H5574

exploitation in wurban, suburban, and
rural areas. Their souls are stolen from
them, and no community is immune.

Amanda was in slavery for 9 years.
She eventually escaped with her daugh-
ter and, thankfully, found services
through a new wonderful organization
in Dallas, New Friends New Life. New
Friends New Life is primarily funded
by Dallas donors, and it provides serv-
ices to victims to address their unique
needs. It helps them rebuild their lives.

Amanda now helps other trafficked
victims become survivors instead of
victims. We need more programs like
this one, where survivors help each
other.

Now, through funding in the Justice
for Victims of Trafficking Act, more
services will be available to victims
like Amanda. We can stop traffickers
in their tracks because our children are
not for sale, in our town, in our State,
or in our country.

And that is just the way it is.

———

THANK YOU AND BEST WISHES TO
MARK WELLMAN

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

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take a moment this evening to
offer my appreciation and sincere best
wishes to Mark Wellman, my chief of
staff for the last 4 years, who is leaving
us at the end of this week to accept an
appointment as a professor of constitu-
tional law at the United States Mili-
tary Academy at West Point.

Mark has superbly served as a con-
gressional staffer for more than two
decades—{first, with our late colleague,
Congressman Paul Gillmor of Ohio; and
then, following an earlier tour at West
Point, in my office.

During all of those years, he has
served with distinction in the National
Guard, including a tour in Iraq, and has
risen to the rank of colonel.

He is an outstanding individual, a
gentleman of the first order, the
world’s most loyal Chicago Cubs fan,
and a great American. He will be truly
missed.

Good luck, Mark, and God bless you.

RECOGNIZING SEVERAL UNSUNG

HEROES IN THE FOURTH CON-
GRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF
TEXAS

(Mr. RATCLIFFE asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, 1
come to the floor to recognize several
unsung heroes in the Fourth Congres-
sional District of Texas.

Several counties in my district are
just now beginning to recover from re-
cent flooding at historic levels, so I ap-
preciate the opportunity to thank all
the sheriff and fire departments in
communities across our district in
Grayson, Fannin, Lamar, Red River,
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Bowie, Hopkins, Delta, and Cass Coun-
ties.

Emergency coordinators like C.J.
Durbin-Higgins, Joyce and Steven
Molder, and Robert Flowers in Grayson
County; and Jim Roberts, Deborah
Lann, and James Carlow in Bowie
County, as well as so many others, are
deserving of our gratitude.

While our first responders’ efforts
have been vital and, in some cases, he-
roic, many folks back home are still
suffering. Mr. Speaker, I want my con-
stituents to know that they can still
reach out to my office if they need any
assistance or help with any issues re-
lated to flooding.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE TOM McCLINTOCK, MEM-
BER OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable ToM
McCLINTOCK, Member of Congress:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 28, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally pursuant to rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives that I have
been served with a non-party subpoena,
issued by the Madera County Superior Court,
Madera County, California, for documents in
a civil case.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the precedents and privileges of the House.

Sincerely,
ToM MCCLINTOCK.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
DEMOCRATIC LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable NANCY
PELOSI, Democratic Leader:

JULY 28, 2015.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House, U.S. Capitol,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to section
202(a) of the Veterans Access, Choice, and
Accountability Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-
146) I am pleased to appoint the following in-
dividual to the Commission on Care:

Mr. Michael Blecker of San Francisco,
California

Thank you for your consideration of this
appointment.

Best regards,
NANCY PELOSI,
Democratic Leader.

————
THE IMPACTS OF COAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, before

I begin, I ask unanimous consent that
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all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
materials on the topics of this Special
Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, to-
night, we want to talk about these
three subjects as it relates to coal. You
have already heard recent remarks
made a few minutes ago about the war
on coal, but we want to talk about the
impacts of coal, the regulations, and
the Clean Power Plan. That is what we
are going to be talking about tonight
are these three primary subjects.

I want to put things in perspective.
We want to talk about how does this
coal industry—you hear us, many of us
that come from coal country, we have
been fighting about coal, fighting for
coal—why do we do that?

Look at the impact. For those of you
that aren’t coming from a coal commu-
nity, now, we mine coal in 27 States,
but just look at this, the impact, what
it has—between coal mining at $58 bil-
lion a year and then the generation of
power from coal totals $142 billion.

Now, maybe that doesn’t mean a lot
to a lot, but $142 billion, put that in
context with the automobile industry.
All of us are familiar with cars. We all
hear the commercials on television. We
know about the discussion about how
you have got to have the latest car.

This is bigger than the car industry.
The automobile industry is $130 billion.
That is why many of us, all across this
country, are concerned about this fu-
ture of the coal industry. It is larger
than the automobile industry. I want
you to understand that. Everyone
should make sure they grasp the im-
pact of that.

This war on coal that many of us
have been talking about for some time,
I want to make sure that people under-
stand how it affects us individually and
affects a State like West Virginia.

0O 1845

Just 7 years ago the unemployment
rate in West Virginia was the seventh
best in the country. But after 7 years of
a war on coal, after regulation after
regulation after regulation, West Vir-
ginia’s unemployment rate now has
dropped and we are in the last place in
the Nation.

Think about that impact for all of us.
You go from number 7 to 50th in just 7
years. Combine that with the families
of our coal miners. Just in the past 3
years, 45 percent of the coal miners in
West Virginia have lost their jobs, 45
percent. These are people. These are
real people. They are not statistics.

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
SHIMKUS) uses this chart. He has shown
us over the years—my 5 years in Con-
gress—he showed us that these are the
people we are talking about all over
this country who are losing their jobs.

But in West Virginia, 45 percent of
them have lost—in the coalfields of
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West Virginia, the unemployment rate
is staggering, and that hasn’t stopped
the administration.

We are talking about unemployment
rates in counties two and three times
the rate of the national figures: 13.5
percent, 13 percent, 12 percent, 10 per-
cent. That is tough for a family, a com-
munity, a State, all to be able to sur-
vive.

We keep talking about mines shut-
ting down. I want people to under-
stand, when you shut down coal mines,
you really affect a community. These
people all have families. When these
men lose their jobs, it affects other
people.

The administration and the EPA can
shut down our coal mining industry.
Yes, they can. They are doing a pretty
good job of it, if that was their intent,
was to shut down and for people to lose
their jobs.

But think about it. When these men
lose their jobs, it is not just the coal
miners who are losing their jobs. It is
the other individuals in the commu-

nity.
We are talking about the railroad
workers, the barge operators, the

trucking industry, all that come to
pick up the coal at the mine to take it
to the power plant.

The machinists, the concrete sup-
pliers, the people that put the conveyor
belts in, and the building that we have
to do with it, all of them lose their
jobs. The timber industry.

Then go outside and talk to the
school board when the school boards
are struggling to make ends meet be-
cause so many of their employers are
gone and their tax base is eroded with
it. But, also, go to the grocery store
and find out that is the impact. Gro-
cery stores, pharmacies, restaurants,
apartment buildings.

We have got a map that shows, again,
the impact of this as we get into this.
We have got several speakers here to-
night to talk more about it.

This is a location of all the power
plants across America. There are over
500 coal-fired plants operating today
around this country.

But just in the last month the Sierra
Club, Bloomberg, Earthjustice, and all
have been touting the fact that they
want by the year 2017 to take one-third
of those red dots off the map.

Almost a third of our capacity to
generate electricity can be gone be-
cause of the rules and the way some of
the environmental groups are pursuing
this. One-third of them.

Now, in terms of grid reliability with
this, you have to deal with what they
have talked about. If we continue to
shut down coal-fired power plants and
don’t replace them, whether that is
with wind, solar, or gas, our grid reli-
ability is going to be in question.

How many times are we going to lose
our power? FERC has already said that,
if we don’t do something by 2017, they
are saying the Midwest is going to
start experiencing rolling blackouts.
So let’s be careful with this.
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I am going to stop now. We have
tried to frame some of the argument
about this history of how we got to this
point that you are seeing the frustra-
tion in Congress. But I wanted to put
that again in context.

This industry is bigger than the auto-
mobile industry, but we don’t have the
big communities. We don’t have the
Detroits and the Grand Rapids. We just
have Farmington, Lumberport, small
towns that make up the backbone of
rural America. That is what we are
trying to fight for.

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. JOHNSON) for his comments.

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Thank you to
my colleague for yielding.

You made a comment just a minute
about, you know, we don’t have the De-
troits, we don’t have the New Yorks,
we don’t have the big cities in coal
country.

We may not have those big cities in
coal country, but I guarantee you
those big cities get some of their elec-
tricity from the coal that is produced
by the coal miners that live in our re-
gion.

Over the past 5 years, the Office of
Surface Mining Reclamation has spent
more than $10 million of its budget to
pursue a wholesale rewrite of one of
the agency’s regulatory programs.

Dubbed the ‘‘stream protection rule”’
by the agency, this massive regulatory
undertaking has little to do with pro-
tecting streams and much more to do
with riding roughshod over State regu-
latory programs.

This rule rewrite means more Ameri-
cans will be out of work and that elec-
tricity bills of hard-working families
could increase.

As OSM’s related draft environ-
mental impact statement indicates,
the Appalachian Basin, home to thou-
sands of Ohioans who depend on the
coal industry for their livelihood, to
put food on their table, to put clothes
on their children, to send their chil-
dren to school, could see as many as 450
production-related jobs lost per year,
with potential adverse impacts of $37
million annually.

This appears to be of little concern to
the administration, as Interior Sec-
retary Sally Jewell was recently
quoted as characterizing the job loss in
coal country associated with this rule
rewrite as ‘“‘minor.”

I invite Secretary Jewell to join me
on a trip to any coal mine in Ohio and
directly tell the hard-working miners—
look them in the eye and tell them
that this new rule has only minor im-
pacts.

I will clear my schedule, and I will be
available any day, anytime, to go with
her if she wants to come there.

Furthermore, this regulation omits
and ignores the relevant input from
those stakeholders with the most ex-
pertise in regulating mining, the
States who have been doing it for
years.

In fact, 9 of the 10 States originally
involved in the rules development have
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withdrawn their support due to OSM’s
exclusionary tactics.

This is unacceptable, and it is why I
urge the House to consider H.R. 1644,
the STREAM Act, as soon as possible.

Introduced by my colleague from
West Virginia, ALEX MOONEY, the
STREAM Act would direct the admin-
istration to conduct a comprehensive
study of the effectiveness of the
Stream Buffer Zone Rule that has been
in place since 1983. We have been doing
this for a long time and protecting
streams in the process.

While this study occurs, a prohibi-
tion on the promulgation of new rules
addressing the stream protection or
stream buffers will be implemented to
ensure that the Secretary incorporates
the findings of the study into any fu-
ture rulemaking.

This is just one example, Mr. MCKIN-
LEY, of the regulatory overreach of this
administration and its devastating im-
pacts on coal miners, on families that
depend on the coal industry for their
livelihoods, and the businesses that de-
pend on cost-affordable, reliable elec-
tricity across our country.

I appreciate you giving me the time
to share that.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Thank you. You
have been one of our stalwarts in push-
ing this legislation for all 5 years you
have been here on this.

So I know people across this country
recognize the work that you are doing
on behalf of the coal miners and this
whole industry.

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I am proud to
be on your team.

Mr. McCKINLEY. We have a host of
other folks here to address the issue.
We have got this chart up. Eventually,
we are going to get to that in the next
part of it.

But what we are talking about here
is here are all the regulations. These
are all the regulations that are affect-
ing the coal industry, the manufac-
turing industry, all promulgated from
the Clean Air Act. We will get to that
in a minute. But, in the meantime,
let’s hear from some more individuals.

I yield to the gentleman from the
Third District of West Virginia (Mr.
JENKINS).

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Con-
gressman MCKINLEY, thank you for
your leadership as chair of the Coal
Caucus. It does great work. I am hon-
ored to be a part of it, and I am hon-
ored to work with you.

Mr. Speaker, as you well know and as
the people of America need to know, we
are at a critical point in this war on
coal, and it truly is a war on coal.

Coal is vital to the people of West
Virginia and to West Virginia’s econ-
omy and to this country. Coal supports
many crucial investments in southern
West Virginia, in my congressional dis-
trict.

Its revenues help support tourism,
roads, and infrastructure. It will make
King Coal Highway a reality and make
sure we do not have a bridge to no-
where, like we already have in south-
ern West Virginia.
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Coal puts food on the table. Coal pays
the bills. Coal supports families. Coal
generates the revenue that provides for
our roads, our schools, our police, and
our fire departments. Coal keeps the
lights on.

But, sadly, this administration
doesn’t recognize the value of coal or of
the people who work to mine it. They
are proposing regulation after regula-
tion to make it harder to mine coal,
harder to burn coal, and harder to
produce affordable energy from coal.

We have lost an estimated 43 percent
of our coal jobs in just the last 6 years.
While that is a sobering number, it is
more than a statistic.

Each one of those employees has re-
sponsibilities. They have bills. They
have families. They have rent or house
payments. How will they provide for
themselves and others without their
coal jobs?

We must stand up for West Virginia
jobs, West Virginia energy, and West
Virginia coal. That is exactly what I
am doing in Congress as a member of
the House Appropriations Committee.

At one hearing, I did ask EPA Ad-
ministrator Gina McCarthy to come to
West Virginia and listen to us. She de-
clined. So I brought Logan County coal
miners to Washington to testify before
Congress.

They shared how coal provides good
paychecks to support their families
and how they are worried overregula-
tion will put them out of work.

I am working in Congress to ensure
our miners will be able to provide for
their families and that our State still
has access to affordable domestic en-
ergy. I will continue to fight each and
every day.

Thank you for your leadership.

Mr. McKINLEY. Thank you for your
comments.

Before we go to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, Congressman KELLY, I
just wanted to add, because you talked
about education, that the Duke Energy
plant over in New Richmond, Ohio—the
closure of that cost them $1.5 million
out of their school system, out of their
property taxes, with that.

You are absolutely right when we
talk about the impact it is going to
have on schools when we start depriv-
ing that.

But then you have FirstEnergy’s
Albright plant. They lost $380,000. The
AEP plant over in Lockbourne, Ohio, is
$406,000.

This is real money that is hurting
the communities. It is depriving our
school systems of money, all pushing
an ideology. So thank you for joining
this fight.

I yield now to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY).

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, it is about time. Time is run-
ning out. I think right now we look at
what is happening in coal country and
nothing could be more alarming than
what is happening.

This is one promise the President
kept. When he ran as a candidate, he
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said: You can continue to generate
electric power by burning coal. But if
you decide to go that way, we will
bankrupt you. That is one promise he
has kept.

Now, in Pennsylvania alone, coal is
responsible for over 40,000 jobs and 40
percent of our electric power. The As-
sociated Press calls it the workhorse of
America’s power system.

But the extreme overreach by the
EPA is threatening jobs and forcing en-
ergy costs for families and manufactur-
ers to skyrocket, which hurts every
single American. That is something I
think the general public has to under-
stand.

While maybe they don’t go down in
those mines and while maybe they
don’t bring that precious product out
from underneath the ground and while
maybe they don’t work in a coal-fired
power plant, one thing they do know is,
when they hit that switch to turn on
the power, it is reliable because of coal.

Coal has always been the standard.
Coal has always driven the fact that we
not only have coal that is abundant, we
have coal that is accessible and we
have coal that is very affordable.

0 1900

Why in the world would we go away
from this workhorse of America’s
power system? That is one of the rea-
sons we reintroduced the Coal Country
Protection Act; that is H.R. 2637.

It is just a commonsense bill that
would stop any EPA regulations from
affecting America’s power plants until
four outcomes are achieved: number
one, no job losses; number two, no loss
in GDP or economic growth; number
three, no higher electric rates; and,
number four, no interruption in the re-
liable delivery of electrical energy.
These are pretty commonsense goals.

Now, who would be able to verify
that or who would certify? Well, the
Secretary of Labor could do it; the
Congressional Budget Office could do
it; the Energy Information Administra-
tion could do it; the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission could do it,
and the North American Electric Reli-
ability Corporation could do it.

You said about time. It is about
time, but it is time not just for the
coal country people to stand up and
fight for coal; it is time for the whole
country to stand up and fight for coal.
It is well past the midnight hour.

As we continue to shut down mines
and lose jobs and shut down commu-
nities and raise people’s electric rates
and then people at home sit back and
wonder: What are they doing in Wash-
ington? Why do they continue to hurt
us at every turn?

The answer is the people making
some of this policy have never done
what you have done; they have never
walked in your shoes; they have never
had to do what we have done in coal
country to protect electric power.

Why in the world would we do this
now at a time when the country is
looking for jobs, at a time when the
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country is looking for less dependence
on foreign nations for energy? Why
now? Why, Mr. President? Why con-
tinue to push in the direction you have
been pushing?

The bottom line is this is just not
about coal country; this is about our
whole country.

Mr. MCKINLEY, I would like to thank
you for fighting this fight. The 5 years
we have been here together, this has
been something we fought to go every
day in every way and will continue to
do.

It is time now for the people in
America to also be heard. Please do not
sit in silence and suffer in silence when
your voices need to be heard. We need
to have everybody standing up for coal,
standing up for the production of elec-
tricity that is affordable and reliable,
and we just need to look at where we
are going and say: My goodness, the
people we sent to represent us, the peo-
ple we sent to protect us, it is time for
them to stand up and do exactly what
they took a pledge to do.

I thank you for all your efforts. I
thank my colleagues for being here to-
night. This is something we will never
give up on, we will never walk away
from. It has come to our shoulders. We
can’t ever walk away from it because it
is not an option.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think
one of the biggest shortcomings here is
I don’t think other Members of Con-
gress and I don’t think the American
public understand the magnitude of
this industry. That is why I started off
with that chart, to show you that be-
tween the coal and the coal-fired elec-
trical plants, it is larger than the auto-
mobile industry.

Now, just walk with me, just imagine
that if we told the automobile industry
that they had to cut back one-third of
their capacity of cars, but that is okay,
they are going to say, because what we
do is people will ride bikes or they will
take the train or the bus. That is not
our culture in America. They would
fight back, too.

You and I are fighting—and the rest
of these people that represent our coal
fields. We have enjoyed the cost of
electricity coming from low cost be-
cause of coal. In America, all across,
we showed 49 of the 50 States burn
coal—49—and this administration
wants to stop that, wants to cut back.

I would say, if you are going to cut
back the coal industry, then look at
the automobile industry as well; if you
are going to go after one huge compo-
nent of our economy, go after the auto-
mobile industry as well with it.

Thank you very much for what you
said.

We talked about a lot. Now, let’s con-
tinue on.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. GIBBS).

I think Congressman GIBBS from
Ohio, I think you had some remarks
you wanted to make.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for holding this Special
Order on this very important topic.
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In the very near future, this affects
every Ohioan across the country, but
very soon, the EPA is expected to re-
lease its Clean Power Plan. This is just
another burdensome regulatory scheme
that will increase energy costs.

The Energy Information Administra-
tion—that is the government agency
dedicated to the impartial analysis of
data—reported it will cause the price of
electricity rates to rise for consumers.

Ohio families are already stretching
their budgets as much as they can,
struggling to make ends meet. Raising
their monthly electric bills is just
going to make their struggle worse.

Earlier this month, the House passed
the Ratepayer Protection Act, as you
know, to stop the implementation of a
clean power plan while the courts ad-
dress the legal challenges to the plan
and give Ohioans a break from the
EPA’s heavy-handed regulations.

Sadly, the EPA’s refusal to listen to
the public and industry input is not
without precedent. When considering
the redefinition of waters of the United
States rule, the agencies did not take
into account the opinions of their
State partners. Within hours, 27 States
and countless organizations filed law-
suits challenging the rule.

Additionally, at the end of June, the
Supreme Court found that the EPA
failed to consider compliance costs
when proposing new rules for power
plants.

If the EPA continues to push forward
with this plan, it will only hurt those
who want reliable, affordable energy. It
is time to set aside partisan agendas.

I encourage the EPA to start from
scratch and work with the stake-
holders and industry partners to create
a commonsense plan that strengthens
our energy infrastructure and safe-
guards our environment.

Again, Congressman MCKINLEY, 1
thank you for holding this Special
Order today—and Mr. Speaker—be-
cause this affects a large region of our
country. I know you talked about,
what, 400 coal-fired plants across the
country.

This is important to our economy,
and you have to have reliable and af-
fordable energy for businesses to grow
and create jobs. This Clean Power Plan
is going to lay around and strangle our
businesses and put people out of work
across the Midwest and across my
State in Ohio.

I thank you for doing this tonight.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Thank you very
much. Thank you for bringing up the
Ratepayer Protection Act because, as
you know, after we followed the MATS
rule, after the Supreme Court ruled
that unconstitutional, you didn’t hear
the President complain because they
had effectively accomplished every-
thing they wanted before that rule.

I am afraid that is why the impor-
tance of this Ratepayer Protection Act
is because, if we continue to shut down
our coal power plants and deprive our
communities of taxpayer moneys to
run our schools, then that winds up—if
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it is ruled unconstitutional later on,
then how do we recover the moneys
that we have lost? Can we reopen a
school that was closed because a com-
munity lost its operation? Do we re-
cover? How do we recover that? That is
why it is important.

I am really glad you brought up the
Ratepayer Protection Act because we
need to make sure that the courts have
ruled before the action is taken. You
and I are going to be paying more for
our utility bills as a result of that if
and until it is ruled unconstitutional.
We know it is coming; they know it is
coming. Thank you for bringing that
up.

Our next remarks we have are from
one of our—I can’t say one of our new-
est Members, but he is a Member from
Kentucky that has been very out-
spoken. I appreciate very much Con-
gressman BARR from Kentucky.

Can you share some thoughts to-
night?

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. BARR).

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman, my colleague
and friend, from West Virginia for his
leadership in the Congressional Coal
Caucus, to my colleagues from Penn-
sylvania and Ohio, and all over the
country representing coal-producing
States where good people—men and
women—working in the coal mines lit-
erally power America.

They come from an industry—they
work in the coal mines; they support
the coal miners—an industry that pro-
vides affordable and reliable energy
that powers the American economy
and has been the backbone of the
American economy.

Instead of celebrating that industry,
instead of applauding the heroic work
that these men and women do, day in
and day out, underground and above
ground, what is the response of the
Federal Government over the last 6
years? It has been to singularly punish
this industry.

I can’t think of an administration
from either party in the history of the
United States that has singled out a
single industry with the level of vindic-
tiveness, frankly, and targeted a single
industry and literally bankrupted
many of these companies.

I don’t understand it for a variety of
reasons, but let me just share with you
a little bit about the coal industry in
Kentucky. We could very well be the
poster child for demonstrating the tre-
mendous negative impact and the con-
sequences of this heartless, aggressive,
anticoal policy from the EPA and from
this administration’s regulatory pol-
icy.

Since 2009, the Commonwealth of
Kentucky has lost more than 8,000 coal
mining jobs throughout our State. For
every one coal mining job, three addi-
tional jobs are directly tied to every
coal mining job. This is a direct result
of the administration’s war on coal.

Sure, there are competitive pressures
from natural gas, and we celebrate the
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fracking boom and the result of discov-
eries in natural gas, but I can tell you
what the coal industry says. It is not
cheap natural gas that is the cause of
these lost jobs; it is the fact that the
Federal Government has put its heavy
hand of regulatory power on the scales
to make this industry noncompetitive.

Just to give you a sample of the
problem, in the first quarter of 2015
alone, Kentucky’s coal employment
numbers dropped another 10% percent.

What does that mean in total? Coal
production in Kentucky has decreased
to its lowest level since 1963. In 2015,
production levels are currently half of
what they were just two decades ago;
yet demand for energy in the United
States has suddenly increased.

There are more than just statistics,
Mr. Speaker, when it comes to talking
about the face of the war on coal. Many
of my colleagues have shared these sto-
ries about what this really means,
what all of these regulations really
mean in the real world. It is not statis-
tics on a page; it is not about coal pro-
duction percentages on decline.

What it is really about, it is about
Sally, the young woman in Wolfe Coun-
ty, Kentucky, that I met with tears in
her eyes at the end of a townhall meet-
ing.

She came to me as her Congressman
and she said: Do they know what they
are doing to our family? My husband
lost his job because the coal mining
employer that he works for didn’t get a
permit, and so now, he is out of work.
Don’t those people in Washington un-
derstand that I have got kids? We are
going back to school; it is August, and
I can’t afford shoes for my kids. I had
to go to Walmart and buy them flip-
flops, just so they wouldn’t be embar-
rassed to go back to school.

Now, I want the regulators in Wash-
ington, D.C., to come back to Ken-
tucky, to eastern Kentucky, and meet
Sally and look Sally in the eye and ask
her to describe to them what the im-
pact of this war on coal is for her.

What about Robert? Robert the coal
miner from Wolfe County, Kentucky,
in my district, he gets up at 3 a.m.
every morning to commute an hour to
go to work in the coal mines just to
put food on the table.

Or what about James, who looks at
me with an incredible expression and
says: ANDY, don’t they understand
what they are doing? They are putting
people out of work. They are making
life harder on the American people.
Surely, these are the people who say
they are fighting for the working man.
I am the working man. Congressman,
what are they thinking?

Then you talk about Chris, Chris who
says: Congressman, I don’t know much
about politics; I don’t really care much
about politics, but if you can go save
my job, I am for you. Can’t the politi-
cians in Washington fight for people
just to go to work and provide for their
families? These are paychecks that
these people depend on.

Finally, it is Curtis, Curtis who said
to me that his father crawled on his
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belly for decades to take care of his
family, and because of his father’s hard
work, he had opportunities.

This is more than statistics. This is
about real people who have been vic-
timized by bureaucrats in Washington
who are out of touch—if the bureau-
crats in Washington would at least just
go to these places—West Virginia,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Xentucky—and
look these people in the eye and ask
them what they think about their poli-
cies.

Worst of all, it is all done in the
name of the environment. We all love
the environment. These coal miners
love the environment. They come from
a beautiful part of the country, in Ap-
palachia.

It is not about not wanting to help
the environment or environmental
stewardship, but what is so sad is that
these regulations aren’t going to do a
darn thing about global carbon emis-
sions.

The Clean Power Plan rule that this
administration has proposed would re-
duce global carbon emissions by less
than 1 percent—for what, $8 billion in
additional annual cost to our economy
and thousands of American families
without paychecks.

This is wrong. The Congress of the
United States is right to stand up for
these families. The Congress of the
United States is right to stand up for
jobs.

That is why I support all of the legis-
lative work done by this House by
these good Members—the STREAM Act
from my colleague and friend from
West Virginia; the coal residuals bill
that the gentleman, the chairman, has
championed and done a great job in
supporting, my colleague, ED WHIT-
FIELD, the chairman of the Energy Sub-
committee on the Ratepayer Protec-
tion Act; the REINS Act, which we just
voted for and passed out of this House,
which would stop all of these costly
regulations.

O 1915

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to
stand up for American jobs, for Amer-
ican energy, and for American-pro-
duced coal power. I thank the gen-
tleman for his leadership.

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman touched on something that I
don’t know that our listeners or even
the other Members of Congress quite
grasp, but the gentleman touched on it
in one statement he made. It is the
claim that CO, emissions of the world
are the target of our global warming
issue.

I will just accept, for discussion pur-
poses, that that is the basis of their
war on coal, this ideological fight that
we are involved in. I will use the
United Nations’ statistics—not the Re-
publican caucus’, not the coal coun-
try’s numbers, but the United Nations’.

They say: Congressman BARR, if you
were to stop all coal-fired capacity in
every school, church, hospital, power
station—if we were to stop all burning
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of coal in America in total so that
there became no coal being consumed
in America—you would reduce the CO,
emissions of the world by two-tenths of
1 percent.

Mr. BARR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky.

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I would also
make this point that this is the United
States of America.

In the United States of America, we
solve problems through entrepreneur-
ship, free enterprise, and innovation.
We put a man on the Moon because we
are Americans. We believe in freedom,
and we believe in innovation.

If there is a problem with carbon
emissions and climate change, then we
should solve the problem the American
way, through fossil energy research.
What we should not do is supply a So-
viet-style, command-and-control solu-
tion from Washington, which will not
solve the problem.

What we need to be doing is export-
ing American technology to China and
India and other countries that have in-
ferior electricity-generating capabili-
ties.

Mr. MCcKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I just
wanted to touch base again before we
go to our last speaker.

Again, these are all of the rules. This
is the overwhelming number of rules
that we are trying to deal with in
America in dealing with fossil fuels,
from ozone to new source performance
standards. I could go on.

There is the regional haze and the
greenhouse gas tailoring rule. We have
to deal with those. Let me show the
impact as already predicted is going to
happen. It is that we are going to see
higher utility bills. If we want to see
that, just keep doing it because that is
exactly what is going to happen.

This chart has been produced that
shows, just in West Virginia 7 years
ago—let’s just say for discussion—you
had a $100 bill for your monthly elec-
tric. Now, because of all of the rules,
we are at $160. That is a 60 percent in-
crease in the cost of utilities. Some
might argue it is because of the cost of
coal. No. The cost of coal has dropped.

The point here is that the power
plants—the utilities—are having to put
excessive money into the production of
electricity to meet some of those rules
that we talked about over there. It is
coming out of our pockets. Someone is
paying for that. You and I are paying
for that.

In addition, we are already 60 percent
up. Look at Arizona. They are sug-
gesting that the increased cost in Ari-
zona is going to go up 40 percent; in the
State of Washington, 37 percent; in
California, 24 percent. All we have to
ask is: Is this what the consumers
want?

Let me show you another chart here.

This talks about where coal is being
used. Now, this administration has
been very effective in shutting it off.
You have heard the horror stories of
what has happened in Kentucky. I have
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heard of some of it in West Virginia. In
Ohio, it is the same story—in Indiana,
in Illinois. The impact it is having on
our industry is destructive. They are
destroying the industry. The industry
is on its knees now.

But what about overseas?

The International Energy Agency has
already indicated that they have a vo-
racious appetite for coal elsewhere out-
side of America. No one else is fol-
lowing the administration’s lead on
this idea of this war on coal.

They are still burning coal. They are
burning coal every which way they
can. Whether it is in China or in
India—wherever they are—they are
using coal. As a matter of fact, from
the year 2000 to 2013, they increased
their appetite for coal by 70 percent;
but in America, we dropped. It is im-
portant to understand where this fight
is and what we have to do to fight for
the individuals.

Mr. Speaker, as we start to wrap up
our discussion tonight about coal and
its impact, about the Clean Power Plan
and the effective regulations, I yield to
the gentleman from the Second Dis-
trict of West Virginia (Mr. MOONEY),
one of our newest Congressmen.

Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Congressman MCKIN-
LEY for his leadership on this issue and
in our great State of West Virginia. I
thank Congressman BARR for his great
comments and for his telling some per-
sonal stories about how this affects
real Americans from different States.

Mr. Speaker, our great country is
blessed with abundant natural re-
sources. Unfortunately, President

Obama has made a campaign commit-
ment to destroy coal as a domestic en-
ergy source, and he is intent on ful-
filling that promise.

Just 2 weeks ago, the Office of Sur-
face Mining, under the Department of
the Interior, released its latest set of
rules and regulations that will cripple
the coal industry not only in West Vir-
ginia, but across the country. These
new rules and regulations are over 2,500
pages in length.

If you do not know exactly what that
looks like, here it is, ladies and gentle-
men. It is six folders full of new regula-
tions—2,500 pages. This is what it looks
like, okay? The Department of the In-
terior has given us 60 days to go
through this. It is a lot of work. At the
very least, a 120-day extension is need-
ed beyond the current 60-day comment
period.

I have already joined Chairman
BisHOP of the Natural Resources Com-
mittee, on which I serve, and 43 Mem-
bers of Congress in sending a letter to
the Obama administration, requesting
a 120-day extension of the comment pe-
riod for the recently announced job-
killing stream buffer zone regulation
right here.

My hard-working staff and I of the
Second District of West Virginia have
been going through this very hard over
the last several days since it came out.
We have been trying to look at all of
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the ridiculous regulations in this bill,
and we have come across a couple of
things that, I think, are worth pointing
out so far.

For instance, on page 1201 of the pro-
posed regulation, it reads:

Ensure that electric power transmission
lines and other transmission facilities that
are used for or are incidental to surface min-
ing activities on the permit area are de-
signed and constructed to minimize electro-
cution hazards to raptors and other alien
species with large wingspans.

The Office of Surface Mining is wor-
ried about protecting raptors and other
birds from electrocution, so they have
created a special regulation just to pre-
vent that from happening. That is
right. Here it is—required. We found on
page 1201, buried within thousands of
pages of regulations, that coal compa-
nies are to build special power lines to
prevent ‘‘raptors from getting zapped.”

I wonder if the environmentalists
have the same concerns for their own
projects. According to the Smithso-
nian, somewhere between 140,000 and
328,000 birds die each year from flying
into wind turbines.

On page 1100 exactly, we have even
more new rules here. It reads:

You may not conduct any surface mining
activity that is likely to jeopardize the con-
tinued existence of threatened or endangered
species listed by the Secretary or proposed
for listing by the Secretary or that is likely
to result in the destruction or adverse modi-
fication of designated critical habitat in vio-
lation of the Endangered Species Act of 1973.

That is a long sentence with a lot of
‘“‘ors.” This absurd regulation would
prohibit mining near animals that the
Director of the Interior has simply pro-
posed for listing as endangered or as
threatened.

It would be one thing to prevent min-
ing operations around animals that are
actually endangered, but this regula-
tion goes far, far beyond protecting en-
dangered species. This is a stunning
regulatory power grab that an environ-
mental extremist Secretary will use to
put miners out of business.

Even more ridiculous is just the
heart of this rulemaking, which is to
fundamentally change the definition of
a ‘‘stream’” to include temporary
streams. Temporary streams are, es-
sentially, ditches that fill up with
water when it rains, and the water goes
away quickly. They are calling them
‘“‘streams’ now.

A recent study from the National
Center for Mining estimates that these
rules will destroy as many as 80,000
coal jobs across the country. My col-
league Congressman ANDY BARR put
some names to those stories of individ-
uals who are losing their jobs. He just
referred to them in his remarks, and I
appreciate that.

These are hard-working American
taxpayers who are simply trying to
provide for their families; and these
idealistic, extremist regulations are
putting them out of work. It is harm-
ing families not only in our States of
West Virginia and Kentucky, but
across the country. These new regula-
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tions would be catastrophic to the coal
industry and to all of the hard-working
American families who depend on coal
to keep their energy costs low.

The economy of the Appalachian Re-
gion and West Virginia, in particular,
are uniquely threatened by these regu-
lations because of our mountainous to-
pography and abundance of small
streams.

Industry estimates say this adminis-
trative action could mean 45 to 79 per-
cent of the coal reserves in the Appa-
lachia would no longer be usable. The
damage from such a critical blow to
the industry would create a ripple of
hardship in our State.

I think my colleague Congressman
MCKINLEY mentioned this already, but
over 90 percent of the energy consumed
in West Virginia is produced by coal
power, and distress in the coal industry
will raise home energy prices and busi-
ness energy costs for everybody. Low-
income folks are going to struggle with
this.

Furthermore, approximately 60 per-
cent of West Virginia State business
tax revenue is derived from coal reve-
nues. A significant decrease in these
revenues would put a severe financial
strain on the State budget, and it could
potentially hurt crucial services in our
State, like public schools, State-funded
health clinics, and the funding of our
law enforcement agencies.

I want to continue to work with my
colleagues on the Natural Resources
Committee, and I thank my colleague
from West Virginia and my colleague
from Kentucky for cosponsoring my
bill, H.R. 1644. It is also known as the
STREAM Act.

I want to first move it swiftly
through committee before any real
damage can be done by this harmful
new rule. It is time that the adminis-
tration wakes up and realizes that
their regulations are hurting hard-
working American taxpayers for no
good reason.

J 1930

Mr. MCcKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for his comments
on that and for bringing up also the
Clean Power Plan as we were wrapping
up with that.

Because I am intrigued—and maybe
the rest of the Members should be as
well—with the idea that is being pro-
moted by the senior Senator from Ken-
tucky, which is maybe we should not
be so quick to jump on the Clean Power
Plan.

The President may very well be over-
turned on this constitutionally. But if
the States implement this voluntarily
and impact our schools, our commu-
nities, our environment, our health
care, our hospitals, by shutting down,
we won’t be able to recover from that.

So the Senator has come up with an
intriguing concept, and that is just say
no. It kind of reminds me of Barbara
Bush a few years ago.

As a result of that, we already have
several States that are either saying
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no or are deeply and seriously consid-
ering saying no.

States like Oklahoma, Indiana, Wis-
consin, Texas, Louisiana, Alabama, and
Mississippi are not going to jump on
this legislation just yet.

The rule, they are coming from the
administration because they have seen
the strategy here, which is just to use
a bullying tactic, push it through,
knowing full well 5 or 6 years from now
it is going to be overturned in the
courts. But we will never get our jobs
back.

Those individuals that you were talk-
ing about, Congressman BARR, those
individuals that came up to you, they
are not going to have a job.

They will have left Kentucky. They
will have gone someplace else to try to
find something else. They are going to
be uprooted from their communities.

No, we have to fight. This is the fight
now.

I yield to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. BARR).

Mr. BARR. I agree with you 100 per-
cent.

I would just mention, too, it is not
just about the coal mining jobs and the
coal miners who will lose their jobs.

My district is mainly not a mining
district. My district mainly is known
for thoroughbred horses and bourbon
distilleries and cattle, in addition to
the University of Kentucky and the
City of Lexington, but we do border the
coal industry.

What I do know about those senior
citizens on fixed incomes or low-in-
come folks who live in those noncoal-
producing counties in my district is
that their electricity bills are going to
double or triple if this Clean Power
Plan goes into effect.

I have talked to the utilities. Over 90
percent of the electricity in Kentucky
comes from coal. Coal keeps the lights
on. Coal provides affordable energy.

The estimates from the utilities is
that, in a single year, folks who live
below the poverty line are going to see
their electricity bills increase by two
times, maybe three times, and that is
simply something that they can’t af-
ford.

So this is an assault on low-income
Americans, not just coal-mining fami-
lies, but, also, fixed-income seniors and
other low-income Americans.

Mr. McKINLEY. I do appreciate the
gentleman’s additional comments.

So as we leave here tonight, let’s
make sure that we go back over what
we have talked about.

We have talked about the impact on
coal. We have talked about the individ-
uals, as you just referred to on their
electric bills. We see the drama that is
going to play out over this.

We have seen the numbers of regula-
tions that are coming forth with this,
with these bullying tactics, this hos-
tility toward coal. We have seen this
last result, the Clean Power Plan.
These have to stop. America needs to
wake up.

This is something that is happening,
but we have the ability here to reach
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out and try to communicate to more
people across West Virginia and the
Nation, in Kentucky and Illinois, to
Montana, to California, to demonstrate
to them that you are already using
coal. You are getting the advantages of
coal.

Work with us to get the clean coal
technology so that we can cut down
our emissions. The idea of shutting off
coal is short-sighted, and the rest of
the world isn’t following.

Someone said about leadership: You
know, if no one is following you, then
all you are doing is a man taking a
walk.

So we have to find people that can
lead. We have groups that are willing
to take this on and fight for coal, fight
for the jobs and the people that are af-
fected by this.

So I thank you all for coming out
here tonight.

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

———————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1994, VA ACCOUNTABILITY
ACT OF 2015, AND PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R.
3236, SURFACE TRANSPORTATION
AND VETERANS HEALTH CARE
CHOICE IMPROVEMENT ACT OF
2015

Mr. SESSIONS (during the Special
Order of Mr. MCKINLEY) from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 114-234) on the
resolution (H. Res. 388) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1994) to
amend title 38, United States Code, to
provide for the removal or demotion of
employees of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs based on performance or
misconduct, and for other purposes,
and providing for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 3236) to provide an extension
of Federal-aid highway, highway safe-
ty, motor carrier safety, transit, and
other programs funded out of the High-
way Trust Fund, to provide resource
flexibility to the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for health care services,
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

CALIFORNIA DROUGHT SOLUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GRAVES of Louisiana). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
6, 2015, the gentleman from California
(Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, we
had a most interesting discussion on
coal. Let’s continue on with natural re-
sources for a few moments here.

I represent a good portion of the
State of California. I put this map up
as an opportunity for interested parties
to observe what is happening in the
State of California.

We are well into the fourth year of
our drought in California. You can see
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from this map, in 2003, we had a serious
drought, the yellow.

We are now looking at July 1, 2014.
The yellow is now just a small part of
the State of California, meaning it is
still serious.

It is mostly out in the delta, out in
the desert and in southern California,
Imperial Valley, part of San Diego,
Riverside, and San Bernardino County.

And there is a little bit of drought up
here in the far north, north coast area,
in Del North County.

The red and the brown, that is really,
really serious. So California is really in
a very serious state of hurt at the mo-
ment.

The drought is severe. It is having an
enormous impact not just in the San
Joaquin Valley, but really throughout
the entire State of California.

Twenty-five percent water reduction
is mandated by the State for the entire
State. And so, in southern California,
central California, northern California,
that dramatic reduction in the con-
sumption of water is well underway.

I live here in the central part, in the
delta of California, which I will talk
about at some length.

Three weeks ago this House passed
legislation to address this issue, the
Valadao bill. What it really was all
about was a relaxation of the environ-
mental protections and, thereby, a
mechanism to basically take what
water remains in northern California
here in the Sacramento Valley and
transport it down into the San Joaquin
Valley here.

It is basically the classic water grab,
which we have seen so much of over the
years.

While all of that talk is going on here
in Washington, D.C., what is happening
is that California is doing what it has
done so very well, and that is mine not
coal, which we heard about from our
colleagues from the coal states, but,
rather, mine water.

This map basically shows what is
happening in the aquifers of California.
In June of 2002, you see a lot of green.
The aquifers, while still depleted, were
thought to be in pretty good shape.

In 2008, as a result of expansion of ag-
riculture in cities and communities
throughout California, the mining of
water was going on so much so that we
are now beginning to see these yellow
and brown areas show up.

As the drought continued on from
2008 to 2014, we are beginning to see the
very severe overdraft of the aquifers of
California. Will these aquifers rebound
when the rains return? Perhaps.

But we also know that many of them
will not. And the result of this extraor-
dinary overdrafting of the aquifers in
California will place in jeopardy many,
many communities, agricultural com-
munities as well as the human commu-
nities.

We know that down here in the San
Joaquin Valley along the eastern side
communities are simply out of water.

The aquifers have been mined, over-
drafted, to the point where there is no
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more ability to draw from the aquifers,
and these communities are out of
water today.

Extraordinary efforts are underway
to provide these communities, many of
whom are low-income communities
with very little resources of their own,
unable to dig deeper wells to provide
themselves with water.

So part of the bill that passed 3
weeks ago attempted to address this,
but in a very insufficient way.

There are alternatives. There are
ways that California can and must deal
with the drought, and they basically
are short term, immediate, and long
term.

That legislation has been introduced.
I draw the attention to the Huffman
bill, which is a comprehensive effort to
deal with California’s both short-term
and long-term efforts.

I also draw attention to the Napoli-
tano bill and basically draw your at-
tention to how it should not be done,
which was the Valadao bill.

Now, action is underway in the Sen-
ate. Our Senator, DIANNE FEINSTEIN, is
about to introduce legislation. We have
not had a chance to see the full legisla-
tion.

We do know that some of the
Huffman bill is introduced into it, and
we know that some of the Napolitano
bill is also introduced.

I want to deal with those opportuni-
ties that present themselves and, at
the same time, suggest that the
Valadao bill should not be passed.

There is no need to push aside the en-
vironmental laws. There is no need to
waive the California constitution and
the water rights system in the con-
stitution as the Valadao bill does. It is
hidden, but it is there.

So what I want to really talk about
is how we can address the California
water needs. I call this the little sip/big
gulp strategy. It is a proposal that I
made some 3 years ago and continue to
work on. It is a water plan for all of
California.

It is similar to a program put out by
the California administration, not for
tunnels, not the California water fix,
not the BDCP—all of those programs
are simply a way to transfer water—
but, rather, what we call a water fix, a
water plan, for all of California.

Basically, what it involves is a mech-
anism to provide water for the growing
population of California for the agri-
cultural areas, Sacramento and San
Joaquin, called the Great Central Val-
ley, for the urban regions here in the
bay area and down in southern Cali-
fornia.

I will go through it very, very quick-
ly.
Let’s talk about southern California.
Basically, it now takes water from
northern California from the Colorado
River. It brings water into the south-
ern California area, where it is con-
sumed.

After being cleaned, it is consumed.
It is cleaned yet again, and a great
amount of water is dumped then into
the Pacific Ocean.
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