranking Member RAHALL in urging the
committee to hold hearings and mark-
ups up on any legislation within our ju-
risdiction.

Our railroad and ©pipeline sub-
committee held at least five hearings
last session concerning pipeline safety
and found significant problems with re-
porting and inspections, as well as an
unhealthy relationship between the
pipeline industry and the agency regu-
lating them.

Moreover, much like the sewer and
water infrastructure in this country,
much of the pipeline infrastructure is
reaching the end of its useful life. And
we are going to need to make signifi-
cant investments improving this access
if we are going to accomplish the goals
of both delivering critical petroleum to
the States and protecting citizens from
the danger of hazardous pipelines and
spills and deadly explosions.

We need to develop new technology
and strategies for improving safety in
highly populated areas now located
above the aging pipelines. With the
high unemployment rate this country
is currently facing, we should be hiring
and training inspectors.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional minute.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. We should be
hiring and training inspectors and put-
ting construction workers to replace
this aging pipeline infrastructure in
the U.S. gas and oil industry.
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Let me rush to say that the Repub-
licans in their deficit reduction plan
are protecting the big o0il companies
that made over a trillion dollars in the
last 10 years: $310 billion by Exxon; $552
billion by Chevron; $207 billion by Shell
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and BP. We are giving them a tax
break of a—they made a trillion dol-
lars, but yet we are trying to take sen-
ior citizens’ retirement and Social Se-
curity.

BIG FIVE OIL COMPANIES’ NOMINAL PROFITS, 2001-2010
(All figures in billions, 2011 $)
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You know, you can fool some of the
people some of the time, but you can’t
fool all of the people all of the time.
And I will submit their profit record
for the RECORD.

2001-2006

2007 2008 2009 2010 2001-2010

BP

80.39

Chevron

71.39

49.07

Conoco Phillips
Exxon Mobil

169.42

Shell

116.93

Total

22.2
19.86
12.53
4312
33.24

21.68
24.45
17.18
46.23

26.9

17.14
10.78

5.03
19.81
12.01

—3.74
19.29
11.51

30.9
18.28

137.67
161.77

95.32
309.48
207.36

4932

130.95 136.44 64.77 76.24 901.6

Note: Figures rounded to the nearest billion.
Sources: EIA and Google Finance.

Mr. SHUSTER. At this time I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BRADY).

Mr. BRADY of Texas. I thank Chair-
man SHUSTER for the time.

I might point out that our energy
companies are making major profits
overseas because that’s where this
White House has chased our jobs and
our energy production.

Today we’re saying ‘“‘yes’” to North
American-made energy. The Keystone
XL pipeline will increase our access to
safe and secure energy supplies from
our neighbors from the north. Not from
the Middle East, not from unstable
parts of the word.

When completed, the pipeline will
build millions of barrels of oil into our
Midwest and gulf coast refineries and
thousands of jobs—good-paying Amer-
ican-made jobs—with them. Unemploy-
ment is high. Prices at the pump are
high. We’ve seen the effects of delay of
American-made energy. And if you
haven’t seen that delay, ask our gulf
coast workers who’ve lost their jobs
and been hurt because of the
“permitorium’” in the Gulf of Mexico.

We have part of the solution before
us today. More North American-made
energy, solutions for safe, affordable
energy from a strong trading partner
and ally, and a solution that supports
good old American jobs.

Mr. RAHALL. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. I yield 4 minutes to
the chairman of the Transportation
and Infrastructure Committee, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA).

Mr. MICA. Madam Chair and my col-
leagues, I rise in strong support of the
proposal by the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY). We should all be
thanking Mr. TERRY for this initiative.

Not only are people in this country
hit by incredible unemployment eco-
nomic challenges and a dysfunctional
Congress, but if they go to the local
service station to fill up with gasoline,
they’re paying record prices.

I woke up this morning and I heard
one of the commentators that was
interviewing an expert, again, on en-
ergy, and he predicted that 1 year from
now we will be paying between $4.50
and $5.50 for a gallon of gasoline.

Now, you just heard the ranking
members criticize me for fast-tracking

this legislation. I guess I beat some
kind of record, never having waived be-
fore. I'm telling you I will waive this
and anything else we need to do to get
this country energy independent and
find a way for the average citizen to be
able to afford energy.

We need a short-term plan, and that’s
bringing energy into the United States
without being held hostage to people
like the regimes in the Middle East or
Venezuela. This pipeline will bring in
1.3 million barrels of oil per day. That
exceeds what comes in from Venezuela.
It exceeds what comes in from Saudi
Arabia.
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How frustrated the people of America
must be. Then, of course, is the attack
on the FAA, the lack of reauthoriza-
tion. How could they attack me? For 4
years they controlled this place with
incredible numbers, huge numbers to
do anything in the House, huge num-
bers to do anything in the Senate—4
years. I authored the last FAA author-
ization in 2003 that expired in 2007, and
they sat on it and never did anything.
They did 17 extensions. They forced us
to do three. And I'm telling you, I've
had it. If they’ve done this before in a
different way, it’s not going to be done
that way anymore.

We sent them, last Wednesday, an ex-
tension, and it was a clean extension.
It had one provision which they passed
unanimously, and they don’t like part
of that one provision that stops fund-
ing of Essential Air Service subsidies,
Federal taxpayer subsidies in excess of
$1,000. So for three airports where their
passengers are being paid a subsidy of
$1,600 to $3,700—at three airports—
they’re closing down the FAA. They’ve
had it since last Wednesday, and
they’ve sat on it.

So I don’t care how we’ve done things
before. We’re going to do things dif-
ferently. I will be in charge of the com-
mittee at least through next year, and
I'm going to find a way to do things.
We’re going to get reasonable energy to
the American people. And a year from
now, mark your calendar.

We didn’t mandate that they build
the pipeline. And I want the pipeline
built with every safety consideration.
Yes, the Obama administration
shouldn’t be asleep at the wheel, like

they were with the gulf oil spill when
they issued the permit and stamped it
in just a few days. They issued more
permits for deepwater drilling in their
short term in office and then closed
down the rest of the access to energy
across the United States, and actually
issued more deepwater permits in their
first few months in office than the en-
tire Bush administration and then were
asleep at the switch when they should
have been inspecting that procedure.

And they should inspect this. This

doesn’t say you must build the pipe-

line. It sets a deadline for a response
from this administration.

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Chair, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s remarks and his
anger. It is, indeed, frustrating. I,
again, invite him to fast-track without
consideration of process, as he has done
on this pipeline bill, in order to free us
from reliance upon foreign sources of
energy. I would hope he would just as
quickly fast-track our clean extension
of the FAA bill we introduced today in
order to fast-track jobs, getting people
back to work here in America. There
are people that are already sitting at
home for the second, going on the third
day without jobs.

As I noted during my previous re-
marks, these are good-paying jobs.
They are union jobs. A project labor
agreement has been entered into that
will ensure the protection of these
union workers and their families.

So I would urge my colleagues to
support the pending legislation at the
same time that I would urge, again, my
chairman to expedite consideration of
a clean FAA reauthorization bill that
has been introduced today by Rep-
resentative COSTELLO and myself.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION
AND INFRASTRUCTURE,

Washington, DC, June 30, 2011.

Hon. JOHN L. MICA,

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, U.S. House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN MICA:I write to express my
serious concerns regarding your decision to
discharge the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure from consideration of
H.R. 1938, the ‘‘North American-Made Energy
Security Act’. I urge you to reconsider your
decision to abandon ‘‘regular order’’.

The Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure is the committee of primary ju-
risdiction over pipeline construction and
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safety legislation. Following these long-
standing precedents, on May 23, 2011, the
Speaker designated the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure as the com-
mittee of primary jurisdiction of H.R. 1938.

Nevertheless, in your June 24, 2011, letter
to Committee on Energy and Commerce
Chairman Fred Upton, you indicated your in-
tent to discharge the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure—the committee
of primary jurisdiction—from consideration
of the bill.

Although jurisdictional letters between
committees are commonplace, I cannot re-
call an instance where the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure, as the
committee of primary jurisdiction, has dis-
charged its consideration of major legisla-
tion in this manner. I urge the Committee to
hold hearings and Subcommittee and Full
Committee markups of the legislation prior
to its Floor consideration.

Thank you for your consideration.

With warm regards, I am

Sincerely,
NICK J. RAHALL II,
Ranking Democratic Member.
LIUNA!,
Washington, DC, July 12, 2011.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the
trade unions representing well over 2-million
members, including the skilled craft workers
who will build the Keystone XL pipeline, we
seek your support for H.R. 1938, the ‘‘North
American-Made Energy Security Act.” H.R.
1938, a bi-partisan effort sponsored by Con-
gressman Terry, would require a timely deci-
sion by the Executive Branch whether to
grant or deny a Presidential Permit for the
construction of the pipeline. Construction of
the Keystone XL, Pipeline will employ tens
of thousands of our members and help secure
the United States’ economic and national se-
curity. The pipeline has been delayed in the
permitting process for nearly three years.
Each week that goes by in the permitting
process of Keystone XL furthers the sense of
uncertainty that private sector companies
face when making massive investments that
depend on regulatory approval. Providing
procedural certainty to the project owner is
simply good public policy.

The Keystone XL pipeline will help the Na-
tion’s energy security by reducing U.S. im-
ports of foreign oil from Venezuela and the
Middle East and replacing it with stable, se-
cure supplies from both the U.S. and Canada.
This project will also help strengthen the
U.S. economy by creating good jobs and will
reduce the American economy’s vulner-
ability to supply shocks like the one in
Libya today that has driven up prices at the
pump for consumers.

This $13-billion construction project is pri-
vately funded, privately financed and will
not involve any government subsidy or ex-
penditure. With sustained unemployment in
the construction sector at double the na-
tional average, our members desperately
need the work that the pipeline will create.
Our unions have entered into a Project
Labor Agreement with TransCanada which
will ensure that a capable, well-trained and
ready workforce is used to build the pipeline.
Estimates are that the construction of the
pipeline will:

Spur more than $20 billion in new spending
for the U.S. economy;

Directly create 20,000 high-wage construc-
tion and manufacturing jobs in 2011-2013
across the U.S. and 118,000 person-years of
employment;

Generate $6.5 billion in new personal in-
come for U.S. workers and their families;

Stimulate more than $585 million in new
state and local taxes in states along the
pipeline route during construction; and
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Deliver $5.2 billion in property taxes dur-
ing the estimated operating life of the pipe-
line.

We believe that the demand for oil and gas
resources will dictate the development of the
Alberta oilsands, regardless of whether or
not the Keystone XL is built. Allowing the
construction of the pipeline will assure that
the product is transported to American mar-
kets in the safest and most efficient way pos-
sible.

Further delay in the permitting process
could have detrimental consequences and
puts at risk the billions of dollars in private
sector investment to be made into America’s
energy infrastructure. The members of our
unions—and indeed the U.S. economy—need
the Keystone XL Pipeline. That is why the
four pipeline craft unions are proud to en-
dorse H.R. 1938. The leadership of you and
your colleagues on this project is greatly ap-
preciated.

Sincerely,

INTERNATIONAL
BROTHERHOOD OF
TEAMSTERS,

LABORERS’ INTERNATIONAL
UNION OF NORTH
AMERICA,

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF
OPERATING ENGINEERS,

UNITED ASSOCIATION OF
JOURNEYMEN AND
APPRENTICES OF THE
PLUMBING AND
PIPEFITTING INDUSTRY OF
THE UNITED STATES AND
CANADA.

Mr. SHUSTER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RAHALL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SHUSTER. Did I hear correctly
that the gentleman is going to support
the underlying legislation?

Mr. RAHALL. Yes. I made that clear
in both of my speeches.

Mr. SHUSTER. I thought so. But I
guess I wasn’t paying attention to the
end. So it is great to hear.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Chair, it’s im-
portant that we pass this on a bipar-
tisan basis because it does mean jobs
for Americans, construction jobs,
somewhere up around 20,000. It means
steel that is going to be made in U.S.
steel plants. So this is a bill that is not
only going to create jobs, but it’s going
to help us break that dependence on
foreign oil.

Again, I tip my hat to Mr. TERRY
from Nebraska for putting forth H.R.
1938, and I urge all of my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
pro-energy, pro-jobs bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Chairman, I
claim time on behalf of the Committee
on Natural Resources.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This legislation takes a crucial step
towards securing our Nation’s energy
security and putting Americans back
to work. In 2010 alone, the United
States imported over 1 trillion barrels
of oil from OPEC countries, many of
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which have unstable or unfriendly gov-
ernments. While my preference would
be that we replace that oil with domes-
tically produced resources from the
Rockies, our Outer Continental Shelf,
and Alaska, we have the next best
thing by having Canada as a stable,
friendly, energy-rich trading partner
sharing our northern border.

As we have seen in so many other as-
pects of our Nation’s energy portfolio,
whether it be offshore production, on-
shore production, or even renewable
energy production on Federal lands,
the Obama administration is once
again slow-walking or even
stonewalling domestic energy security
and job creation with needless delays
and bureaucratic red tape.

This legislation will help ensure a
steady supply of crude oil from one of
our strongest allies. It has the poten-
tial to create 20,000 direct construction
jobs for Americans and spur $20 billion
in new spending in the U.S. economy.
The extension of this pipeline will gen-
erate $5685 million in new State and
local taxes during construction. It will
greatly lessen our dependence on oil
from OPEC.

Opponents of this pipeline seem to
believe that if we don’t use this oil
here, it won’t be produced. That posi-
tion is fundamentally wrong and dis-
plays a foolish and naive disregard for
the flow of international oil produc-
tion.

The reality is, if America won’t take
this oil, China will. Instead of having a
secure pipeline feeding the American
heartland, we will see massive tankers
off the coast of Washington and Oregon
as China fills its ships for export. And
China doesn’t have the environmental
safeguards that we do.

We should pass H.R. 1938.

At this moment, Madam Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to my colleague from
the State of Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON).

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Madam Chairman, today I rise in
support of H.R. 1938, the North Amer-
ican-Made Energy Security Act.

For far too long, the proposed Key-
stone XL pipeline has been caught up
in bureaucratic red tape that unfortu-
nately has become the norm with this
administration. This legislation simply
forces the administration to make a
decision by November 1 of this year,
which will be more than 3 years after
the application was originally sub-
mitted. This bill addresses our Nation’s
dependence on OPEC for oil, but it also
creates American jobs.

The pipeline extension would allow
for an additional 700,000 barrels of oil
per day to be brought to the U.S. mar-
ketplace. This increase in oil, from
America’s largest trading partner,
would begin to make America less be-
holden to unstable OPEC countries for
our oil demands. Furthermore, if this
pipeline isn’t built, the oil will simply
g0 to China instead of coming to Amer-
ica.

This legislation would also pave the
way for the creation of 13,000 direct
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jobs and tens of thousands of indirect
jobs should the project be approved.

I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense legislation.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 1938.

We are here debating whether to ex-
pedite the approval of a pipeline that
will import the dirtiest crude oil on the
planet into the United States of Amer-
ica by melting the oil out of the tar in
Canada, which creates more green-
house gases than any other production
method for crude oil on the planet.
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It also destroys the boreal forest. It
contaminates millions of gallons of
water each day. That is a very high en-
vironmental price to pay for oil from
tar in Canada that may not lower
prices for Americans and may never be
sold to Americans. But we will build
the pipeline for them through our land
to accomplish this goal.

The majority has repeatedly claimed
that expediting the approval of this
pipeline will lower gas prices at the
pump for the American public. But
what factual evidence should we rely

upon in order to substantiate this
claim?
Well, we can’t rely upon Trans-

Canada, the very company that wants
to build the pipeline through our coun-
try, because it has concluded that after
the pipeline is constructed that gas
prices would rise in the Midwest of our
country as a result of the Keystone XL
pipeline.

We are also told that building this
pipeline will enable us to reduce our
dependence on imported oil from coun-
tries who don’t like us very much. In-
stead, we will be able to rely upon de-
pendable Canada, our friends, the Cana-
dians.

But what are the guarantees that
building this pipeline will actually lead
to greater supplies of crude oil for the
American people?

Well, the answer, Madam Chair, is
that there are no guarantees. There is
nothing in this bill, nothing that pre-
vents Keystone XL pipeline oil from
being shipped to the gulf coast, refined
there, from the tar of Alberta Canada,
and then re-exported and sold into the
global oil market to China, to Korea,
right out of our country.

I offered an amendment to the Rules
Committee that would have required
the Department of Energy to ensure
that the approval of this pipeline
would, in fact, guarantee that the ben-
efits of the Keystone oil being trans-
ported through our country stay right
here in our country.

My amendment would have required
that Keystone oil be sold in this coun-
try. That would increase the gasoline
and the diesel supplies at the pump and
would help to ensure lower prices at
the pump. And my amendment would
have benefited domestic businesses
that use refined petroleum products,
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including plastics and chemical compa-
nies, by ensuring a steady supply of pe-
troleum products for their manufac-
turing plants here, made in America.
My amendment was consistent with
longstanding U.S. policy on oil exports.

Well, ladies and gentlemen, the Re-
publicans refused to allow a vote on my
amendment here today. They won’t
even allow our Members to vote on
keeping the oil that is going to be
transported in a pipeline that we’re
going to allow to be built through our
country here.

So, yes, it’s the dirtiest oil in the
world; but at least, if you’re going to
build the pipeline, at least have it be
sold here in America and not sold to
China, not sold to Korea. At least have
that guarantee.

They refused to even have a vote on
it, ladies and gentlemen. That’s what
this is all about. Once again, it’s all
about this ideological belief that the
largest o0il companies know best. We
should not be taxing them. We should
not be putting any burden on the big-
gest oil companies.

Better to push the American econ-
omy to the brink of fiscal collapse than
the Republicans would ever consider al-
lowing to rescind tax breaks for the
biggest o0il companies. They wouldn’t
even begin to think about putting that
on the table. Grandma’s Social Secu-
rity check, absolutely. Building a pipe-
line through our country with the
dirtiest oil in the world to be sold to
Asia, absolutely no problem for the Re-
publicans.

So this bill, despite the over-
whelming factual evidence that build-
ing the pipeline will only result in
dirtier air, more profits for Big Oil,
without benefits for the American con-
sumer, they are going to continue to
push forward.

Vote ‘‘no”
atrocity.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. LAMBORN. I yield 1 minute to
my good colleague and friend from the
State of Texas (Mr. FLORES).

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I rise
today in strong support of H.R. 1938,
the North American-Made Energy Se-
curity Act.

This bipartisan legislation would in-
crease access to more energy supplies
by expediting the Presidential permit
for the Keystone XL pipeline exten-
sion.

We are all aware that every addi-
tional barrel that can be produced
within North America is one fewer bar-
rel that we need from the Middle East.
This pipeline extension will help bring
total capacity up to more than 1.2 mil-
lion barrels per day into our markets.
Also, as we look for opportunities to
address our struggling economic recov-
ery, this project will create an esti-
mated 100,000 American jobs and help
grow our economy.

Canada’s vast oil resources have also
attracted interest from other energy-
hungry nations. If we do not tap this

on this environmental
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valuable resource, the Chinese or other
countries will. The Obama administra-
tion has already delayed the decision
on this project for almost 3 years and
it is time that they act and make a de-
cision.

The choice is clear. By passing this
bill, we will increase our energy secu-
rity with a more stable supply of effi-
cient and affordable energy from our
best international friend and trading
partner, and we will lessen our depend-
ence on Middle Eastern oil.

I urge my colleagues to support this
critical legislation.

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Chairman,
the North American-Made Energy Se-
curity Act is a pivotal first step toward
securing our energy future, lessening
our dependence on oil from OPEC coun-
tries, and putting Americans back to
work.

Canada and the U.S. have the world’s
largest two-way relationship. Rather
than put up roadblocks, we should fos-
ter and build upon that relationship to
utilize each other’s resources.

If we don’t use this oil, Chinese con-
sumers will, and we will continue to
rely on oil from OPEC. We cannot
stand idly by as the Obama administra-
tion continues to delay and put up
roadblocks that prevent the production
of American energy and the creation of
American jobs.

H.R. 1938 will force the administra-
tion to make a decision that has been
unnecessarily delayed for years. The
legislation is good for the American
economy and good for American jobs,
and I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair, | rise in
opposition to H.R. 1938 and object to this ma-
jority’s repeated attempts to circumvent envi-
ronmental law and prioritize special interests
over sound science.

The Keystone XL is a proposed pipeline
project from Alberta, Canada to Port Arthur,
Texas. Since the project crosses national
boundaries, it requires Presidential approval to
proceed. By Executive Order, President
Obama has delegated that authority to the
State Department, which is in the process of
reviewing public comment so that it can final-
ize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
required by the National Environmental Pro-
tection Act (NEPA). Once an EIS has been
completed, the State Department will receive
final input from other relevant federal agen-
cies, as well as the general public, before
making a final determination as to whether the
Keystone XL pipeline is in the national inter-
est. According to the State Department, this
review—which appropriately includes a thor-
ough evaluation of the project’s environmental,
marketplace, national security and community
impacts—should be completed by the end of
the year.

However, rather than allowing that process
to come to a timely and considered conclu-
sion, today’s legislation sets forth its own de-
monstrably inaccurate and woefully incomplete
findings in order to justify the majority’s pre-
ferred outcome—and then directs the Presi-
dent to make a final permitting decision by No-
vember 1, whether the required evaluation is
complete or not.
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In truth, one need look no further than the
errors and omissions throughout this legisla-
tion’s findings to understand why an objective,
complete, scientifically-based review of the
proposed Keystone XL pipeline project is so
necessary.

Accordingly, | urge a “no” vote.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam
Chair, | appreciate the leadership of Con-
gressman LEE TERRY of Nebraska to develop
H.R. 1938, the North American-Made Energy
Security Act.

H.R. 1938 would expedite the Presidential
Permit approval process for the Keystone XL
pipeline extension. This pipeline extension
would allow the delivery of more oil to come
into this country from Canada’s oil sands in
the province of Alberta. | appreciate Canada
as America’s largest trading partner.

There are strategic and economic impacts
of the development and delivery of oil and nat-
ural gas between the U.S. and Canada, and |
am well aware of the economic impacts in
South Carolina, creating thousands of jobs in
the District | represent in Aiken and Lexington
Counties.

Currently, there are over 100 of the large
mine haul trucks operating in the Oil Sands
powered by MTU engines. The engines pro-
duced by MTU in Aiken, South Carolina, sup-
port not only the North American manufactur-
ers of these large mining trucks, but the inter-
national market as well. Interestingly, by next
year, Aiken will be producing MTU’s largest
engine for the haul-truck market, the 20V
4000. The marine variant of this engine pow-
ers the U.S. Coast Guard’s Fast Response
Cutter, and this will also be produced in Aiken.
Hundreds of jobs are created in Aiken County
and neighboring Georgia due to the oil sands
development in Alberta.

Furthermore, the Michelin tire manufacturing
facility in Lexington, South Carolina, produces
earthmover tires and is one of the mining in-
dustry’s largest suppliers. Overall, 7,930 peo-
ple are employed by Michelin in South Caro-
lina with locations in Anderson, Greenville,
and Lexington.

Passage of this legislation is critical to our
economy. The nearly three-year delay of the
Keystone XL pipeline expansion project is
blocking significant economic growth and pre-
venting Americans from fully accessing a safe
and dependable source of oil held by Canada,
a longtime ally and the largest trade partner of
the United States. This expansion would en-
able expanded importation of 830,000 barrels
of oil daily from Canada, instead of importing
it from other unfriendly sources.

A Canadian Energy Research Institute study
found that investing in Canadian oil sands will
produce 340,000 U.S. jobs and create $34 bil-
lion in revenues for the U.S. government. Con-
struction of the pipeline itself would also sup-
port more than 10,000 jobs, and the addition
of the pipeline to the Bakken formation would
enable additional, more cost-effective develop-
ment of that domestic energy source.

For these reasons, | support this legislation
and am hopeful of ultimate support from the
President.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment
in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce printed in the bill
shall be considered as an original bill
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for the purpose of amendment under
the 5-minute rule and shall be consid-
ered read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 1938

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 ‘“North Amer-
ican-Made Energy Security Act’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds and declares the following:

(1) The United States currently imports more
than half of the oil it consumes, often from
countries hostile to United States interests or
with political and economic instability that com-
promises supply security.

(2) While a significant portion of imports are
derived from allies such as Canada and Mexico,
the United States remains vulnerable to sub-
stantial supply disruptions created by geo-
political tumult in major producing nations.

(3) Strong increases in oil consumption in the
developing world outpace growth in conven-
tional oil supplies, bringing tight market condi-
tions and higher oil prices in periods of global
economic expansion or when supplies are
threatened.

(4) The development and delivery of oil and
gas from Canada to the United States is in the
national interest of the United States in order to
secure 0il supplies to fill needs that are pro-
jected to otherwise be filled by increases in other
foreign supplies, notably from the Middle East.

(5) Continued development of North American
energy resources, including Canadian oil, in-
creases domestic refiners’ access to stable and
reliable sources of crude and improves certainty
of fuel supply for the Department of Defense,
the largest consumer of petroleum in the United
States.

(6) Canada and the United States have the
world’s largest two-way trading relationship.
Therefore, for every United States dollar spent
on products from Canada, including oil, 90 cents
is returned to the United States economy. When
the same metrics are applied to trading relation-
ships with some other major sources of United
States crude oil imports, returns are much
lower.

(7) The principal choice for Canadian oil ex-
porters is between moving increasing crude oil
volumes to the United States or Asia, led by
China. Increased Canadian oil exports to China
will result in increased United States crude oil
imports from other foreign sources, especially
the Middle East.

(8) Increased Canadian crude oil imports into
the United States correspondingly reduce the
scale of ‘“‘“wealth transfers’ to other more dis-
tant foreign sources resulting from the greater
cost of importing crude oil from those sources.

(9) Not only are United States companies
magjor investors in Canadian oil sands, but
many United States businesses throughout the
country benefit from supplying goods and serv-
ices required for ongoing Canadian oil sands op-
erations and expansion.

(10) There has been more than 2 years of con-
sideration and a coordinated review by more
than a dozen Federal agencies of the technical
aspects and of the environmental, social, and
economic impacts of the proposed pipeline
project known as the Keystone XL from
Hardisty, Alberta, to Steele City, Nebraska, and
then on to the United States Gulf Coast through
Cushing, Oklahoma.

(11) Keystone XL represents a high capacity
pipeline supply option that could meet early as
well as long-term market demand for crude oil to
United States refineries, and could also poten-
tially bring over 100,000 barrels per day of
United States Bakken crudes to market.
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(12) Completion of the Keystone XL pipeline
would increase total Keystone pipeline capacity
by 700,000 barrels per day to 1,290,000 barrels per
day.

(13) The Keystone XL pipeline would provide
short-term and long-term employment opportu-
nities and related labor income benefits, as well
as government revenues associated with sales
and payroll taxes.

(14) The earliest possible construction of the
Keystone XL pipeline will make the extensive
proven and potential reserves of Canadian oil
available for United States use and increase
United States jobs and will therefore serve the
national interest.

(15) Analysis using the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency models shows that the Keystone XL
pipeline will result in no significant change in
total United States or global greenhouse gas
emissions.

(16) The Keystone XL pipeline would be state-
of-the-art and have a degree of safety higher
than any other typically constructed domestic
oil pipeline system.

(17) Because of the extensive governmental
studies already made with respect to the Key-
stone XL project and the national interest in
early delivery of Canadian oil to United States
markets, a decision with respect to a Presi-
dential Permit for the Keystone XL pipeline
should be promptly issued without further ad-
ministrative delay or impediment.

SEC. 3. EXPEDITED APPROVAL PROCESS.

(a) IN GENERAL—The President, acting
through the Secretary of Energy, shall coordi-
nate with each Federal agency responsible for
coordinating or conmsidering an aspect of the
President’s National Interest Determination and
Presidential Permit decision regarding construc-
tion and operation of the Keystone XL pipeline,
to ensure that all necessary actions with respect
to such decision are taken on an expedited
schedule.

(b) AGENCY COOPERATION WITH SECRETARY OF
ENERGY.—Each Federal agency described in
subsection (a) shall comply with any deadline
established by the Secretary of Energy pursuant
to subsection (a).

(c) FINAL ORDER.—Not later than 30 days
after the issuance of the final environmental im-
pact statement, the President shall issue a final
order granting or denying the Presidential Per-
mit for the Keystone XL pipeline, but in no
event shall such decision be made later than No-
vember 1, 2011.

(d) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.—No action by
the Secretary of Energy pursuant to this section
shall affect any duty or responsibility to comply
with any requirement to conduct environmental
review.

The CHAIR. No amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of
a substitute shall be in order except
those printed in House Report 112-181.
Each such amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. WELCH

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Mr. WELCH. Madam Chair, I offer an
amendment.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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Page 6, after line 24, insert the following
new paragraph:

(18) The proposed Keystone XL pipeline
would run through the Ogallala aquifer, risk-
ing an oil spill into one of the world’s largest
freshwater aquifers that provides 30 percent
of the groundwater used for irrigation in the
United States and drinking water for mil-
lions of Americans. Even a small, undetected
leak from an underground rupture of the
pipeline in the Nebraska Sandhills could pol-
lute almost 5,000,000,000 gallons of ground-
water—enough oil to pose serious health
threats to anyone using the underlying
Ogallala Aquifer for drinking water or agri-
culture.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, this amendment in-
serts an environmental finding that
highlights the very significant environ-
mental and health risks that are pro-
posed that will occur as a result of this
proposed pipeline. This pipeline is
going to carry up to 900,000 barrels of
tar sands oil every day, and it’s going
to carry them a distance of 2,000 miles.
And whatever assurances are given
about the safety of any mechanical and
engineering system, we have too much
regular experience that the best of in-
tentions oftentimes fail.
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So there is risk, and we want that to
be known as part of the findings.

A TUniversity of Nebraska professor
recently released the first independent
assessment of the spills that could
come from the Keystone XL pipeline.
That study found that TransCanada
has in fact greatly understated the
risks of the pipeline. That study estab-
lished that the pipeline could spill over
5 million gallon of tar sands oil into a
major river, making water undrinkable
for hundreds of miles. Also, the Key-
stone real-time leak detection system
doesn’t register spills that are less
than 700,000 gallons per day.

Cynthia Quarterman, the adminis-
trator of the Pipeline and Hazardous
Materials Safety Administration, has
noted that the U.S. pipeline system
was not designed with raw tar sands
crude in mind.

My amendment is very simple: if
we’'re going to rush through—and
that’s what we’re doing—the environ-
mental permitting process for a project
that has questionable benefits to our
Nation, let’s at least recognize the
risks.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. I rise in opposition to
the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-
braska is recognized for up to 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I urge re-
jection of this gutting amendment.
What this would do is basically say you
can’t build any pipelines in this gen-
eral area.
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I would like the gentleman from
Vermont to know that there are many
pipelines already running through this
area, oil pipelines, natural gas pipe-
lines; and also the other part that I
would like to make regarding this
amendment, this almost 2 feet high
stack of materials is the draft environ-
mental study, the supplemental envi-
ronmental study, PHMSA’s report. I
can assure the gentleman that there is
no other pipeline that has been studied
to the point that this one has. It is as
close to the best built pipeline as de-
manded by the agencies that have over-
sight. It has gone through a very thor-
ough, thorough examination.

The owners of this pipeline, Trans-
Canada, have already agreed to not
only increasing the thickness of the
pipeline, itself, but additional pump
stations to be able to detect when
there’s a leak. The pipeline reform bill
will be reported out of committees
later; and they would have to adhere to
all of those rules, including something
that we’re discussing that all leaks
have to be able to be onsite repaired
within 1 hour.

There’s no way to design a perfect
pipeline, but there are ways to make
sure that if there is an issue, there’s a
rapid response, and that has been built
in. Those are additional agreements.
I'm vastly positive that, A, any leaks
that would occur are going to be mini-
mal and not hazardous to the Ogallala
aquifer or to the Sand Hills.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WELCH. How much time do I
have?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Vermont has 3 minutes remaining.

Mr. WELCH. I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN).

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of the Welch-Cohen amend-
ment. Our simple, not a gutting,
amendment—that’s totally wrong—
noncontroversial amendment, states an
important fact that was not mentioned
in the findings section. I'm dis-
appointed that this stilted legislation
fails to mention any of the risks asso-
ciated with the pipeline, such as the
critical fact that Keystone XL, would
run through the world’s largest fresh
water aquifer, the Ogallala, which pro-
vides 30 percent of the groundwater
used for irrigation in the United States
and drinking water for millions of
Americans. This fact is an essential as-
pect of the pipeline that must be con-
sidered by the State Department and
the American public before granting a
determination of national interest.

Our amendment also states the re-
sults of the only independent assess-
ment of the worst-case spills for the
proposed Keystone XL pipeline, a re-
port that indicates that TransCanada
has greatly understated the pipeline’s
risks.

Perhaps the most important compo-
nent of the report is the discovery that
even a small undetected leak from an
underground rupture of the pipeline in
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the Nebraska Sand Hills could pollute
almost 5 billion gallons of ground-
water, enough o0il to pose serious
health threats to anyone using this aq-
uifer for drinking water or agricultural
purposes; and a leak of this magnitude
is certainly possible given that the
Keystone XL'’s real-time leak detection
system does not register spills less
than, get this, 700,000 gallons a day.
They’ll have no knowledge of it.

What is even more disconcerting is
that according to Cynthia Quarterman,
the administrator of the Pipeline and
Hazardous Materials Safety Adminis-
tration, the U.S. pipeline safety regula-
tions were not written to address the
unique risks of piping tar sand, the
worst oil one could imagine. Addition-
ally, Administrator Quarterman noted
that her agency, the government’s
pipeline safety experts, has not been
included in the review of Keystone XL
and has never studied the risks of pip-
ing tar sands.

As we consider building a dangerous
tar sands pipeline through our Nation’s
most important aquifer, it is critical
the decision be based on an accurate
depiction of the pipeline’s risks and not
just rosy, overly optimistic descrip-
tions of its projected benefits. This is
why the Sierra League and the Na-
tional Resource Defense Council are so
interested, as is the American public in
these findings.

I urge support for the Welch-Cohen
amendment.

Mr. WELCH. I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, in clos-
ing, I want to allay the fears here. To
sit there and say that this hasn’t been
studied, we have the environmental im-
pact study; we have the supplemental.
This has been studied. All the agencies
are involved, including PHMSA. I'm
sure they will make their recommenda-
tions based on sound science.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. TERRY. I demand a recorded
vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Vermont will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 6, lines 10 through 13, strike para-
graph (15) (and redesignate the subsequent
paragraphs accordingly).

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RUsH) and a Member opposed each
will control 5 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. RUSH. I yield myself as much
time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, during both the sub-
committee and full committee mark-
ups, I offered my amendment to delete
a finding that I thought was particu-
larly misleading.

Finding No. 15 states: ‘‘Analysis
using the Environmental Protection
Agency models shows that the Key-
stone XL pipeline will result in no sig-
nificant change in total United States
or global greenhouse gas emissions.”’
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My amendment was defeated on a
party-line vote after my colleagues on
the other side insisted that the state-
ment was indeed true. Well, Madam
Chair, I took it upon myself to write a
letter to the EPA asking the agency to
weigh in on the accuracy of this find-
ing, and this was the agency’s reply:

“EPA has conducted no modeling,
nor provided any models, to analyze
the likely effect of the Keystone XL
pipeline on U.S. or global greenhouse
gas emissions. The language in the
above finding is therefore incorrect.”

The official EPA statement went on
to say:

““As detailed in the Supplemental
Draft Environmental Impact State-
ment for the Keystone XL project
issued by the Department of State, the
Department of Energy directed a con-
tractor to conduct modeling on poten-
tial impacts of the project. EPA pro-
vided some data to be used in that ef-
fort, but EPA models were not used
and EPA did not model any projected
emissions effects of the project.”

Madam Chairman, there are some
who believe that the majority does not
care about facts or truth or science or
climate change if these facts and oth-
erwise get in the way of industry mov-
ing forward unfettered. Well, by voting
for my amendment, we have an oppor-
tunity to set the record straight and
prove to the American people that
when a statement is demonstrably
shown to be false, then Members of
Congress from both sides, Democrat or
Republican, will put their partisan dif-
ferences aside and stand on the side of
truth. Know ye the truth and the truth
shall set you free.

So I urge all my colleagues to sup-
port my corrective amendment in order
to correct this misleading statement
contained in the bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-
braska is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TERRY. I would like to join my
friend in standing up for the truth and
accuracy; so what I will do is read the
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Study.

Page 7: “The WORLD and DOE En-
ergy Technologies Perspective model
analyses results show no significant
change in total U.S. refining activity,
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total crude and product import vol-
umes and costs, in global refinery CO;
and total life-cycle greenhouse gas
emissions whether Keystone XL is
built or not.”

It’s the exact verbiage from the ac-
tual Department of Energy using the
EPA’s modeling conclusions. So we’re
just using the Department of Energy
study’s own language that it’s not in-
creasing. So what this amendment does
is takes out the exact language from
an independent study by the Depart-
ment of Energy and supplants it with
an inaccurate statement.

Now, I think where my friend is
going, and the EPA has recently writ-
ten a letter saying, the standard they
would like to see is not heavy crude
versus heavy crude. Because what this
study is saying is this oil is still going
to be refined, whether it’s in Kansas,
Oklahoma, Texas, or Chicago. If it’s
not being refined there, it will be re-
fined in China; therefore, it has the
same impact globally, the same life-
cycle greenhouse gas emissions.

Well, the EPA wrote a letter and
said, Well, we’re changing that stand-
ard. We would like you to just compare
it to Texas sweet crude. And they just
pulled that out of a hat here just a few
months ago. So that’s what he’s say-
ing, but it’s not part of what the study
says. So there is no reason to remove
this.

This is accurate. It’s exactly from
the Department of Energy’s study
based on EPA’s own modeling.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Illi-
nois has 1% minutes remaining, and
the gentleman from Nebraska has 2%
minutes remaining.

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, this is sim-
ply an argument over whether or not
this House will allow demonstrably
false information in this bill to move
forward even though we have docu-
mentation from the very agency in
question stating that the information
is false. This is the letter. This is the
letter. It’s a letter dated June 22, and
it says:

“EPA has conducted no modeling,
nor provided any models, to analyze
the likely effect of the Keystone XL
pipeline on U.S. or global greenhouse
gas emissions. The language in the
above finding is therefore incorrect.”

How clear can it be that the EPA
states beyond a shadow of a doubt that
this particular passage in this bill is
false, is misleading? And if, in fact, we
vote to enact this wrong piece of legis-
lation, not only is it wrongheaded, it’s
wrong in its effort. If we vote to pass
this legislation, then we are perpet-
uating a falsehood.

Madam Chair, this Congress stands
for a greater and higher standard than
to vote for something that we know is
false. We know it’s not accurate. The
other side knows it’s not accurate. But
if industry wants it, if it’s accurate or
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not, industry, according to them, must
have it. And I say industry must not
have it. We should have to stand for
the truth in this Congress, and the
truth is that the EPA did not conduct
any model.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, once
again, in the entire record that’s been
submitted from the Department of En-
ergy to EPA, the studies that have
been done conclude that, in global re-
fineries, CO, and total life-cycle green-
house gas emissions, whether the Key-
stone XL is built or not, there is no ad-
ditional CO,, no significant CO,. That
is the exact language in here. To strike
that would strike the truth that is set
forth in the studies and supplant it
with something that doesn’t exist in
all of the models and studies that have
been provided.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois will be postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. ESHOO

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 6, after line 24, insert the following
new paragraph:

(18) Recent oil pipeline spills, such as the
May 2011 leak of 21,000 gallons of crude from
TransCanada’s existing Keystone pipeline in
North Dakota, have raised serious concerns
about the risks associated with pipelines car-
rying diluted bitumen. At a June 16, 2011,
hearing on pipeline safety held by the Sub-
committee on Energy and Power of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, Cynthia L.
Quarterman, Administrator of the Pipeline
and Hazardous Materials Safety Administra-
tion of the Department of Transportation,
testified that the Pipeline and Hazardous
Materials Safety Administration had not
done a study analyzing the risks associated
with transporting diluted bitumen.

Page 7, line 19, insert ‘‘Notwithstanding
the previous sentence, prior to the issuance
of a final order granting or denying the Pres-
idential Permit for the Keystone XL pipe-
line, the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration shall complete a com-
prehensive review of the properties and char-
acteristics of bitumen and the hazardous lig-
uid pipeline regulations to determine wheth-
er current regulations are sufficient to regu-
late pipelines used for the transportation of
tar sands crude oil.” after ‘‘November 1,
2011.”.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ESHOO) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, pipeline
safety is not a subject that we can af-
ford to take lightly. On September 10,
2010, last year, a natural gas explosion
in San Bruno, California, just north of
my congressional district in Congress-
woman SPEIER’s district, killed eight
people, injured dozens of others, and
destroyed 55 homes. This was from a
natural gas explosion.

Since 1938, Congress has attempted to
promote natural gas pipeline safety,
but the horrific explosions, like the one
in San Bruno, California, continue to
occur every year someplace in our
country. It is a dangerous business
under the best of circumstances.

To move forward with the tar sands
pipeline, which we have little experi-
ence regulating, without a solid under-
standing of the safety issues is an enor-
mous and, I think, dangerous mistake.
We have heard strong, well-informed
concerns that pipelines carrying tar
sands and the chemical bitumen may
pose greater safety risks than even
those pipelines carrying conventional
or synthetic crude.

On June 16 of this year, during an En-
ergy and Power Subcommittee hearing
on pipeline safety, Cynthia
Quarterman, administrator of the Pipe-
line and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration, known as PHMSA, tes-
tified that this agency, specifically
tasked with researching and admin-
istering pipeline safety, has not ana-
lyzed the risks of these new pipelines.
But Ms. Quarterman replied, when
asked, that the agency would be
pleased to make such a review. I think
the American people would be safer if
they did.

My amendment would require
PHMSA to complete a comprehensive
review of the properties and character-
istics of bitumen and the hazardous liq-
uid pipeline regulations before a final
Presidential permit is issued.

I think this study is very, very im-
portant for the safety of all Americans,
and it will determine whether current
regulations are sufficient to regulate
pipelines used for the transportation of
tar sands crude oil. This approach I
think makes sense because it is far less
costly to build pipelines correctly than
to try to fix or replace a line that is al-
ready built.

The explosion that occurred in San
Bruno, California, and the recent oil
spills that have occurred, particularly
the spills from TransCanada’s Key-
stone pipeline, which leaked 21,000 gal-
lons of crude in North Dakota—I want
to repeat that—leaked 21,000 gallons of
crude in North Dakota, is a warning to
all of us that we need to get this right.
So let’s protect lives, money, property,
and take the proper precautions now.

For these reasons, I urge all of my
colleagues to support my amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-
braska is recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, the crux
of this amendment is that the gentle-
lady from California is asking for an-
other study. That seems to be kind of
the new tactic of how to delay or Kkill
a bill; let’s do a study instead of imple-
menting something.

I want to talk about the safety of the
pipeline with the chemical bitumen,
which helps the crude actually flow
through the pipeline better. This chem-
ical isn’t new to the Pipeline Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Agency. In
fact, heavy crude has been sent
through pipelines with this chemical
since the 1920s, including out of Cali-
fornia. So they have the expertise to
deal with this already. They are work-
ing on their assessment of the Key-
stone pipeline to assist the State De-
partment and Department of Energy in
their recommendation, so there is real-
1y no need for this type of a study.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, to re-
spond to my friend and colleague, Mr.
TERRY, with all due respect, I didn’t
come to the floor today with a tactic.
I offered this, I raised this in the com-
mittee. We had a very good discussion
about it there. It’s my understanding
that an EIS is being conducted, but an
EIS on the entire pipeline is very dif-
ferent than what I am raising.

And the head of the agency, of
PHMSA, when she appeared before the
committee, understanding that there
had not been an examination in par-
ticular about the tar sands crude oil
and bitumen, said that her agency
would be pleased to undertake that
study.

So I'm here today, obviously, to offer
this amendment. I think it is based on
good common sense that we examine
this before we go ahead with it. I raised
something that is very real and that is
just a handful of miles from where I
live, even though it is outside my con-
gressional district, where lives were
lost—eight people were killed, dozens
were injured, and 55 homes destroyed.
So this is not a tactic. This is not to
delay. This is to get this right before
the permit is issued. I think the agency
can do this on an expedited basis. I'm
not seeking to delay and blow up any-
thing. I'm here relative to public
health and public safety.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I too have
great confidence in PHMSA to be able
to determine whether or not the chem-
ical creates any issues. Bitumen has
been around for 91 years with heavy
crude, and so I just don’t think there is
a need for additional delays or studies.

Ms. Quarterman has already said she
is undertaking the study, and that will
be included in her recommendation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. ESHOO).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.
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The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California will be post-
poned.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MRS.
CHRISTENSEN

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 4 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 6, after line 24, insert the following
new paragraph:

(18) The Supplemental Draft Environ-
mental Impact Statement estimates that the
Keystone XL pipeline would increase carbon
pollution associated with United States fuel
use by up to 23,000,000 metric tons of carbon
dioxide equivalent per year, which is equiva-
lent to the annual emissions from an extra
4,500,000 passenger vehicles.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair, I
rise to introduce an amendment that
would simply add a provision to H.R.
1938 to recognize that the construction
of the Keystone XL pipeline would in-
crease carbon emissions and make it
harder to address global warming.

Permitting Keystone and allowing
the transport of heavy petroleum prod-
uct from the Canadian tar sands to re-
fineries in the Gulf of Mexico has seri-
ous environmental and economic rami-
fications. Reports indicate that the
production of fuel from tar sands can
yield greenhouse gas emissions nearly
three times as high as those produced
from conventional extraction.

While my colleagues and I last Con-
gress worked to reduce greenhouse
emissions by 2020, Canada has projected
that their emissions will grow 25 per-
cent by 2020, with those from tar sands
being the single largest contributor.
This is not something that we should
be working to expedite.

H.R. 1938 makes a series of findings
related to the Keystone XL, pipeline.
Some of these findings are a matter of
opinion, and some are just flat-out
wrong. All of these findings share one
characteristic—they all support the
pipeline. And inconvenient facts are
not included. In fact, there are a lot of
inconvenient facts about the pipeline
that the American people should know.

Tar sands require far more energy to
extract and process than conventional
crude oil.
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The result is that emissions from
using tar sands fuel are approximately
9 to as high as 37 percent higher than
from our baseline fuel mix. This pipe-
line would almost double our current
use of tar sands fuel. At a time when
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we’re trying to curb carbon emissions
and stop global warming, Keystone
makes us more reliant on one of the
dirtiest sources of fuel currently avail-
able.

In short, tar sands oil threatens our
air, water, land, and economy, and will
increase already dangerously high
greenhouse gas emissions and demand
for natural gas. It has no place in the
clean energy economy.

On page 3-198 of the State Depart-
ment’s Supplemental Draft Environ-
mental Impact Statement, it is esti-
mated that Keystone XL pipeline could
increase carbon pollution associated
with U.S. fuel use by up to 23 million
metric tons of CO, equivalent per year.
This is equivalent to the annual emis-
sions from an extra 4.5 million pas-
senger vehicles.

The SDEIS further indicates that
most of the greenhouse gas emissions
will come from the production of crude
oil, refining of the crude oil, and com-
bustion of the refined products. Trans-
portation of the crude oil to the refin-
ery and transportation of the products
to the market also contribute to green-
house gas emissions. This does not in-
clude the range of secondary carbon
emissions to be considered as well.

In a letter to the State Department,
our very own EPA indicated that the
extra greenhouse gas emissions associ-
ated with this proposed project may
range from 600 million to up to 1.15 bil-
lion tons of CO, over Keystone XL’s
lifecycle.

It’s unfortunate that while the De-
partment of State and EPA have recog-
nized the huge risk that would be in-
curred, the proponents of H.R. 1938 sim-
ply ignore them. While some will tout
that the Keystone XL will enhance en-
ergy security, the other side of this
equation must be considered.

Now is not the time for us to increase
harmful air emissions and further jeop-
ardize the people in our environment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

THE CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-
braska is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TERRY. Two points here: 1
think, number one, the gentlelady’s
amendment really helps define what
the real issue here is. It isn’t with, nec-
essarily, the pipeline or its placement
of the pipeline or a chemical that’s in
it. It’s actually about whether we’re
going to continue to use oil. As we use
more oil, it gets heavier.

As I mentioned earlier with the
amendment by the gentleman from Il-
linois, the EPA is doing this switch
where you don’t compare a heavy crude
or sour to the same, like what’s been
brought in by Venezuela. Now you have
to compare it to a different type of
sweeter crude or easier to refine crude.

The reality here—and that’s the
point that’s made in the study itself,
and the part that the gentlelady reads
from, it is actually noting that we’re
using a heavier crude. So I just want to
point out that that’s kind of an unfair
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comparison. We have got to do heavy
to heavy to determine if there’s going
to be an increase in greenhouse gasses.

There’s no rushing or expediting.
This has been sitting around for 3
years. So it’s really time to get up and
do something.

At this time, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS).

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. This debate is about
U.S. energy security, North American
energy, and jobs.

The original Keystone pipeline cost
$2 billion, a thousand U.S. jobs. The ex-
pansion of the refinery bordering my
district and the chairwoman’s district
is thousands of jobs and an expansion
of the refinery. Keystone XL will allow
us to create thousands of new jobs ex-
panding the pipeline, expanding new re-
fineries, getting down to the refineries
in Texas.

The Canadians are going to build this
pipeline in one or two directions.
They’re either going to go south to
help us become North American reliant
and secure in energy, or they’re going
to build this pipeline west to put it on
tankers and ship it to China.

Now, I would ask my colleagues:
What’s more environmentally safe, se-
cure, and sound—a pipeline or a super-
tanker? What’s better for our coun-
try—have that oil coming to the
United States or that oil going to
China?

I think the answer is clear. We can
become North American energy inde-
pendent. The Keystone XL pipeline is
part of that.

I would ask my colleagues to vote
against the amendment.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair,
my amendment really says nothing
about the placement. This is also a
problem. And while I realize that we
will be using oil for a long time, it’s
time for us to begin to move towards a
clean and greener economy and to slow
down global warming and do what we
can to protect the public health.

My amendment is in direct opposi-
tion to the finding. The finding says
the XL pipeline will result in no sig-
nificant change in total U.S. or global
greenhouse gas emissions, when EPA
and also the supplemental EIS from
the Department of State clearly says:
range from 600 million to 1.15 billion
tons of CO,, assuming the life cycle
that’s projected, and also that the
range could be equivalent to green-
house gas emissions from the combus-
tion of fuels in approximately—this is
from the State Department—>588,000 to
4.5 million passenger vehicles, or the
CO, emissions of combusting fuels used
to provide energy consumed by ap-
proximately 255,000 to 1.9 million
homes.

In addition to that, the social cost
has not been assessed. The social cost
to agricultural productivity, human
health, property damages from flood
risk, ecosystem services due to climate
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change. So even though this has been
under discussion for a long time, there
are a lot of things that have not been
considered.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. TERRY. I still am in opposition
because it doesn’t really accurately re-
flect the statements within the EIS,
the Environmental Impact Studies.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from
the Virgin Islands has 15 seconds re-
maining.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair,
while we’re trying to reduce the emis-
sions, when you look at Canada, pri-
marily because of the tar sands, their
emissions are projected to rise by 25
percent. So I continue to offer my
amendment and ask for the support of
my colleagues.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN).

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. COHEN

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 5 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Mr. COHEN. I have an amendment at
the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 6, lines 14 through 17, amend para-
graph (16) to read as follows:

(16) TransCanada Corporation’s first whol-
ly owned oil pipeline in the United States is
the recently built Keystone I, which spilled
12 times in the United States and 21 times in
Canada in less than one year of operation.
Despite claims that it is ‘‘the safest pipeline
ever built”’, Keystone was recently shut
down by the United States Government be-
cause it was deemed a ‘‘threat to life, prop-
erty, and the environment’’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. COHEN. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

As the State Department and the
U.S. public consider whether the pro-
posed Keystone XL tar stands pipeline
is in the national interest, it is critical
that the most accurate information be
made available. That’s why I have of-
fered an amendment to this legislation
that eliminates a rhetorical, baseless
safely claim and replaces it with a sub-
stantiated factual statement.

TransCanada is engaged in a high-
stakes public relations campaign to
brand the Keystone XL pipeline as safe
and their company as responsible oper-
ators. I'm sure that BP Oil said the
same thing about Deepwater. But that
wasn’t true. Just because they say it
doesn’t make it true. It is one thing for
a foreign oil company to employ mis-
leading rhetoric, but it’s not the place
of the House of Representatives to en-
dorse these mistruths.
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It only requires a brief objective
glance at the safety record to realize
that TransCanada’s meritorious safety
claims do not withstand even the
slightest scrutiny. When selling Key-
stone—that’s not Keystone XL, which
we’re looking at; Keystone, another
pipeline—to the U.S., TransCanada
claimed the pipeline was ‘‘state-of-the-
art,” and even went as far as dubbing it
the ‘‘safest pipeline ever built.” Well,
we’re in trouble.
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After 1 disastrous year of operation,
TransCanada’s rosy claims are not re-
flective of the reality that exists.

In less than 12 months of operation,
the so-called ‘‘safest pipeline ever
built” has spilled 12 times in the
United States—the dirty dozen—and 21
times in Canada. Following that 12th
domestic spill, the Department of
Transportation shut down pipeline op-
erations because Keystone was deemed
“‘a threat to life, property and the envi-
ronment.”

Since Keystone is TransCanada’s
first wholly owned pipeline in the
United States, TransCanada’s safety
record is off to a pretty bad start.
TransCanada’s misleading safety claim
extends far beyond their simple rhet-
oric. Here are three of the most egre-
gious claims for Keystone XL:

Number one: TransCanada claims
that, if and when the Keystone XL
pipeline has a leak, it will shut down
the pipeline almost instantly.

Unfortunately, spills on the Keystone
pipeline have demonstrated that
TransCanada’s theoretical response is
far better than their actual response.
In May, when Keystone spilled 21,000
gallons, it took TransCanada 44 min-
utes to shut down the pipeline after the
spill. It would have taken even longer
had it not been for a landowner who
called in the spill, which shot a six-
story-high gusher of toxic oil into the
air. You’d have thought it was Texas.

Number two: TransCanada suggests
there is little risk of a spill on the Key-
stone XL pipeline.

However, the only independent as-
sessment of the worst case spills for
Keystone XL indicates that Trans-
Canada has greatly understated the se-
verity and frequency of significant
spills, an estimate that is more than
800 percent lower than what would
likely occur.

Over the last few weeks, we have all
witnessed the irreparable damage
caused by the 40,000-gallon Silvertip
pipeline spill in the Yellowstone River.
Now try to imagine how devastating a
6.95 million-, almost a 7 million, gallon
spill of more toxic oil would be on the
Yellowstone River. A spill of this mag-
nitude and devastation is possible if we
approve the Keystone XL.

Number three: TransCanada claims
that Keystone XL would be built of
thicker steel and operate at lower than
allowed pressures.

But major segments of Keystone XL
would be made of thinner steel than
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Exxon Mobil’s failed Silvertip pipeline.
So while Keystone XL would operate at
lower than allowed pressures, it would
still operate at nearly twice the pres-
sure of the Silvertip. Additionally,
Keystone XL would be transporting tar
sands, a substance which is far more
corrosive and volatile than conven-
tional oil.

Even a cursory review of
TransCanada’s safety claims reveals a
web of exaggerations, understatements
and lies that have been carefully woven
together to manufacture an image of
safety and responsibility.

It is critical that the American peo-
ple have an accurate depiction of the
dangers of the proposed Keystone XL
pipeline. Congress must exercise more
scrutiny and not take TransCanada’s
manufactured rhetoric at face value.
We cannot afford to let TransCanada
once again dupe us into permitting an
even more dangerous pipeline, for as
they say, ‘‘Fool me once, shame on
you. Fool me twice, shame on me.”
Somebody from Texas tried to say that
once, but we know the statement.

I urge support for my amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. TERRY. I rise in opposition to
the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. POE of
Texas). The gentleman from Nebraska
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TERRY. There is no doubt that
the facts are that, on the Keystone but
not the Keystone XL, there have been
12 leaks, 12 leaks of as little as 5 gal-
lons to 400 barrels from a recent one.
Those were determined to be caused,
not by the safety of the pipeline but by
valves that were mal-manufactured,
where there was a manufacturing prob-
lem, but within a 12-hour period, they
were up and running again. Those have
all been replaced. That’s the type of re-
sponse that we expect under our pipe-
line laws.

I think the issues here are better
placed in our discussions of pipeline
safety, on which both the Transpor-
tation Committee and Energy and
Commerce Committee will begin work-
ing soon, so I just don’t see the need
for this type of an amendment, or fact-
finding, to be put into this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY OF
CONNECTICUT

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I have
an amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, lines 18 through 23, amend para-
graph (7) to read as follows:

(7) Consultants employed by Canadian tar
sands companies have publicly stated that
without the Keystone XL pipeline, Canada’s
tar sands will be ‘‘landlocked” and unable to
be exported overseas. There are significant
barriers to construction of a pipeline to
ports on the West Coast of Canada. The Key-
stone XL, pipeline, which would service Port
Arthur and the Port of Houston, would allow
tar sands crude to be exported. Permitting
the pipeline would provide an export route to
China where none now exists.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 370, the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
Chairman, my amendment before us
today asks a simple question:

Why should America shoulder new
environmental risks to help power the
economy of China?

Many Members have come to the
floor today to document the consider-
able ecological and public health
threats posed by the development of
the TransCanada Keystone XL pipe-
line. In addition to producing 40 per-
cent more life cycle greenhouse gas
emissions than conventional oil, the
recent Exxon pipeline spill in Mon-
tana’s Yellowstone River serves as a
stark reminder of the very real risks
posed by these kinds of pipeline
projects.

However, in discounting these facts,
the proponents of Keystone XL assert
that, without the new pipeline, Can-
ada’s dirty tar sands oil will be shipped
to China and to other overseas mar-
kets. This simply isn’t true. Without
access to a major new shipping ter-
minal and refining hub on the gulf
coast, Canada’s tar sands will remain
stranded on the North American con-
tinent.

Indeed, Keystone XL is essential to
the economic expansion of Canadian
tar sands because it opens up new trade
routes to the East. Current pipeline in-
frastructure carries tar sands oil to the
Midwest but no further. By 2015, exist-
ing markets will no longer be sufficient
to absorb this increased tar sands pro-
duction. So the Keystone XL pipeline
will provide that new market to China
for this oil.

Indeed, earlier this year, the CEO of
Valero Energy, one of the companies
that has signed up to ship oil through
Keystone X1, said this: that the future
of refining in the United States is in
exports.

So America is increasingly now the
global middleman in world oil exports.
Our oil exports have doubled in the last
5 years. The question is this: Shouldn’t
we have some say in where our oil
goes?

With the construction of this new
pipeline, we are going to be shouldering



H5524

all of the increased environmental
risks that come with its construction
to help meet the growing overseas o0il
demand of our economic competitors.
How does that further the energy inde-
pendence of the United States?

So the amendment we are offering
today with Mr. COHEN and Mr. WELCH
will merely make it clear that a deci-
sion to permit Keystone XL is a deci-
sion to, in part, help promote North
American oil exports to China. Wheth-
er you like that or don’t like that, we
should at least admit that that is one
of the byproducts of our action today.
I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and to face the reality of
the Keystone XL pipeline rather than
just the rhetoric.

At this point, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN).

Mr. COHEN. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Connecticut for yielding
time.

I rise in support of the Murphy-
Cohen-Welch amendment. This amend-
ment sheds light on the oil industry’s
attempt to pressure the U.S. into ap-
proving Keystone XL by threatening to
export tar sands to China if we do not
approve the pipeline.

As Mr. MURPHY has well stated, Can-
ada has already said themselves they
can’t get that oil out of Canada with-
out this pipeline, that they can’t get it
to China unless they build a pipeline.
They want to build a pipeline through
America over one of our most impor-
tant aquifers—threatening our environ-
ment and our drinking water so that
Canada can get some oil to possibly go
to China.
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Canada cannot get it to China with-
out going through the United States,
and it makes no sense. The fact is this
amendment, like the previous amend-
ments, is just simply putting the facts,
the truth, into this particular paper.

There is nothing wrong with these.
Nobody disputes the facts. In fact, the
gentleman agreed on the previous
amendment that there had been a
dozen leaks of the Keystone pipeline.
He mentioned that some of them were
very small. The average one is a thou-
sand barrels.

So if the Keystone pipeline, which
was the safest in the world, was not
safe, what’s wrong with mentioning it
in the findings?

And the same thing here. What they
said about China is just not true. The
only feasible route to export tar sand
to China is the Keystone XL. And
that’s what they’re looking to do, be-
cause it’s not going to affect the
United States’ use of oil, oil as a com-
modity that the Canadians want to
sell, and they’re not going to give it to
us any cheaper than they’re going to
give it to anybody else. They want to
make money, but they’ve got opposi-
tion in their own country as well.

We need to look out for the American
people and not have some situation
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where maybe because Canada is helping
us with oil in the Middle East that
we’re helping them with oil through
our Midwest. America’s Midwest is too
important to sacrifice to some mis-
guided adventure that Canada got into
with us and the Mideast all because of
oil.

So I would support the Murphy-
Cohen-Welch amendment.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I would
like to yield the balance of my time to
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
RUSH).

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I stand in
support of Mr. MURPHY’s amendment,
and this amendment replaces mis-
leading findings about the Keystone
XL pipeline’s critical faster implemen-
tation.

The only problem that I see was the
majority’s argument in that Canada
has really—and I agree with Mr.
COHEN—that Canada has no way to
send oil to China now and no realistic
prospect of ever sending oil to China.
They won’t do anything any time soon.

So I think that this is a common-
sense amendment, and I certainly
stand in support of this amendment.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. I rise in opposition to
this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TERRY. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man.

First of all, the purpose of this pipe-
line is so that American citizens will
have a reliable source of fuel made in
America. That’s the whole point of
this. And there are companies that are
expanding their refineries right now to
be able to accept this crude.

Now, it’s been stated that if we don’t
use it, then this is not going to be used
because it’s landlocked, but nothing
could be further from the truth. It’s
only 800 miles from the point that the
oil sands will be used to the Vancouver
coast where it could be put on and
would be put on tankers to be shipped
to China.

Now, Enbridge is already in the pro-
moting process for a pipeline that will
link the Athabasca fields in northern
Alberta to a terminal in Kitimat, Brit-
ish Colombia. It’s 525,000 barrels per
day. So the statement that it will be
landlocked and never used is just sim-
ply flat wrong. That is not what the
Canadians will do.

To say that it’s going to be sent to
our refineries in Oklahoma, Chicago,
Texas, and Louisiana so it could be
then refined and put on a tanker then
to go south through the Panama Canal
and through just makes no sense be-
cause we have the most stringent regu-
lations in refining and on cleaning, or
a clean process that adds a great deal
more to the cost of refining, so it just
makes no economic sense to do that. It
would be much cheaper just to put a
pipeline to the west coast of Canada,
put it on tankers. It would be much
cheaper to do that.
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At this point I yield 2 minutes to the

gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MURPHY).
Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 1

thank the gentleman from Nebraska.

That line through Canada, less than
800 miles long, to add an additional al-
most 10,000 miles to go through the
Panama Canal to Shanghai doesn’t
make economic sense. And let’s keep in
mind, Canada is our neighbor. They are
our friend, our most consistent and re-
liable ally, and I trust the way they are
going to be working on many things
with us.

But I also trust the workers who will
work on this pipeline, American work-
ers from here in the United States,
well-trained people who have gone
through good training programs as ap-
prentices and journeymen. Construc-
tion of this pipeline will generate
about $20 billion in economic output,
perhaps $13 billion in direct work on
the pipeline itself.

Now, some estimates have said that
for every $1 billion you spend on infra-
structure, it yields about 35,000 jobs.
That’s some jobs that go for manufac-
turing, that’s some jobs that go for the
actual construction, and some jobs
that go for all the supports that help
those workers as well as the places
that they will spend money—steam-
fitters and welders who make $45 to $50
an hour, operating engineers, laborers
who will earn between $23 and $31 an
hour.

And, yes, this is a time we need to do
this, not with more delays and more
problems, but at a time when we need
jobs.

Let’s keep this in mind too: Con-
struction of this pipeline with oil from
Canada is going to make us less de-
pendent on OPEC. Right now we send
$129 billion a year to OPEC. That’s $129
billion in foreign aid which we do not
have to send to those countries there,
$129 billion which we wouldn’t have to
be spending on countries that some-
times turn around and use U.S. dollars
against our soldiers and then we end up
fighting for both sides on the war on
terror.

This is what we need to keep in mind:
This is a jobs bill; this is a bill dealing
with a friend; and this is a bill that
makes a lot of sense, and we shouldn’t
put more delays and restrictions on
this because we have to get off of our
addiction to OPEC oil.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I urge de-
feat of this onerous and job-Killing
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. MUR-
PHY).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
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the gentleman from Connecticut will
be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 7, line 14, strike ‘30 days’ and insert
€120 days’’.

Page 7, lines 18 and 19, strike ‘‘November 1,
2011’ and insert ‘“‘January 1, 2012”°.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 370, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, today’s de-
bate on fast-tracking the Keystone XL
pipeline by 2 months reminds me of a
saying that adequately sums up the
fight before this Congress: Good sense
minus common sense equals nonsense.

With the current crisis our Nation
faces on lifting the debt ceiling and
other priorities for the American peo-
ple, including the economy and jobs, it
is incomprehensible that we are here
debating a bill that is totally and abso-
lutely unnecessary, completely futile,
and is not even worth not one milli-
second of Congress’ time.

Mr. Chairman, as written, this bill
will force the administration to issue
the Presidential permit for the pipeline
within 30 days of the environmental
impact statement and no later than
November 1, 2011, regardless of whether
or not the review process has been
completed.

This arbitrary, willy-nilly time line
would reduce the allocated time that
the Federal agencies will have to deter-
mine the national interest in deciding
this proposal by almost two-thirds of
the time that they need, while also re-
ducing or eliminating the 30-day public
comment period.
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Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I
am offering would allow for 120 days
after the final environmental impact
or no later than January 1, 2012, for the
President to issue a final decision on
the Keystone XL pipeline.

I believe that public input is a vital
and necessary part of the permitting
process, and I also believe that it is im-
portant for the various departments to
weigh in with their national interest
determinations, which this bill would
severely curtail, if not completely
eliminate. In fact, in conversations
that my office has held with the State
Department and the EPA, we were in-
formed that it would be close to impos-
sible for the responsible agencies to
complete their due diligence and reply
by the arbitrary timeline of November
1, as this bill would mandate. Addition-
ally, just yesterday, the State Depart-
ment publicly stated that this bill was
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‘“‘unnecessary’ since the agency al-
ready plans to reach a final decision on
the Keystone XL by the end of the
year, after first holding a series of pub-
lic hearings in the very six States that
would be affected by the enactment of
this bill. Mr. Chairman, whether you
support the Keystone XL pipeline or
not, it is extremely important that all
of the relevant information and con-
sequent impacts be considered so that
an informed decision can be made.

So I urge all my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment, which would
allow for the appropriate time period
for the public and the different agen-
cies to weigh in, while also mandating
that a decision is made within a timely
manner.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I first
want to state that this is an infrastruc-
ture bill. This is a $13 billion project,
$13 billion spent in the United States,
employing United States workers.

On the surface, my friend from Illi-
nois’ amendment seems fairly innoc-
uous, just delaying this decision by 61
days. The point that I would like to
make is that we’ve just had it with the
delays. This isn’t rushing or expe-
diting. This is only weeks away from
the 3-year anniversary of the filing of
the application when, in comparison to
other transcontinental pipelines, the
average is 18 to 24 months. So it’s time
that we act.

The date of November 1 was actually
calculated by the time it would take
the State Department, after they re-
quested another round of town hall
meetings, to have sufficient time to ac-
complish those. So there’s just no rea-
son to bump it back from this date,
from November 1, 61 days to January 1.

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER).

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. I thank
the gentleman from Nebraska for gen-
erously yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I'm also from Illinois.
And I can tell you, in Illinois there is
a very tough economic environment
right now. We’ve got a tough budget.
There is a lot of talk about the budget
right now. We’ve got huge unemploy-
ment. We’ve got people who des-
perately want to go to work. And when
I do town hall meetings, when I'm in
the 11th Congressional District in
towns like Joliet, or when I'm in Ot-
tawa, or Princeton, or some of those
towns, I get this from a lot of people:
Why can’t we just become energy inde-
pendent? Why can’t we just become en-
ergy secure? And I think that’s a great
question.

When people look at Washington,
D.C., and they say, Washington, D.C., is
broken, I think one example of that is
the fact that we can’t get our act to-
gether and do what we need to do to in-

H5525

crease o0il that we’re not pulling in
from the Middle East. I mean, it’s just
very basic. How can we do anything in
this Congress if we can’t even agree
that our partners to the north can
bring their oil here for our consump-
tion so that we can come off of that oil
we’re buying from the Middle East
that, in some way, is always going to
fund the people that we are fighting
overseas and the terrorists that we’re
fighting?

But when we talk about the Keystone
pipeline, let me ask you, what does the
pipeline mean for the United States
and for Illinois? For starters, it means
creating more than 100,000 American
jobs. We’ve been seeing the jobs reports
lately. They’re not good. How would
you like to add 100,000 American jobs?
That’s what we’re offering. It means 1.3
million barrels of oil from our friends
to the north, which means we need less
oil from the Middle East, from Ven-
ezuela, and less oil from other coun-
tries that we can no longer rely on and
are not friendly to the interests of the
United States. What’s bad about that?
It means $5.2 billion in new property
tax revenue for bankrupt States, like
my own, like Illinois.

The North American-Made Energy
Security Act expedites a final decision
on the Keystone XL pipeline, a project
that would allow millions of barrels of
Canadian oil supplies to flow into U.S.
markets and requires the President to
issue a final Presidential permit deci-
sion by November 1, 2001. This bill does
not require the President to accept the
benefits of the Keystone XL pipeline. It
merely requires him to make a long
overdue decision on this pipeline.

The State Department has, at their
discretion, the authority to decide if
the U.S. benefits from this. The fact is
that someone will benefit from the oil
out of Canada. If it’s not the United
States, it will be China. Unless we take
immediate action to expand the Key-
stone pipeline, it will be American
businesses, American consumers, and
those who are unemployed that are
desperately seeking a job in this ter-
rible economy who will suffer the con-
sequences from our inaction.

According to a Department of Energy
report, the pipeline extension will ‘“‘es-
sentially eliminate’” our oil imports
from the Middle East. I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this amendment and
support the final passage.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I really
want my friend from Illinois to know
that I don’t have to travel to Joliet, I1-
linois, or any other part of Illinois; I
don’t even have to come down to his
district in Peoria to see unemploy-
ment, to see the joblessness. I am not
standing here fighting against jobs. I
am fighting for jobs. But I think at the
same time that we fight for jobs, we
have to also fight so that the American
people have input in terms of making
decisions such as this. Mr. Chairman, I
also believe that at the end of the day,
we want to ensure that this pipeline
benefits America and not China.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Illinois will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. HANABUSA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 8 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 7, after line 23, insert the following
new subsection:

“(e) WORST-CASE DISCHARGE SCENARIO CER-
TIFICATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No Presidential Permit
shall be issued approving the construction
and operation of the Keystone XL pipeline
unless the Secretary of Energy, in consulta-
tion with the Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration, certifies that
the applicant—

““(A) has calculated a worst-case oil spill
scenario for the proposed pipeline; and

‘‘(B) has demonstrated to the satisfaction
of the Secretary and the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration that
the applicant possesses the capability and
technology to respond immediately and ef-
fectively to such worst-case oil spill sce-
nario.

*“(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Energy, in
consultation with the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration,
may waive the requirement under paragraph
(1) if the applicant has already completed a
worst-case discharge scenario analysis and
established that it possesses the capability
and technology to respond immediately and
effectively to such worst-case oil spill sce-
nario.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 370, the gentlewoman
from Hawaii (Ms. HANABUSA) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Hawaii.

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Chairman, this amendment re-
quires that prior to the Presidential
permit approving the construction and
operation of the Keystone XL pipeline,
that it will not issue until such time as
the Secretary of Energy, in consulta-
tion with the PHMSA, certify that the
applicant has calculated a worst-case
oil spill scenario for the proposed pipe-
line and has demonstrated to the satis-
faction of the Secretary and the
PHMSA that the applicant possesses
the capability and technology to re-
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spond immediately and effectively to
the worst-case scenario.

Mr. Chairman, the reason this
amendment is so necessary is because
we are talking about a 2,000-mile pipe-
line from Alberta to the gulf coast. Ac-
tually, according to the bill itself, it
will increase the production; and the
pipeline will carry 700,000 to 1.290 mil-
lion barrels of oil in a day.

This pipeline will go over important
aquifers; and what we need to recognize
is that the people of this great country,
after experiencing the BP o0il spill, ex-
pect us to address and recognize that
that type of catastrophe may occur.
And what this amendment does is it
gives the people that assurance.

I would also like to say, Mr. Chair-
man, that part of this amendment also
gives the Secretary the opportunity to
waive the requirement. If the Sec-
retary and the PHMSA believe that the
applicant has, in fact, completed a
worst-case discharge scenario, then
they can say that this provision is no
longer necessary.

So, Mr. Chairman, this is really for
the people. It gives the people peace of
mind that, in fact, we have addressed
the situation, especially when we’re
going over aquifer and many people’s
lands, 2,000 miles.

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

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TERRY. I appreciate the
thoughts of the gentlelady from Ha-
waii. Coming from Nebraska, where it’s
the Sand Hills and the sensitive area
and the Ogallala aquifer, I want to
make sure that the people in my State
have the peace of mind and the con-
fidence that the worst-case scenarios
have already been modeled out and
written into their plans. In fact, that’s
the whole premise of PHMSA. And so
the analysis of a worst-case scenario
spill is already part of the application.
It’s part of the environmental impact
statement and the supplemental envi-
ronmental impact statement.

Furthermore, it’s demonstrated its
response plan in the event of the worst-
case discharge, that the pumps will be
stopped in 9 minutes and the valves
will shut in 3 minutes. So the worst-
case scenarios are actually part of the
record so that the entities that have to
make the recommendation to the
President already have that determina-
tion. Then they’ll use those facts and
figures and models to determine what
to recommend to the President. Then
the President can make that rec-
ommendation.

So I believe that this amendment is
really superfluous and unnecessary.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Chairman, I un-
derstand what the proponent of this
measure is stating. However, let us
also recognize that this bill, in its own
requirement, says that not later than
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30 days after the issuance of the final
environmental impact statement, the
President shall issue an order either
granting or denying the Presidential
permit.

We’re not here to slow this up. We're
actually here to assist them if this is
really what they want to do. The rea-
son why is this: if you’re very familiar
with the environmental impact state-
ment process, and we are in the com-
ment period right now, but you know
that after the comment period is done,
that what will then happen is that you
will then be able to file challenges to
the EIS itself.

What this does is it then creates the
opportunity to say, in a challenge, to
an EIS, the sufficiency of which, if it’s
challenged on the fact that it did not
properly address the worst-case sce-
nario, that there is a process in the law
itself which will permit them to say,
hey, we can look at the worst-case sce-
nario. And I believe that any kind of
construction project such as this, it
would be the worst-case scenario argu-
ment that would bring it to a complete
halt.

So, given that, Mr. Chairman, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on this
amendment because it really will give
the people the peace of mind; and if
this is a project worthy of going for-
ward, that it does assist in that proc-
ess.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I want to
give a degree of confidence that this
scenario’s already been set forth. This
is the environmental study, pages 3-99:
maximum spill volumes. It’s already
been modeled out. It’s already been de-
termined.

And just to provide further con-
fidence, even the EPA, that wrote a
letter a few months ago, did not say
anything about the maximum spills
and whether the responses were appro-
priate or not. Most of theirs was on
greenhouse gases. So this issue is pret-
ty well settled. The facts are there for
those who will make the recommenda-
tions. I request defeat of this amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Hawaii (Ms.
HANABUSA).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Hawaii will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. JOHNSON OF
GEORGIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 9 printed in
House Report 112-181.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 7, after line 23, insert the following
new subsection:

(e) REQUIRED STUDY.—Notwithstanding
subsections (a) and (e), final approval of con-
struction and operation of the Keystone XL
pipeline shall not occur until the President
has determined that the appropriate Federal
agency has completed a study of the health
impacts of increased air pollution in commu-
nities near refineries that will process up to
830,000 barrels per day of tar sands crude
transported through the Keystone XL pipe-
line, including an assessment of the cumu-
lative air pollution impacts on these commu-
nities, many of which already experience
unhealthy levels of air pollution.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 370, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Thank
you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing me to
speak today on H.R. 1938, the North
American-Made Energy Security Act of
2011, and on my amendment to this leg-
islation.

I oppose H.R. 1938, which would accel-
erate the approval of the Keystone
Koch Brothers XL pipeline. No one
knows how much air pollution this
pipeline will cause, or how the pollu-
tion will impact the public health.

My amendment, which has been en-
dorsed by the National Resources De-
fense Council and the Sierra Club, is
common sense. I'm simply requesting a
thorough analysis of the potential
health risks that should be completed
before any decision is made to begin
construction.

Even though the State Department
has submitted two environmental im-
pact statements on the Keystone Koch
Brothers XL pipeline, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency has found
that neither statement included a sat-
isfactory evaluation of the increased
air pollution that would come as a re-
sult of this pipeline’s operation.

Communities surrounding the oil re-
fineries that would be along the trans-
portation route for these raw tar sands
crude are already exposed to dirty air.
Approval of the Koch Brothers Key-
stone XL pipeline will only make it
worse.

The raw tar sands crude is more toxic
and acidic than other types of crude.
Raw tar sands crude produces signifi-
cantly more harmful pollutants and
greenhouse gas emissions than conven-
tional crude oil due to the complex re-
fining process it must go through be-
fore it reaches gas pumps in China.

As this type of crude has only been
exported to the United States from
Canada for a relatively short period of
time, there has not been a thorough
study on how its transport would effect
air pollution in our Nation. It’s trou-
bling that the construction of the Key-
stone Koch Brothers XIL. pipeline,
which could transport 900,000 barrels of
this crude oil daily, should take place
before such a study is ever done.
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We have a responsibility to the
American people to properly assess
what risks the construction of this
pipeline may pose to our health. It
would be irresponsible for us to sweep
these concerns under the rug, just to
rush this project to the finish line.
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Valid questions have been raised
about the health risks associated with
the increased air pollution this pipe-
line will produce, and these questions
deserve legitimate answers. For this
reason, I am requesting that a study be
conducted to measure the health im-
pacts of raw tar sands crude pollution
in communities surrounding the refin-
eries where the Keystone-Koch XL
pipeline would operate. If you share my
commitment to safeguarding Ameri-
cans’ health, I ask that you approve
my amendment and allow for such a
study to be done before we make any
decision on the pipeline’s construction.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TERRY. Thank you.

Let me assure the gentleman from
Georgia that part of the environmental
impact study based on the EPA mod-
eling inherently includes the impact of
health around the communities. So I
am confident that the Department of
Energy and the Department of State
will have the necessary health impact
data to make the proper recommenda-
tion to the President, and the Presi-
dent will then be able to rely on those
or review the data himself before
issuing it. But to require an additional
study on top of the ones that have al-
ready been done appears to me to just
simply be an act of trying to slow the
process down.

Let me remind the Chairman that we
are on the third-year anniversary of
this particular application, whereas or-
dinarily these types of transborder
pipeline applications are resolved with-
in 18 to 24 months. The owner, Trans-
Canada—TransCanada is a Canadian
company—they’ve agreed to all of the
recommendations that have come forth
from all of the draft environmental im-
pact studies and supplemental, so I
really do not want additional studies
layered on additional studies layered
on additional studies to slow this
down.

This is a $13 billion construction
project, not funded by the government,
that will employ at least 20,000 union
contractors and 100,000 to 200,000 em-
ployees to help build the refineries and
to work the refineries in the United
States. This is the jobs bill. This is get-
ting people back to work. This is an in-
frastructure bill. Let’s get this decision
done. The data’s available. It can be
done by November 1. I urge the defeat
of this amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

The gentleman from Nebraska is in-
correct in terms of the Environmental
Protection Agency having conducted a
study of the increased air pollution
that would come as a result of this
pipeline’s operation.

The State Department has submitted
two environmental impact statements
on the Keystone XL/Koch brothers
pipeline, but the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency has found that neither
statement included a satisfactory eval-
uation of the increased air pollution
that would come as a result of this
pipeline’s operation. So I wanted to
correct the record on that.

Last but not least, I want this body
to know that it is the health of Ameri-
cans that is most important here as op-
posed to making money for an oil com-
pany.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time.

I hold up the United States Depart-
ment of State report here. A cooper-
ating agency in the development of the
report is the U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, EPA. The actual study
was done by the Department of Energy
using the EPA standards and modeling,
so I think that may be where the con-
fusion is entering here. I didn’t state
that the EPA did the study. I've always
said that the Department of Energy,
using EPA’s modeling and standards,
did it, but the EPA was a partner in
this and had made their recommenda-
tions on it. Again, what we’re request-
ing is a redundant study being done,
and I urge the defeat of this amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Members are ad-
vised not to traffic the well while an-
other is under recognition.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. JOHNSON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON

LEE OF TEXAS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 10 printed
in House Report 112-181.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 7, after line 23, insert the following
new subsection:

(e) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the United States must de-
crease its dependence on oil from countries
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which are hostile to the interests of the
United States. Canada has long been a strong
trading partner, and increased access to
their energy resources will create jobs in the
United States.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 370, the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Thank
you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I am glad I'm able to rise and speak
about legislation that involves one of
our closest allies, Canada, and because
this is a relationship with Canada, and
because it is an international issue, I'm
assured that in the process, we will
have significant oversight that in-
cludes the Environmental Protection
Agency, the Secretaries of Defense,
Commerce, Transportation, Energy,
Homeland Security, and the Attorney
General who will have to comment on
this application before the conclusion
and the final decision. That is good
news.

I also think it’s important, as we dis-
cuss what the potential of this rela-
tionship is and the opportunity for oil
coming from a friendly neighbor, to be
reminded that many of us have said
over and over again that we must cease
to rely upon foreign oil.

In fact, in a Senate hearing when
Egypt was beginning to, in essence, ex-
plode, Members said, watch Egypt, and
we must lessen our dependence on for-
eign oil. Obviously Egypt is not one of
our major sources of energy, but they
were beginning to see the ripple effect
in the Mideast of what has been called
the Arab Spring. For many of us, we
realize that it is a long, long winter as
our friends in the Mideast seek peace.
So this is an important statement
about our commitment to creating
jobs, but also it is an important state-
ment on relieving or ceasing the de-
pendence of the United States on for-
eign oil.

Let me just take one State’s econ-
omy and realize what would happen
with this particular effort. There would
be a $2.3 billion investment in the
Texas economy, creating more than
50,000 jobs in the Houston area, pro-
viding $48 million in State and local
taxes, increase the gross State product
by $1.9 billion.

But I don’t choose to be selfish in my
amendment, and my amendment is a
sense of Congress that says that it is
the sense of Congress that the United
States must decrease its dependence on
oil from countries that are hostile to
the interests of the United States and
that Canada has been a strong trading
partner, and increasing access to their
energy resources will help create jobs
in the United States. If I were to add to
that, I would say continue the strong
relationship between the United States
and Canada.

In addition, I think it is important to
note that the President of the United
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States has indicated that we should de-
crease our reliance on foreign oil.
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In this instance, I believe that we are
making an effort toward that. Do I be-
lieve that we should, in essence, cross
our environmental Ts? Absolutely. So I
would ask my colleagues to support my
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TERRY. I would like to inform
the Chair and the gentlelady from
Texas that we think that her amend-
ment reflects the thoughts of the
American people, and we agree with it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. May 1
inquire as to the time I have remain-
ing.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Texas has 2 minutes remaining.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank
the gentleman very much for his agree-
ment.

Let me give a famous quote: ‘“Can we
all get along?” I mentioned the dif-
ferent agencies that will have over-
sight. I have listened to a number of
concerns about safety, security, and
health. I frankly believe we can do it
all. We can increase jobs here up to
300,000 and we can pay attention to the
issues of environmental safety and se-
curity.

I think it will be important for
TransCanada to be able to address the
question of spills, important for there
to be discussions about protecting
against toxic chemicals, important to
disarm farmers—when I say disarm
them, about fears about the pipeline in
their area.

I've worked on pipelines. I know
there is a lot of work that goes into
construction, a lot of overall State
laws that regulate the building. And so
putting forward more safety procedures
and standards, being concerned about
the public health, and making sure
that we address the concerns of all
Americans is an important step.

But I think we have a bottom line
here: the importance of lessening our
dependence on foreign oil, and as well
to be able to ensure that jobs are cre-
ated here in America. That’s what we
are sent to Congress to do: to create
these jobs, to stand alongside our
neighbors and make sure they have a
safe environment while they work, and
produce an economy that is known
only to America, the greatest economy
in the world.

I ask my colleagues to support this
amendment.

| thank the Chair for this opportunity to ex-
plain my amendment #6 to H.R. 1938 “North
American Made Energy Security Act,” ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that it is im-
perative that we decrease our dependency on
oil from nations hostile to our national interest.
Canada has long been a strong trading part-
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ner, and increased access to their energy re-
sources will create jobs in the United States.

| represent the 18th Congressional District
in Houston, TX, our Nation’s energy capital. |
understand the vital role that the oil and gas
industry plays in our economy and will con-
tinue to play in the future. Our nation needs a
concrete and viable strategy for gaining inde-
pendence from foreign oil and gas sources.
These strategies need balance on the one
hand this pipeline will create jobs and on the
other we must weigh the costs associated.
Upon careful and deliberate considerations of
our energy needs, our need for jobs, and our
need to protect our national security will result
in finding a comprehensive energy strategy
that works.

Houston is the fourth most populous city in
the United States, and is home to nearly 3,500
energy companies and related firms. There is
no denying the importance the energy industry
has in creating jobs in Houston and across our
Nation. | understand the need to put the hard-
working people of the Gulf region back to
work, and | believe it can be done in com-
promise with The Department of Interior. We
have all heard the famous phrase “can’t we all
just get along.” | believe that we can get
along.

| have consistently brought attention to our
dependence on oil coming from nations in the
Middle East who are in turmoil and have shift-
ing views of the United States. | offer this
amendment to call attention to the national se-
curity implications of our continued depend-
ency on foreign oil imports. | also, offer this
amendment to draw attention to the need to
create jobs here in the United States.

The United States imports 49% of all the oil
we use. In 2010, 16% of oil imports came
from OPEC countries in Africa and South
America, with another 9% coming from OPEC
nations in the Persian Gulf. Relying on oil im-
ports from hostile regions greatly weakens our
energy security.

A variety of events have caused increases
in the price of oil over the last decade. In
2003, strikes shut down oil production in Ven-
ezuela, increasing oil prices of other OPEC
nations. A 2004 terrorist attack in Saudi Arabia
caused a sudden increase in oil prices, as did
militant attacks in Nigeria in 2003, 2007 and
2008.

With the current political unrest brought by
the Arab Spring, our oil supply is constantly
threatened by hostile nations, and cir-
cumstances beyond our control. Qil is an inte-
gral part of the U.S. economy. 40% of the na-
tion’s total energy requirements are met by oil,
including 94% of the energy used in transpor-
tation, and 41% of the energy used by the in-
dustrial sector.

Increases in the price of oil affect average
American consumers as well as industry. Last
week, the average price of gas in Houston
ranged from $3.57 to $3.85, according to the
U.S. Energy Information Administration’s
weekly retail gasoline index.

Increasing the amount of oil imported from
Canada is beneficial to both our energy secu-
rity and economy. Canada provides a far more
stable source of oil than many of the OPEC
countries, and importing Canadian oil often
yields investment in U.S. infrastructure.

Additionally, Canada has been a longtime
ally of the United States, and an important
trading partner. In fact, the U.S. and Canada
represent the world’s largest two-way trading



July 26, 2011

relationship, and for every U.S. dollar spent on
Canadian products, including oil, 90 cents is
returned to the U.S. economy.

In addition to providing a stable and reliable
energy source, the Keystone pipeline XL,
which we are considering in H.R. 1938, will
generate $20 billion of private sector invest-
ment in the U.S. economy, as well as $585
million in new taxes for states and commu-
nities along the pipeline route.

The American oil and gas industry are inex-
tricably linked to our economy, and we must
take steps to ensure that the U.S. remains
competitive in the energy sector. According to
an independent review of the Keystone XL
Pipeline Project and its potential economic im-
pact, during the construction period the pipe-
line will stimulate $20 billion in new spending
for the U.S. economy, spur the creation of
118,000 jobs and generate more than $585
million in state and local taxes for the states
along the pipeline route. When Keystone XL is
operational, the states along the pipeline route
are expected to receive an additional $5.2 bil-
lion in property taxes during the operating life
of the pipeline, according to the analysis.

However, there are some aspects of the
legislation that require further review. | am
particularly concerned about the implications
of Congress legislating to force a decision of
executive authority, as well as the environ-
mental risks that may be associated with the
pipeline.

As a Representative of Houston, the na-
tion’s energy capital, | certainly understand the
importance of the energy industry with regard
to our economy. The energy sector creates
jobs, and increased energy production is good
for the economy, but | do have reservations
about the precedent set by this legislation. Or-
dinarily, we do not require a permit for con-
structing oil pipelines. However, any pipeline
that connects the United States and another
country is subject to executive permission,
conveyed through a Presidential permit. His-
torically, any pipeline crossing international
borders has required executive permission by
way of a Presidential permit. Executive Order
13337 designates the Secretary of State as
able to receive applications for Presidential
permits. TransCanada submitted its permit ap-
plications to the Department of State in Sep-
tember of 2008. Environmental impact review
has been underway since January of 2009,
and has included public comment periods with
extensions for additional input from impacted
communities. The State Department is af-
forded primary jurisdiction over the proposal
for the pipeline and expects to make a deci-
sion by the end of the year. Forcing the State
Department and President Obama to render a
decision before completing a thorough review
is in no one’s interest. Currently several agen-
cies have worked together to determine the
feasibility of this pipeline.

The Final Environmental Impact Statement
is expected to be released by the EPA in Au-
gust, at which time, the Secretaries of De-
fense, Commerce, Transportation, Energy,
and Homeland Security, along with the Attor-
ney General, and EPA Administrator will be
asked for their views.

It is imperative that we achieve energy inde-
pendence; we cannot continue to rely on for-
eign sources of oil from regions of the world
which are unstable, and in some cases, op-
posed to our interests. Accordingly, there is no
issue more integral to our economic and na-
tional security than energy independence.
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We must encourage the development of in-
novative new technologies that create jobs; we
must focus on reducing carbon emissions,
protecting consumers, and increasing produc-
tion of clean and renewable energy sources to
truly modernize our infrastructure.

Yet, oil and gas companies provide jobs and
serve a valuable need, and must be instru-
mental in devising a pragmatic strategy for
achieving energy independence. We need
new solutions, but they must strike a balance
that will support continued growth in the oil
and gas industry.

However, we must also carefully examine
any project that impacts the environment to
prevent lasting harmful effects to the nation
and the planet. Before a decision is rendered
on the current Keystone pipeline XL project, it
is essential the proposal be thoroughly re-
viewed, and all environmental impact be eval-
uated.

We can work together to find a solution to
our energy concerns upon which we can all
agree. We can take the time to educate farm-
ers who have valid concerns. We can brief en-
vironmental groups and seek their input from
the planning stages to the implementation of
the Process. We must not forget that the Ca-
nadian people also have an interest in pro-
tecting their environment. Certain parts of
Canada are known for their pristine land-
scapes and nature conservatories. We must
be prepared to advance and listen to the envi-
ronmental concerns raised in the United
States and Canada. We must protect both our
citizens and the citizens of Canada.

The pipeline considered in this legislation
transports tar sands oil, a high polluting fuel
that produces high rates of carbon emissions.
We must consider the potential for leaks and
explosions that will release harmful toxins into
the environment.

| am confident that both parties can find
ways to work with the energy industry, the Ad-
ministration, and other stakeholders to forge a
compromise that will protect the environment
without an adverse impact on the industry or
consumers.

Rome was not built in a day; however, it
was built on the backs of hard workers. At a
time when our citizens seeking employment,
many are struggling to live from one check to
the next, it is imperative to review opportuni-
ties presented to us that will create a signifi-
cant amount of jobs. We must utilize the tech-
nology and the resources we have at hand to
advance our understanding of how to effec-
tively process and use energy. We must ac-
knowledge that we need energy. Our need for
energy requires a comprehensive energy plan
that will create jobs and decrease our depend-
ence on countries that are hostile to our inter-
ests and indeed to our national security.

The oil resources currently available in Al-
berta, Canada are second to those available
in Saudi Arabia. No one can argue that
against the preference of getting oil from a
stable country rather than from countries that
are constantly in turmoil.

Canada has been our longest and strongest
trading partner. Our countries share a com-
mon boarder and a common language. The
sky will not fall if we build a pipeline. There is
no doubt that we have all learned from the
damage that can result by accidents caused
by poor oversight.

| have thought about both the pros and the
cons. | have carefully studied this issue. | be-
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lieve that we must use the technology of today
to advance the technology of the future. A lot
has been made today of the recent pipeline
explosion—has anyone asked why it oc-
curred? How to prevent it from happening
again?

Today, we are faced with looking at ways to
decrease our dependence on oil from nations
that are hostile to our interests. | support firmly
advancing, if not this pipeline, then access to
the oil resources in Canada. We must look at
the thousands of jobs that can be created.
There is .3 billion in revenue that can be gen-
erated. In the greater Houston area which has
suffered so much job loss this will add thou-
sands of jobs.

The arguments made have been balanced
ones; however, when placed in context, when
balanced against the need for working parents
to have jobs that will feed their children during
a time of economic crisis, then we must con-
sider all options. | have long been and will
continue to be a champion of the environment.
Groups who have championed the environ-
ment are the very watchdogs we need to en-
sure its safety. At this time, our relationship
with Canada merits careful and deliberative
consideration.

We must consider all of the aspects of this
legislation, and | offer this amendment to ex-
press the Sense of Congress that, despite
how we will individually vote on H.R. 1938, we
are committed to reducing our dependency on
foreign oil from hostile regions, or those that
oppose the interests of the United States.

| urge my colleagues to support my amend-
ment and make very clear to the American
people that we are dedicated to finding stable
energy sources, reducing fuel costs, and cre-
ating jobs.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. KUCINICH

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 11 printed
in House Report 112-181.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 7, after line 23, insert the following
new subsection:

(e) MANIPULATION OF OIL MARKETS.—The
President shall not issue a final order grant-
ing or denying the Presidential Permit for
the Keystone XL pipeline until the Secretary
of Energy, in consultation with the Federal
Trade Commission, has certified that per-
mitting the pipeline would not lead to ma-
nipulation of the United States oil market
that would be detrimental to United States
consumers.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 370, the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, Amer-
icans are turning to the Federal Gov-
ernment for relief from high gas prices.
However, approval of the Keystone XL
pipeline will lead to exactly the oppo-
site result; it will actually raise gas
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prices—principally in the Midwest. In
fact, some of the States that will suffer
the worst gas price increases are the
same ones that will have to bear the
environmental burden of this pipeline.

This is not just my conclusion, this
is the conclusion of TransCanada, the
company that wants to build the Key-
stone XL pipeline. This is the conclu-
sion of international energy consultant
Purvin and Gertz, Inc., the company
that TransCanada hired to evaluate its
Keystone XL pipeline. And this is the
conclusion of respected oil market
economist Philip Verleger. That is why
TransCanada wants to build this pipe-
line.

My amendment simply requires the
Secretary of Energy to analyze the ef-
fect of the proposed pipeline on in-
creased gas prices for American con-
sumers and to determine if this pipe-
line is just an effort to manipulate the
market for crude oil in the United
States.

The proposed pipeline would carry up
to 900,000 barrels per day of tar sands
oil from Alberta, Canada over 2,000
miles to refineries on the U.S. gulf
coast. Proponents have claimed that it
would bring down oil prices.

However, TransCanada’s permit ap-
plication to the Canadian Government
for the pipeline included documents
and testimony which said Canadian oil
companies could use the pipeline to in-
crease America’s fuel bill by up to $4
billion per year by limiting the supply
of Canadian crude to Midwest refin-
eries and rerouting it to gulf coast re-
fineries. This benefit to Canadian oil
companies was used by TransCanada to
argue that approval of the pipeline was
in Canada’s interest, but this informa-
tion was conveniently hidden when
TransCanada applied for the U.S. Presi-
dential permit from the State Depart-
ment.

This information comes from a re-
port by international energy consult-
ant Purvin and Gertz, Inc., the com-
pany that TransCanada hired to evalu-
ate its Keystone XL pipeline.

In section 3.4.3 of their report, they
concluded that there was an oversupply
of crude oil in the Midwest that re-
sulted in lower prices for Canadian
crude oil and that the Keystone XL
pipeline would remove this oversupply
and raise crude oil prices in the mar-
ket. In section 3.4.5 of their report,
they recite that ‘‘Keystone has re-
viewed the PGI assessment and agrees
with its conclusions.”

Through manipulation of U.S. oil
markets, the Keystone XL pipeline will
increase U.S. gas prices by 10 to 20
cents per gallon across the United
States, according to respected oil mar-
ket economist Phillip Verleger. How-
ever, the greatest price increase—twice
as much by one estimate—will occur in
15 States, including my State of Ohio,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, North Dakota, OKklahoma,
South Dakota, Tennessee, and Wis-
consin. It is estimated to increase
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prices by $6.55 per barrel of crude oil in
the Midwest and $3 per barrel across
the U.S.

This market manipulation will gouge
American consumers, forcing them to
hand over up to 3.9 billion hard-earned
American dollars to foreign oil compa-
nies every year. While this boon may
benefit TransCanada and Canadian oil
shareholders, it will only further dev-
astate the American people, our econ-
omy, and farmers who are already
struggling financially and can’t afford
a gas price hike.

Americans want low gas prices. Per-
mitting the Keystone XL pipeline will
deliver the opposite by increasing
prices at the pump and making Ameri-
cans pay more and more for almost
every commodity they purchase.

I urge my colleagues to protect
Americans from being further gouged
by foreign oil companies and to support
my amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TERRY. I strongly oppose this
amendment. This is a poison pill, espe-
cially the way that this amendment is
worded.

Now, the reality here is when this in-
frastructure of the pipeline is com-
pleted to U.S. refineries that are ex-
panding to be able to accept this addi-
tional crude from Canada, we will have
a reliable supply of at least 700,000 bar-
rels per day—not relying on the Middle
East as the gentlelady from Texas just
spoke about, wherein the Arab Spring
provided great uncertainty of which
speculators took advantage.

But the reality here for the U.S. mar-
kets is that we won’t have to deal with
that uncertainty if we continue to take
steps like the Keystone XI. pipeline.
Once again, a reliable resource of
700,000 to 1.3 million barrels per day
will only deflate prices at the pump.
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That’s what the American citizens
want. They want stability and reduced
prices at the pump. It is a bogus argu-
ment to say that this pipeline is going
to lead to an increase at the pump. It
just doesn’t make sense.

Now, what I believe is a strained con-
clusion of a comment made by a Trans-
Canada employee that they can actu-
ally charge more, well, the reality is
heavy crude is heavily discounted when
compared to a sweet or lighter crude
that is easier and less costly to refine.
So there is a discount in there. But if
you have a pipeline that easily trans-
ports and eliminates a lot of the costs
of transporting and you have reli-
ability, that does slightly increase the
value to those buyers of that crude in
Texas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and other
parts of the Midwest.

So the reality is this heavy crude
still will not rise to the price of a sweet
crude. The reality is the reliability of
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this o0il coming to U.S. refineries will
lower the price at the pumps, and
that’s what we should be doing, besides
all of the jobs that will be created from
this pipeline: 20,000 direct jobs created
from this pipeline, energy security, an
additional 100,000 to 200,000 jobs created
on top of the construction.

So we need to move. We need the de-
cision made. The data is here. They
have enough time for additional com-
ments to be able to make the decision
by November 1.

I urge defeat of this amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KUCINICH. How much time re-
mains?

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. LATOU-
RETTE). The gentleman from Ohio has
30 seconds remaining.

Mr. KUCINICH. The bottom line is
the people whose jobs depend on their
being right, and a company with bil-
lions of dollars at stake, all concluded
that increases in price of gas will espe-
cially hit the Midwest as a result of
this pipeline. These aren’t just employ-
ees of TransCanada; these people are
experts, legal experts who put this in
an application. This is not a bogus ar-
gument.

If that is a bogus argument, to my
friend, then that information should be
conveyed to the Government of Can-
ada, because TransCanada’s permit ap-
plication to the Canadian Government
for a pipeline included documents and
testimony which said that Canadian oil
companies could use the pipeline to in-
crease America’s fuel bill by $4 billion
per year by limiting the supply of Ca-
nadian crude to Midwest refineries and
rerouting it to gulf coast refineries.

Stand up for the American consumer.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. American workers and
American consumers will be better off.
They will reap the advantages of a reli-
able source of energy, eliminating, or
at least greatly reducing, the uncer-
tainties that cause the gas price spikes
at the pump. Let’s defeat this amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in House Report 112-181 on
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order:

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. WELCH of
Vermont.

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. RUSH of Illi-
nois.
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Amendment No.
California.

Amendment No.
Tennessee.

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. MURPHY of
Connecticut.

Amendment No.
nois.

Amendment No. 8 by Ms. HANABUSA
of Hawaii.

Amendment No. 9 by Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia.

Amendment No.
of Ohio.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. WELCH

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-

3 by Ms. ESHOO of

5 by Mr. COHEN of

7 by Mr. RUSH of Illi-

11 by Mr. KUCINICH

redesignate the

ment.

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote

has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 164, noes 260,

not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 640]

AYES—164
Ackerman Farr MclIntyre
Andrews Fattah McNerney
Baca Filner Meeks
Baldwin Fitzpatrick Michaud
Bass (CA) Fortenberry Miller (NC)
Becerra Frank (MA) Miller, George
Berkley Fudge Moore
Berman Garamendi Moran
Bishop (NY) Gibson Murphy (CT)
Blumenauer Grijalva Nadler
Boswell Hahn Napolitano
Brady (PA) Hanabusa Neal
Braley (IA) Hastings (FL) Olver
Brown (FL) Heinrich Pallone
Butterfield Higgins Pascrell
Capps Himes Pastor (AZ)
Capuano Hirono Payne
Carnahan Holt Pelosi
Carney Honda Peters
Carson (IN) Hoyer Pingree (ME)
Castor (FL) Inslee Polis
Chu Israel Price (NC)
Cicilline Jackson (IL) Quigley
Clarke (MI) Johnson (GA) Rangel
Clarke (NY) Johnson, E. B. Reyes
Clay Kaptur Richardson
Cleaver Keating Richmond
Clyburn Kildee Rothman (NJ)
Cohen Kind Roybal-Allard
Connolly (VA) Kucinich Ruppersberger
Conyers Langevin Rush
Cooper Larsen (WA) Ryan (OH)
Courtney Larson (CT) Sanchez, Loretta
Crowley Lee (CA) Sarbanes
Cummings Levin Schakowsky
Davis (CA) Lewis (GA) Schiff
Davis (IL) Lipinski Schrader
DeFazio Loebsack Schwartz
DeGette Lofgren, Zoe Scott (VA)
DeLauro Lowey Scott, David
Deutch Lujan Serrano
Dicks Lynch Sherman
Dingell Maloney Sires
Doggett Markey Slaughter
Doyle Matsui Smith (WA)
Edwards McCarthy (NY) Speier
Ellison McCollum Stark
Engel McDermott Sutton
Eshoo McGovern Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)
Tierney

Tonko

Towns

Tsongas

Van Hollen

Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Dayvis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte

Velazquez
Walz (MN)
Wasserman

Schultz
Waters
Watt

NOES—260

Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
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Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson
Petri

Pitts
Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)
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NOT VOTING—8

Bachmann Giffords Jordan
Bishop (UT) Gutierrez Sanchez, Linda
Carter Hinchey T.
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Messrs. POSEY and BISHOP of Geor-
gia changed their vote from ‘‘aye’ to
££n0.37

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia changed her vote from ‘‘no” to
uaye.aa

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEMBRANCE OF MEM-

BERS OF ARMED FORCES AND THEIR FAMILIES

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JOHNSON of
Ohio). The Chair would ask all present
to rise for the purpose of a moment of
silence.

The Chair asks that the Committee
now observe a moment of silence in re-
membrance of our brave men and
women in uniform who have given
their lives in the service of our Nation
in Iraq and in Afghanistan and their
families, and of all who serve in our
Armed Forces and their families.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, 2-minute voting will continue.

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. LATOU-
RETTE). The unfinished business is the
demand for a recorded vote on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed and
on which the noes prevailed by voice
vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 164, noes 261,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 6, as
follows:

[Roll No. 641]

AYES—164
Ackerman Clay Fattah
Andrews Cleaver Filner
Baca Clyburn Frank (MA)
Baldwin Cohen Fudge
Bass (CA) Connolly (VA) Garamendi
Becerra Conyers Green, Al
Berkley Cooper Grijalva
Berman Courtney Hahn
Bishop (NY) Crowley Hanabusa
Blumenauer Cummings Hastings (FL)
Boswell Davis (CA) Heinrich
Brady (PA) Davis (IL) Higgins
Braley (IA) DeFazio Himes
Brown (FL) DeGette Hirono
Butterfield DeLauro Holt
Capps Deutch Honda
Capuano Dicks Hoyer
Carnahan Dingell Hunter
Carney Doggett Inslee
Carson (IN) Doyle Israel
Castor (FL) Edwards Jackson (IL)
Chu Ellison Jackson Lee
Cicilline Engel (TX)
Clarke (MI) Eshoo Johnson (GA)
Clarke (NY) Farr Johnson (OH)
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Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee

Kind
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore

Adams
Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier

Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff

NOES—261

Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs

Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie

Hall

Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hurt

Issa

Jenkins
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan

Kelly

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
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Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Kissell
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci

Ribble Schrader Tiberi
Rigell Schweikert Tipton
Rivera Scott (SC) Turner
Roby Scott, Austin Upton

Roe (TN) Sensenbrenner Visclosky
Rogers (AL) Sessions Walberg
Rogers (KY) Shimkus Walden
Rogers (MI) Shuler

Rohrabacher Shuster g:ts:tlegm
Rokita Simpson West
Rooney Sires

Ros-Lehtinen Smith (NE) Westmoreland
Roskam Smith (NJ) Whitfield
Ross (AR) Smith (TX) Wilson (SC)
Ross (FL) Southerland Wittman
Royce Stearns Wolf
Runyan Stivers Womack
Ryan (WD) Stutzman Woodall
Scalise Sullivan Yoder
Schilling Terry Young (AK)
Schmidt Thompson (PA) Young (FL)
Schock Thornberry Young (IN)

ANSWERED “PRESENT’—1
Johnson (IL)

NOT VOTING—6

Bachmann Gutierrez Lee (CA)
Giffords Hinchey Pelosi
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chair, on rollcall
No. 641, | inadvertently voted “yes” on the
Rush Amendment, when | intended to vote
“no.” | had just led a moment of silence from
the chair, and in the excitement afterwards
pressed the wrong button.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. ESHOO

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
ESHOO) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 163, noes 264,
not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 642]
AYES—163

Ackerman Clarke (MI) Filner
Andrews Clarke (NY) Fitzpatrick
Baca Clay Fortenberry
Baldwin Cleaver Frank (MA)
Bass (CA) Clyburn Fudge
Becerra Cohen Garamendi
Berkley Connolly (VA) Grijalva
Berman Conyers Hahn

Bishop (NY) Courtney Hanabusa
Blumenauer Crowley Hastings (FL)
Boswell Cummings Heinrich
Brady (PA) Davis (CA) Higgins
Braley (IA) Dayvis (IL) Himes

Brown (FL) DeFazio Hirono
Butterfield DeGette Hochul
Capps DeLauro Holt
Capuano Deutch Honda
Cardoza Dicks Hoyer
Carnahan Doggett Inslee
Carney Edwards Israel

Carson (IN) Ellison Jackson (IL)
Castor (FL) Eshoo Johnson (GA)
Chu Farr Johnson, E. B.
Cicilline Fattah Jones

Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kissell
Kucinich
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore

Adams
Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
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Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky

NOES—264

Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Engel
Farenthold
Fincher
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan

Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
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Reed Schilling Thompson (PA)
Rehberg Schmidt Thornberry
Reichert Schock Tiberi
Renacci Schrader Tipton
Ribble Schweikert Turner
Rigell Scott (SC) Upton
Rivera Scott, Austin Visclosky
Roby Sensenbrenner Walberg
Roe (TN) Sessions Walden
Rogers (AL) Shimkus Walsh (IL)
Rogers (KY) Shuler Webster
Rogers (MI) Shuster West
Rohrabacher Simpson Westmoreland
Rokita Sires Whitfield
Rooney Smith (NE) Wilson (SC)
Ros-Lehtinen Smith (NJ) Wittman
Roskam Smith (TX) Wolf
Ross (AR) Southerland Womack
Ross (FL) Stearns Woodall
Royce Stivers Yoder
Runyan Stutzman Young (AK)
Ryan (WI) Sullivan Young (FL)
Scalise Terry Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—5
Bachmann Gutierrez Nunnelee
Giffords Hinchey
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. COHEN

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 155, noes 272,
not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 643]

AYES—155
Ackerman Davis (IL) Kind
Andrews DeFazio Kucinich
Baca DeGette Langevin
Baldwin DeLauro Larson (CT)
Bass (CA) Deutch Lee (CA)
Becerra Dicks Levin
Berkley Doggett Lewis (GA)
Bishop (NY) Edwards Loebsack
Blumenauer Ellison Lofgren, Zoe
Boswell Engel Lowey
Braley (IA) Eshoo Lujan
Brown (FL) Farr Lynch
Butterfield Fattah Maloney
Capps Filner Markey
Capuano Frank (MA) Matsui
Carnahan Fudge McCarthy (NY)
Carney Garamendi McCollum
Carson (IN) Grijalva McDermott
Castor (FL) Hahn McGovern
Chandler Hanabusa McNerney
Chu Heinrich Meeks
Cicilline Higgins Michaud
Clarke (MI) Himes Miller (NC)
Clarke (NY) Hirono Miller, George
Clay Holt Moore
Cleaver Honda Moran
Clyburn Hoyer Murphy (CT)
Cohen Inslee Nadler
Connolly (VA) Israel Napolitano
Conyers Jackson (IL) Neal
Cooper Johnson (GA) Olver
Courtney Johnson, E. B. Pallone
Crowley Kaptur Pastor (AZ)
Cummings Keating Payne
Davis (CA) Kildee Pelosi

Perlmutter

Peters

Pingree (ME)

Polis

Price (NC)

Quigley

Rangel

Reyes

Richardson

Richmond

Rothman (NJ)

Roybal-Allard

Ruppersberger

Rush

Ryan (OH)

Sanchez, Linda
T.

Sanchez, Loretta

Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Berman
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann

Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sherman
Shuler
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier

Stark

Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney

NOES—272

Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas

Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pascrell
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
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Sensenbrenner Stutzman West
Sessions Sullivan Westmoreland
Sewell Terry Whitfield
Shimkus Thompson (PA) Wilson (SC)
Shuster Thornberry Wittman
Simpson Tiberi Wolf
Sires Tipton Womack
Smith (NE) Turner 1
Smith (NJ) Upton gggsra
Smith (TX) Visclosky

Young (AK)
Southerland Walden v FL
Stearns Walsh (IL) oung (FL)
Stivers Webster Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—5
Bachmann Gutierrez Walberg
Giffords Hinchey
0O 1746

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY OF

CONNECTICUT

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. MUR-
PHY) on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 152, noes 275,
not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 644]

AYES—152
Ackerman Engel McCollum
Baca Eshoo McDermott
Baldwin Farr McGovern
Bass (CA) Filner McNerney
Becerra Frank (MA) Meeks
Berkley Fudge Michaud
Bishop (GA) Garamendi Miller, George
Bishop (NY) Grijalva Moore
Blumenauer Hahn Moran
Boswell Hanabusa Murphy (CT)
Braley (IA) Hastings (FL) Nadler
Brown (FL) Heinrich Napolitano
Butterfield Himes Neal
Capps Hirono Olver
Capuano Holt Pallone
Carnahan Honda Pastor (AZ)
Carney Hoyer Payne
Carson (IN) Inslee Pelosi
Castor (FL) Israel Peters
Chandler Jackson (IL) Pingree (ME)
Chu Jackson Lee Price (NC)
Cicilline (TX) Quigley
Clarke (MI) Johnson (GA) Rangel
Clarke (NY) Johnson, E. B. Reyes
Clay Jones Richardson
Cleaver Kaptur Richmond
Clyburn Keating Rothman (NJ)
Cohen Kildee Roybal-Allard
Connolly (VA) Kind Ruppersberger
Conyers Kucinich Rush
Courtney Langevin Ryan (OH)
Crowley Larson (CT) Sanchez, Linda
Cummings Lee (CA) T.
Davis (CA) Levin Sanchez, Loretta
Davis (IL) Lewis (GA) Sarbanes
DeFazio Loebsack Schakowsky
DeGette Lofgren, Zoe Schiff
DeLauro Lowey Schwartz
Deutch Lujan Scott (VA)
Dicks Lynch Scott, David
Dingell Maloney Serrano
Doggett Markey Sewell
Edwards Matsui Shuler
Ellison McCarthy (NY) Sires
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Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier

Stark

Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Tierney

Tonko

Adams
Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Berman
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fattah
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett

Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters

NOES—275

Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
MecCotter
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
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Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pascrell
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson
Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall

Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland

Whitfield Womack Young (FL)
Wilson (SC) Woodall Young (IN)
Wittman Yoder
Wolf Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—5
Andrews Giffords Hinchey
Bachmann Gutierrez
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 161, noes 265,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 645]

AYES—161
Ackerman Gibson Napolitano
Andrews Grijalva Neal
Baca Hahn Olver
Baldwin Hanabusa Pallone
Bass (CA) Hanna Pastor (AZ)
Becerra Hastings (FL) Payne
Berkley Hgin?ich Pelosi
Berman Higgins Perlmutter
gishop (NY) g;mes Peters
umenauer irono X

Boswell Holt gmgree (ME)

olis
Braley (IA) Honda Price (NC)
Brown (FL) Hoyer Quigle
Butterfield Inslee R £ ly
Capps Israel apge
Capuano Jackson (IL) Reichert
Carnahan Johnson (GA) Reyes
Carson (IN) Johnson, E. B. Richmond
Castor (FL) Kaptur Rothman (NJ)
Chu Keating Roybal-Allard
Cicilline Kildee Ruppersberger
Clarke (MI) Kind Rush
Clarke (NY) Kissell Ryan (OH)
Clay Kucinich Sanchez, Linda
Cleaver Langevin T.
Clyburn Larsen (WA) Sanchez, Loretta
Cohen Larson (CT) Sarbanes
Connolly (VA) Lee (CA) Schakowsky
Conyers Levin Schiff
Cooper Lewis (GA) Schwartz
Courtney Lipinski Scott (VA)
Crowley Loebsack Scott, David
Cummings Lofgren, Zoe Serra;lo
Davis (CA) Loy{ey Sewell
Dayvis (IL) Lujan Sherman
DeFazio Lynch
DeGette Maloney glagghter

mith (WA)
DeLauro Markey Speier
Deutch Matsui Sutton
Dicks McCarthy (NY)
Dingell McCollum Thompson (CA)
Doggett McDermott Thompson (MS)
Edwards McGovern Tierney
Ellison McIntyre Tonko
Engel McNerney Towns
Eshoo Meeks Tsongas
Farr Michaud Van Hollen
Fattah Miller (NC) Velazquez
Filner Miller, George Walz (MN)
Fortenberry Moore Wasserman
Frank (MA) Moran Schultz
Fudge Murphy (CT) Waters
Garamendi Nadler Watt

Waxman
Welch

Adams
Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carney
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot,
Chaffetz
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs

Bachmann
Giffords
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Wilson (FL)
Woolsey

NOES—265

Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
MecCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent

NOT VOTING—6

Gutierrez
Hinchey

Wu
Yarmuth

Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pascrell
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri

Pitts
Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
Reed
Rehberg
Renacci
Ribble
Richardson
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires

Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

Stark
Wolf



July 26, 2011

0 1755

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. HANABUSA

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms.
HANABUSA) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the ayes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 168, noes 260,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 646]

AYES—168
Ackerman Hahn Pallone
Andrews Hanabusa Pastor (AZ)
Baca Hanna Payne
Baldwin Hastings (FL) Pelosi
Bass (CA) Heinrich Perlmutter
Becerra Higgins Peters
Berkley Himes Pingree (ME)
Berman Hirono Polis
Bishop (GA) Hochul Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) Holt Quigley
Blumenauer Honda Rangel
Boswell Hoyer Reichert
Braley (IA) Inslee Reyes
Brown (FL) Israel Richardson
Buchanan Jackson (IL) Richmond
Butterfield Jackson Lee Rothman (NJ)
Capps (TX) Roybal-Allard
Capuano Johnson (GA) Ruppersberger
Carnahan Johnson, E. B. Rush
Carney Kaptur Ryan (OH)
Carson (IN) Keating Sanchez, Linda
Castor (FL) Kildee T.
Chu Kind Sanchez, Loretta
Cicilline Kissell Sarbanes
Clarke (MI) Kucinich Schakowsky
Clarke (NY) Langevin Schiff
Clay Larsen (WA) Schrader
Cleaver Larson (CT) Schwartz
Clyburn Lee (CA) Scott (VA)
Cohen Levin Scott, David
Connolly (VA) Lewis (GA) Serrano
Conyers Lipinski Sewell
Courtney Loebsack Sherman
Critz Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
Crowley Lowey Smith (WA)
Cummings Lujan Speier
Davis (CA) Lynch Stark
Dayvis (IL) Maloney Sutton
DeFazio Markey Thompson (CA)
DeGette Matsui Thompson (MS)
DeLauro McCarthy (NY) Tierney
Deutch McCollum Tonko
Dicks McDermott Towns
Doggett McGovern Tsongas
Edwards McIntyre Van Hollen
Ellison McNerney Velazquez
Eshoo Meeks Walz (MN)
Farr Michaud Wasserman
Fattah Miller (NC) Schultz
Filner Miller, George Waters
Fortenberry Moore Watt
Frank (MA) Moran Waxman
Fudge Murphy (CT) Welch
Garamendi Nadler Wilson (FL)
Gibson Napolitano Woolsey
Gonzalez Neal Wu
Grijalva Olver Yarmuth
NOES—260
Adams Altmire Barletta
Aderholt Amash Barrow
Akin Austria Bartlett
Alexander Bachus Barton (TX)

Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Engel
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)

Bachmann
Giffords

Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo

NOT VOTING—4

Gutierrez
Hinchey
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Pascrell
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peterson
Petri

Pitts
Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
Reed
Rehberg
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. JOHNSON OF

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded

GEORGIA

H5535

vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 163, noes 263,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 647]

AYES—163
Ackerman Hahn Pallone
Andrews Hanabusa Pastor (AZ)
Baca Hastings (FL) Payne
Baldwin Heinrich Pelosi
Bass (CA) Higgins Perlmutter
Becerra Himes Peters
Berkley Hinojosa Pingree (ME)
Berman Hirono Polis
Bishop (GA) Hochul Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) Holt .
Blumenauer Honda IQ{:;gley
gel
Boswell Hoyer R
eyes
Braley (IA) Inslee .
Brown (FL) Israel R}chardson
Butterfield Jackson (IL) Richmond
Capps Jackson Lee Rothman (NJ)
Capuano (TX) Roybal-Allard
Carnahan Johnson (GA) Ruppersberger
Carney Johnson, E. B. Rush
Carson (IN) Jones Ryan (OH)
Castor (FL) Kaptur Sanchez, Linda
Chu Keating T.
Cicilline Kildee Sanchez, Loretta
Clarke (MI) Kind Sarbanes
Clarke (NY) Kissell Schakowsky
Clay Kucinich Schiff
Cleaver Langevin Schwartz
Clyburn Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Cohen Lee (CA) Scott, David
Connolly (VA) Levin Serrano
Conyers Lewis (GA) Sewell
Courtney Loebsack Sherman
Crowley Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
Cuella? Loyx{ey Smith (WA)
Cummings Lujan Speier
Davis (CA) Lynch Stark
Davis (IL) Maloney S
N utton
DeFazio Markey Thompson (CA)
DeGette Matsui Tierne
DeLauro McCarthy (NY) y
Deutch McCollum Tonko
Dicks McDermott Towns
Doggett McGovern Tsongas
Edwards McIntyre Van Hollen
Ellison McNerney Velazquez
Eshoo Meeks Walz (MN)
Farr Michaud Wasserman
Fattah Miller (NC) Schultz
Filner Miller, George Waters
Frank (MA) Moore Watt
Fudge Moran Waxman
Garamendi Murphy (CT) Welch
Gonzalez Nadler Wilson (FL)
Green, Al Napolitano Woolsey
Green, Gene Neal Wu
Grijalva Olver Yarmuth
NOES—263
Adams Berg Broun (GA)
Aderholt Biggert Buchanan
Akin Bilbray Bucshon
Alexander Bilirakis Buerkle
Altmire Bishop (UT) Burgess
Amash Black Burton (IN)
Austria Blackburn Calvert
Bachus Bonner Camp
Barletta Bono Mack Campbell
Barrow Boren Canseco
Bartlett Boustany Capito
Barton (TX) Brady (PA) Cardoza
Bass (NH) Brady (TX) Carter
Benishek Brooks Cassidy
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Chabot, Huizenga (MI) Price (GA)
Chaffetz Hultgren Quayle
Chandler Hunter Rahall
Coble Hurt Reed
Coffman (CO) Issa Rehberg
Cole Jenkins Reichert
Conaway Johnson (IL) Renacci
Cooper Johnson (OH) Ribble
Costa Johnson, Sam Rigell
Costello Jordan Rivera
Cravaack Kelly Roby
Crawford K%ng (IA) Roe (TN)
Crfenshaw K}ng (NY) Rogers (AL)
Critz K%nggton Rogers (KY)
Culberson Kinzinger (IL) Rogers (MT)
Davis (KY) Kline Rohrabacher
Denham Labrador Rokita
Dent Lamborn Rooney
DesJarlais Lance Ros-Lehtinen
Diaz-Balart Landry
Dingell Lankford Roskam
Dold Larsen (WA) Ross (AR)
Donnelly (IN) Latham Ross (FL)
Doyle LaTourette Royce
Dreier Latta Runyan
Duffy Lewis (CA) Ryan (WI)
Duncan (SC) Lipinski Scalise
Duncan (TN) LoBiondo Schilling
Ellmers Long Schmidt
Emerson Lucas Schock
Engel Luetkemeyer Schrader
Farenthold Lummis Schweikert
Fincher Lungren, Daniel  Scott (SC)
Fitzpatrick E. Scott, Austin
Flake Mack Sensenbrenner
Fleischmann Manzullo Sessions
Fleming Marchant Shimkus
Flores Marino Shuler
Forbes Matheson Shuster
Fortenberry McCarthy (CA) Simpson
Foxx McCaul Sires
Franks (AZ) McClintock Smith (NE)
Frelinghuysen McCotter Smith (NJ)
Gallegly McHenry Smith (TX)
Gardner McKeon Southerland
Garrett McKinley Stearns
Ggrlaoh McMorris Stivers
G}bbs Rodgers Stutzman
Gibson Meehan Sullivan
Gingrey (GA) Mica Terry
Gohmert Miller (FL)
Goodlatte Miller (MI) ggﬁpgon (MS)
. pson (PA)
Gosar Miller, Gary Thornberr:
v
Gowdy Mulvaney Tiberi
Granger Murphy (PA) Tipton
Graves (GA) Myrick Turner
Graves (MO) Neugebauer
Griffin (AR) Noem Upton
Griffith (VA) Nunes Visclosky
Grimm Nunnelee Walberg
Guinta Olson Walden
Guthrie Owens Walsh (IL)
Hall Palazzo Webster
Hanna Pascrell West
Harper Paul Westmoreland
Harris Paulsen Whitfield
Hartzler Pearce Wilson (SC)
Hastings (WA) Pence Wittman
Hayworth Peterson Wolf
Heck Petri Womack
Hensarling Pitts Woodall
Herger Platts Yoder
Herrera Beutler  Poe (TX) Young (AK)
Holden Pompeo Young (FL)
Huelskamp Posey Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—6
Bachmann Giffords Hinchey
Cantor Gutierrez Nugent
0 1804

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 164, noes 261,
not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 648]

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. KUCINICH

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

redesignate the

AYES—164
Ackerman Hanabusa Payne
Andrews Hastings (FL) Pelosi
Baca Heinrich Perlmutter
Baldwin Higgins Peters
Bass (CA) Himes Pingree (ME)
Becerra Hirono Platts
Berkley Hochul Price (NC)
B}shop (GA) Holt Quigley
Bishop (NY) Honda Rangel
g

Blumenauer Hoyer Richardson
Boswell Inslee Richmond
Braley (IA) Israel R

othman (NJ)
Brown (FL) Jackson (IL) Roybal-Allard
Butterfield Johnson (GA)
Capps Johnson (IL) Ruppersberger
Capuano Johnson, E. B. Rush
Carnahan Jones Ryan (OH) .
Carney Kaptur Sanchez, Linda
Carson (IN) Keating T.
Castor (FL) Kildee Sanchez, Loretta
Chu Kind Sarbanes
Cicilline Kissell Schakowsky
Clarke (MI) Kucinich Schiff
Clarke (NY) Langevin Schwartz
Clay Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Cleaver Larson (CT) Scott, David
Clyburn Lee (CA) Serrano
Cohen Levin Sewell
Connolly (VA) Lewis (GA) Sherman
Conyers Lipinski Shuler
Courtney Loebsack Slaughter
Crowley Lofgren, Zoe Smith (WA)
Cummings Lowey Speier
Davis (CA) Lujan Stark
Davis (IL) Lynch Sutton
befario Moy moompson o)
DeLauro Matsui $iir§:;on (M)
Dent McCarthy (NY) Tonko
Dicks McCollum
Doggett McDermott Towns
Edwards McGovern Tsongas
Ellison McIntyre Van Hollen
Eshoo McNerney Velazquez
Farr Meeks Visclosky
Fattah Michaud Walz (MN)
Filner Miller, George Wasserman
Fitzpatrick Moore Schultz
Fortenberry Moran Waters
Frank (MA) Murphy (CT) Watt
Fudge Nadler Waxman
Garamendi Napolitano Welch
Gerlach Neal Wilson (FL)
Gibson Olver Woolsey
Grijalva Pallone Wu
Hahn Pastor (AZ) Yarmuth

NOES—261

Adams Bono Mack Coble
Aderholt Boren Coffman (CO)
Akin Boustany Cole
Alexander Brady (PA) Conaway
Altmire Brady (TX) Cooper
Amash Brooks Costa
Austria Broun (GA) Costello
Bachus Buchanan Cravaack
Barletta Bucshon Crawford
Barrow Buerkle Crenshaw
Bartlett Burgess Critz
Barton (TX) Burton (IN) Cuellar
Bass (NH) Calvert Culberson
Benishek Camp Davis (KY)
Berg Campbell Denham
Berman Canseco DesJarlais
Biggert Capito Diaz-Balart
Bilbray Cardoza Dingell
Bilirakis Carter Dold
Bishop (UT) Cassidy Donnelly (IN)
Black Chabot Doyle
Blackburn Chaffetz Dreier
Bonner Chandler Duffy
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Duncan (SC) Kline Reichert
Duncan (TN) Labrador Renacci
Ellmers Lamborn Reyes
Emerson Lance Ribble
Engel Landry Rigell
Farenthold Lankford Rivera
Fincher Latham Roby
Flake LaTourette Roe (TN)
Fleischmann Latta Rogers (AL)
Fleming Lewis (CA) Rogers (KY)
Flores LoBiondo Rogers (MI)
Forbes Long Rohrabacher
Foxx Lucas Rokita
Franks (AZ) Luetkemeyer Rooney
Frelinghuysen Lummis Ros-Lehtinen
Gallegly Lungren, Daniel  Roskam
Gardner E. Ross (AR)
Garrett Mack Ross (FL)
Gibbs Manzullo Royce
Gingrey (GA) Marchant Runyan
Gohmert Marino Ryan (WI)
Gonzalez Matheson Scalise
Goodlatte McCarthy (CA) Schilling
Gosar McCaul Schmidt
Gowdy McClintock Schock
Granger McCotter Schrader
Graves (GA) McHenry Schweikert
Graves (MO) McKeon Scott (SC)
Green, Al McKinley Sensenbrenner
Green, Gene McMorris Sessions
Griffin (AR) Rodgers Shimkus
Griffith (VA) Meehan Shuster
Grimm Mica Simpson
Guinta Miller (FL) Sires
Guthrie Miller (MI) Smith (NE)
Hall Miller (NC) Smith (NJ)
Hanna Miller, Gary Smith (TX)
Harper Mulvaney Southerland
Harris Murphy (PA) Stearns
Hartzler Myrick Stivers
Hastings (WA) Neugebauer Stutzman
Hayworth Noem Sullivan
Heck Nugent Terry
Hensarling Nunes Thompson (PA)
Herger Nunnelee Thornberry
Herrera Beutler Olson Tiberi
Hinojosa Owens Tipton
Holden Palazzo Turner
Huelskamp Pascrell Upton
Huizenga (MI) Paul Walberg
Hultgren Paulsen Walden
Hunter Pearce Walsh (IL)
Hurt Pence Webster
Issa Peterson West
Jackson Lee Petri Westmoreland
(TX) Pitts Whitfield
Jenkins Poe (TX) Wilson (SC)
Johnson (OH) Polis Wittman
Johnson, Sam Pompeo Wolf
Jordan Posey Womack
Kelly Price (GA) Woodall
King (IA) Quayle Yoder
King (NY) Rahall Young (AK)
Kingston Reed Young (FL)
Kinzinger (IL) Rehberg Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—T7

Bachmann Giffords Scott, Austin
Cantor Gutierrez
Deutch Hinchey

O 1807

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
Stated against:

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
on rollcall No. 648 | was inadvertently de-
tained. Had | been present, | would have

voted “no.”

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Chair, | was delayed
for votes, due to my participation in a peaceful
rally and protest against the current Adminis-
tration’s enforcement policies against immi-
grant students and the families of U.S. citi-
zens. Had | been present for the votes | would
have voted “yes” on rollcall votes 640, 641,
642, 643, 644, 645, 646, 647, and 648.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute, as amended.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-13T10:12:07-0400
	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




