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every bit as much American as you or
I or our children.

Pictured next to me is Itzel Campos
of El Paso, Texas, a 15-year-old sopho-
more at Franklin High School, who
came to a townhall meeting that we
had last night where 300 ElI Pasoans
came out to either tell their stories or
show support for DREAMers.

We want to make sure that the Presi-
dent-elect and that the Congress that
we have here and the one that will be
seated in January do everything within
their power to keep these DREAMers
in our country, who will earn more
than $4 trillion in taxable income dur-
ing their lives but, more importantly,
will contribute to the American
Dream, will improve communities like
mine, which happens to be the safest
city in America in large part because
of the immigrants, and especially these
DREAMers who call El1 Paso home, and
to give people like Itzel every chance
to succeed, to improve their lives and
the course of this country.

——————

CONGRATULATIONS TO GOVERNOR
NIKKI HALEY

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, President-elect Donald
Trump nominated South Carolina Gov-
ernor Nikki Haley to be America’s Am-
bassador to the United Nations.

President-elect Trump has
nounced:

Governor Haley has a proven record of
bringing people together regardless of back-
ground or party affiliation to move critical
policies forward for the betterment of her
State and country. She is also a proven
dealmaker, and we look forward to making
plenty of deals. She will be a great leader
representing us on the world stage.

Governor Haley has led the people of
South Carolina through trying times,
such as the historic thousand-year
flood last year, Hurricane Matthew
flooding this year, and the tragic
shooting at Mother Emanuel Church in
Charleston. She has promoted a pro-
business and pro-job environment by
recruiting major companies such as
Boeing and Volvo, along with Michelin,
BMW, and Bridgestone expansions.
Governor Haley will be a strong and ef-
fective voice for America, advancing
freedom and democracy around the
world.

Congratulations to Governor Haley
and her husband, Michael, and chil-
dren, Rena and Nalin, on this achieve-
ment. Your Lexington County neigh-
bors are very proud of you.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and may the President, by his actions,
never forget September the 11th in the
global war on terrorism.

———
REDUCING RED TAPE

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1

an-
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased that the House Subcommittee
on Federal Lands is holding a hearing
soon on H.R. 5129, the Guide and Out-
fitter Act—we call it the GO Act—
which I have sponsored to make it easi-
er for Americans to access and enjoy
their public lands.

I began working on this legislation
after an annual endurance run in my
district, which had been held for years,
was canceled after Federal agencies de-
manded a costly new study of the
event’s environmental impacts, a study
the small, nonprofit group that held
the event couldn’t afford. That’s right,
Federal agencies were concerned that
people running on existing trails could
have negative impacts on the environ-
ment.

The GO Act cuts this red tape by cre-
ating a categorical exclusion to ensure
activities which have already been per-
mitted do not need duplicative studies
in order to continue. It creates a one-
stop joint permitting system so races
and other events that might stretch
across Forest Service lands, BLM, and
National Park land, et cetera, don’t
need to repeat the permit process over
and over and over with every single
agency.

The bill caps fees to keep them af-
fordable and allows existing permits to
be easily extended so that public access
and events can continue.

I am proud to say this bill will help
get more Americans outside, Mr.
Speaker, for less money and with less
red tape. That is a goal every Member
of this body can support.

———

AVOIDING TRUMP ADMINISTRA-
TION CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I am one
of those Americans who is very con-
cerned about the conflict of interest
that the President-elect faces as he as-
sumes office. I don’t think we have
ever elected someone to office in this
country with his vast wealth, but I
must say, as ranking member on the
Energy and Water Development, and
Related Agencies Subcommittee of the
Committee on Appropriations, let me
give you one area which causes me con-
cern: where he will separate his private
interest from the public interest.

The committee on which I rank han-
dles the Army Corps of Engineers’
budget, and we don’t have enough
money to deal with all the projects
around the country, some of which are
backed up 20 years. What happens if
Mar-a-Lago in Florida faces flooding—
or any of the other coastal properties
that the President-elect owns—and the
Army is trying to make a decision on
where to place Federal funds? Will his
properties take precedence over thou-
sands of other projects around the
country that have been backlogged for
years?
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I think it is really important that
the President-elect create a blind trust
and put all of his assets in there. Obvi-
ously, he will have a good life in the
years ahead, but we simply must not
allow the private interests of any
American to pollute the public deci-
sions that this country must make.

———

CLIMATE CHANGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. BENISHEK) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, as a
lifelong resident of northern Michigan,
I know how important it is to protect
and conserve our precious natural re-
sources. Northern Michigan’s economy
depends on our Great Lakes and our
outdoor spaces for tourism, agri-
culture, and sporting activities.

Generations of people in my district
have grown up experiencing the out-
doors from the shores of Sleeping Bear
Dunes National Lakeshore to Isle
Royale National Park. However, we
need to make sure that there is a bal-
ance and that we do not undertake rash
and unproven regulatory policies that
are almost guaranteed to negatively
impact our economy in the hope of
some potential—and often
unquantifiable—environmental gain.

I just got back from northern Michi-
gan. As a matter of fact, I was in Ot-
tawa National Forest hunting. What
strikes me about the regulatory nature
of the Federal Government is it doesn’t
really take into account what is hap-
pening in the wild. The Ottawa Na-
tional Forest, for example, hasn’t been
properly managed. The regulations as
far as managing the forest make it so
difficult that the forest is aging and
the trees are actually falling down and
rotting rather than being harvested.
This is just one of the policies of this
administration, and I am really hoping,
now that we have a new administration
coming forward, there will be a lot of
change in the regulatory policies to ac-
tually develop policies that make sense
for our environment and make sense
for our people. That is why I wanted to
speak tonight about many of these
policies that affect our environment
and global warming.

A lot of policies of the last adminis-
tration, even the administration before
that, really don’t have the globe at the
forefront of solving these problems.
What they have been doing is just writ-
ing more and more regulations that
stop whatever we are doing, and they
don’t have any particular effect on the
global environment.

I am bringing this up for a reason. I
just brought this little pollution-by-
country chart, and this is the global
pollution for the whole world. We know
the United States is a pretty big part
of that. The EU is a big part of that.
India is big, and China is the biggest.
The rest of the world provides, prob-
ably, the largest. But what strikes me
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about this is the fact that we in Amer-
ica haven’t done things right all the
time, but we are constantly striving to
make improvements.

My problem with the way that the
regulations are written under this ad-
ministration is the fact that we are
killing our economy to improve the
global environment, and yet we are a
relatively small part of the problem of
pollution and global warming—if you
believe that it is manmade—and we are
not really doing anything about the
rest of this.

We are putting so many regulatory
burdens on our industry, like, for ex-
ample, energy production. The cost of
energy production is a big part of mak-
ing steel, for example. Many of the
countries around the world are buying
steel not so much from us but from
China and India because they are pol-
luting the planet in order to produce
cheap steel, and we are really helping
the environment with all our regula-
tions and everything to the point that
we are losing all of our jobs. That
doesn’t make any sense. If we were al-
lowed to harvest our energy in a very
environmentally friendly way, we
would have more jobs here in this
country. These guys would have less
jobs. I want to keep jobs here in Amer-
ica.

This is just one of the examples. Wait
until you see some of the pictures I
have.

[ 1930

My district was once a huge mining
area. We mine iron ore, construction
sand and gravel, salt is produced in
Michigan, and copper. And these are all
good-paying jobs.

I am going to give you a great exam-
ple of one of the weirdest regulations
that have come out of this administra-
tion. And that is we do have a mine in
my district that recently opened, a new
nickel mine, the first nickel mine in
this country, I think, in over 50 years.
The road to the mine, there is no good
road to the mine. There is 68 miles of
road through a downtown and around a
roundabout to the processing mill to
process the nickel ore.

The local county road commission
wanted to build a 22-mile road that
would bypass the 68 miles of road
through a downtown, but they can’t
get a permit to build the road because
EPA blocked it. Now, the Federal Gov-
ernment in Washington, D.C., is telling
a local county in my district that they
can’t build a road because it involves
some wetlands. Well, there is about 5
acres of wetlands that have to be filled
in order to build this road. Believe me,
you can’t build a road anywhere in this
country without filling in some wet-
lands in order to have the grade be
safe.

We have had environmental laws in
this country that said: if you are going
to fill in some wetlands to build a road,
you have got to create some wetlands
somewhere else to mitigate for the fact
that you have taken away some habi-
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tat from some species maybe and that
sort of thing. Well, the road commis-
sion put up 100 times the acreage of the
wetlands that they were going to use
for the roadway to mitigate for that.
But that wasn’t good enough for the
EPA. As a matter of fact, the EPA
stopped the road without even listen-
ing very well to the mitigation plan.

This was bad for jobs. It makes it dif-
ficult for the mine to do business. It
makes the longevity of the mine not as
good because it is more expensive to
process the ore. And it creates more
pollution because the trucks are driv-
ing 68 miles to the ore processing plant
versus the 22 miles on a new road. Be-
sides, the new road would open up a lot
of other areas for economic develop-
ment as well.

Well, this is the type of rule and reg-
ulation that doesn’t make any sense to
the people that want to protect their
environment with fewer miles on the
road with diesel trucks and also pro-
vide economic opportunity in an area
that needs jobs. So I am really hopeful
that we will continue with a new ad-
ministration to improve and stop this
ridiculous rulemaking that has abso-
lutely no effect on the environment—if
anything, it makes it worse—all be-
cause people in Washington here under
this administration have decided that
they know better than the people in
Michigan who actually live there, and
they can’t make a decision for them-
selves because you can’t possibly know
it would be good for the environment
because you are just living on the UP
and you don’t really know what is
what. That has been my frustration in
my time here in Congress. That is a
really good example of what is going
on.

I want to show you a couple of pic-
tures of some places around the world
that aren’t managing the environment,
such as the United States is. Here we
have a factory, a Chinese factory that
is putting out all kinds of pollutants
without any significant environmental
controls on them at all. These are the
kind of factories that we are competing
with, with our factories, which are
much better.

We just had a coal-fired power plant
stopped in my district several years
ago by the EPA because of this admin-
istration’s war on coal. This coal plant
was a state-of-the-art coal plant. It
didn’t even produce CO, because, in my
district, they are able to harness the
technology to capture the CO, and sell
it and actually use it to pump in the
ground to help the production of local
oil wells. The CO; is not an issue. So we
are actually competing with people
that do this to our environment, and
losing jobs overseas because of the
tight regulations we have here, but we
are not doing anything about this that
is going on across the world. None of
the policies that we have instituted on
our industry are in effect over there.
We haven’t put any significant de-
mands on the Chinese to make them
stop doing this.
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I was talking to some biologists from
the University of Michigan. We have an
environmental research station in my
district. The University of Michigan
has been studying the environment for
the last 100 years or so. And one of the
things that I found really interesting
was the fact that one of the great con-
cerns about coal mining and coal used
for energy production was the mercury
in the air. I was talking to these guys
from the University of Michigan and
they said: we solved the mercury prob-
lem in this country decades ago; that is
not a problem anymore.

Most of the mercury that is in our
environment here in the United States
comes from China and India. Because it
is over in China and India doesn’t mean
that it is not a global problem. That
stuff goes up in the atmosphere. It
takes the jet stream, and it comes all
the way over here. The majority of the
pollutant mercury in our country is
coming from places like this. This ad-
ministration has done nothing about it
except for putting more stringent con-
trols on our energy production, making
our energy more expensive, and mak-
ing people want to buy steel and other
products from countries that do this to
our environment.

This is not the right way to deal with
this issue. If we are going to deal with
global pollution, global production of
harmful toxins, or global warming, we
have to talk to people that are bad ac-
tors around the world and make them
do their part and not make our indus-
tries really the joke of everyone else in
the world because they are making
money and we are losing our jobs and
it doesn’t make any sense whatsoever.

Let’s see another picture here. This
is a pretty good one from India. This is
a river in India. This is all trash in the
middle of the river in India. I went to
India, and I was appalled by how filthy
it was and the lack of environmental
rules. This is what we are dealing with.

Now, I know the Indians and, per-
haps, the Chinese are not as developed
as we are, but they are competing in
the same environment for industry as
we are along the globe. I am hopeful
that the coming Trump administration
is going to take this kind of stuff seri-
ously, unlike the Obama administra-
tion, which his only answer to global
warming and global pollution is to put
more and more restrictions on our in-
dustry, killing jobs in this country and
giving more jobs to people around the
world that do this.

This picture is a good example of the
way things are done across the world.
Now, I come from a timber district
where we want to harvest responsibly
the timber that we have in our na-
tional forests. That means cutting
trees down as they mature in a logical
fashion so that there are a lot of
healthy trees in the forest that are not
overcome by disease and fire, which is
what we have seen out West over the
last couple of decades because those
forests are not being managed.

Originally, the national forests were
developed as a place for multiple use—
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for harvesting for logs, for entertain-
ment to go hunting and fishing. I hunt
and fish in a national forest. But when
the trees become over mature and they
are not managed in a way that allow
new growth, there is a limited amount
of species that can exist in that type of
a forest.

This is what they do in Indonesia.
This is a forest in Indonesia that was
clear-cut for miles and miles and miles.
This is the way it was left. Now, that is
not the way it is done in Michigan, not
where I live, not in my Federal forests.
The problem is we are not doing
enough of the select cuts, the limited
clear-cuts that allow spreading of new
growth. We are competing on our tim-
ber products with people that do this
to their environment.

Now, in this country, private forests
and State forests are managed with the
stewardship program where third-party
stewards of the forest, who are reg-
istered, licensed, and trained how to
manage forests, are given the oppor-
tunity to manage forests over decades,
over centuries, so that there is always
a healthy forest with mid-term growth,
long-term growth, new growth. There
is a multiple of species that can live
amongst that. People can hunt and
enjoy that area. I just want to try to,
Mr. Speaker, make sure the American
people are aware of the fact that our
environment is a place where we live,
we want it to be good and healthy, and
we want it also to be able to provide
jobs for the people that live in my dis-
trict and across the country.

Some of the statistics I could give
you about the Chinese, for example, is
that in 2012, China was responsible for
over a quarter of the pollution world-
wide. As you saw in that circle, the
total pollution in China currently
equals the pollution from the United
States and the European Union com-
bined. This is expected to only in-
crease.

Now, China is run by a centralized
government that has not traditionally
respected the environment or the con-
cerns of the locals when it comes to
major decisions or projects. This is the
type of policy that we can talk to the
Chinese and have a discussion about
what they can do to improve their be-
havior.

India is currently the world’s fastest
growing economy and already the
fourth largest polluter. As the Indian
economy grows, these emissions are
going to continue to rise.

As you see from Indonesia, there is
deforestation and clear-cutting in the
rain forest. I want to have responsible
and sustainable forestry practices be-
cause timber is a renewable resource.

Now, our environmental actions have
been incremental in nature, but, until
this last administration, they haven’t
been killing our industry. Now with
the Obama administration’s war on
coal, significant areas of our economy
have fallen into disrepair. I am so
thankful, frankly, that we have a new
administration coming in that is going
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to, hopefully, put a stop to those poli-
cies that have been driving our jobs
overseas and making it difficult for us
here at home.

I just want to show another graph
here for U.S. employment in manufac-
turing industries. Now, starting in 1980
into 2014, as you can see, thousands of
jobs in the manufacturing industries
have gone down. I am not saying that
environmental regulations are the
complete cause of this, but I think this
should be a pretty major part of our de-
cisionmaking process as to how we do
these things.

We have a regulatory and approval
process in the United States that most
other countries don’t even approach or
even pretend to go through. Having in-
cremental change consulting with in-
dustry and still having strict stand-
ards, I think, can all happen at once.
But when the current administration
has had a policy of killing our industry
and not doing anything about these
foreign people, we need to put a change
to that and turn this manufacturing
number around and bring manufac-
turing back to where it should be.

This slide was made up before the
election, so I wasn’t sure it was going
to happen in the next administration.

0 1945

Here are the economically significant
regulations this government has put
out all the way back to 2000. The num-
ber of regulations are expected to cost
$100 million or more to the American
people. You can see that, consistently,
from the beginning of the Obama ad-
ministration that that number has sig-
nificantly increased. I am so happy to
hear that Mr. Trump has promised, for
every new regulation, to cut two. Let’s
start with the cutting.

At the end of the day, we need to pro-
tect our environment. However,
hamstringing our economy will not
save our environment. The other peo-
ple on the planet provide for most of
the pollution and for the other things
that people are afraid of in the environ-
ment—more than we are by far. All too
often, the consequences of overbur-
dening regulations here in America is
the flight of manufacturing and indus-
try to nations such as China, Indo-
nesia, and India. I am hopeful that my
colleagues here in the House and in the
Senate, along with a new administra-
tion, will change that and make logical
regulations. I think this will benefit
our planet. It will certainly benefit the
American citizens. We shouldn’t be im-
plementing expensive nonsolutions to a
problem of which the extent and im-
pact remain uncertain.

I have been criticized in the past for
talking about global warming and what
the future is going to bring. With any-
thing you talk about with regard to the
administration’s being over-regulatory,
then you are accused of being a pol-
luter of the planet. I ran for election
several times, and these are the types
of arguments that people will make to
try to make you look bad, to make you
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look as if you want to pollute the plan-
et. I think, really, Americans are tired
of that baloney. We want to have a de-
cent living; we want to have a clean
planet; we want to make sure that the
people around the world have the same
values and interests that we do in that,
if we are going to work hard to try to
make our planet cleaner, they should,
too, so that we are competing on an
even scale here. With what we are
doing now, we are not competing on an
even scale.

It is very important that we don’t
allow people to intimidate us when we
say: “I want to have more mining in
this country. I want to be able to use
coal.” They just immediately say that
you are an anti-environmentalist, and
it is just torture. Most of the people
who say this kind of stuff have never
been to a community that actually
does mining. They just see it from afar.
They don’t see the end result of a mine
that has been rehabilitated and that is
covered with green.

They don’t have any idea what is
really going on. They just use it in fear
so that the American people don’t real-
ly realize the truth of what is going on,
and they want their vote. They are
causing fear in the American people by
their saying: ‘“This guy doesn’t want to
protect the environment.” I mean, I
want to protect the environment. I
come from one of the most beautiful
places in the country, I think. I want it
to be clean and healthy for my children
as well, and it is going to be really
clean and healthy if nobody lives there
because there are no jobs. We need to
protect our environment, have policies
that allow jobs to continue to occur in
this country, and have reasonable regu-
lations that make sense and that have
sound, scientific studies.

This administration has hid the sci-
entific studies behind closed doors in
many cases. I am a physician. I wrote
research papers. I had to show my evi-
dence to the world and have other peo-
ple criticize what I wrote so that they
could say: ‘“You didn’t do that right,”
or ‘‘your technique was flawed,” or
‘“‘the study you did didn’t really show
what you said it shows.”” That is what
happens in scientific research—you
have to have your research open to
criticism. This administration has used
science in the way that they say: ‘“The
scientists say ‘this,”” but they don’t
want to show you the data because
they don’t want other people to criti-
cize what they have done. They say
that other people who might criticize
them are just politicized when they,
themselves, are politicized. They also
don’t want the other side to speak, be-
cause they will say: ‘““You are just anti-
environment.”

We need to have an open discourse of
scientists on both sides of issues—and
consensus—before we make policies
and regulations that kill millions of
jobs and that cost families as their
raises for the last 8 years have been
meager. We need to be sure that
science is open and not politicized as it
has been in this administration.
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I encourage my colleagues to not be
afraid to stand up for what is right and
for jobs in this country. I encourage
the people who may be watching, too,
to think about what the politicians
they listen to are saying and how it af-
fects jobs and how it really affects the
environment because, although we
want a clean environment, we are not
going to write rules that kill jobs and
that do not do anything about the real
polluters on this planet, who care noth-
ing about the environment, and who
are causing the majority of the prob-
lems around the globe.

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

——————

MAKE IT IN AMERICA:
MANUFACTURING

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GROTHMAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GARAMENDI) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, our
previous speaker spoke about the need
to revitalize the American economy,
and he talked about the regulatory en-
vironment as being one of the impedi-
ments. Certainly, there are many,
many regulations that could impede
economic development, but there are
also regulations that might enhance
economic development. Today I want
to continue with what is now a 6-year
effort—oh, yes, let’s get this right side
up. There we go—to Make It In Amer-
ica. Specifically, today, it is about
manufacturing because manufacturing
matters.

When I first came to Congress in 2009,
we were in the midst of the Great Re-
cession, and millions of Americans had
lost their jobs. We saw the Rust Belt
literally collapse; we saw factories
close; we saw our shipyards opened
with nothing happening except in the
U.S. naval yards. So here we are some
6 years later: the economy is recov-
ering, and we can talk about regula-
tions; but what I would like to talk
about tonight are positive regula-
tions—regulations and laws that grow
the American economy, not regula-
tions that would hinder. Specifically,
as part of this Make It in America
agenda, we have these fundamental
policies. If we are going to rebuild the
American economy, a big part of it has
to be manufacturing. It does matter.

So what are those issues that are in-
volved in rebuilding the American
economy?

There are trade issues, and we have
heard a lot about that in the recent
Presidential campaign. Undoubtedly,
the Congress will deal with that;

Taxes. The debate about taxes really
was not very clear in the Presidential
election, but we are certainly going to
be dealing with tax policy here, and we
should. There is no doubt that the
American tax policy hinders economic
growth in many, many ways for small
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companies and encourages large com-
panies to leave town—to leave Amer-
ica—and leave American workers and
communities behind. We have seen too
much of that; so tax policy becomes a
very, very important part of this;

With regard to energy and labor, I
am going to go specifically to those;
but just quickly are the educational
policies. There is a lot of jabbering
around here, on the floor of Congress,
and out around the world about edu-
cational policies: Are our schools good
enough? They don’t measure up. We
need to have charter schools. We are
going to go into that in a big way with
our new President; but one of the most
important parts of education, when we
talk about rebuilding the American
economy, is that we have properly
trained workers whether they are in
the computer field—in computer
science—or whether they are in the
shipyards welding the parts of a ship. A
well-trained, well-prepared workforce
is absolutely essential for the growth
of the American economy; but edu-
cation is not the subject today, nor is
research;

Infrastructure. It is part of what we
are going to talk about today, and I am
going to try to do this in, maybe, 10
minutes, but not much longer than
that.

What I want to focus on is energy
policy and labor. Did you know—does
America know—that the United States
has become a net exporter of natural
gas?

Yes. We do have a boom in the energy
industry. It has slowed down a little
bit with the drop in the value of crude
oil and natural gas; but, nonetheless,
as of today, the United States is a net
exporter of natural gas. That gas is ex-
ported to Canada and Mexico and other
parts of the world. When it is exported
to other parts of the world, it is ex-
ported in ships in liquefied form, called
liquefied natural gas, LNG. On ships,
liquefied natural gas is part of that ex-
port that has turned America from an
importing country to an exporting
country, which is good for all of us; but
let us realize that that natural gas and,
for that matter, crude oil, which is also
now being exported, is a strategic na-
tional asset, a strategic national re-
source. It is absolutely crucial to the
American economy.

I will give you one example—Dow.
The big chemical company is bringing
back to the United States much of the
manufacturing that it once did over-
seas of plastic and other products be-
cause of the strategic national asset
called natural gas. The price of natural
gas was low enough that that big,
international, domestic, American
company—Dow—is returning to the
United States to manufacture. It is the
same thing with oil. These are stra-
tegic national assets that we are now
exporting.

The question for us in public policy
is: Can we, in some way, use this stra-
tegic national resource to expand the
American economy?

November 29, 2016

The answer is: absolutely, yes.

It is not just to the benefit of the en-
ergy companies. Maybe we could wish
them well as they export our strategic
national asset to places around the
world and gain a healthy profit—
okay—but shouldn’t that be shared
with the rest of America?

I believe it should, and I know it
could. Here is how, and it deals with
this issue of labor and manufacturing:
Make It In America. Manufacturing
matters.

Here is the deal. Those export facili-
ties for LNG are big operations—Ilots of
pipe, lots of plumbing, lots of con-
tainers, all of which are or could be
made in America, creating American
jobs. Now, once that natural gas is liq-
uefied—that is, compressed into a lig-
uid—and goes on a ship, the questions
are: Where did that ship come from,
and who are the sailors on the ship?

It used to be, back when the North
Slope of Alaska opened up, that the
steel in the Trans-Alaska Pipeline and
the ships that would then take that oil
to the West Coast ports would be
American ships with American sailors.
It was the law. It was the regulation.
Here you had a situation in which the
law and regulations created American
jobs for mariners and for the American
shipyards.
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If we were to apply that same prin-
ciple to the export of LNG, that stra-
tegic national resource, think of what
would happen. This year, 2016, the first
export facility in Louisiana, Cheniere,
began exporting LNG on ships. They
were not American ships. There were
no American sailors on those ships.
The policy of the North Slope oil was
not extended to the export of LNG, to
the detriment of American jobs.

So here is what we ought to do. There
is an energy bill floating around some-
where in the Senate and the House. No-
body knows exactly where it is. But in
that energy bill, there is a section that
enhances and speeds up the licensing of
six other LNG export facilities around
the United States on various coasts—
on the BEast Coast, the Gulf Coast, as
well as the West Coast.

Why not take what we did with the
North Slope oil, requiring that it be on
American-built ships with American
sailors, and apply that same principle,
same law, to the export of LNG as
these new facilities come online?

It is said that the facility on the Gulf
Coast, the Cheniere facility in its first
part—there are three different pieces of
that that will come in over time—the
first part of that facility will take 100
ships to export the liquefied natural
gas from that one facility. We are prob-
ably talking about a few hundred LNG
ships to export the liquefied natural
gas not only from the existing facility
in the Gulf Coast, but to the other fa-
cilities that will be built in the future.
Perhaps as much as 12 percent of the
total natural gas, that strategic na-
tional asset, will be exported, requiring
hundreds of ships.
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