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And the analysis of the endangerment
finding by the Bush administration was
signed off on not by just a career civil
servant, but by the head of the EPA,
appointed by President Bush.

So when you get these wrong state-
ments in your head, you can dream up
a reason to be paranoid about EPA.
EPA wants to protect the public health
and safety in regulating coal ash, but
in doing so, they will not prevent coal
ash from being used for other building
purposes.

I urge that we defeat this motion to
instruct, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, it’s
fairly obvious that a lot of the folks
that have been speaking on the other
side of this issue have not read the bill
and don’t understand what’s included
in the provision. But perhaps reading
the bill, reading the amendment would
have given them greater insight as to
the role of the EPA. Because by virtue
of this amendment, we are giving them
great insight, great involvement in the
proper disposal of the amount of fly
ash that’s not recycled.

So, Mr. Speaker, it really just comes
down to an issue being very clear. Our
opponents are just opposed to the coal
industry. They’re opposed to the men
and women working in our coal indus-
try. They’re opposed to the T700-plus
coal-fired electric utilities. They’re op-
posed to Kkeeping utility costs low.
There is a war on coal, Mr. Speaker.
And it’s time that we stand up for the
coal workers, the men and women
working in the coalfields all across the
United States, and for the men and
women and the consumers that use
electricity at low cost.

Now let’s go to what the Depart-
ments of Interior and Transportation
have said: The Department of Interior
said that they concur that if fly ash is
designated as hazardous waste, as is
being considered, fully or in a hybrid
classification, it would no longer be
used in concrete. It also said, ‘“‘Fly ash
costs approximately 20 to 50 percent
less than the cost of cement.”” The De-
partment of Transportation: ‘‘Fly ash
is a valuable byproduct used in high-
way construction. It is a vital compo-
nent of concrete and a number of other
infrastructure uses.”

Mr. Speaker, I ask all of my col-
leagues to join me today in supporting
this motion to instruct conferees to
continue discussing this bipartisan ne-
gotiation on this part of the highway
bill and to ask their Senators to do the
same. Let’s maximize the use of all the
money that we have available to build
more roads, rebuild more bridges, do
more infrastructure, but most impor-
tantly, put America back to work.

So I encourage my colleagues to vote
for this motion to instruct, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on my mo-
tion to instruct conferees on H.R. 4348.

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

There was no objection.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on the legislation
and to insert extraneous material on
H.R. 4480.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 691 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. 4480.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. WOMACK) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.
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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. 4480) to
provide for the development of a plan
to increase oil and gas exploration, de-
velopment, and production under oil
and gas leases of Federal lands under
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Ag-
riculture, the Secretary of Energy, the
Secretary of the Interior, and the Sec-
retary of Defense in response to a
drawdown of petroleum reserves from
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, with
Mr. WOMACK 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 2 hours
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce and the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on
Natural Resources.

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON), the gentleman from California
(Mr. WAXMAN), the gentleman from
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Washington (Mr. HASTINGS), and the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON).

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

Mr. Chairman, the price of gas and
the unemployment rate both remain
way too high, and American families
are struggling as a result. That’s why I
support H.R. 4480, the Domestic Energy
and Jobs Act, and I urge my colleagues
to do the same. This bill is truly a win-
win for steps that it takes to expand
supplies of domestic affordable energy
that will create many jobs in the proc-
ess.

It’s no secret that I don’t see eye-to-
eye with President Obama on energy
policy, but perhaps the most inex-
plicable energy policy move the admin-
istration has made was the June 2011
decision to withdraw 30 million barrels
of oil from the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve with no plan to replace it. It is
hard to understand why the President
would take oil from the Nation’s emer-
gency stockpile while at the same time
keeping off limits the far greater
amounts beneath federally controlled
lands and offshore areas. It’s like a
couple pawning their wedding rings for
cash while ignoring a major gold dis-
covery in their own backyard.

The amount of untapped oil in areas
kept out of reach by this administra-
tion is estimated to exceed the entire
Strategic Petroleum Reserve dozens of
times over. And these estimates are
not mere speculation. Indeed, the re-
cent increases in oil production on
State and privately owned lands dem-
onstrate the tremendous energy devel-
opment on Federal lands. But that po-
tential will only be realized if the ad-
ministration’s roadblocks are removed.

Title I of this bill does that. It re-
quires that the next time the President
withdraws oil from the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve, he must also commit
to more oil leasing on Federal lands in
offshore areas. The result will be great-
er supplies of domestic oil and lower
prices, not to mention thousands of
new energy industry jobs.

Gaining access to untapped oil re-
serves is part of the equation; but be-
fore that oil can reach consumers at
the pump, it has to be refined into gas-
oline and diesel fuel. Title II of this bill
will help American refiners so they can
keep fueling our economy and fueling
the country, because what refiners
really need is a little common sense, a
little regulatory certainty. It would be
an understatement to say that this ad-
ministration’s regulators have not
been friendly to domestic oil produc-
tion, and the truth is they have been
no better to the refiners who produce
the fuels that we use. In fact, EPA is
moving ahead with a number of new
regs affecting refineries and other fa-
cilities—regs that are likely to drive
up the price at the pump and jeopardize
refining sector jobs.
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Title II requires that we learn about
the consequences before imposing addi-
tional red tape. It sets up an inter-
agency committee that will analyze
the cumulative effects of several up-
coming EPA regs on fuel prices as well
as jobs. It also defers the finalization of
three measures until after the analysis
is completed.

The good news is that a future of
chronically high gas prices is not inevi-
table. These policies that I have dis-
cussed and numerous other provisions
in the legislation will in fact move us
toward more secure, more affordable
American energy and the jobs that go
with it. The Nation can increase do-
mestic energy supplies, lower future
prices at the pump, and create many
more jobs. This legislation takes the
steps to usher in this brighter future. I
urge my colleagues to join with me in
supporting it, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
Washington, DC, June 8, 2012.

Hon. FRED UPTON,

Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
Rayburn House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for the op-
portunity to review the text of H.R. 4480, the
Strategic Energy Production Act of 2012, as
ordered reported by the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce for provisions of the bill
that fall within the jurisdiction of this Com-
mittee.

Knowing of your interest in expending this
legislation and in maintaining the continued
consultation between our Committees on
these matters, I agree to discharge H.R. 4480
from further consideration by the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. I do so with the un-
derstanding that it does not in any way prej-
udice the Committee with respect to the ap-
pointment of conferees or its jurisdictional
prerogatives on this bill or similar legisla-
tion in the future.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter, confirming our mutual understanding
with respect to H.R. 4480, and would ask that
a copy of our exchange of letters on this
matter be inserted into the Congressional
Record during consideration on the House
floor.

Thank you for your courtesy and I look
forward to continued cooperation between
our respective committees.

Sincerely,
FRANK D. LUcCAS,
Chairman.

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
WASHINGTON, DC JUNE 8, 2012.
Hon. FRANK D. LUCAS,
Chairman, Committee on Agriculture, Long-
worth House Office Building, Washington,
DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN LUCAS: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 4480, the ‘‘Strategic En-
ergy Production Act of 2012.”” As you noted,
there are provisions of the bill that fall with-
in the Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee
on Agriculture.

I appreciate your willingness to forgo ac-
tion on H.R. 4480, and I agree that your deci-
sion should not prejudice the Committee on
Agriculture with respect to the appointment
of conferees or its jurisdictional prerogatives
on this or similar legislation.
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I will include a copy of your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of H.R. 4480 on the House floor.

Sincerely,
FRED UPTON,
Chairman.
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, June 19, 2012.
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,

Hon. Fred Upton,

Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
U.S. House of Representatives, 2125 Ray-
burn House Office Building, Washington,
DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN UPTON: I am writing to
you concerning the bill H.R. 4480, the Stra-
tegic Energy Production Act of 2012, as
amended. This legislation includes a provi-
sion that deals with military readiness and
training activities, which fall within the
Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on
Armed Services.

Our committee recognizes the importance
of H.R. 4480, and the need for the legislation
to move expeditiously. Therefore, while we
have a valid claim to jurisdiction over this
legislation, the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices will waive further consideration of H.R.
4480. I do so with the understanding that by
waiving consideration of the bill, the Com-
mittee on Armed Services does not waive
any future jurisdictional claim over the sub-
ject matters contained in the bill which fall
within its Rule X jurisdiction. I request that
you urge the Speaker to name members of
this committee to any conference committee
which is named to consider this provision.

Please place this letter and your commit-
tee’s response into the Congressional Record
during consideration of the Measure on the
House floor. Thank you for the cooperative
spirit in which you have worked regarding
this matter and others between our respec-
tive committees.

Sincerely,
HOWARD P. “BUCK” MCKEON,
Chairman.
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, June 20, 2012.

Hon. HOWARD P. “BUCK”’ MCKEON,

Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Ray-
burn House Office Building, Washington,
DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN MCKEON: Thank you for
your letter regarding H.R. 4480, the ‘‘Stra-
tegic Energy Production Act of 2012.” As you
noted, there are provisions of the bill that
fall within the Rule X jurisdiction of the
Committee on Armed Services.

I appreciate your willingness to forgo ac-
tion on H.R. 4480, and I agree that your deci-
sion should not prejudice the Committee on
Armed Services with respect to the appoint-
ment of conferees or its jurisdictional pre-
rogatives on this or similar legislation.

I will include a copy of your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of H.R. 4480 on the House floor.

Sincerely,
FRED UPTON,
Chairman.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 4 minutes.

Throughout this Congress, House Re-
publicans have made an all-out assault
on our Nation’s most basic public
health and environmental protections.
And they have blocked any effort to
address climate change, move towards
clean energy, or promote energy effi-
ciency.

On Monday, Congressman MARKEY
and I released a report that documents
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this all-out assault. It confirms that
this is the most anti-environment
House in the history of Congress. Over
the last 18 months, the House has voted
247 times to undermine protection of
the environment. That’s almost one
out of every five votes taken in the
House.

The oil and gas industry has bene-
fited more than any other sector from
these anti-environment votes. Since
the beginning of 2011, the House has
voted 109 times for policies that would
advance the interests of the oil and gas
industry at the expense of the environ-
ment, public health, and the taxpayer.
The result is a grave and growing peril
to our environment, to public health,
and to our economy. The massive
wildfires, floods, droughts, and heat
waves that have been afflicting our
country are a harbinger of what is to
come.

Americans know this. As the Wash-
ington Post reported this morning, the
vast majority of Americans believe our
environment is deteriorating, and they
know that unchecked pollution from
oil refineries and other industrial
sources is making the problem worse.
Yet what are we doing today? Today’s
bill is one more massive giveaway, and
it is one more assault on the environ-
ment.

This bill contains two proposals re-
ported by the Energy and Commerce
Committee. One would block standards
for oil companies to clean up their pol-
lution. The other seeks to bypass exist-
ing leasing programs in order to pry
open every possible acre of Federal
land for oil drilling.

This legislation has been promoted as
a solution to high gasoline prices. But
this bill is a Trojan horse. This bill
would not lower prices by one penny.
This bill doesn’t protect consumers. It
hurts them. The bill will keep dirty
gasoline on the market, allow oil refin-
eries to spew toxic emissions, and fore-
stall action to address climate change.

Tucked inside this legislation is the
Latta amendment. The language of
this amendment cuts the heart out of
the Clean Air Act, radically changing
the way air quality standards are set.
Rather than basing smog standards on
what is healthy for our children to
breathe, this bill would require stand-
ards to be based on what industry says
it will cost to reduce pollution. This
radical proposal will undermine dec-
ades of progress on cleaning up the air.
The bill will also cost jobs. The regula-
tions blocked by this bill would create
tens of thousands of jobs installing pol-
lution controls and modernizing oil re-
fineries.
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In addition, this bill would make it
harder for the President to tap the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve during
emergencies by layering on new bu-
reaucratic requirements to force drill-
ing across a vast expanse of public
land.

This bill may be good for the oil com-
panies, it may be good for the special
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interests, but it is a disaster for the
American people. The Republican en-
ergy policy isn’t an all-of-the-above
policy; it’s oil above all.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. WHITFIELD).

Mr. WHITFIELD. I rise today to sup-
port the Domestic Energy and Jobs Act
for a number of reasons. First of all, it
would encourage more production of
energy in the United States. Two, it
would lower energy costs. Three, it
would create additional jobs for the
American people. And, four, just as im-
portant, it would keep America more
competitive in the global marketplace.

We live in a global economy, and our
ability to have cheap, affordable, and
abundant energy is absolutely nec-
essary if we are going to compete with
countries around the world. So that’s
what this legislation is designed to do.

All of us have a responsibility to the
environment, but we genuinely believe
after hearing after hearing after hear-
ing after hearing, people who create
jobs come in and talk about the addi-
tional costs they’re incurring because
of this overly aggressive EPA, headed
up by Administrator Lisa Jackson.

I would also say that one portion of
this bill is a very commonsense ap-
proach. While it would not imme-
diately lower gasoline prices, it does
ask the President to establish an inter-
agency task force to examine the im-
pact on jobs, prices, and competitive-
ness of three regulations that the EPA
has initiated. They haven’t finalized it,
they haven’t decided they are going to
finalize it, but they have started the
first steps. And so we ask this Agency
to look at what is the impact on fuel
prices with these regulations if they
are adopted and to report back to Con-
gress and to not finalize any of these
rules until at least 6 months after they
report back to Congress. It seems to
me a commonsense approach. We have
a responsibility to the American people
to have some idea about the impact of
these regulations on the economy.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the ranking member of
the Energy Subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH), and I
would like to ask unanimous consent
that he be permitted to control the
rest of the time for our side of the aisle
on the general debate.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Illi-
nois will control the time.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, since the
beginning of the 112th Congress, we
have held over 30 Energy and Power
Subcommittee and joint subcommittee
hearings. We have held over a dozen
subcommittee and full committee
markups, and including H.R. 4480,
which we will vote on today, we have
had 10 bills that originated from the
Energy and Power Subcommittee that
have been voted on by the full House.

Yet, Mr. Chairman, from all of that
time and all that effort, the Energy
and Power Subcommittee has produced
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exactly one substantive bill. Let me re-
peat: only one substantive, significant
bill, the Pipeline Safety Reauthoriza-
tion Act, the only one that has actu-
ally become law.

Mr. Chairman, instead of focusing
our efforts on trying to create the
clean energy jobs of the 21st century,
the majority party has spent the past
18 months lobbing partisan attacks
against the EPA and the Clean Air Act
in order to appease Big Oil and some of
the more extreme constituencies that
the Republican Party represents.

Mr. Chairman, most Americans
would like to see us utilizing our time
working in a bipartisan manner to ad-
dress critical issues, such as access to
jobs, clean air, and clean water, less de-
pendence on foreign oil, enhanced en-
ergy-efficiency measures, and an in-
creased reliance on the cleaner and re-
newable energy sources of the future.

Instead, here we are again debating
yvet another bill that would continue
the concerted effort by the majority
party to weaken the authority of the
EPA and to delegitimize the Agency’s
regulations as job killers.

Mr. Chairman, with just a little over
20 days remaining before the August
recess, we should be focusing our lim-
ited time on legislation that will cre-
ate jobs and move America forward to-
ward a smarter energy future that is
less vulnerable to the whims of the
world oil market. However, nothing in
this bill accomplishes that.

The most offensive provision of this
bill, the Gasoline Regulations Act,
would fundamentally change a corner-
stone of public health law, the Clean
Air Act, and I ask my colleagues: Why,
to what end?

This bill will not create any jobs but,
rather, would block EPA rules to make
the fuel we put into our cars cleaner.
This bill would also block rules that
would cut toxic air pollution from re-
fineries.

This bill blocks the EPA from requir-
ing new refineries from cutting carbon
pollution that causes climate change,
and it even blocks the agency from re-
vising the national air quality stand-
ard for ozone to reflect the best-avail-
able science and medical evidence
about how much ozone is safe to
breathe without serious health effects.

Mr. Chairman, one truth remains,
and that truth is that H.R. 4480 isn’t
really about jobs, isn’t really about
lowering gasoline prices. It is about an
excuse to push a profoundly anti-envi-
ronmental agenda and provide oil com-
panies with more items from their
election year wish list.

Oppose this bill because it would
strike at the heart of the Clean Air Act
and would not provide any tangible
benefits to the American people. I urge
all of my colleagues to oppose it as
well.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. PoMPEO), and I would ask that at
the conclusion of his 2 minutes that
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the balance of my time be controlled
by the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
GARDNER).

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado will control the time.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Chairman, H.R.
4480, the Domestic Energy and Jobs
Act, the legislation we’ll vote on before
too long, has three very simple mis-
sions. The first is to lower and create
affordable energy for folks all across
America. The second is to create the
jobs that go with it. And, finally, it’s
to begin to put American energy policy
back on a commonsense, simple stand-
ard that allows affordable energy to be
produced here in America by Ameri-
cans for Americans.

You know, we’ve seen in these discus-
sions, these debates, that there are two
opposing views on how to do this. The
first is the view of the folks on the
other side who think if we just had one
more rule, one more set of regulations,
another subsidy, another handout from
the taxpayers, we here in Washington,
D.C. could find that next great afford-
able energy source. We’ve seen how
that’s worked. We’ve got gasoline at
$3.50 a gallon. We’ve got utilities all
across the country asking for rate in-
creases.

There’s another view. There’s an-
other way to go about it. It’s to let the
market respond to price signals. It’s to
get the Federal Government out of the
way, to reduce regulations across the
board while making sure that we’ve
still got safe drinking water and clean
air. Both of these objectives can be ac-
complished.

This legislation simply streamlines
and simplifies the leasing and permit-
ting processes on Federal lands to
make sure that consumers have access
to affordable American energy. We
have tremendous opportunities right
here in America. Right in Kansas’
Fourth Congressional District, in Har-
per and Kingman and Stafford and
Edwards and Barber and Pratt, all over
south central Kansas, an enormous new
opportunity, creating real, affordable
energy produced by Americans with
American jobs.
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We also, through this legislation, say
if we’re going to tap this important
American resource, the SPR, the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve, we're going
to make sure and replenish it—again,
with American affordable energy.

This is one of the most consumer-
friendly, ratepayer-friendly, taxpayer
pieces of energy legislation to reach
the House floor in a long time, and I
would urge all my colleagues to sup-
port this legislation.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to my friend, the gentlewoman
from my home State of Illinois (Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY).

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I appreciate
his leadership on the Energy Sub-
committee.
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As a member of the full Energy and
Commerce Committee, frankly, I'm
ashamed that this House is actually
considering legislation that puts public
health decisions in the hands of the oil
industry.

Title IT of H.R. 4480 eliminates a core
principle of the Clean Air Act with re-
spect to smog. For over 40 years, the
Environmental Protection Agency has
set health-based air quality standards
using scientific and medical evidence
to identify the maximum safe levels of
air pollution for human beings to
breathe. Title II would do away with
that precedent by requiring that the
cost to industry be the primary consid-
eration in determining healthy emis-
sion standards. Yes, if this legislation
passes, health-based decisions will play
second fiddle to dollar considerations
for the first time.

Over the years, our air has become
cleaner and safer because industry has
had to comply with more stringent
standards. Lead is no longer poisoning
our children from the pump. There are
fewer kids with asthma due to gas pol-
lutants. And o0il companies, rather
than suffering, are now making record
profits. We don’t have to pass the hat
for the oil companies. The five largest
made $137 billion in profit last year and
$33.5 billion in the first quarter of 2012.
Our health decisions should be made by
health experts, not our worst polluters.

H.R. 4480 continues the policy of the
112th Congress: if the oil industry asks,
the oil industry gets, no matter the im-
pact on American families.

Title II sets up a new interagency bu-
reaucracy to conduct an impossible
study of the alleged economic impact
of several EPA rules to reduce pollu-
tion from refineries and fuels—which
haven’t even been proposed—using data
that doesn’t exist. In the meantime,
this title blocks the EPA from final-
izing several air quality protections
that the oil industry would prefer go
away.

Title II does nothing to protect the
consumer from price spikes at the
pump or to reduce our country’s de-
pendence on oil. Instead, it is a give-
away to the oil industry under the
false pretense of lowering gasoline
prices.

The oil industry doesn’t want to re-
duce the amount of toxic air pollution
spewing from its refineries. The oil in-
dustry doesn’t want to produce cleaner
burning gasoline. The o0il industry
would rather not construct new refin-
eries that are more efficient and less
damaging to the world’s climate. Oil
industry executives would prefer to
pocket all their billions in annual prof-
its rather than invest any of it in mod-
ern, less polluting technology.

I offered an amendment yesterday
that would have simply said that the
unnecessary and impossible study re-
quired under title IT would be paid for
by the one industry that most stands
to gain from its implementation, Big
0Oil. My amendment was not made in
order.
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The American people deserve better
than this. They deserve clean air and
clean water. They deserve more than a
few months of a transportation bill.
They deserve a jobs package that will
put millions to work, including teach-
ers and construction workers and fire-
fighters and police officers. They de-
serve affordable student loan rates. In-
stead, the Republicans of this House
have elected to carve out additional
privileges for Big Oil.

Mr. GARDNER. I yield 1 minute to
the gentlelady from Kansas (Ms. JEN-
KINS).

Ms. JENKINS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Energy Action Committee and a
Representative from an energy State, 1
come to the floor today to support an
all-of-the-above energy bill and an all-
of-the-above jobs bill.

I know firsthand the tremendous eco-
nomic growth and job creation that
comes from unlocking American-made
energy. My State of Kansas is under-
going an energy boom. Farmers are
making money, tractor dealerships are
selling new tractors, and families are
paying off loans. Even church contribu-
tions have benefited.

Sadly, this American success story
has been attacked by the current ad-
ministration’s repeated rejection of
policies that would increase domestic
energy production and create thou-
sands of high-paying American jobs.

This important legislation strength-
ens our energy security, it removes the
bureaucratic red tape hindering Amer-
ican energy production, and it creates
American jobs.

Simply, we cannot afford to delay ac-
tion that would create thousands of
jobs. I urge passage of this legislation.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. DOYLE), a fine member of
the subcommittee and a distinguished
member of the full committee.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to this bill before us.

Today we’re debating a bill that Re-
publicans tell us will embrace an all-of-
the-above energy strategy. The way
this bill purports to do this is by open-
ing large swaths of land to oil and gas
drilling, halting regulations, and gut-
ting the Clean Air Act. It’s clear that
this is not a true effort to develop an
all-of-the-above strategy, but instead is
a narrow-minded approach to oil and
gas development at any cost.

Republicans continue to criticize
President Obama and congressional
Democrats for opposing efforts to in-
crease U.S. domestic o0il production,
but the facts disprove this notion. The
President hasn’t agreed with every pro-
posal to expand oil and gas drilling in
the United States and its territorial
waters, but he has taken action to open
up substantial new public lands and
coastal waters to oil and gas develop-
ment.

Today, roughly 75 percent of U.S. oil
reserves on public lands and under our
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coastal waters have been leased out to
oil drillers. In fact, domestic oil pro-
duction is at an 8-year high, and the
production of natural gas plant lia-
uids—liquefied petroleum gases that
are used for fuel—is currently at an all-
time high of more than 2 million bar-
rels per day. All told, the U.S. Energy
Information Agency estimates that
U.S. petroleum production in 2012 will
average more than 8 million barrels per
day.

The number of oil rigs in the United
States has quadrupled under President
Obama. At the same time, petroleum
consumption in the United States has
dropped by more than 2 million barrels
per day since its all-time peak in 2006.
Now, since domestic oil production is
up and petroleum consumption is
down, U.S. oil imports are at a 17-year
low. In fact, the United States is im-
porting 10 percent less oil than it was 8
years ago.

Now, one might reasonably conclude
that since the United States is pro-
ducing more oil and consuming less, oil
and gas prices would be going down,
but that’s not happening. Oil and gas
prices are going up. Well, how can that
be? 0Oil prices—and consequently gas
prices—are rising because, while o0il
consumption may be lower in the
United States, global demand for oil is,
in fact, rising.

Rest assured, this bill does nothing
to address the real problem of high gas
prices, and it does nothing to develop a
real all-of-the-above energy strategy
for the United States. This bill is going
nowhere in the Senate, and it’s a true
disappointment as this Congress’ effort
to address high gas prices and an ex-
panded energy portfolio.

I urge my colleagues to reject this
bill.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE).

Mr. SCALISE. I thank the gentleman
from Colorado for his leadership and
for bringing this legislation to put a
good energy policy in place in this
country, which we do not have today
under President Obama.

If you look at components of the bill,
it talks about the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve. The President has used the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve as his
bailout fund, basically, for his failed
policies.
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He’s raided it. Last year he raided 30
million barrels from SPR and still, to
this day, hasn’t replaced that oil. But
on top of that, the President took
those dollars, billions of dollars, and
spent them on unrelated government
spending. So that’s what the Presi-
dent’s been doing with SPR—using it
as his personal piggy bank and bailout
fund for his failed policies.

The President and others like to talk
about an all-of-the-above strategy.
They love to talk about energy produc-
tion never being higher. One thing they
fail to mention is that energy produc-
tion on Federal lands, where the Fed-
eral Government actually has control,
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is down. In fact, President Obama’s
own administration, the Energy Infor-
mation Agency, confirmed again re-
cently that production this year on
Federal lands is down 30 percent just in
the Gulf of Mexico from last year. So
they talk about production being high-
er. It’s higher on private lands where
they have no control.

And by the way, through EPA and
Department of the Interior and other
Federal agencies they’re trying to reg-
ulate and shut that down right now,
too. So while they’re bragging about it,
they’re trying to shut it down.

Just today, in New Orleans they had
a lease sale; first lease sale we’ve had
in more than 2 years. And in fact, it
shows that there’s tremendous interest
in exploring for American energy. The
only problem is there is no more plan
in place.

Normally, you always have a b-year
plan in this country. By law, the Presi-
dent’s supposed to have a 5-year plan.
After today, there’s nothing on the
books for any more future lease sales.
And, in fact, the proposal that the
President has been sitting on shuts off
85 percent of the areas that were get-
ting ready to be opened up for explo-
ration. And what does that lead to? It
leads to a greater dependency on Mid-
dle Eastern oil, on these foreign coun-
tries that don’t like us.

The President has shipped tens of
thousands of energy jobs out of this
country. We’ve tracked rigs that have
left the states and gone to places like
Egypt and Ghana and Brazil. Those
jobs ought to be here. We ought to be
creating those jobs here and seeking
energy independence, and this bill is a
great start. I urge its support.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman’s courtesy.

This bill, sadly, is a missed oppor-
tunity. It would have been an oppor-
tunity to deal with an all-of-the-above
and a jobs bill, but it simply is not.

We’re in a situation where domestic
o0il production is strong. And what we
are looking at, currently they’re talk-
ing about giving out, encouraging more
land to be locked up for the future,
rather than using the 25 million acres
currently authorized for drilling that
are not being used by oil companies
today. They would allow people to sit
on land, paying only $1.50, $2 an acre
for up to 10 years.

Now, I think it’s wise for us to be
able to move forward to encourage en-
ergy production. There would be an op-
portunity here to deal more aggres-
sively with incenting sustainable en-
ergy, clean energy, energy that will be
with us for decades to come, rather
than depleting existing resources and
tying up leases in the future.

This is an excuse to undermine exist-
ing environmental protections. Why, in
heaven’s name, would we seek to un-
dermine tailpipe emission regulations
that are already supported by the auto
industry? It makes no sense at all.
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It is not wise to have language that
orders the EPA to consider the cost of
a clean energy rule, rather than the
impact on public health, turning on its
head longstanding priorities.

I suppose you could diagnose lung
cancer, but say, well, it’s pretty expen-
sive, so let’s not say that it’s lung can-
cer. Let’s call it a cough.

Mr. Chairman, it’s important for
EPA to make the decisions to protect
public health rather than company
profits, which are exploding in time.

This is a missed opportunity. I sug-
gest its rejection.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to inquire as to how much
time my side has remaining.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado has 19%2 minutes remaining. The
gentleman from Illinois has 12 minutes
remaining.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1% minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CANSECO).

Mr. CANSECO. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Colorado for
yielding time.

High energy prices are having a nega-
tive impact on our economy and on our
family budgets. But don’t take my
word for it. This is what my constitu-
ents have told me firsthand.

There’s David from Castroville,
Texas, who wrote:

As a self-employed carpenter, gas prices for
a large truck cut into my profits. It is mad-
ness that the USA is not oil and gas inde-
pendent. Energy independence is essential
for our economy to grow and protect our
freedom.

Another constituent, Ray, stated:

I'm a retired engineer and planned to trav-
el with my wife this summer but had to cur-
tail these plans because of the high cost of
gasoline. This has cut deeply into my retire-
ment pay and I'm spending more time at
home because of gasoline prices.

Mr. Chairman, this isn’t rhetoric
from Washington insiders, but input
from working-class Americans who are
struggling to make ends meet. I urge
my colleagues to support the Domestic
Energy and Jobs Act in order to in-
crease energy production, eliminate
red tape, and create jobs.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI).

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tleman for his courtesy.

Facts are really kind of difficult if
you have to deal with them. The gen-
tleman just spoke about a sad case of
an individual that wasn’t able to go on
a trip because of the high price of gaso-
line. He may want to tell that indi-
vidual that the oil industry, on aver-
age, over the last several months, has
exported over 24 million gallons of gas-
oline a day, 24 million gallons of gaso-
line a day, exported from the United
States. Maybe that has something to
do with the high prices.

But a few other facts. As of March of
2011, onshore, the Department of the
Interior offered, between 2009 and 2011,
6 million acres of land for leasing. The
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o0il industry only took 4 million acres.
As of that time, March 2011, 38 million
acres of land were under lease. 25 mil-
lion acres of land were inactive. A full
65 percent of the available leased land
already in the hands of the oil industry
was inactive, not explored, not being
produced. 65 percent unused, inactive.

Offshore, 37 million acres were under
lease. 2.4 million acres were active. 70
percent not being used.

So why are we here opening more
land? There’s a reason for it. There is a
reason why the oil industry wants to
do this. If they are able to acquire a
lease, they put it on their books as an
asset, thereby giving the appearance
that they have a lot of assets available
to them, when, in fact, they have no in-
tention to, in the near term, probably
the next decade or so, actually explore
and produce. It is a financial game. It
is not a game of producing oil.

Now, if we really wanted to do some-
thing, we would immediately put in
place a production tax credit for the
wind turbine industry, which is lan-
guishing now because we are refusing,
Republicans, in this case, refusing to
put forth a renewal of the production
tax so that the wind industry can actu-
ally continue to produce energy for our
Nation.

So what does it mean?

There are some 70,000 jobs in the
wind industry today. Some 17,000 more
would immediately go into place if the
production tax credit were in this bill
and became law.

What does it mean?

If we were to enact my bill, H.R. 487,
those wind turbines would be manufac-
tured in the United States, and thou-
sands more jobs.

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

Mr. RUSH. I yield another 30 seconds
to the gentleman.

Mr. GARAMENDI. The bottom line of
this: this is simply a play by the oil in-
dustry to gather more assets on their
balance sheet, at the expense of the en-
vironment and, just as important, at
the expense of a real, all of the above
energy policy.

It’s a sad day that we’re here debat-
ing an energy bill that really doesn’t
do anything at all to help us meet the
energy needs of this Nation. There’s
nothing in this about renewables. It’s
unfortunate.
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Mr. GARDNER. I yield 1%2 minutes to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LATTA).

Mr. LATTA. I appreciate the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support
of H.R. 4480, the Domestic Energy and
Jobs Act.

This bill comes at a critical time as
consumers, farmers, and small busi-
nesses are facing high fuel prices and
as the President is restricting Federal
leases from oil production while at the
same time considering releasing o0il
from the United States’ Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve.
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I represent an area of the State of
Ohio that has the largest number of ag-
riculture producers, manufacturing
jobs, and small businesses. When you
look at these numbers, we’d have a
very high, disproportionate hit for my
constituents because of high oil prices.

As this bill requires, all regulations
should be subject to a thorough anal-
ysis of cost, benefits, and potential
hurdles to implementation. The Gaso-
line Regulations Act of 2012, which is
part of this bill, will delay regulations
that could significantly increase fuel
prices on consumers, farmers, and
small businesses while these regula-
tions are under review. It will also pro-
vide some much-needed regulatory re-
lief to refiners, who are struggling to
stay in business due to the high cost of
fuel.

Reducing the costs of refining fuel is
a great first step, but the key to reduc-
ing fuel prices is to bring more supply
into the market. The only time that oil
should be released from the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve is to counter a se-
vere supply interruption. I support leg-
islation that will allow the increased
access to responsible domestic oil pro-
duction, and for these reasons, I sup-
port the bill.

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

Mr. GARDNER. I would like to yield
2 minutes to the majority whip, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
MCCARTHY).

Mr. MCCARTHY of California. I want
to thank freshman CORY GARDNER for
bringing this legislation to the floor.

Mr. Chairman, I want to for one mo-
ment imagine. I want to imagine a
country, an America that doesn’t have
40 months of 8 percent unemployment.
I want to imagine an America with 3
percent unemployment. Could you
imagine a country that had a trade def-
icit that was shrunk? Could you imag-
ine a government that, instead of say-
ing it wants to raise taxes, actually cut
them? Imagine that, in a housing cri-
sis, you’re not sitting with fore-
closures, but you actually need more
houses to be built and that people are
flying into the country because the
jobs are there and it is the place to be.
I want to imagine, when you go down
to even work at McDonald’s, you’re
making $15 an hour.

A lot of people in this country turn
on the news and think that’s far-
fetched. They think that’s impossible
to dream or to even imagine. But do
you know what? That’s taking place in
parts of this country. That’s exactly
what’s happening in North Dakota.
And why is it happening in North Da-
kota? It’s because they created a State
energy policy that is unshackled.

There is a team here, Mr. Chairman,
that is called the HEAT Team, the
House Energy Action Team. We went
across the country and saw all walks of
life—from California, to driving an
electric car in Colorado, to going into
the fields of North Dakota, which is
where I went. Do you know what? I
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drove past the windmills. I looked at
new technology which is able to ex-
tract in a much more pinpointed meth-
od and environmentally friendly way
so that we can get those resources.
What has it done? It has transformed
the State with regard to job creation.
More importantly, it has transformed
our Nation because, yes, we are import-
ing less today than in 1994, but that’s
only on private lands, not on public
lands.

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

Mr. GARDNER. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. McCARTHY of California. So
today, on this floor, we are debating
something that can change America.
No longer will you sit back at home
and think, one day, I could only imag-
ine unemployment low, revenues high,
and everybody who wants a job can
have one.

This bill today is about jobs. It’s
about jobs that not only create a new
America but that change our foreign
policy. It creates a new America in
which we invest today, and it makes us
energy independent.

Mr. Chairman, I ask all to vote
“aye,” and I thank the gentleman for
bringing it to the floor.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GARDNER. I would like to yield
1 minute to the majority leader, the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR).

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I rise in support of this legislation
before us, which will boost domestic
energy production, spur job creation,
and grow the economy.

The Domestic Energy and Jobs Act
opens up more of our domestic energy
resources, brings greater certainty to
leasing on public lands, and does take
steps to cut red tape that is increasing
the cost of fuel and blocking energy de-
velopment. Increasing energy produc-
tion on our Nation’s public lands and
in its waters can create millions of
jobs, boost the economy, lower energy
costs, and make America more secure.

It wasn’t too long ago that an en-
ergy-secure America seemed like an
unreachable goal. Today, energy secu-
rity is on the horizon because of inno-
vations that have helped increase our
domestic energy supply and that have
created thousands of good-paying jobs
along the way. I saw these innovative
technologies firsthand a few weeks ago
when I was out on a deep-sea rig off the
coast of Louisiana. With this legisla-
tion, we give our Nation’s energy pro-
ducers the certainty they need to in-
vest in the innovations that are essen-
tial to American-made energy and
American-made jobs.

The oil and gas industry is the life-
blood of so many communities across
our Nation, but this President’s poli-
cies have stifled the development of
many of our Nation’s energy resources.
Red tape and restrictions coming from
the Obama administration are keeping
America’s abundant energy resources

’
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under lock and key, away from our job-
creating private sector.

As a result of some of these policies,
small businesses are feeling the
squeeze of high energy costs; families
planning their summer vacations are
facing historically high gas prices; and
new jobs are being sidelined. People are
wondering, when will things get better?
They’re looking for leadership out of
Washington. Frankly, this administra-
tion has not delivered.

Since the President took office, pro-
duction on public lands has decreased.
While I welcome the administration’s
announcement that it is moving for-
ward with a long delayed lease sale in
the central Gulf of Mexico, it is simply
unacceptable that this is the first lease
sale the administration has held in the
central gulf since 2010. Our Nation’s en-
ergy producers have been ready and
waiting to put their capital on the line
to develop our Nation’s resources.

Delaying decisions critical to energy
development creates uncertainty and
slows job creation. In fact, the Obama
administration has canceled more lease
sales than it has actually held, so I
think the big question is, why aren’t
we doing more? Why aren’t we devel-
oping more of our Nation’s Outer Con-
tinental Shelf, such as that off the
coast of Virginia, where there is broad
bipartisan consensus in my State sup-
porting such development?

After years of watching the President
fail to embrace a pro-growth energy
policy, the American people do deserve
more. The future of our country de-
pends on a true, all-of-the-above energy
strategy that promotes domestic en-
ergy production, job creation, and eco-
nomic growth.

By adding certainty to the regu-
latory process, we can promote domes-
tic energy development in an environ-
mentally sensitive way. We can pro-
mote economic growth and get Ameri-
cans back to work. These seven bills,
as part of the HEAT Team package,
will help bring down high energy costs,
which are hurting families and crip-
pling small businesses, so that we can
then spur the creation of thousands of
jobs.

I want to salute and thank the House
Energy Action Team: the bill’s chief
sponsor, Congressman CORY GARDNER;
Congressman ED WHITFIELD; Congress-
men SCOTT TIPTON and MIKE COFFMAN;
and Congressmen DOUG LAMBORN and
BILL JOHNSON for putting forward these
measures that will harness our domes-
tic energy resources.

Finally, I would like to thank our
whip, KEVIN MCCARTHY, for his leader-
ship and for bringing all of us together,
as well as thank Chairman FRED UPTON
and Chairman Doc HASTINGS for their
leadership on these measures that are
essential to our Nation’s competitive-
ness and job creation.
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Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to one of the most remarkable
leaders that this Congress has ever
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seen, the gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend, and I
would have come up here just for that
introduction. I thank him so much.

I am pleased to follow my friend, the
distinguished majority leader, Mr. CAN-
TOR. I'm going to have some remarks.
But before I get to those remarks, I
want to give you some statistics that I
know you’ll find very interesting. I
want you to take them to heart.

The Energy Information Administra-
tion reports that oil production from
Federal lands and waters was higher
the first 3 years of the Obama adminis-
tration than the last 3 years of Presi-
dent Bush’s administration.

In addition, oil imports are at the
lowest they have been since 1997. In
2011, U.S. crude oil production reached
its highest level in 8 years, increasing
by an estimated 110,000 barrels per day
over 2010 levels to 5.59 million barrels
per day. We now produce more than 50
percent of the crude oil we use domes-
tically.

The U.S., by the way, has 1,971 rigs in
operation. The rest of the world has
1,471.

The U.S. natural gas production is
record breaking. In 2011, 28.5 million
cubic feet. In 1973, which was the pre-
vious record, it was 24 million cubic
feet. But hear this: In 2005, during the
Bush administration, it was 5 million
less.

Net imports as a share of total con-
sumption has declined from 2005, where
it was 60 percent in the Bush adminis-
tration, to 2011, where it is 47 percent.

The administration has announced
that the 2012-2017 5-year leasing plan
will open up more than 75 percent of
our potential offshore oil and gas re-
sources. The U.S. production for Fed-
eral lands on shore is similar to and
has surpassed the Bush administration.
In 2005, it was 649 million barrels; in
2010, it was 739 million barrels, other-
wise known as almost 100 million more
barrels.

Ladies and gentlemen, we understand
that we need to produce and use energy
in America. Mr. Chairman, we should
be working, however, together to find
real solutions to meet our pressing
challenges. We ought to pass a long-
term highway bill to create thousands
of construction jobs. We ought to ad-
dress the looming deadline when stu-
dent loan interest rates are set to go
up on July 1. We ought to get to work
on taxes so we can keep low rates in
place for middle class families. And we
ought to get serious about comprehen-
sive deficit reduction before we find
ourselves on the edge of a fiscal cliff
this year.

Instead, Mr. Chairman, once again,
we have a solution looking for a prob-
lem. Our Republican friends have
called up two bills on the floor this
week that make this very clear.

While gas prices have thankfully re-
treated, the first bill would enact an
extreme drill-only energy strategy that
won’t lower gasoline prices. That bill is
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notable for what it doesn’t do: invest in
diverse energy sources that create jobs,
reduce our oil dependence, and enhance
energy security; nor does it make our
Nation a global leader in energy tech-
nology.

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

Mr. RUSH. I yield the gentleman an
additional 1 minute.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

The second bill, which we considered
yesterday, would impose a radical pol-
icy on our border areas that would un-
dermine security coordination and
bring polluting industries to some of
our most pristine parks and historic
sites, even though our border enforce-
ment officials have said such legisla-
tion is unnecessary. That’s what we
worked on yesterday. Not jobs, not stu-
dent loans, not transportation, but a
piece of legislation that they said
wasn’t necessary.

These are not what Congress ought to
be focusing on this week or next week.
Let’s turn our attention to our most
pressing issues—student loans, con-
struction jobs, keeping middle class
taxes low, and reducing deficits—in-
stead of wasting the American people’s
time on partisan bills that won’t solve
any of our real problems.

Mr. Chairman, I'm hopeful that ei-
ther in the next 24 hours or in the next
9 days we will, in fact, pass a jobs bill
that will create jobs, and everybody
knows that that’s the highway bill.

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

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Mary-
land.

Mr. HOYER. The Senate has passed a
highway bill in a bipartisan fashion
with half of the Republicans in the
United States Senate voting for it, and
with a very conservative Republican
ranking member, JIM INHOFE, and a
very liberal chairwoman, BARBARA
BOXER, who came together and had the
ability to compromise and come to
agreement.

I tell my friends on the Republican
side, that’s what the American people
want us to do. If we do that, it will
raise the confidence of our people, of
our business community, of our coun-
try. That will be the best thing we can
do for our country, to come together in
a bipartisan fashion, as the United
States Senate did, and act.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 12 minutes to the gentlelady
from Alabama (Mrs. ROBY).

Mrs. ROBY. I thank the gentleman
from Colorado.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support
of the Domestic Energy and Jobs Act.

0Oil accounts for 37 percent of U.S. en-
ergy demand, with 71 percent directed
to fuels that are used in transpor-
tation. Our energy policy is vitally im-
portant to our national and economic
security. It’s especially as important
to the mother who drives her children
to school as it is the business owner
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who operates a fleet of delivery vehi-
cles. When the price of gasoline in-
creases, Americans hurt.

Last year, the price of gasoline in-
creased 81 cents per gallon. That is why
I do support an all-of-the-above ap-
proach to energy. This includes open-
ing up new areas for American energy
exploration, transitioning to renewable
and alternative energy, and using more
clean and reliable nuclear.

The President in his last State of the
Union stated the same belief, but this
administration has done nothing to
back up that statement. The executive
branch is using the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve for political purposes by
imposing overburdensome regulations
on refineries and placing obstacles to
increasing permitting and leasing on
Federal lands for gas and oil produc-
tion.

During this administration, we have
seen a drastic decrease of oil produc-
tion on federally owned lands at a time
with high gas prices. From 2010 to 2011,
there has been a 14 percent decrease.
The Domestic Energy and Jobs Act will
enable job creators in the energy indus-
try and increase domestic energy pro-
duction here at home.

The legislation that is before us
today will turn the tide on this admin-
istration’s actions, or lack thereof, and
allow our Nation to move forward on
our Nation’s energy production, there-
by increasing jobs and bringing us clos-
er to energy independence.

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in
favor of this bill.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing on this side?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Illi-
nois has 3 minutes remaining, and the
gentleman from Colorado has 11%2 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN).

Mr. COHEN. Thank you, Mr. RUSH. 1
appreciate the time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 4480. This is a bill that is totally
a giveaway to Big Oil.

The fact is, if we want to be energy
independent, we can’t drill our way to
energy independence. We can get there
by having alternative green energies
that will create jobs and make us inde-
pendent. We can have wind and solar,
and we can have higher fuel standards
for automobiles. That’s the best thing
we can do is reduce the demand for oil
by having higher fuel standards, which
we don’t have in this bill. Regarding
the price of oil and making ourselves
energy independent, it’s not going to
happen.

My colleagues on the other side—at
least some of them—have for quite a
while, about 2 or 3 months ago, blamed
the rising prices of gasoline on Presi-
dent Obama. Gasoline has come down
considerably since that time. Has one
person had the veracity, the biparti-
sanship to say, Mr. President, thank
you for bringing the price of oil down?
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No, they haven’t, because the Presi-
dent didn’t bring the price of oil down,
just like he didn’t take the price of oil
up. It’s political rhetoric to say he
caused the prices to go up, and it would
be wrong to say he brought them down.
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There are world markets, demand in
China, demand in India, demand even
in Bangkok; and those demands have
put the price of oil up. The situation in
Iran with Israel has created concerns
about the future of o0il shipments
through the Strait of Hormuz. Because
of that, prices went up. That situation
has been rectified.

This bill is only a giveaway to Big
Oil. It threatens people’s First Amend-
ment rights because it says they have
to put up a $5,000 bond simply to pro-
test. It threatens jobs. In many indus-
tries—the outdoors industry—it threat-
ens public health and people’s oppor-
tunity to be free from air pollution. It
threatens hunting, fishing, and recre-
ation and grazing because it violates
the multiple-use doctrines established
in the Federal Land Policy and Man-
agement Act.

This is not a good bill for America.
And to be energy independent, we need
to find green energy and green jobs.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 90 seconds to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY).

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

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chair, I rise
today in strong support for the Domes-
tic Energy and Jobs Act of 2012 because
I personally know the importance of
the oil and gas industry to the future
of America.

I am fortunate to call West Texas
home. Growing up in the Permian
Basin has given me a better perspective
on what it means to produce the raw
resources that our Nation needs to
power its industry. It is a perspective
that has come from working on a drill-
ing rig in Fort Stockton, Texas, drill-
ing miles and miles below the surface
of the Earth.

It’s this pursuit of oil and gas miles
below our feet that is reinvigorating
pockets of the American economy from
Texas to Pennsylvania to North Da-
kota. The work is hard, but the re-
wards can be great. Not just for the
producers, but also for the roughnecks,
the thousands of small and large firms
that support the drilling activity, and
the communities that host them.

Our Nation relies and prospers, Mr.
Chairman, on affordable, abundant en-
ergy like oil and gas. This bill will en-
sure that not only do we have afford-
able energy, but that Americans are
put back to work producing it.

The oil and gas industry on private
lands is thriving in spite of this admin-
istration’s attempt to slowly suffocate
it. Today’s legislation would reverse
the glacial pace of permitting and the
pointless regulations designed solely to
slow down production on Federal lands.
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Mr. Chairman, this bill will do the
things that the President’s stimulus
act has failed to do. It will drive in-
vestment into American businesses and
will put Americans back to work, just
like the o0il and gas industry has been
doing in District 11 for over 80 years.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I intend to
close, so I will reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, at
this time, I would like to yield 1%2 min-
utes to another gentleman from Texas
(Mr. FLORES).

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the Domestic En-
ergy and Jobs Act of 2012.

Every developed economy in the
world looks to their own resources as
assets to fuel their economic growth.
Yet many folks in Washington view our
domestic energy resources as a liabil-
ity. Unelected and unaccountable Fed-
eral bureaucrats continue to dream up
ways to lock up, restrict, tax, or other-
wise regulate these assets away from
benefiting the American people.

This is an issue of critical impor-
tance for our economic security, our
national security, our energy security,
and most importantly for the opportu-
nities that we hope to leave for future
generations.

We desperately need the stability
that comes from unlocking access and
tapping into our American energy re-
sources. The Domestic Energy and Jobs
Act does just that by allowing us to
pursue an all-of-the-above energy plan
that removes unwarranted government
roadblocks to domestic energy produc-
tion and supply.

This bill will also help reduce our
Federal deficits and our trade deficits.
In the case of the former, it helps to re-
duce our Federal deficit in multiple
ways: one, by growing the American
economy and American jobs; two, by
increasing royalties and lease pay-
ments to the Federal Treasury; and,
three, by reducing the cost of our en-
ergy for the American economy. In the
case of the latter, increased production
of American energy will result in lower
oil imports from foreign sources and
reduced payments for those imports,
thereby keeping more American money
at home to rebuild our economy.

I urge my colleagues to support the
Domestic Energy and Jobs Act, which
would create jobs, grow our economy,
reduce our dependence on unstable
Middle Eastern oil, improve our na-
tional security, and restore the Amer-
ican Dream for future generations.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, at
this point I would like to yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. LANDRY), my freshman col-
league.

Mr. LANDRY. Mr. Chairman, here
are some facts: an estimated 13 million
Americans are out of work. The State
of Colorado’s unemployment rate is 8.1
percent, which correlates with the na-
tional unemployment rate. Today, the
State of Colorado’s estimated reserves
are 1 billion barrels of oil.
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In 1995, the State of North Dakota’s
estimated reserves were 151 million
barrels. Today, those reserves have
been increased to 4.2 billion barrels of
oil; yet today, the State of North Da-
kota’s unemployment rate is 3 percent.
What do those facts tell us? Those facts
tell us that drilling equals jobs, Mr.
Chairman. And it’s very simple. In
North Dakota, they are drilling on pri-
vate lands. They are driving unemploy-
ment rates down.

Please, if the President wants a jobs
plan, it is here. And I urge all Members
to vote for this bill.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, at
this time I would like to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from California
(Mr. ROHRABACHER).

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman,
I rise in strong support for H.R. 4480, a
bill that promises to open up more pub-
lic land to energy development and to
streamline burdensome rules and
heavy-handed regulations that now
thwart new domestic energy develop-
ment in the United States.

The President and the Democratic-
led Senate continue to obstruct the
utilization of America’s enormous nat-
ural resources. What are they? These
resources are a God-given asset that
has elevated the well-being and pros-
perity of our people ever since the time
of our Nation’s founding. Now, when we
need the wealth of those resources
more than ever, we suffer the obstruc-
tionism of our own government.

The President has prevented the con-
struction of the Keystone XL pipeline.
The President has shut down oil and
gas production offshore. And most re-
cently, this administration—and per-
haps most heinously—this administra-
tion has moved forward with plans to
add onerous rules and regulations on a
new and emerging technology. The ef-
forts of this administration are mind-
boggling because there is no evidence
that this technology has done any
harm to our people, and there is ample
evidence that this technology would
produce significant economic growth,
thus jobs. And I am referring to, of
course, fracking, which has clearly
been targeted by the President and by
his environmental gestapo friends.

While we are talking today and while
we are trying to determine whether or
not we are going to be using more re-
sources, gasoline prices are changing
the lifestyle of the American people.
We’re talking about people who are
paying $3.50 a gallon and, in my State,
$4 a gallon. Why are we allowing our
people—13 million people who are cur-
rently out of work and suffering under
these conditions—why are we adding
such costs for them to bear?

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

Mr. GARDNER. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. What we need,
Mr. Chair, is we need to make sure that
we move forward, as this bill will do, to
ensure that we are fulfilling our com-
mitment to the American people to do
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everything we can to make sure that
they will live in prosperity and free-
dom and hope for a better life for their
children.

This has always been tied to the uti-
lization of natural resources, and this
bill will ensure that our people will
benefit from those gifts that God gave
us underneath our ground and public
lands.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Chairman, at
this point I would like to yield 1
minute to another freshman, Mr.
GOSAR from Arizona.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, outside these
walls people across our country are suf-
fering. Electric bills and gasoline
prices are increasing as we enter the
heat of the summer.
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Over 13 million Americans are still
without work. Our constituents are
counting on us to take action.

The Republican-led House has been
leading the way with solutions to our
country’s energy problems. The bill be-
fore us today, the Domestic Energy and
Jobs Act, is just another part of that
agenda. It will remove government
roadblocks and bureaucratic red tape
that hinder onshore oil, natural gas,
and renewable energy production and
facilitate job creation. This act truly
embraces an all-of-the-above approach
that our country so desperately needs.

A country is only as strong as its
people. Henry Ford II once said:

What’s right about America is although we
have a mess of problems, we have great ca-
pacity—intellect and resources—to do some-
thing about them.

Let’s use that capacity to address our
country’s energy crisis and put people
back to work. I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of the Domestic Energy
and Jobs Act.

Mr. RUSH. I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. GARDNER. I am prepared to
close. I have no further requests for
time.

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

There is widespread opposition to the
Republican oil-above-all bill. The
Obama administration opposes the Re-
publican bill. Its Statement of Admin-
istration Policy says:

The administration strongly opposes H.R.
4480, which would undermine the Nation’s
energy security, roll back policies that sup-
port the continued growth of safe and re-
sponsible energy production in the United
States, discourage environmental analysis
and civic engagement in Federal decision-
making, and impede progress on important
Clean Air Act rules to protect the health of
American families.

If the President were presented with
H.R. 4480, his senior advisers would rec-
ommend that he veto the bill. Numer-
ous public health organizations oppose
this bill, including the American Acad-
emy of Pediatrics and various others.

Mr. Chair, this bill is nonsensical and
is another bill in a long list of Big Oil
giveaways pushed by the most anti-en-
vironmental House in the history of
our Nation.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GARDNER. I would just inquire
how much time I have remaining.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California has 4 minutes remaining.

Mr. GARDNER. I thank the Chair
and I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Sixty four thousand eight hundred
five jobs, $4.3 billion in wages, $14.9 bil-
lion in annual economic impact. That
is the number of jobs, the amount of
wages, and the economic impact that
we would have seen today if not for the
backlog of BLM projects over the past
3 years.

Sixty-five thousand jobs. There are 22
proposed projects in the Western
United States that would create nearly
121,000 jobs.

Over the past few years, we have seen
gas prices increase dramatically: $3.50,
$3.60, $3.70. Since we’ve heard debate on
the House floor tonight, they’re going
down. Even a flood can be lowered by a
foot the next day, but it’s still a flood.
Our constituents who are paying $60,
$70 to fill up with a tank of gas to drive
their families to school, trying to put
food on the table, to get to work, can-
not afford high energy prices year after
year.

This bill presents us with an oppor-
tunity to create jobs to build on Amer-
ican energy independence, to make
sure that we are doing the one thing
that we set out to do, and that is im-
prove the economic chances of this
country, our competitiveness, and the
lives of our constituents. But they
can’t do it with gas prices exceeding $3,
$4. What’s next? Because here we are
again.

The policies presented in this bill
will allow us to cut through red tape
and to increase exploration on our
great lands in the Western United
States across this country in an envi-
ronmentally responsible fashion. It will
allow us to make sure that when we ac-
cess the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
because of a supply problem that we’re
also addressing a long-term supply fix
instead of just quick-fix politics.

We have an opportunity to make sure
that when it comes to the regulations
that are driving up the price of gaso-
line—and they have a real impact; we
have both heard before our committee
testimony from EPA administrators
who say, yes, it will increase the price
of gasoline—we stop and take a look
before we leap to make sure that we
are analyzing to understand the impact
they will have on our constituents, who
continue to suffer.

The best way to improve our econ-
omy is to make sure that we are
unleashing every sector of our econ-
omy. And yes, that means renewable
energy. This bill includes renewable
energy. It takes a 4-year look at renew-
able energy on public lands, to take ad-
vantage of our opportunity with solar
on Federal lands, with wind on Federal
lands. But we will not sit idly by while
our constituents pay thousands of dol-
lars a more each year to put fuel in the
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tank, competing with the food on their
table.

And so, Mr. Chair, this bill presents
us all with a great chance to increase
our energy supply, create American
jobs, and make sure that we under-
stand the full ramifications of regula-
tions and drawdowns of the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve before we act. And I
think it’s important that we send one
strong message to our constituents
that we’ve heard you. We’ve heard you
loud and clear. And we are going to do
everything we can to improve our econ-
omy, bring down the cost of energy,
create jobs. That’s when this Congress
will do our job. This Congress will do
our job when we pass this legislation,
and I urge passage of H.R. 4480.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, the legislation that
we are debating and considering today
is a clear all-of-the-above plan to in-
crease American energy production, to
lower gasoline prices, and to reduce our
dependence on unstable foreign energy.
But more than anything else, Mr.
Chairman, this is a bill about creating
jobs. The Domestic Energy and Jobs
Act creates good-paying permanent
jobs that will put people back to work
and help grow our economy.

The only thing that the Obama ad-
ministration has been more hostile to
than American job creation, Mr. Chair-
man, is American energy production.
Frankly, that shouldn’t surprise any-
one because the two do go hand-in-
hand.

President Obama likes to talk about
an all-of-the-above energy plan. But in
reality, it’s a nothing-from-America
energy plan. This administration has
consistently said ‘“‘no’” to new Amer-
ican energy production while happily
forcing hardworking American tax-
payers to spend over $1 million a
minute on foreign energy.

President Obama doesn’t want to
drill for oil in Utah; perhaps he’d rath-
er get it from Venezuela. President
Obama doesn’t want to drill for natural
gas in New Mexico; perhaps he’d rather
get it from Yemen.
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President Obama doesn’t want to de-
velop our oil shale in Colorado; perhaps
he’d rather get oil from OPEC.

President Obama doesn’t want to im-
port oil from our friends in Canada by
approving the Keystone pipeline; per-
haps he’d rather import oil from coun-
tries that aren’t our friends in the Mid-
dle East.

Finally, President Obama doesn’t
want to drill off America’s coasts, but
he doesn’t seem to mind Fidel Castro
drilling 60 miles from America. And he
doesn’t seem to mind giving Brazil bil-
lions of dollars to help them drill off
their coasts and then promise to be
their ‘‘best customer.”

The American people need to under-
stand that this administration has
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taken this country in exactly the
wrong direction when it comes to de-
veloping our vast energy resources.
While President Obama has been
digging the United States into massive
fiscal deficits, he has also gotten
America into an energy deficit on Fed-
eral lands from which it could take
years to recover.

Energy production on Federal lands
is one of our best opportunities for job
creation and energy security. But time
and again, that production has been
blocked or delayed by this administra-
tion. Under this administration, from
20102011, oil production on Federal
lands fell by 14 percent. And natural
gas production on these same lands fell
by 11 percent. Mr. Chairman, this is in
stark contrast to the oil and natural
gas production on State and private
lands because that production has
boomed.

American energy equals American
jobs. It’s a simple formula for job cre-
ation and economic growth, but clearly
it’s one that this administration
doesn’t seem to understand. Maybe
that’s because they just don’t know
how desperate Americans are for jobs.
Just a few weeks ago, with unemploy-
ment above 8 percent and 23 million
Americans looking for work, our Presi-
dent told the American people that the
private sector is doing ‘‘just fine.”
Well, if you don’t know what the prob-
lem is, how can you possibly know how
to fix it?

Mr. Chairman, in summary, this is
the same President that has issued the
lowest number of onshore energy leases
since 1984. This is the same President
who talks about an all-of-the-above en-
ergy plan, but actively blocks ability
to produce more oil and natural gas
and coal, and specifically doing so on
public lands. For President Obama,
““all of the above’ is just a politically
convenient slogan. But for House Re-
publicans, it’s a real job-creating en-
ergy policy.

So I urge my colleagues to vote for
the Domestic Energy and Jobs Act to
put Americans back to work and make
us less dependent on foreign sources.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

My colleagues, the short title of this
bill, the Domestic Energy and Jobs
Act, spells out the word D-E-J-A. But
what we’re seeing here is not just deja
vu, the feeling that we’ve seen all these
Big 0Oil giveaways before. No, this bill
is a deja preview, a look ahead into
what the Romney administration
would do if elected and had a GOP
House and Senate to fully implement
the o0il companies’ legislative agenda
and block all efforts to help clean en-
ergy.

There’s been a lot of discussion of the
DREAM Act recently, but the bill we
have before us today is really the Big
0il dream act. This package represents
everything Big Oil could ever possibly
dream up to drill on our public lands
and roll back public health protections.
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As the world gathers in Rio de Janei-
ro right now to try to head off cata-
strophic global warming from the burn-
ing of fossil fuels, here we are in the
House of Representatives looking for
ways to give more benefits to fossil
fuel industries.

And as America’s wind and solar
companies look to hire more American
workers, here we are in the GOP-con-
trolled House, where the Republican
leadership refused to make my amend-
ment in order to establish national
goals for wind and solar, clean energy
and energy efficiency. They won’t even
allow that debate to take place on the
floor of the House of Representatives
during what they say is the big energy
debate for America. Can you imagine,
it’s 2012, we are having a big energy de-
bate, big, big debate on the energy fu-
ture of our country, and the words
“wind”’ and ‘‘solar’ are not going to be
permitted by the Republicans to be out
here on the House floor and being de-
bated. And by the way, did I throw in
biomass? Did I throw in geothermal?
Did I throw in energy efficiency? They
won’t allow the words to be spoken.
There’s a gag order here, a big gag
order by the Republicans. No debating
that.

And then they have the temerity to
call it an all-of-the-above bill. Oh, a
comprehensive energy plan without
wind, without solar, without geo-
thermal, without biomass, without
plug-in hybrids or energy efficiency de-
bated out here because they have a gag
order. They prohibit any debating of
those issues on the House floor. And
yet here they are, saying it’s an all-of-
the-above energy bill.

Great. Great. So fair. Fair and
square. A real debate. Let all the Mem-
bers decide what our energy future
looks like.

But before the end of this year, the
Republicans are allowing all of the tax
breaks for the wind industry to expire.
And what are they doing? They are ac-
tually going to continue the $4 billion
a year that ExxonMobil and Chevron
get. That’s fair, huh? A gag order on
even mentioning wind and solar out
here as part of an amendment, a de-
bate, $4 billion for the oil industry.
And by the way, let’s take a look at
what’s going on in oil production in the
United States.

Oh, by the way, did you hear the
news? It’s now at an 18-year high.
Obama, drill, baby, drill. Obama, what
a great job. An 18-year high under
Barack Obama, way better than George
Bush. Way better. You have to go back
to almost a time when a kid who’s
graduating from high school has no
memory of. It’s 18 years ago the last
time there was this much oil drilling in
the United States—Federal, State, pri-
vate lands.

But if you listen to the Republicans,
they’re saying there’s not enough
breaks for ExxonMobil. No, no, no, we
have to give them more. This poor, be-
leaguered company, and all of the
other oil companies of the same size,
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they have been beleaguered as they are
now at an 18-year peak in oil produc-
tion in the United States. And you
know who’s beating them up—wind and
solar, geothermal, biomass, plug-in hy-
brids. Very scary things to the Repub-
lican. So scary that because they con-
trol the Speakership, because they con-
trol the Rules Committee, we’re not al-
lowed to debate wind and solar.
They’re prohibiting it today. An abso-
lute, all-out prohibition this week on
the discussion of wind and solar. Huh?

When I asked to have an amendment
be put in place that we could debate
whether or not we had a national re-
newable electricity standard for the
whole country, setting goals for what
our country should have for wind and
solar by the year 2020, you know what
they said: No, we’re gagging you. You
can’t have that debate out on the
House floor. You can’t even raise the
words ‘“‘wind” and ‘‘solar.”

Yet they’re going to keep coming out
here saying we’re for all of the above.
All of the above that Exxon and Shell
and BP want. Right on their list. And
do you know where wind and solar are
on the BP and ExxonMobil list? Oh,
they just forgot to put it on their list.
And that’s what we get to debate out
here, and it’s going to be called an all-
of-the-above energy future.

Well, let me tell you something—the
American people deserve a lot better.
They really do have a real sense that
America has to be the leader in these
new energy technologies. And Presi-
dent Obama has done his best or else
we would not be at an 18-year high.

By the way, there are more oil rigs
drilling in the United States for oil
today—are you ready for this—than all
of the other countries in the world
combined. Barack Obama, drill, baby,
drill. You are really doing the job.
More oil rigs right here in the United
States right now drilling than all the
rest of the world combined.

But you’re going to listen to these
Republicans talk as though somehow
or other, although ExxonMobil and BP
and Shell are reporting the largest
profits of any corporation in the his-
tory of the world, that they are being
discriminated against.
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What do ExxonMobil and BP expect?
They expect there to be a gag applied
out here on the floor so we cannot de-
bate wind and solar, we cannot debate
biomass and geothermal, we cannot de-
bate energy efficiency. And yet we’re
supposed to sit over here in silence and
listen to them say that they have an
all-of-the-above energy strategy when
we all know their entire strategy is oil
above all—as a matter in fact, to ex-
clude all else, exclude it, can’t even de-
bate it. They actually passed a rule
here last night prohibiting us from de-
bating wind and solar, from debating
the future, from unleashing this tech-
nological revolution.

And why is that the case? I'll tell you
why it’s the case. Because in the last 5



June 20, 2012

years there have been 45,000 new
megawatts of wind installed here in the
United States. In this year, there will
be 4,000 new megawatts of solar in-
stalled in the United States. Do you
know who hates that? ExxonMobil
hates that. Shell, BP, they hate it.
Peabody Coal, Arch Coal, they hate it.
They see this new clean energy future
unfolding.

Out here on the floor of the House, as
we debate the big energy bill here of
2012, I'm prohibited, as the senior Dem-
ocrat, from bringing out an amend-
ment that talks about wind and solar,
that talks about geothermal and bio-
mass, that talks about energy effi-
ciency. I'm not allowed to bring it out
here. So this is not an auspicious day
for the United States Congress.

If there were any kernel of truth
about Obama and his incredible work
here, lifting us to an 18-year high in
total o0il production in the TUnited
States—by the way, since Bush left,
since he left, we have dropped from
being 57 percent dependent upon im-
ported oil down to 45 percent dependent
upon imported oil. Did Bush do that?
No. Did Bush’s father do that? No.
Barack Obama did that, ladies and gen-
tlemen. And what Barack Obama is
saying, in addition to the dramatic de-
cline in the amount of oil that we im-
port from the Middle East, I would also
like to add wind and solar and geo-
thermal and biomass and energy effi-
ciency. And they’re saying, oh, no, it’s
already going too fast. This dependence
thing is already happening much too
fast for us.

And, by the way, this revolution in
wind and solar and geothermal, people
might start driving cars that are all
electric and dependent upon wind and
solar to give them the electricity so
they don’t even have to go into a gas
station.

Do you know what they’re really
afraid of? They’re afraid that what is
going to happen to them is what hap-
pened to the typewriter, that in 20
years we went from everyone using a
typewriter to everyone using a com-
puter. People have to look into a his-
tory book to now find what a type-
writer looks like. It only took 20 years.
They can see this wind and solar revo-
lution happening so fast that they’re
afraid that in 2030 a kid won’t even
know how to fill up a car with gasoline
because they’ll be plugging in the car
at home with solar and wind-generated
electricity. That’s what they’re most
afraid of.

That’s what this debate is really all
about and that’s why there’s a gag on
the Democrats, why we’re not allowed
to talk about wind and solar and geo-
thermal and biomass and energy effi-
ciency. Oh, I'm sorry, we’re allowed to
talk about it, we’re just not allowed to
have an amendment out here on the
floor. We’re just not allowed to put ev-
eryone on record as to where they
stand on those issues. We're just not
allowed to do that. You cannot have an
amendment out here on the floor.
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So this is the full extent of our abil-
ity to help those industries, those com-
petitive industries, those Microsofts
and Googles and eBays and Hulus and
YouTubes of the energy industry get
out there and reinvent the way in
which we generate electricity here in
our country. That’s what this debate is
really all about.

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I’'m very pleased to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. LAMBORN), author of one of
the provisions in this.

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the Domestic Energy and
Jobs Act. This energy package will
unlock some of the vast resources this
country has been blessed with, create
stable jobs to put Americans back to
work, and ensure America’s energy se-
curity for the future.

While President Obama believes that
the private sector is doing fine with an
unemployment rate of over 8 percent
and 23 million Americans looking for
work, more Americans on food stamps
than ever before, the U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics tells us far too many
Americans are not doing fine. And
while private sector oil and gas are
booming, our Federal lands are left be-
hind.

Rather than encouraging and imple-
menting policies that will create jobs
for Americans, the Democrats and the
Obama administration unfortunately
support antienergy, job-destroying
policies and have refused to act on or
have reversed policies that would have
created jobs for Americans and allowed
for the development of American-made
energy.

The Strategic Energy Production Act
of 2012 takes the steps necessary to in-
crease production of American-made
energy and creates stable jobs for
Americans. The plan, lease, permit pro-
visions from the Natural Resources
Committee in this legislation requires
the administration to create a defini-
tive, all-of-the-above, 4-year produc-
tion plan to ensure American produc-
tion of conventional—and, yes, renew-
able—energy to meet our energy needs.

While the administration has been
unwilling to make land available for
energy production, this legislation re-
quires that they annually lease land
for onshore development to ensure that
the energy production process moves
forward. It also streamlines the per-
mitting process to ensure the expedi-
tious and timely permitting of approv-
als. The legislation also ensures that
understaffed and underfunded BLM
field offices receive the funding they
need to keep up with their workloads.

In addition to these reforms, this leg-
islation opens one of our most prom-
ising areas for energy production: the
National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska,
which would expand American energy
production and support current energy
jobs for Alaska.

Finally, this legislation brings oil
and natural gas leasing into the 21st

H3885

century by allowing the BLM the au-
thority to conduct Internet lease sales.

This legislation will take huge
strides in securing our Nation’s energy
future. It will lessen our dependence on
foreign sources of oil and create good-
paying jobs for Americans across the
country.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support the Domestic Energy and
Jobs Act.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield 4 minutes to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TONKO).

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to H.R. 4480, which I heard
my good friend and colleague from
Massachusetts, Representative MAR-
KEY, refer to as the ‘“Déja Preview Act”
or the ‘‘Big Oil Drain Act.”

Any student of history will tell you
that the Congress was not designed to
be efficient—while there were some
good reasons for that—but deliberately
celebrating that particular design of
Congress with yet another partisan,
short-sighted piece of legislation that
moves United States energy policy
backward is truly disappointing.

H.R. 4480 leaves our energy policy
stuck somewhere in the 1950s. While
other nations are making serious in-
vestments to diversify their energy
supplies, support new clean energy
businesses, and become less dependent
on traditional fossil fuels, we are
marching in place.

H.R. 4480, with its gag order on re-
newables and energy efficiency, is an-
other missed opportunity and a waste
of time. H.R. 4480 is nothing more than
a wish list for Big Oil companies at a
time when these companies are making
record profits on the backs of Amer-
ica’s taxpayers and her middle class.

Our energy crisis isn’t that we need
to drill for more oil. In fact, we’re ac-
tually quite good at it as we saw in
Representative MARKEY’s presentation.
This bill will only make us more de-
pendent on a limited resource that is
priced on the global market and enjoys
a century-old taxpayer giveaway while
making record profits on the backs of
our middle class.

The answer to our energy crisis is to
diversify our supply, support new clean
energy businesses, become less depend-
ent on fossil fuels—to focus on the de-
mand side of the energy equation as
much as we do our supply side.

While we consider this bill, policies
that would provide modest assistance
to companies that are working on
solar, wind, fuel cells, combined heat
and power, geothermal and energy effi-
ciency, to name a few, are languishing
in committee.
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These are the technologies that will
take us into the future, a bold future.
True, they are not yet ready to provide
all the energy we need, but that is all
the more reason for us to help them
move forward aggressively.

Jobs in the industries I've men-
tioned, good-paying jobs, are at risk
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due to our failure to renew the produc-
tion tax credit, the 1603 program, and
the research and development tax cred-
it. We are stifling job growth and inno-
vation with this act.

Eventually, traditional fossil fuels
will run out. Already, the human
health and environmental costs of ex-
tracting and using these fuels have
risen tremendously. We choose to ig-
nore this at our peril, or at least at the
peril of the next generation and gen-
erations to come.

Over the past 40 years, the Clean Air
Act has shown we can have both clean
air and a vibrant economy. Since 1960,
air pollution has decreased by more
than 70 percent, while the economy has
grown by more than 200 percent.

But this bill is likely to eliminate
jobs, while making the air we breathe
more toxic. But that doesn’t seem to
matter to the majority in the House. It
does so by eliminating standards for
cleaner vehicles and cleaner fuels, like-
ly costing nearly 25,000 jobs a year for
3 years. Yet more backward motion.

The public lands policy put forward
today and in yesterday’s legislation is
an insult to the previous generations
whose foresight and concern for future
generations granted us a rich inherit-
ance of natural resources in our wild-
life refuges, wilderness areas, and na-
tional parks.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. TIpPTON), an author of one of the
provisions of the bill.

Mr. TIPTON. Thank you, Chairman
HASTINGS, for yielding me time.

America has always had a competi-
tive advantage as a Nation. It’s been
the entrepreneurship, the hard work,
the innovation of the American people.
But we’ve also always had a different
advantage as well—affordable energy
in this country. We see that now im-
periled.

In 1979, Jimmy Carter challenged this
Nation to move to energy self-suffi-
ciency. Decade after decade it has not
been addressed. This piece of legisla-
tion is to move America fully into the
21st century, to be able to secure for us
and for our children this land of lib-
erty, opportunity, and growth. It
comes with American energy.

The ranking member from Massachu-
setts, I have good news for you. When
you read the actual legislation that is
put forward, it states in my portion of
the bill, the Planning for American En-
ergy Act of 2012, page 16, line 16, calling
on the Secretary of the Interior to de-
velop a plan for American energy.

What does it say?

Creating the best estimate, based upon
commercial and scientific data of the ex-
pected increase in megawatts for electricity
production from each of the following
sources: wind, solar, biomass, hydropower,
and geothermal energy produced on Federal
lands.

The very thing you asked for is in
the bill. We have an opportunity to be
able to create an American energy fu-
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ture in this Nation, to be able to secure
for our children that birthright that
many of us grew up believing was an
American birthright—the right to be
able to live that American Dream—to
be able to put Americans back to work.

The Planning for American Energy
Act of 2012, my portion of this bill,
speaks to that commonsense, all-of-
the-above proposal that we all seek:
wind, solar, geothermal, hydroelectric,
using the minerals, the resources, the
natural gas, the oil that we find on
American soil.

When we see what is happening right
now in the Middle East, when we see at
the gas pump our prices doubled from
just 3 short years ago, when we talk to
senior citizens on fixed incomes who
are finding out when they turn on that
light switch that their bill has in-
creased, is it time, is it appropriate for
us to seek an American energy solu-
tion? The time has come. The day has
arrived.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. STUTZMAN).
The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield the gentleman an additional 30
seconds.

Mr. TIPTON. Rather than encour-
aging energy development off of our
shores, as the President has done with
his $2 billion loan guarantee to Brazil
to develop their energy sources, if
we’re going to make those kind of in-
vestments, if we’re going to look to
that type of future, would it not be bet-
ter for us to develop American energy
on American soil to put Americans
back to work and create American en-
ergy certainty? That day has come.
The time is now.

This is a good piece of legislation for
American security and American jobs.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield myself 1
minute.

I thank the gentleman from Colo-
rado.

Yes, what the Republicans are saying
is, in their bill, that they want a study
for 4 years of wind and solar. A study?

Well, maybe they should study the
fact that it’s very sunny in Florida. It’s
very windy out in the Midwest and, as
a matter of fact, so sunny and so windy
that there have been 45,000 megawatts
of wind installed over the last 6 years
in the United States, that there’s going
to be 4,000 new megawatts of solar in-
stalled in the United States just this
year.

So maybe the Republicans should
study the studies that are already out
there, and maybe they could actually
look over and ask the coal industry
what they’re thinking as they’ve
dropped from 51 percent of all elec-
trical generation down to 36 percent of
all electrical generation in the last 5
years.

Maybe they’re looking at the wind
industry. Maybe they’re looking at the
solar industry. Maybe you could call
them. But you don’t have to wait 4
years, because all you want to do is
study it. What we want to do is give
the incentive for the wind and solar in-
dustry to continue their revolution.
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I yield 5 minutes, if I may, Mr. Chair-
man, to the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. HOLT), the ranking member of
the subcommittee.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my friend from Massachusetts, and I
thank him for laying out so clearly all
the shortcomings of this legislation,
this oil-above-all legislation. It really
is nothing but a big giveaway to Big
Oil.

The only jobs it will create will be in
the boardrooms and the executive of-
fices of the Big Oil companies because,
since 2005, even as ExxonMobil, Chev-
ron, BP, and Shell have made more
than $650 billion in profits—need I re-
peat that? $650 billion in profits—they
eliminated more than 11,000 jobs, U.S.
jobs, American jobs. And this is even
while wind and solar were creating
50,000 jobs.

Yes, there’s a mismatch here. The
bill before us presented by the Repub-
licans says we’ll study to see how much
solar and wind energy might come
from these lands in the future instead
of saying let’s get these energy sources
of the 21st century rolling in these
lands. It’s not a plan of what we might
get. The Markey amendment would
have set standards for what we would
get.

Now, the Republicans have a long
record of protecting tax breaks for Big
0Oil while cutting clean energy initia-
tives. That’s what we see here.

But what I wanted to talk about is
the damage that would be done under
this legislation. Health officials today
here in Washington are warning people
to avoid the heat and stay indoors. I
don’t think they had in mind that we
stay indoors to pass legislation that
chokes off public health protections,
that modifies the Clean Air Act to
make it ineffective, and yet that’s
what this bill does.
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By rejecting clean energy and push-
ing only for more fossil fuels to blan-
ket the world with heat-trapping pollu-
tion, the Republican majority is essen-
tially turning off the world’s air condi-
tioner and turning on the heater.

There is a reason that the term ‘‘fos-
sil fuels” applies—actually, two rea-
sons. One is that these are derived from
ancient plants that have decayed deep
in the Earth and have produced petro-
leum. But there is another reason.
“Fossil” means ‘‘archaic.” ‘‘Fossil”’
means ‘‘out of date.” ““Fossil” does not
mean ‘‘21st century.”

Yet that’s where this legislation is
taking us—in the wrong direction and
in the wrong direction with regard to
environmental protection.

In the wake of the Deepwater Hori-
zon disaster, we shouldn’t be playing
games with safety and the environ-
ment. The spill exposed a woefully in-
adequate environmental review process
that was done prior to the oil and gas
leasing. The environmental review
done prior to the BP spill was so sloppy
that response plans talked about pro-
tecting walruses. Obviously, they were
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just, in an unthinking way, using old
Alaska pages.

Tourism is the lifeblood of so many
of our coastal communities. As the
economy is struggling to recover, we
can’t risk the kind of environmental
damage that derails economic progress
in these areas. We should understand
the risks of drilling, and we should
strengthen the protections, not weaken
them. Furthermore, there will be dam-
age done to the whole leasing process.

For my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle who are so worried that
putting some real standards—some ex-
pecting of good performance from oil
companies—would somehow interfere
with their production, let me point out
some good news. Today, the Interior
Department announced the results of
an oil and gas lease sale in the Gulf of
Mexico.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. MARKEY. Would the Chair tell
me how much time is remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Massachusetts has 8% minutes.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield an additional
minute to the gentleman from New
Jersey.

Mr. HOLT. I thank my friend.

According to the Interior Depart-
ment, today’s leases that were bid on
today, which have some lease stand-
ards apply that require increasing rent-
al rates and shorter lease terms—the
very things that the folks on the other
side of the aisle here say would be Kkill-
ers, would stop the drilling—were
record-setting lease sales, bringing in
$11.7 billion even with these new condi-
tions for offshore drilling; and they’re
saying what works here offshore won’t
work on the lands that we are talking
about in this legislation.

Now, I'll tell you what’s a Kkiller in
this. A killer is the relaxing of the pub-
lic health and environmental standards
in the legislation. That’s literally a
killer.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Alaska
(Mr. YOUNG), whose State has tremen-
dous resources.

(Mr. YOUNG of Alaska asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I support this
legislation. It’s long overdue. Title VI
of this legislation is a good step for-
ward in Pet 4 in Alaska, so it is with
great amazement that I listened to the
two previous speakers.

Wind power, you can take and cover
every acre of the United States, includ-
ing the parks and refuges, and put
solar panels on them, but you’ll only
produce 20 percent of the consumption
of energy we use today. Now, think
about that—mo parks, no refuges—all
solar panels, and we’re going to take
care of the problem. By the way, it has
to be transported to a battery, taken
and made by rare earths from China.

That’s what this is all about. It’s
nonsense.
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The idea that wind is going to solve
the problem and that solar is going to
solve the problem, that’s nonsense be-
cause, in reality, fossil fuel, to this
day, is the only fuel that can move an
object, ladies and gentlemen. It moves
your car; it moves your truck; it moves
your plane; it moves your train; and it
moves your ship that brings all the
product to and from the United States.

You’re not going to do it with a bean-
ie on your hat. You’re not going to do
it with solar panels that have to cover
every acre of the United States of
America. It’s because we’re collecting
the power of the Sun down here at the
bottom of the pyramid. We’re not col-
lecting from the source. If you want to
go far, if you want to be really reach-
ing into the future, collect it up there
and beam it down to a point where we
can create electricity.

This is a good bill because, ladies and
gentlemen, Mr. TIPTON said it right. In
his bill, we do have action on wind and
solar, although it will not work, and
we know it won’t work. We need fossil
fuels now until we have the time to
produce another source of energy that
does not need electrical batteries to
run a car. We’re going to plug a car in?
Nonsense. It won’t happen, because you
need to produce energy from some
other source to create the electricity.
You’re against nuclear power. You're
against hydropower. By the way, you’d
like to take and grow our way into new
power by using corn—a food—for en-
ergy. That’s absolutely nonsense.

Shame on you to say this is not a
good bill. This is a good bill. It’s not a
nonsense bill.

Today, the NPRA remains in various stages
of exploration, and experiences no shortage of
interest from producers. However, there have
been a series of bureaucratic delays that have
impeded production from this vast area. This
bill seeks to remedy that situation and give the
American people the energy resources they
need.

The Trans Alaska Pipeline System is run-
ning at one-third capacity. Soon, without the
addition of increased oil supplies, that pipeline
will no longer be economical to operate. Car-
rying 11% of our Nation’s supply, TAPS is crit-
ical infrastructure for this nation that must be
protected. This winter TAPS was shut down
for a period of days and fuel prices on the
West coast shot up immediately in a drastic
manner. Luckily, NPRA is only tens of miles
from existing pipeline infrastructure that leads
into TAPS.

A few weeks ago, clearly acknowledging
that increased supplies will bring down energy
prices, President Obama released 30 million
barrels of oil form the Strategic Petroleum re-
serve. The National Petroleum Reserve—Alas-
ka has 2.7 billion barrels and already has in-
frastructure in place to bring the oil to market!

Title VI of H.R. 4480 is a good first step to-
wards harnessing the potential that these fed-
eral lands in Alaska have to provide domestic
energy supplies.

Mr. MARKEY. Again, I ask how
much time is remaining on both sides.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Washington has 17%2 minutes. The
gentleman from Massachusetts has 7%
minutes.
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Mr. MARKEY. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina, a member of the Natural Re-
sources Committee, Mr. DUNCAN.

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. I
thank the chairman.

There can be no national security
without energy security. Let that sink
in. There can be no national security
without energy security.

House Republicans support a truly
all-of-the-above energy policy, not one
put forth by the Obama administration
and House Democrats, which basically
is an all-of-the-above, except for X, Y,
and Z, policy, which blows through
Americans’ hard-earned tax dollars by
chasing phantom solutions to our en-
ergy needs with companies like
Solyndra. ‘““All of the above’” means
opening up Federal lands for energy
production and exploration, and it puts
Americans to work.

Americans simply need to look to
one western State to see a microcosm
of what America could be with an en-
ergy-driven economy. That State is
North Dakota. When you get off the
plane in North Dakota, they give you a
job whether you need one or not.
They’re approaching a zero percent un-
employment rate—zero. It is an en-
ergy-driven economy. It is the micro-
cosm of what this Nation could be if we
would pursue an energy-driven econ-
omy.

Energy from Federal lands could be a
reality. Energy from the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf could be a reality if we
would embrace opening up American
resources for production, which is like
the folks in North Dakota have done on
State and private lands. This is good
policy for America. Energy policy
works.

Mr. MARKEY. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 3
minutes to another member of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON).

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chair-
man, today I rise in strong support of
H.R. 4480, the Domestic Energy and
Jobs Act. This important legislation
begins to put in place a true all-of-the-
above energy plan, a type of plan that
has been missing since this President
came into office in 2009.

This legislation will expand oil, gas,
and renewable energy development on
Federal lands to help increase the sup-
ply of energy and lower energy prices
for consumers. It will also give relief to
drivers who are paying high prices at
the pump every month due to very
costly EPA regulations that are sched-
uled to go into place.
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This legislation also contains a bill
that I introduced, the BLM Live Inter-
net Auctions Act. This section of the
bill is supported by my friends on the
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opposite side of the aisle here and even
the administration. The BLM Live
Internet Auctions Act will bring the
BLM Lease Auction program into the
21st century by allowing BLM to con-
duct online leases just like the private
sector has been doing for over 10 years.

We hear a lot about an all-of-the-
above energy policy. The President
even talked about an all-of-the-above
energy policy in the State of the
Union. I'm convinced that what the
President means by an all-of-the-above
energy policy is anything all and above
the ground, because it seems like he
doesn’t want us going after our own
natural resources.

If we had an energy policy that said,
Look, we’re going to draw a line in the
sand, and over the next 10 years we’re
going to become energy independent
and secure in America, we’re going to
go after the trillions of barrels of oil
that we already own, we’re going to
harvest the vast volumes of natural gas
and oil that we own, we’re going to
continue to mine and harvest coal and
use it environmentally soundly, we’re
even going to expand our nuclear foot-
print because it’s the safest and most
reliable form of energy on the planet,
and, yeah, we’ll even look at wind and
solar and find out where those renew-
able energy sources fit into an overall
scheme, but we’re not going to sit on
the sidelines any longer and be be-
holden to foreign countries for our en-
ergy, if we had that kind of vision
backed with regulatory reform that
said to the regulatory agencies like the
EPA and the Department of the Inte-
rior, Starting today, you become part-
ners in progress with America’s indus-
tries and businesses—if you’ve a got a
national security or public health or
public safety reason for saying ‘‘no,”
then say ‘‘no.” But don’t let ‘‘no’ be
the final answer.

I think the American people have an
expectation that their elected officials
and the bureaucracies that are sent
here to manage the American system
are partners in progress, not barriers
to progress.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
4480, the Domestic Energy and Jobs
Act. I certainly do, and I urge them to,
as well.

Mr. MARKEY. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
ELLISON).

Mr. ELLISON. I would like to thank
you, Mr. MARKEY, and Mr. HASTINGS, as
well, for the time.

Mr. Chairman, my friends on the
other side of the aisle keep on using
this mantra, ‘‘all of the above, all of
the above.” I think they should really
name it ‘‘oil above all.” Oil above all
would be a better name because it’s
very clear that this bill is really just a
wish list and a checkoff for the big oil
industry. It weakens public health pro-
tections, it forces arbitrary giveaways
on public land, and it puts energy drill-
ing ahead of all uses of Federal land.
This is not a long-term strategy solu-
tion. It is an oil-above-all strategy.
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The oil, gas, and coal industry are al-
ready getting billions in corporate wel-
fare while they’re making record prof-
its. How much of the American tax-
payers’ money do they need? They will
receive at least $110 billion in subsidies
over the next 10 years. These subsidies
have been won by decades of lobbying.
In 2011, the oil, gas, and coal industry
spent $167 million lobbying. But in
comparison to the return on their in-
vestment, $167 million is small because
they got subsidies of $110 billion. It is
lucrative for them to do so.

They don’t even need our help, Mr.
Chairman. In 2011, just last year, the
Big Five o0il companies made $137 bil-
lion in profits. That’s good by any
measure. Why in the world would an
industry that makes $137 billion in
profits need the help of the American
people with these tax breaks that the
Republican majority won’t even agree
to get rid of?

This bill is simply checking off from Big Oil's
wish list.

It weakens public health protections.

It forces arbitrary giveaways of public land.

It puts energy driling ahead of all other
uses of federal land.

This is not a long-term energy solution.

The oil, gas, and coal industries are already
getting billions in corporate welfare.

They will receive at least $110 billion in sub-
sidies over the next 10 years.

These subsidies have been won by decades
of lobbying.

In 2011, the oil, gas, and coal industries
spent $167 million lobbying the federal gov-
ernment.

They don’t need our help.

In 2011, the Big Five oil companies made
$137 billion in profits.

But the renewable energy industry does
need investment.

Renewable energy is an emerging industry
that can create thousands of new jobs.

Yet we are subsidizing the fossil fuel indus-
try at 6 times the rate we are supporting re-
newable energy.

| offered a simple amendment to this bill.

It was a sense of Congress that fossil fuel
subsidies should be reduced to help control
the budget deficit.

Unfortunately, it seems the Republicans are
too beholden to Big Oil to even allow a vote
on my amendment.

| hope my colleagues on the other side—es-
pecially fiscal conservatives—agree that $110
billion in fossil fuel subsidies to profitable com-
panies makes no sense.

We need a true “All of the above bill” that
invests in clean, renewable energy—not this
“Qil above all” bill.

| urge my colleagues to oppose this bill.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia, Dr. GINGREY, a member of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the chairman for yielding.

The previous speaker, the gentleman
from Minnesota, it sounds like his pol-
icy on his side of the aisle is: No oil, no
matter what.

This is a very good bill. If it becomes
law, H.R. 4480, the Domestic Energy
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and Jobs Act, will put people back to
work. It will be a great giant step to-
ward creating energy independence for
this country. And, yes, indeed, my col-
leagues, it will bring down the price of
gasoline at the pump, which has actu-
ally doubled in 3% years under Presi-
dent Obama’s watch.

As a member of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, let me focus on one
specific title of this legislation: The
Strategic Energy Production Act. The
Strategic Petroleum Reserve that we
have in this country is about 700 mil-
lion barrels of oil. Mr. Chairman, that
reserve is there for a situation of a do-
mestic crisis, not a political crisis. We
use 20 million barrels of oil a day in
this country. If you assume that 60 per-
cent of it was domestically produced
and we had to import 8 million barrels
of o0il a day, then think about how
many days it would last if we truly had
a crisis and